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Cuba at least, little attention has been paid to agricultnre. We 
know that almost all the sugar factories have been burned either 
by the insurgents or the Spanish army. Consequently there has 
been a great falling off in our importation of Cubansugar, Spain 
receiving little or no sugar from Cuba, necessarily her demands 
on Puerto Rico and the Philippines became greater, and hence 
these islands could not send us as much sugar as formerly. 

Besides, it is not a question of the sugar we may have imported 
from these islands, but rather a question of their productive ca- 

ity. These figures clearly indicate that, the American market 
etig made free for these sugars, and the population shut off from 
their present trade with Spain, much more sugar would come 
into this country from these islands than wecan consume. Yet 
it is admitted that these islands are not now, nor have they ever 
been, cultivated to their full sugar capacity. Figures are not at 
my command showing the producing capacity in sugar and rice 
of these islands, still sufficient data are here given to showa greater 
production of sugar than we can possibly need, and the result is 
that large portions of these islands will be turned into rice fields, 
and eventually the American rice producer must follow the 
American sugar producer. 

This must be the result of the Republican policy sought to be 
fastened upon the American people by the pending resolution. As 
well take off your tariffs on these articles. They can possibly 
serve no further useful purpose. 

Sirs, there is no more reason why Hawaii should be annexed 
than that the Philippines and Puerto Rico, once captured, should 
be held; and no more reason to hold these than to grab Cuba—a 
war not for conquest notwithstanding. Hawaiiis but the com- 
mencement; the others will follow,and thus will the American 
sugar and rice producers go to the wall, destroyed in the house of 
their supposed friends. 

It is true that the same platform spoke of reciprocity as one of 
its cardinal principles. It is also true that in his campaign Mr. 
McKinley took occasion to say in one of his addresses delivered at 
Canton to an audience of drummers brought there to hear him 
that the reciprocity mentioned in the platform had especial refer- 
ence to the countries to the south of us; and to quote the sense of 
his remarks: The Republican party desires to shape the policy of 
this Government so that American flour would find a free market 
in Havana, while the American people would enjoy the blessings 
of cheap sugar. ` 

We from the sugar district of the United States knew that 
such a policy, if pursued, would be ruinous to American sugar, 
yet some of us felt certain that in time this policy would be 
changed; and, feeling so, a great many intelligent, honest, pro- 
2 men in my district, interested in pis production, voted 

or Mr. McKinley for President. Had he or his party at that time 
taken the ition now assumed, and advocated annexation of 
these islands, I venture the opinion that not 10 per cent of the 
votes cast there in the last national election would have been Re- 
publican. 

In place of your resolution one should be pending abrogating 
the existing Hawaiian treaty. It is a fraud upon the American 
sugar producer, an imposition upon the American consumer, an 
unjust discrimination against foreign friendly sugar nations, and 
a robbery of our National Treasury. In vain do we look for any 
beneficiary of this jreaty, save the sugar planters on the islands 
and the American sugar trust. It will be remembered that this 
treaty only exempts raw sugars. Consequently the sugar pro- 
ducer heremust compete with the Hawaiian sugar producer, while 
the refined sugar pays duty, andthe sugar trustsecures the profit. 

The American sugar trust, the meanest, the most grasping, the 
most debauching and disgraceful of all the trusts, has reaped a 
rich harvest from this treaty. It has robbed the American peo- 
ple through it. It has unjustly collected and unfairly appropri- 
ated revenues which, without the treaty, would have belonged to 
the Government. Without this treaty possibly it could not have 
cleared the three hundred millions it boasts to have accumulated 
in the last ten years upon its nominal capital of seventy-five mil- 
lions; it perhaps could not pay two hundred thousand per year 
toits president and its treasurer. At least those things which it 
has done to the injury of the American people would have been 
less shocking without this treaty; and now you propose to per- 
petuate all these conditions. 

But it is said that the sugar trust is opposed to annexation. 
Sometimes Iam tempted to inquire if those who make the asser- 
tion believe it. The truth is, under this treaty the unholy alli- 
ance of the sugar trust and the Spreckels interests have now the 
control of the sugar production on the islands. They refine the 
whole of it. To terminate the treaty under the twelve months’ 
notice provided for in section 5 of the treaty would ruin the fur- 
ther prospects of profits of the trust from the islands. This may 
occur at any time. It has been attempted in Congress several 
times. It should have occurred long ago, 

Having the control of the plantations, the trust is naturally desir- 
ous of planting its advantages on afirmerfoundation. Annexation 
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would, in honor, force this great Government to maintain its 
sovereignty over the islands, though it bankrupt the nation, lost 
us the best blood of the land, and wrecked the American Navy to 
doit. Holding the plantations in its grasp, and raw sugar raised 
on them being admitted here free, the result to the trust can not 
be in doubt. This Hawaiian sugar speculation would not only be 
“a thing of beauty, but a joy forever” to the sugar trust should 
your resolution become law. It will not do to argue that the 
sugar trust is opposed to your resolution. Such argument will 
not deceive anyone at all familiar with the question. 

Nor will it do for honorable pouon to argue as your com- 
mittee has done in its report. e bugbear that we must annéx 
Hawaii because if we fail some other nation will is begging the 
question entirely. It does not even rise to the dignity of an argu- 
ment. The American Government opposing, no nation will dare 
attempt to take possession of the islands. 

To annex is to assume sovereignty. Sovereignty carries with it 
responsibility. And, in fact, one of the stock arguments of the 
annexationists is that we should take the islands because the pres- 
ent Government can not maintain itself. Yet the Dole Govern- 
ment is essentially a white-man government. If this be true, 
then do these gentlemen invite us to assert control over a people— 
to assume the responsibility of a government—upon the admis- 
sion? Nay! for the very reason that the white inhabitants of the 
oS can not maintain their superiority over its mongrel popu- 

ation. 

I yearn for no such responsibility. But I am not prepared to 
admit that the Dole Government can not maintain itself in power. 

Unhampered by adverse legislation, such as the fourteenth 
amendment, I assert that the history of the world demonstrates 
that the Caucasian race, wherever it has ventured, has dominated 
SH 5 races. This is true of the white man everywhere and at 

imes. 

The history of the reconstruction of the South bears testimony 
to the fact that the white man will ruleeven though hampered by 
enimical législation. 

Solongas England and France maintain their positions as regards 
the islands, so long as we stand firm to the Monroe doctrine, well 
may the people of the islands rest assured that no flag will wave 
over them except theirown. Well may we laugh at those who 
tremble lest Japan or Germany or any other nation shall take 
session of them against our wishes. And should France free her- 
self from her agreement with England on this subject, then the 
more reason for a treaty with England on our part. Under those 
circumstances, to admit that Hawaii is in danger in her sgver- 
eignty is to admit that the two great English-speaking peoples are 
unable to maintain their own sovereignty. 

But whatif some European or Asiaticnation does take possession 
of them? What is the danger to us? Right off our coasts Great 
Britian owns the Bermudas and Vancouver. All of these years 
we have given ourselves no great concern about this, nor did we 
during the war of the Revolution, nor during the war of 1812. 
France owns Guadeloupe, Martinique, and St. Bartholemew, yet 
in this moment of war we are not thrown into tremors on this 
account, even though France does not seem overzealous on our 
behalf. Jamaica belongs to England; Germany owns Curacao; 
Denmark owns St. John, St. Croix, and St. Thomas, yet do we 
care? We have never lost sleep of nights because of these facts. 
Spain owns the richest islands of the group to the south of us; 
yet what rE have these been to her during this war? 

Before formal declaration of war we had cut her off from Cuba, 
her best island. Before a single American life had been sacrificed 
we held Puerto Rico in a similar condition. Even her far-off 
sessions—the Philippines—fell an easy prey to our valor and in- 
trepidity, and the advantage Spain once held over us there has 
been and is being utilized to our advantage. So that Spain, with 
all of her rich possessions around us, can not find a single coaling 
station for her fleet so as to properly prepare to give us battle. 

Once annexed, we can not always expect to hold Hawaii as a 
Territory. Territorial possession with us heretofore has only 
been the probationary stage to Statehood. The time will come 
when Hawaii will aspire to plant another star on our flag. Politi- 
cal exigencies will see to it that the boon is granted. Whata 
parody on free government will her’s be! 

The population of the islands, according to the latest estimate, 
is as follows: 

Hawaiians (Kanakas and half-breeds) 


C6177 V „ 
Xn See ee ee eee 21, 616 
Portuguese , 201 
Americans 080 
British ..... 2,250 
PRAMS Goes wo E bine ccc 1,432 


What a magnificent free government these people would form 
and maintain! What a rotten borough to send representatives 
to our Congress! What votes to cast in the electoral college! 

From all these things I pray God the American people may be 
spared 
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Then question has been a very serious question with the 
South. It has inflicted sufferings and humiliations upon my 


le. 
Phe dark night of negro domination lives in the past, thank 
God! Iwantnomoreofit. Let us not stir up its putrid flesh nor 
shake its decayed bones in the charnel house of oblivion, 

Let us rather hope that some of the Southern States have solved 
the vexing problem, and that all the others will soon follow the 
magnificent example set them by South Carolina, Mississippi, and 
Louisiana. In the name of the white men of Hawaii, let them 
control their Government without the interference of the four- 
teenth amendment; in the name of the white men of America, let 
us not enlarge the scope of this race question. 

The West suffered so long from Chinese labor that agreat up- 
rising occurred long ago among her people. The Government 
aa appealed to, and the gates of liberty were shut to the Mon- 

ia 


n. 

wie us not add, in bulk, to the population of this great country 
the wretched Mongolian who now tills the sugar plantations of 
the islands, Let them not come again to disturb the tranquillity 
of our Western country. We do not want them. The American 
people do not care for them, They themselyes are ignorant of 
our form of government and do not wish to be of us. Those who 
deny this should be willing to submit the N to the popular 
vote of the people of the islands, as was done with the people of 
Texas, as was done with the people of Santo Domingo, when > 
dent Grant urged its annexation to the United States. 

But a greater reason than all of these conquers my judgment 
and forces my conscience to oppose this scheme. men may 
not agree with the Republican 8 that it is important that 
all sugar consumed by the American e should be produced 
on American soil; some men may be i erent to the issue; but 
in this all men agree who live under the American flag, that this 
glorious Government must be perpetuated; unscathed and un- 
scarred, it must walk through the coming centuries, 8 
strength and vigor at each step. It is accomplishing a God- 
conceived mission on earth. It is solying the great problem of 
free government and human happiness, The man who would 
change its course by so much as a fraction of a line, would nullif 
for a moment the advances being made for liberty, science, an 
civilization, is unworthy of his country. 

Vet if we have accomplished so much it is because of the homo- 

eity of our people and of the impactness of our ons. 
strength has consisted heretofore in the fact that we are es- 
sentially a agen people. No nation has cared to war with us 
because it had nothing to gain. We have been able to follow 
Washington’s advice to keep from ‘‘foreign entangling alliances” 
because we had no possessions foreign from our mainland to pro- 
tect. We have kept out of foreign complications growing out of 
European and Asiatic wars because none of our possessions were 
exposed and none could become involyed. We have kept our 
Army on the basis of a home guard because we feared no invasion, 

Why change all of these adyantages? Why appeal to the pas- 
sions? Whyenter the field of foreign court intrigues? Heretofore 
we have been able to devote our energies to the sciences and arts 
and literature, while other nations employed much of their human 
wealth preparing for war, offensive and defensive, We have had 
all of our forces producing wealth, while other nations have elected 
half of their forces to remain idle, gery the other half to 
toil to maintain this state of idleness. Is not departure from this 
worse than folly on our part? Nay, isitnot treason itself to seek 
to alter these glorious conditions? The truth and justness and 
fairness of my position seem so apparent that, like the man who 
would prove an axiom, I find myself laboring. Did I deem it 

necessary to furnish authority to maintain this position, I could 


uote from Tyler and Daniel Webster and Taylor and Blaine and 
. — and Bayard and others of equal prominence in the past 
politics of this country. 


To annex Hawaii will require of us the maintenance of a large 
navy in the Pacific Ocean; to hold Puerto Rico or any of the 
West Indies will require another 1 navy inthe Gulf of Mexico 
and the Caribbean and to hold the Philippines another navy 
will have to be maintained off the coast of Asia and in the Chinese 


Sea, 

And why, I ask, should we squander the money to do this, when 
for our pains we shall only be borrowing trouble and invite war? 

If in the course of human events we are compelled by necessity 
to have Hawaii, or Puerto Rico, or the Philippines, another Dewey 
will arise from among this great people, and the feat will soon be 
accomplished, and glory, godlike and fair, will be our harvest, 

Who of you doubis this? 

The declaration 8 J de c mpd 9 po reeni 
requiring a na 18 as as it Was W. 
FCC ing with this that 
heretofore, with the and the tian Is- 
not contiguous 
two former occasions 


tion of 
lands, we have abstained fon ef! Se ing terri 
though on 


to our original thirteen colonies 


territory of that character was offered usasa gift. Even now, 
after over a quarter of a century of our possession of Alaska, the 
most ardent annexationist is not prepared to state that this pos- 
session has brought us either glory or profit, though it has been 
the source of complication between our Governmentand England; 
while our possession of the Aleutian Islands has been regarded 
so indifferently by us that we make no pretense of haying a goy- 
ernment there, 

The day that we depart from the wise policy that I have been 

trying to picture disaster must overtake us. Foreign complica- 
tions must arise; we must maintain an immense navy and stand- 
ing army; we must divert from the pursuits of peaceful occupa- 
tion and the production of wealth a vast number of our citizens 
and throw the burden of supporting them and the Government 
upon the balance of the people. 
_ At the inception of our present war with Spain we were loud 
in our declaration that humanitarian reasons alone prompted us 
to action. The resolution declaring for armed intervention on 
our part in the war between Spain and Cuba specifically declared 
or strongly intimated that this war was not for conquest. 

Yet this Administration seems now entirely devoted to the con- 
quest and acquisition of territory. The people of Cuba must be 
relieved, we said, Yet not a blow has so far been struck to re- 
lieve the reconcentrados, while 9,000 miles from these suffering 
people our fleet has found its way and territory is in the course 
of changing hands. During this time a eful blockade of Cuba 
is being maintained. To all intents and purposes we are giving 
assistance to the Spaniard in his policy to starve out his Cubas 
subjects. Alas, poor humanity; another great crime is being 
committed in thy name! 

Listen! Colonial territory!” Imperial policy!” What en- 
tieing phrases! How dazzling to the eye! How euphonious to 


the ear 
But, my coun en, do not forget that these never come un- 
attend The ve never become a people's possession that 


tranquillity and peace and harmony and happiness have not de- 
parted, History does not record the people ma ss highest aspira- 
tion this was that it did not encompass their destruction. 

This issue was neyer presented to the American people. Let 
not gentlemen here listen to the croaking of partisan newspapers 
and accept it as the voice of the le. It is not the people’s 
voice you hear; it is the voice of the interested party, who arro- 
gates to himself the voice of the nation. They are but visions 
and dreams of imperial grandeur, that are being conjured up by 
these special advocates, 

The American people are too sensible, too full of common sense, 
to be lured from their 3 avocations, to seek to embark in 
a field of conquest and strife and intrigue and war. You who 
doubt this dare not consult them, 

These are evils that I fear. They will undermine the Republic. 
I can not free my mind from these conclusions, They force them- 
selves upon me, I am unwilling to attempt the experiment, 

Continuing the et gon! that to this hour we have pursued, 
I seo everything ah bright and. glorious, and can predict of 
this Republic what Lord Macaulay said of the Catholic Church: 
hen some traveler from New 


exist in undiminished vigor w. 
in the midst of a vast solitude, take his stand on a broken arch 
to sketch the ruins of St. Paul's. 


Applause. 
Ka SPEAKER pro 7 (Mr. GRAFF). The hour of 11 


o' clock having arrived, the House stands adjourned until to- mor- 
row at 10 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
penne were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 

ECC ( 
mi a co e oc ə case 
William W. Milam, executor of A.J. Milam, deceased, against The 
8 e ae the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Emma ©. Worthy, administratrix of Thomas O, Clark, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissary-General of Subsistence inclosing the draft of a 
bill “directing the enlistment of cooks in the regular and vyol- 
unteer armies of the United States”—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the of the Treasury, transmitting a 
communication from the Secre of State transmitting a recom- 
mendation for an appropriation for a commission to 
China—to the on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for the secret service of the War Depart- 
eae the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

5 A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War submitting supplemental estimates 
of appropriations for the War Department—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


— — 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9955) to 
transfer the county of Menard, in the State of Texas, from the 
western district of Texas to the northern district of Texas, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1551); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. : f i 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10460) relative to the 
Corps of Engineersof the Army, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1559); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 5 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10685) fixing pay and allowances of cha 
lains for volunteer regiments, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a re (No. 1560); which said bill and 
report were referred to the ttee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10585) designating 
Titusville, Crawford County, Pa., a subport of entry in the cus- 
toms collection district of Erie, Pa., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a 1 —— (No. 1566); Which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 2 

Mr. CONNOLLY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8925) to amend 
sections 1698 and 1784 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
g 2 1 which said bill and report were referred to the House 

alendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9219) for the relief of 
the Fourth Arkansas Mounted Infantry, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1550); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, CASTLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 635) for the relief of. 


H. L. James, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1552); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. ‘ 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1537) granting a 
pension to John D. Coulie, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a seers (No. 1553); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4584) granting a 
pension to Adda F. Thompson, vay ah the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1554); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (E. R. 8952) 

arire Pora increase of pension to John C. Knapp, of ers K, 
Eighty- th Regiment of New York Volunteers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1555); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2171) granting a pension to Wilhelmina 
Barth, dependent mother of Theodore Barth the << 
which 


reported 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1556); 
ee wears fe t te Private Colantee 


Mr, BOTKIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2459) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary C. Bates, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


ied by a report (No. 1557); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4936) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act srog March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1558); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6502), grantin 
increase of pension to William Rolley, reported the same wit 
amendment, accompanied by a report (N o. 1561); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9979) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert S. Shepard, 5 the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a re (No. 1562); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3123) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank S. Devol, late a private of Com- 
pany B, Thirty-eighth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
reported the same with amendment, de e by a report 
oT 0. eer ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar, 


a i were referred to th dar, 

. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10285) granting 
an increase of pension to Mazie V. Sullivan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1565); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10554) for the relief of D. N. 
Morgan, late Treasurer of the United States, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1567); which 
said bill and report were re to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
BS pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLOWS: 
By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10683) fixing the rank of the 
A ere CRA of the Army—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 10684) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
and for other p „ approved June 13, 1898—to the Commit- 
tee on hag 50 eans. 

By Mr. LL (from the Committee on Military Affairs): A 
bill (H. R. 10685) fixing pay and allowances of chaplains for yol- 
unteer regiments—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 10686) to increase the 
daily army ration—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 10687) discharging the com- 
mission appointed to select land for the Rock Creek Park from 
the duty of assessing all or any part of real estate in the i 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 10688) for the relief of 
John J. Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 10689) for the relief 
of Michael McNulty from the tion of the act restricting the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia to American citizens—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 10690) granting an increase 
of pension to Lyman W. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, } 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following es and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Connecticut 
members of the National Society of the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, in favor of the passage of a bill to prevent the 
desecration of the American flag—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. KULP: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8992, to 
correct the military record of Samuel Hardy, of Bloomsburg, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Connecticut members of the Na- 
tional Society of the American Revolution, in favor of the pas- 
sage of a bill to prevent the desecration of the American flag—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 15, 1898. 
Prayer by Rey. Frank M. BRISTOL, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


n. 
n motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 
the Tadine or the Journal of yesterđay’s proceedings was dis- 
pensed wit 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of eee e by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 4763) to provide American registers for the steamers 
Specialist and Unionist. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6209) to pension William Stephenson Smith. 


PETITION, 


Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oregon, 

raying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 

toxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 4769) relating to vessels not 
propelled by sail or internal motive power of their own plying on 
marine waters of the United States, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced the following bills; which were 
ra Pa read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4770) for the relief of the estate of Susan L. Hard- 
away, deceased, late of Benton County, Miss.; 

A bill (S. 4771) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Edna Jackson, 
deceased, late of Panola County, Miss.; and 

A bill (S. 4772) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Jane H. Minor, 

late of Marshall County, Miss. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 4°78) to increase the pen- 
sion of Hannah G. Strong; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4774) for the settlement of 
Piute war claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. - 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 4775) granting a pension to 
Flora Stanton Kalk; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 4776) for the relief of 
Katherine L. Minor, executrix of Rebecca A. Minor, deceased; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | Private 


on Claims, 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4777) to remove the charge 
of desertion against the name of Rudolph J. Marti; which was 
ebia by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4778) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to G. A. G. Heinisch; Which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4779) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Isaac Thomasson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4780) granting a pension to Ida J. 
Rannells; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 4781) authorizing the issu- 


ance to Charles F. Beebe of patents for certain mineral lands, and 
mill sites appurtenant thereto, in the State of Washington; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON submitted an amendment authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund, return, and pay to 
the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company the 
amount paid or deposited by that company with the Secretary of 
the Interior, and by him covered into the Treasury of the United 
States in accordance with the decision of the Secretary of the In- 
terior of March 3, 1898, intended to be proposed by him to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Cor - 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 8 er of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 10682) ing an appro- 
priation to pay the Bering Sea awards; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President, 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the order be executed granting 
a short time this morning for the consideration of pension bills 
on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read the first bill 
under the order. 


ELLA HAYNE AGNEW. 


The bill (S. 4661) granting a pension to Ella Hayne ew was 
announced as the first pension bill on the Calendar; and the Senate 
proceeded to its consideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ pay,” to strike out “that 
he;” in the same line, after the word pension,“ to insert at the 
rate;” and in line 9, after the word “month,” to strike out from 
and after the passage of this act;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of th k 
authorized and directed to placeon rAd nd eee oa 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella Hayne Agnew, widow 


of Dr. Enoch Agnew, who served with the Palmetto Regiment of South Caro- 
lina in the Mexican war, and pay her a pension at the rate of & per month. 


The amendments were eed to. 
X Mr. Nee VaT In line 6 I move to strike out the word 
Doc r ” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CONKLIN, 


The bill (S. 606) granting a pension to William Conklin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to strike ont “at the 
rate of $24 Pe month, the name of William Conklin, late private, 
Company , First Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers” and in- 
sert “ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


the name of William Conklin, late private, Company F, First 


Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as 
to make the bill read: 


authorized and directed to place on the pension rol subject to the provi- 
in 5 a on lawa tho name and him 
a pension at the? tate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivinig. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Conklin.” 


AMOS H. GOODNOW, 


The bill (S. 2960) granting a ion to Amos H, Goodnow was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with ` 


amendments, in line 4, after the word roll,“ to strike out at 
the rate of $50 per month” and insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws;“ and in line 8, after the word 
“ Volunteers,” to insert “and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
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A in lieu of that he is now receiving; so as to make the 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 1 roll, subject to the provisions 
Eirate, Company G. Thicticth Regimen Iowa infantry Volunteers, aud pay 
Em 5 rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now recei a 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. y ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. j 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Amos H. Goodnow.” 


WILLIAM O. TORRY. 


The bill (S. 8136) granting a pension to Dr, William O. Torry 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ‘ y 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
“amendments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to strike out at 
the rate of $30 per month” and insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws;” in line 6, before the name 
„William,“ to strike out Dr.;“ and in line 8, after the word 
“ Volunteers,” to insert ‘‘and pay him a ion at the rate of $30 
pa month, in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to make the 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Reese ts of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 


urgeon Eighteenth 
pay him a pension at the rate of 
ving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. z i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i : 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William O. Torry.” 


JOHN B. RITZMAN, 


The bill (S. 2968) granting a pension to John B. Ritzman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word roll,“ to strike out at 
the rate of $24 per month” and insert subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws;” and in line 7, after the word 
Volunteers,“ to insert and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$16 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving; ” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Ritzman, late 
of Company F, Fifth Regiment Iowa Ca Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B. Ritzman,” 

PHILETUS M. AXTELL, 

The bill (S. 2964) granting a pension to Philetus M. Axtell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to strike out “at 
the rate of $30 per month” and insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions 
` and limitations of the pension laws;” and in line 8, after the word 
Volunteers,“ to insert and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 
p me in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to make the 

i : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed pu on the pension roll, sub; to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philetus M. Axtell, late pri- 
vate, Company H, Second Regiment Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $16 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 8 

The bill Was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Philetus M. Axtell.” 

CAROLINE L. GUILD, 

The bill (S. 4612) granting a A Serres to Caroline L. Guild was 
eonsidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 4, after the word “place,” to strike out 
3 ” and insert ‘‘on;” in line 5, before the word ‘‘ pension,” to 

ike out “general” and insert provisions and limitations of 
the;” in line 7, after the word as, to strike out “ 
and insert assistant surgeon and surgeon of;” in line 10, before 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘of twenty-five” and insert “at 
the rate of seventeen;” and in the same line, after the word 
„month,“ to insert ‘‘in lieu of that she is now receiving;” so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 3 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of line L. Guild. 
widow of Phineas K. Guild, who served as assistant surgeon and surgeon of 
the One hundred and twentieth Re t Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month,in lieu of that she is now 


receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline L. Guild.” 


OWEN DEVINE, 


The bill (S. 1253) 1 a pension to Owen Devine was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word roll,“ to strike out at the 
rate of $24 per month” and insert “subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws;” and in line 8, after the word 
“ Volunteers,” to insert ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
5 month, in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to make the 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
22 ĩͤ v 
a —.— at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of that he is now — 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Owen Devine.“ 


JOHN B, BOGGS, 


The bill (S. 4635) granting a pension to John B. Boggs, Olney, 
III., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John B. Boggs, late a pri- 
vate of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension now 
paid to him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 8, after the word “ pension,” I move 
to strike out the words “now paid to him” and insert “that he is 
now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B, Boggs.” ; 


JENNIE P. STOVER. 


The bill (S. 4429) granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on 
the pension roll the name of Jennie P. Stover, widow of William 
R. Stover, late of Company A, Twenty-seventh Missouri Infantry 
Volunteers, and to ER her a pension of 812 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER, In line 8, before the word “ pay,” I move 
to strike out the word “ to,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


JOHN H. MORRISON. 


The bill (S. 4509) granting a pension to John H. Morrison was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. - 5 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
‘twenty-five’ and insert seventeen;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the om 


sergeant in” 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Mo: 
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a first port Gomer lvanis Volunteer Cavalry, 
pote pekena copped anger oe aue Ar per in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was 


agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as 
ee “A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. Mor- 

n.“ 


HENRY HATCH. 


The bill (S. 2235 g an increase o on to Henry 
Hatch was — prs Committee of the os 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert seventeen;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, Fn That the Pocrotary of the Interior be, and he to the hereby, 


authorized and’ directed to place on the pension roll, subject 

pions and pags of he Nei ta tha hao of Hoy Hatch at gi 
ew Yor! ery, a per 

lieu of the pension now received by him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 7, — the word “Artillery,” I 
move to insert ‘‘and pay him a pension 

The amendment was 

The bill was eee to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. BEATY, 


The bill (S. 4622) granting a pension to John S. Beaty was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole, 
The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with 


4, after the word “roll,” to strike out “at 
the rate of $20 per month” and insert “ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the penne laws,” and in line 8, to insert “ and 
y him a pension at the rate of $20 8 month, in lieu of that he 
5 receiving;“ so as to make the s 
Beit 83 etc., That the 5 of the Interior be, and he here 


thorized directed to place on msion 8 to the provisions 
— — — ity, — 


A, Fourth Volun i 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of that he ‘enews recei g. 


The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Beaty.” 


HERMAN PIEL, 


The bill (S. 4182) to increase the pension of Herman Piel was 
8 as in 8 of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “place,? to insert ‘on the 
pension roll, ‘subject to the J seiner and limitations of the pen- 
mon laws;” be line aa ie word “ Cavalry,” to strike out “on 

insert ‘‘and pay him a pension;” in line 8, 
1 the Seek 4s a ” to strike out „thirty and insert 
“‘twenty;” and in the same line, after the word “ month,” to insert 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” 
80 as 55 make the bill read: 


and limita’ rape Seg the late a private 
in Company e mt Wisconsin so a and pay him a 
at the rate of per mon F 


The amendments were n 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLIN GER, the title was amended so as 
to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Herman Piel.” 


W. P. SNOWDEN, 


The bill (S. 168) granting a pension to W. P. Snowden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “private,” to strike out 
“who served as” and rt late;“ in line 7, before the word 


tt Mexican,” to strike out “during 'the;” and in line 9, after the 


word “month,” to pase in lien of that he is now receiving;” 
as to make the bill read 
Tha A 
elicit ot penia n e 
8 — laws, the namo of W. P. Snowdon, ia vate 


Mounted teers, Mexican t 
rappor Ayata ti emanen So comple foree p orei — — 


sy amendments were agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
sean third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. P. Snowden.” 


JANE V. DAVIDSON, 


The bill (S. 1831) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
V. Davidson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert tyelvez v so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pte ig} Roh ap So sine fon and he is here 

authorized and directed to Mrs. Jane V. Davidson, 8 of Lieut. 
ward ©. Davidson, who —— 1 —— of Capt. Caldwell's company, 

t United Dragoons, $13 per month in lien of $ pec 
month she is now ara ip 


Mr.GALLINGER. In lieu of the amendment of the committee, 


I move to amend the bill by striking out all after the word “to, 3 


in line 4, and inserting what I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. After the words directed to,” in line 4, strike 
id the remainder of the bill and in lien thereof insert the fol- 
owing: 


Place on the pension roll, su ia: to the provisions and limitations of the 
nsion laws, the name of Jane of 


rst 9 Captain ell’s Company, Third Regiment United States 
Dragodan ay her 8 ponsion at tho rate ot $12 por month in lien of 
— 
The e was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. GALLIN GER, the title was amended so as 
to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pension to Jane V. David- 
son. n 

GEORGE W. NEVINS, 


The bill (S, 1968) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Nevins was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was re rted from the Committe on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word “ pension,” to insert “at 
the rate,” and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
5 rigole and insert fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ae he is hereby, 
ee ee and directed to place on the an, roll, subject 
ae See or the 8 ae of ori W. Nor late of 
at the parce oF $8 of $50 per month, 1 iene of the Me eo beds now —.— cing: = 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. HILL, 
The bill (S. 896) granting a ion to J. Hill was consid- 
5 Mary 


as in Committee of the 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word “ pension,” to insert “at the 


rate;” and in line 9, before the word month,” to strike out “a” 


Lit and insert per; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior ba. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Mary J. 8 
of James I. Cleveland, Tirst Uentenant and regimental q of the 
first Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, and pa; y her a pension at the rate of $17 
per mon 


The amendments were agreed to, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
1 8 were concurred in. 


ill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUSANNA MARION, 


The bill (S. 2086) for the relief of Susana Marion was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was 5 from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, before the 


name “ Marion,” to strike out 
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**Susana” and insert‘‘Susanna;” in the sameline, before the word 
tof,” to strike out ‘‘ divorced wife” and insert“ widow;” and in 
line 9, before the word ‘‘twelve,” to strike out ‘‘and allow the 
said Susana Marion a pension rated at” and insert “and pay her 
a pension at the rate of;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., i ge the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Me „wid — Michael 3 ieee a Private . Second f. 
— — Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at ‘the rate rit 
per month. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was intro to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Susanna Marion.“ 


WILLIAM A, P, FELLOWS, 


The bill (S. 2120) granting a pension to William A. P, Fellows 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on oe with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word“ authorized,” to insert 
and directed; in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert “twenty; * and in line 9, after the word 
“now,” to strike out ‘‘ allowed” and insert receiving; ” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the Interior be, 1 is hereby, 

directed lace on the pension roll, gu bject to th 


eee visions 
and limi nsion Tawa the name of Wiliam A. P. Fe ows, late 


of Compan: t Michigan Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the Late of $20 per mon in Haa of the pension he fs now receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William A. P. Fellows.” 


CHARLES EDWIN BROWN, 


The bill (S. 3017) granting a pension to Charles Edwin Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word“ roll,“ to insert “subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” aa line 8, 
before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out “at thirty“ an d insert 
“and pay him a pension at the rate of ener fiver" and in line 9, 
after the word month,“ to insert “in lieu of that he is now 
receiving; so as to make the bill read: 


name of les 
curth Regiment New York EA dy 


— — r * 


CCC 
The amendments were 


The bill was spag es 70 e. Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Edwin Brown.” 


RICHARD L. TITSWORTH. 


The bill (S. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 
Tits worth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike ont 
“thirty” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 


the pension roll 


late of Com: 0. matte United pin ihs aam of and — — 1 
at the rate > z per month in lieu of ra tare oN, 

The amendment was agreed vg 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET LOVE SKERRETT. 


The bill (S. 4246) increasing the pension of Margaret Love 
Skerrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“seventy-five” and insert ‘*fifty;” so as to make the bill 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
extend and directed to place oe the DAOR rol, subject cna meng 


authorized and directed to 
Hamilton. 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Love Sker- 
rett, widow of J 8. Skerrett, late teanedmiree United States Navy 
8 and pay her a at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
per month oh ch she now receives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I move to amend the bill further by strik- 
ing out, in line 9, the words the $30 per month which ae now 
receives” and inserting “that she is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Pera Tall had deed san pegtaiel for sake sending ind 

e was order en or a 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Margaret Love 
Skerrett,” 

ELIZABETH M, MEAD, 


The bill (S. 4366) 3 : pension to Pur M. 225 = 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
on the pension roll the spats of Elizabeth te Mead, the the ere 
mother of Francis L. Mead, late private in Company H, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a ° Nir. GALL of $12 pe 8 r month. 
ER. I move to amend the bill byo arre out 
the word “the,” in line 6, before “stepmother,” 
Ape ndent,“ so as to read w cayenne. oe aang and in line 
ter the word „pension,“ I move to insert the words “at the 
sde of,” 80 as to read and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month,” 
The amendments were agreed to, 
Mr. PETTUS. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge of 
the bill if he is not taking a new de 
Mr. GALLINGER. Notatall. I will Sagte to the Senator 
that the committees of Congress and Congress itself have pen- 
sioned a woman who cared for the soldier from early infancy, and 
was in fact the mother to the soldier when she became poor and 
dependent, That is a distinction which the committee draws. 
There are very few such bills, but where the soldier was cared 
for by the stepmother from early infancy, she has been treated as 
ba she were the soldier’s mother. 
r. PETTUS. It is not 3 for in the general law? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is not. 
Mr. PETTUS. It is an addition that Congress is now making? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 
The bill was 3 to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred 
The bill 8 to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third tiine, and passed, 


JOHN BROWN, 


The bill (S. 1697) panting a pension to John Brown, of Lexing- 
ton, Nebr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name ‘‘Brown,” to strike out 
“of Lexington, Nebr.;” in line 8, before the word “him,” to strike 
out „grant“ and insert pay;“ in line 9, before the word **dol- 
lars,” to strike out “seventy-two” and insert „thirty;“ in the 
same line, after the word“ month,” to strike out “for total ‘blind. 
ness and total disability;“ and in Une 10, after the word “of, “ to 
strike out ‘‘any pension he may now be receiving” and insert 
“that he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., ee the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the slon boc the name of of John ie — 


a pension at the — 85 of ot per ow in lieu of that he 22 now receiving. 

The amendments were a d to. 

The bill was Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to John Brown.” 

FIDELIA B, HAMILTON, 

The bill (S. pee ao a pension to Fidelia B. Hamilton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“forty” and insert “thirty-five; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the inten be, and he is hereby, 

place on the roll the name of Fidelia 
widow of John I’. Hamilton, ə First Colorado 


Cavalry, and to mys hera pension at 1 —— 9285 per — 55 the same to 
bo in lieu of the pension now 


The snes was agreed 5 
Mr. GALLINGER. oor the word “pay,” in line 6, I move 
to strike out the word 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
oot “A bill granting an increase of pension to Fidelia B, Hamil- 

n.“ 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William L. Smithson.” 


AUGUSTA TURNER. 


The bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Augusta Turner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendment, in line 6, after the name Turner,“ to strike iat 
member“ and insert ‘‘late;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the yan on laws, the name of Augusta Turner, widow of 
John E. Turner, late of Company C, Fourth Battalion District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES H. STREETER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1974) granting a pension 
to Charles H. Streeter, to report it back favorably with an amend- 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent to have it now considered. 
It is for a dependent child. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The amendments were, in line 5, after the word “Streeter,” to 
insert the words “invalid and;” and, in line 7, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out seventeen“ and insert ‘‘twelve;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Charles . 
Streeter, invalid and dependent son of Alonzo Streeter, late of Company E, 
Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 8 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A, ERB, 


Mr, CANNON. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4765) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Erb to report it back favorably, without amendment, 
and I ask that it my have consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 

nsion roll the name of Sarah A. Erb, widow of Gabriel S. Erb, 

ate of Company E, Seventy-ninth Pennsylvania Infantry Volun- 
teers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. From the Committee on Military Affairs I 
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 10423) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote the administration 
of justice in the Army,” 8 October 1, 1890, and for other 
purposes. It is exceedingly important that the bill which pro- 
poses to amend the existing laws in regard to courts-martial 
should be passed. If there should be no objection, I should like 
to have it considered now. The War Department is about to 
make a 8 and desire to place in that publication all the 
laws and among them this law. t the bill be read, and then I 
will make a very brief explanation, if it is desired. 

Mr. FRYE. e never object to anything the Senator from 
Missouri wants, 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF SIOUX. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask the Senator from North Carolina to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Very well. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I to so arrange in regard to the order 
of business which was agreed upon for 1 o’clock as not to break 
into the s h of the Senator. By unanimous consent the bill 
(S. 3698) for the restoration of annuities to the Sisseton and Wah- 
peton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians was made the special 


JOHN W. HALLEY. 


The bill (S. 4560) granting a pension to John W. Halley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 7, before the word “ pay,” I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘ to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. Halley.” 


PHILANDER ©, BURCH, 


The bill (S. 4725) granting a on to Philander C. Burch, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pao 
on the pension roll the name of Philander C. Burch, late of Com- 

y C, Twenty-ninth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, and to pay 
a pension of $12 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pen- 
sion he now receives, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr, GALLINGER, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Philander C. 
Burch,” 

SIMON PRICE, 


The bill (S. 2345) granting an increase of pension to Simon 
Price was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension roll the name of Simon Price, late a 
private in Company B, Second Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 5I move to strike out the word 
„otherwise.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L, SMITHSON. 


The bill (H. R. 9729) to increase the pension of William L. 
Smithson, late Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican 
war, was announced as next in order. It pro to increase to 
the sum of $24 per month the pension of W. L. Smithson, 
late Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican war. 

Mr. G INGER. Let the bill go over. It is not in proper 
f 


orm. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: I ask that a pension bill 
which was passed over and which the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PRITCHARD] reported be taken up. I shall offer a sub- 
stitute for the bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. than! ed increase the pension of William L. 
Smithson, late Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican 


War. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the oso Mal the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro ms and limita- - 
tions of the pension laws, the name of W L. Smi 1 
G. Fifth Te: pension at the 


* mnessee Volunteers, Mexican war, and pay him a 
rate of $24 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. order for 1 o’clock to-day. I now ask unanimous consent that 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | that bill may be made the order for 1 o'clock to-morrow, instead 
ment was concurred in, of to-day, 


1898. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair hears none, and that 
order will be made. 

Mr. FRYE. To be confined to the morning hour. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not care to add that. 

Mr. FRYE, Not to interfere with the unfinished business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, no; not to interfere with the unfin- 
ished business, 

BENEFITS OF REPUBLICAN RULE, 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Mr. President, the great change which has 
taken place in the financial, commercial, and economic condition 
of the country since the inauguration of a Republican President 
and the enactment of a Republican tariff law directs attention 
again to the benefits which have invariably flowed from the ad- 
ministration of the Government by the great party of Lincoln, 
Grant, and McKinley. Not in many years, if ever, have the ma- 
terial prospects of the United States been as bright as they are 
to-day; and for this the wise and patriotic legislation framed and 
passed by the Republican party is responsible. y 

During the extra session of Congress our Populist and Demo- 
cratic friends very properly decided not to obstruct the passage 
of the Dingley bill, contenting themselves by stating that they 
desired the Republican party to pass any measure of legislation 
which it might propose, as they were confident such legislation 
could result in no good and that it would only augment the de- 
plorable condition of affairs that obtained at the time of the inau- 
guration of President McKinley. À 

While the Republicans were confident that the remedy which 
they proposed would be effectual, the Democrats were loud in their 
predictions that no improvement could be realized until our finan- 
cial system was changed. Thus the issue was drawn between the 
two parties in a plain and unmistakable manner. 

Only the impious, the foolish man, Mr. President, would stand 
here and claim for any human agency the credit of having covered 
our fields with smiling plenty when blight has been the portion 
of nearly all the rest of the world. For that marvelous good for- 
tune which emptied upon our lands the fructifying forces of 
nature's laboratory until but a remnant remained for the rest of 
the world we as a nation are thankful, We gauge the gift rightly 
and honor the Giver, happy to enjoy this bounty now, but know- 
ing well that bursting barns can not abide with us always and 
that sooner or later we must have our share of blight and short- 
age. Every sentiment of practical wisdom dictates that nations 
as well as men should reap of the sunshine that they may be 
guarded against the storm. h s 

How well the people of this country haye been guided in that 
course by the Republican py in the present visitation of good 
fortune I shall attempt to show. ; 

A prediction made public by the Bureau of Statistics recently 
might well have been received with amazement and incredulity 
by those who had not followed carefully the trend of our national 
trade during the year. To suggest that the balance of trade in 
favor of the United States for one year could, much less would, 
reach the prodigious sum of six hundred millions seemed like idle 
folly. Never before in the history of the nation had the favorable 
trade balance been eyen half that much. And yet the prediction 
was well founded, and, unless the law of probabilities fails, thetrade 
balance, which for the ten months ending April 80 was $514,245,495, 
will be over six hundred millions byqune 30. The nearest approach 
to this extraordinary record was last year, when the agricultural 
and commercial conditions were the forerunners of those we have 
now. But even then the favorable balance of $286,263,144 was 
less than half what it will be this year, for a reason which I will 
attempt later to make clear. Previous to 1897 the banner year 
of American commerce had been 1879, with a favorable balance of 
$264,661,666, em í 

As a result of the happy concurrence of conditions which serye 
to make memorable this year of our Lord 1898, the volume of cash 
sent over to us from Europe breaks all previous records. It is 
estimated that for the full fiscal year the net amount of coin re- 
ceived in partial settlement of our huge merchandise balance will 
be at least $100,000,000. That is to 7 1 1 stock of money will be 
increased by 8100, 000, 000 or more. This is more than double any 

revious cash balance for one year, the largest having been 
544.653.200 for the year 1879. 

The benefits of a favorable trade balance to a debtor nation can 
hardly be overestimated. With between two and three hundred 
millions to send abroad annually to pay the interest on our bonds, 
national, State, and railroad, and another hundred millions to pay 
dividends on stocks when they are earned, the only hope of escape 
from national bankruptcy, ruin, and collapse is to sell more than 
we buy. The spread of our wheat, corn, and cotton fields, the 
adoption of new agricultural appliances, and a high grade of skill 
and industry have enabled us year by year to increase our exports 
of the products of the earth until these, together with the other 
goods, raw and manufactured, which we have sent abroad have 
enabled us, with but four exceptions in twenty-five years, to have 


the balance of trade in our favor. The amount of the credit has,” 
however, varied widely. Frequently, and, indeed, usually, ex- 
cept in seasons when we have been especially fortunate in having 
abundant crops wherewith to replenish the dearth-emptied gran- 
aries of Europe, the favorable balance has been scarcely enough 
or but little more than enough, to pay our interest charges abroad 
and to discharge our dividend accounts. 

Several circumstances haye contributed to this condition, which 
may be divided into two broad, general classes—those which we 
can not control and those which we can. The former class, of 
course, includes the operations of nature—drought, dearth, plenty, 
etc.—and may at once be dismissed from discussion as belonging 
to a realm whose laws are written apo the elements and whose 
decrees are immutable. The second class, however, consists of 
those which are made by legislation or by commercial methods 
and acuteness. On the latter score I am sure no member of this 
body doubts that the American people.have but little to learn, at 
least from other nations, 

In 1 on economic subjects we find the cause of the ex- 
treme fluctuations of our favorable balance, and as it has been 
wise or foolish we see a like effect upon our commerce. It may 
be accepted as an established fact that as long as we have normal 
ely here and in 3 the superiority of our land, e pongo 
and management, together with Europe's labor loss under com- 

ulso; litary system, will result in a favorable balance to the 

nited States, provided our economic legislation is framed with 
ordinary common sense, This balance will be largely retaineđ 
abroad to pay our interest and dividend charges. Further, when 
nature’s favor grants us abundant harvests at a time when they 
are denied to the Old World, wise legislation will, as in Repub- 
lican hands it has done now, secure to us the real benefits of our 
good fortune and cause our favorable balance to be increased in 
the ratio of our increased sales of agricultural products. This de- 
sirable end has been obtained for more than a generation through 
the benign policy of protection which has been secured to the 
nation by the efforts of the Republican party. 

There are three methods of settling a trade balance open to the 

debtors--to pay in goods, to pay in money, or to return the bonds 
or other securities of the creditor. Obeying the universal law 
that all movement proceeds along the easiest and most favorable 
lines, the effort of the debtor is to make payment in his own prod- 
ucts, manufactured or raw, and where no legislative bar inter- 
venes that course is always followed. If, however, protection is 
the policy of the creditor, that manner of settlement is available 
only so far as the protective tariff fails to be effective. Where 
such a tariff is skillfully devised and honestly administered it be- 
comes necessary for the creditor to adopt one or the other of the 
alternative means of payment, or both, to the extent the circum- 
stances 7 This is precisely the position in which we stand 
to-day. The protective tariff framed and passed by this Con 
is responsible for the immense size of the trade balance of the 
current year, which, notwithstanding a foreign war, is giving 
prosperity to our people. 
_ Mr. President, the patient labor of the statistician hasfurnished 
investigators into the realm of economics with a sure guide for 
their footsteps. The homely adage, ‘‘ Figures can not lie,” is not 
undermined but more securely buttressed by that aphorism of 
the logician, ‘It is the exception 8 the rule.“ The regu- 
lar gathering of reports upon the results and conditions of agri- 
culture, manufacturing, and commerce has placed at our disposal 
a mass of facts which, when analyzed, give proof of the efficiency 
or failure of economic theories. As bearing directly upon the 
subject of trade balances and the manner in which they are af- 
fected by high or low tariff, I invite attention to the following 
computations made from the reports of the United States Bureau 
of Statistics, beginning with the year 1835. 

For nearly seventy years, beginning with Clay’s compromise 
tariff of 1832, high and low tariffs haye alternated. The length 
of time each was in force has varied greatly, but the operations of 
all have been marked by such striking financial and economic 
manifestations as to give individuality to the respective periods of 
their existence. 

The period from 1835 to 1841, both inclusive, covered the prin- 
cipal portion of the life of the low tariff forced by Calhoun on be- 
half of South Carolina in particular, and the cotton-raising States 
in general. It imposed an average rate of 20 per cent, andduring 
its operation disaster and bankruptcy were rife throughont the 
country. The manufacturing interests, nursed into youthful 
ae by the protective tariff of 1824, were practically destroyed, 
and the year 1837 saw the first of the three great panics of our 
financial history. The record of this period is eloquently told by 
the statement of its trade balances. During the seven years 
which my figures cover, 1835 to 1841, inclusive, the balarce of 
trade against us was $113,784,471. Or, in other words, we allowed 
Europe to sell us 14 per cent more than we could pay for with our 


products. 
The results of the tariff of 1842, which levied an average duty of 
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83 per cent, make a striking contrast. From 1842 to 1846, inclu- 

8 balance of trade in our favor was $39,093,164, showing 
that during these four years we sold to Europe over 7 per cent 
more than we allowed her to pay for with her . 

It was on the popular for this tariff that James K. Polk, 

under the banner Polk, , and the tariff of 1842,” carried 
rotection Pennsylvania, and thus defeated Henry Clay in 1844. 
Dame four years it was in force there was a notable busi- 
ness revival, which terminated suddenly when the Walker tariff, 
which cut down the average rate to 26 cent, was in 
-1846. This measure remained in force with but few changes be- 
yond those of 1857, when the rates were reduced to 15 per cent, 
until 1860. These were fifteen years of financial disaster such as 
this country had never seen before, and which every patriot must 
hope it l never see again. It is difficult to see how low tariff, 
or rather free trade with a revenue attachment, conld have been 
tried under more favorable circumstances. Every foreign condi- 
— ae 5 favor the ee e contention. In 1846 Poe 
corn laws were repealed, thus admitting our grain to 
country. Then came a eral crop shortage abroad, and the 
Trish famine he to e a demand for our breadstuffs, which 
was hardly supplied before the series of reyolutions began in con- 
tinental Europe. These struggles exhausted the Continent, and 
she was utterly unable to supply her own wants, coming to us for 
all the grain we could ship abroad. Then came the Crimean war, 
causing an active demand up to 1855. Yet, notwithstanding all 
these exceptional markets for our tuffs, so great were our 
importations that in only one year, 1847, did we have the balance 
of trade in our favor. the contrary, in the fifteen years cov- 
ered by the Walker free-trade tariff of 1846 the balance of trade 
was against us the immense sum of 8370, 326, 301. In fact, in spite 
of furnishing ‘‘free corn” for England and supplying the general 
crop shor of war-torn from 1848 to 1854, we had per- 
mitted the Old World to send us 10 per cent more we 
had sent it; and this in the face of the fact that California in 
those fifteen years produced gold to the amount of $651,889,085. 

Of this vast amount of gold $413,900,927, almost two-thirds, was 
sent abroad to pay the great trade balances which Democratic free 
pomp iawn nope e If anything more is needed to prove 
conclusively that free trade was a failure, it is furnished by the 
prostrated of the country, the terrible ic of 1857, and 
the bankrupt condition of the Government in 1859-60. 

The record of the years from 1861 to 1898 makes a brighter finan- 
cial picture. In those years the balance of trade in our favor, not- 
withstanding the war and its ensuing period of inflation, was 
$2,010,429,667, or 81 per cent of the total exports, showing that 
even with a divided 
peaceful pursuits, an the waste.of war, we have been able to 
send abroad 8} per cent more goods than we have allowed the 
world to send us. During this period we have had, with the ex- 
ception of four years, a protective tariff varying in degree, but 
generally growing higher. 

A further division of the ‘‘protective period” into its natural 
parts and an application of the same analytical methods brings 
out with striking clearness the benefits of the protective system. 
From 1861 to 1873 we were either at war or in the throes of recon- 
struction. During such a time industrial — e is of necessity 
either absolutely suspended or much retarded. But in this case 
the circumstances were aggravated. Two-fifths of our population 
were cut off from foreign trade by the blockade, thus sacrificin, 
the cotton crop, then our most valuable export. In fact, the to 
exports of the five war years, 1861-1865, amounted to but $350,- 
991,827, only about two-thirds as much as it is estimated we will 
export ae yor Notwithstanding all these drawbacks, the pro- 
tective tariff of that day, the Morrill tariff, with various amend- 
ments, so kept down the imports that the balance of trade against 
us was but $1,154,884,075, or, in other words, it enabled us to pay 
with produce for all but 24 per cent of our imports. 

During the pane from 1874 to June 30, 1898 (estimating the 
returns of the last two months of this fiscal year), the balance of 
trade in our favor stands $3,165,813,732. Twenty-one of the 
twenty-five years showed a credit balance, the sum total being 16 
per cent of the total amount of exports, 

This is indeed a marvelous showing. 

I now desire to call your attention to some data of individual 
years which haye shown ep trade balances in our favor. An 
examination and analysis of these fi willshow how necessary 
it is to have a protective tariff in order to secure the full measure 
of g fortune that has blessed our fields with smiling plenty, 
while others in Europe or throughout the world are blighted. 

Prior to the fiscal rd boc of 1897, the year 1879 held the record for 
a favorable trade ce with $264,661,666 to its credit. It was 
a year of high prices for agricultural products, y b - 
stuffs. Wheat for export averaged $1.07 a bushel, and corn 47 
The crop, however, was not large, the total exports of 
breadstuffs being $210,855,528. Cotton, too, was a short crop, 
amounting to but $162,304,250, about $80,000,000 short of the ayer- 


le, 2,000,000 of men withdrawn from | increased 


2 


age. The was high, however —9.9 cents. Altogether our 
agricul products amounted to 8527, 837, 324 out of a total of 
exports valued at $699,534,742. The high tariff kept the im 
down to $445,777,775, and we reaped the benefit of our phon se 
tune in cash or its equivalent. 

Eighteen years passed before the record of 1879 was equaled or 

ssed. In 1897 many of the conditions of 1879 were dupli- 

cated in effect. It was a year of fair harvests, with a brisk de- 
mand abroad that put wheat at 74 cents and corn at 30 cents. 
Cotton, ag oe lower in price, was a normal crop and 
brought in „890,971. Altogether our icultural exports 
amounted to $628,782,812, over a hundred millions more than in 
1879, while the total exports were 81,032, 007, 603, three hundred 
and thirty-five millions more. With these conditions it seems as 
though the trade balance should have been at least a hundred 
millions greater to correspond with our increased sale of agricul- 
tural produce. But it was not; it was, in fact, but twenty-two 
millions more, $286,263,144. And why? The answer is easy: Be- 
cause, under the lower tariff rates prevailing, foreign merchants 
were enabled to send us $764,730,412 worth of goods, and thus de- 
prive us of about one-third the profits of our abundant farms. 

The comparison between the current year and 1897 is most con- 
vincing. To secure the figures for this year I have estimated the 


Let us assume, for the sake of argument, that the Wilson bill 
had remained in force another year, Noteven the most rabid free 
trader will insist, I think, that it would have made another spear 
of wheat or corn spring up in our fields or blighted an extra one 
of the already stricken acres of the Old World. We would have 
undoubtedly sold just as many bushels of wheat as under the 
Dingley bill. But would we have been paid for it in cash or in 
cheap goods? Let us see. 

In 1897 we exported a hundred millions more in agricultural 


produces a twenty-two million increase in tr ie balance, 


agricultural exportsproduce? Answer: About three and one-half 
times as much, or seventy-four millions increase. The trade bal- 
ance of 1879 was two hundred and sixty-four millions, so we find 
that we might this year have a trade balance of three hundred 


and thirty-eight ions. Expressed in figures, the comparison 
stands thus: : * 
1898.—Under Dingley bill. 1898.—Under Wilson bill. 
Exports, total „230,000,000 || Exports, total 1, 000 
ae feel eee 
Balance of traäs-- :. 617,000,000 || Balance of trade... 0.000.800 
It is perfectly clear, then, that the repeal of the Democratic 
tariff law and the enactment by the Republican party of a genu- 


inely protective measure has saved the country, within a year of 
its passage, the immense sum of $279,000,000. 
financial condition of the Government and country at large 
has been eee improved in the fifteen months that President 
McKinley has held office. In support of this statement I invite 
attention to the following figures: i 
Government receipts and expenditures. 


Receipts from July 1, 1896, to April 1, 1897. 785, 051.25 
Expenditures from July 1, 1806, to April 1, 1. 21.600.215 
„ AE REE SSS SE ee es 88, 905, 280.93 
Receipts from July 1, 1807, to April 1, 1808. . 307, 516, 713. 298 
Expenditures from July 1, 1897, to April 1, 1898 370, 
. ĩ˙ wLQ—T—. ⅛¼—¹llsßßxßxßxx ———è— 4,146, 442. 82 
May 1, 1898, amount of money in the United States 2,424, 148, 473.00 
May 1, 1896, amount of money in the United States 2, 347, 306, 008. 
( ncmas sunedornescecsanvonessne 76, 842, 467.00 
poai 
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2 „ e ppakonaqawseneavetwabasesa 
Maß. 1896, er apis DD AA O A SE e 21.10 
0 POE OES 5.23 
Bank clearings for 1807 (calendar year 57, 400, 000, 000. 00 
Bank — for 1890 8 —.— CC 51, 300, 000, 000. 00 
%%%%%»ö;— 1! ee ee ree eS 6, 100, 000, 000. 60 
January, 1898, New York City 3, 690, 282, 724. 00 
. outelde Now York Oly ̃ SRL 8.00 
2 ary, 1 New Vouk City * „ a 

anuary. ew Yor LX assai „ 

. 2, 782 
January, 1896, outside New York City 046, 320, 4,008, 734,490.00 
Excess in one month of 1898 over 1806. 1. 408, 273, 045. 00 
Total earnings of 201 railroad companies, owning 150,000 miles 
of road, to January, 1898, $1,037,000,000, an increase of $58,000,000 


over 1896. 

In 1896 3 railroad companies, controlling 5,441 miles of 
road, went into receivers’ hands, while in 1897 only eighteen, 
owning 1,551 miles, suffered that fate. 

The commercial failures of 1897 were 2,000 less in number than 
those of 1896, and the liabilities $90,000,000 less. 

In 1897 the output of pig iron was 9,654,680 tons, an increase of 
a million tons of the output of 1896, and for this year the unprece- 
dented production of 12,000,000 tons is predicted. 

Mr. President, I have addressed myself particularly to a con- 
sideration of the financial advantages which flow from the return 
of the Republican party to the control of the Government, be- 
cause profits which can readily be expressed in dollars are the 
first with which our material interests must concern themselves. 
The ethical and economic results of the policy of the party of 
Lincoln, Grant, and McKinley are in my opinion no less impor- 
tant to the higher life of our people. Indeed, we might well 
afford to spend an amount equal to the vast sum of our national 

fits to secure the social benefits we have already gained in earn- 
ing them. If he who makes two blades of grass grow where 
one grew before is a benefactor,” what shall we say of the party 
whose policy has set thousands at work where hundreds worked 
before? Whatever glorious title the verdict of history and the 
voice of posterity shall assign to this service, it will by common 
consent be given to the Republican party as the most effective 
laborer for the further civilization, refinement, and uplifting of 
humanity. 2 3 

The results of these labors are felt all over this land. To the aid 
of no class or section are they specially The farmer of the 
West, the planter of the South, are as much benefited as the manu- 
facturers of the North and East. The opposition tothe protective 
policy of the Republican 17 has been kept alive by efforts cal - 
culated to arouse sectional prejudice. The farmers of my section 
and doubtless of others have been the mark for arguments which 
are calculated to arouse every selfish passion. The South has suf- 
fered more in consequence of such opposition than any other sec- 
tion of the country. Our people at last appreciate the fact that 
the only way to secure a complete realization of the manifold 
blessings that will necessarily follow the dawn of Southern pros- 

ri 3 the capitalist in our midst. In this connec- 
tion I desire to say that the people of my State are conservative 
and patriotic, and can be relied upon to extend a cordial welcome 
to the capitalists from all sections. Envy, malice, and uncharita- 
bleness have been the allies enlisted to blind the farmer's eyes to 
his own manifest advantage. The general attitude of those gen- 
tlemen who choose to describe protection as theft by the Govern- 
ment, and its supposed exclusive beneficiaries, the manufacturers, 
as robbers, is to my mind better described by the eminent Speaker 
of the present House of Representatives in a speech made some 
years ago than in any other eg ay ape come under my 
observation. Of such persons Mr, said in the 
House on the Mills bill: 

This exaggerated idea of the profits of manufacturers is at the bottom of 
it. Whenever I walk through the streets of that Democratic impo: city 
of New York and I look at the brownstone fronts, my forge rises. I can 
never understand why the virtue which I know is on the sidewalk is not thus 
rewarded. I do not feel kindly to the people inside. But when I feel that 
way I know what the feeling is. It is onest, high-minded envy. When 
some other gentlemen feel that way they think it is political economy. 

The burst of laughter which greeted this sally has not died away 
in the memory of those who realize that success is first and best 
attained by raising oneself rather than pressing one’s 5 
tor down. The Republican party stands for opportunity. None 
but a shallow demagogue has ever told the eè that govern- 
ment can do morethan protect its citizens in developing such op- 
portunities as nature and industry may bring them. It can not 
create opportunity. It can only conserve it. Bearing this in 
mind, the Republican party has committed itself to the great doc- 
trine of protection as the best means which human a, rang has 
devised to aid and enrich a people. That it has notably done so 
this year is proven by the figures I have quoted. But these fig- 
ures are better appreciated by the banker than the farmer. Now 


$24.33 | I shall quote some which the tiller of the smallest mountain farm 


will understand clearly. 

The figures I refer to are found in the eg of the Agricul- 
tural 8 for 1884, pages 472, 474, and in A con- 

i briefest, most complete and unanswera ms Soy 
in favor of diversified industries that has ever been published. 
The Department Statistician divided the States of the Union into 
groups according to the number of their inhabitants engaged in 
agricultural pursuits. The first group had farmers to the extent 
of less than 30 per cent; the land there was worth $38.65 an acre, 
and laborers’ wages were $24.14 per month. In the second group 
from 90 to 50 cent. were farmers; the land was worth $30.55 
per acre, and laborers’ were $23.51 per month. In the third 
group the farmers number from 50 to 70 per cent; the land was 
worth $13.53 per acre, and laborers’ wages were $19.51. In the 
fourth group the agriculturists numbered over 70 per cent; land 
was worth $5.18 per acre, and laborers’ wages $13.67. In thefirst 

oup the value of the products of the soil to the cultivator was 

57 per capita; in the second group, $394; in the third, $261; and 
in the fourth, $160. 

What was true in 1884 is true to-day. 

The foregoing figures prove the benefit to agriculture flowing 
from the Republican policy of increasing manufactures, and thus 
building up, for the benefit of the farmer as well as for all of the 
people of this country, that vast home market which is by all 
means our richest commercial possession. And this does not mean 
that one, two, or three States out of the forty-five shall be fed by 
the others and in return manufacture their goods. It means that 
as manufacturing establishments become distributed over the 
country reid better not only themselves, but their neighborhood, 
In a word, the highest ideal of ahome marketis where the factory 
is beside the farm. Some of our States have that now, as the 
figures show, and profit by it. All should strive for it. It goes 
without saying that this great home market will be but feeble and 
stumbling if the manufactures which brought it into being are not 
per against the ruinous competition of foreign cheap labor. 

othing is plainer than the prompt and energetic effect upon our 
manufactures produced by any change of tariff policy. 

I also desire to call attention to the following statement, made 
by Statistician Hyde, of the Agricultural Department, on the 6th 
day of March, 1898. Among other things, he says: 

It can not be questioned that the farmers of the United States received 
for their cereal of 1897 some like 000,000 more than for those 
of 1896, and $80,000,000 more than for those of any precedin 
The hay crop, notwithstanding that it was the largest, wi! 
Edman Sich commanded an increased price per ton, wool is higher, an 
siderably higher than at any time since 1893, and cotton isthe only important 

roduct regard to w there is not a substantial improvement over 

e conditions prevailing a year ago. 

Still more significant are the statistics of farm animals, which show that 
during the V 1897 the farm horses in the country increased in value over 
$25,000,000, the mules over $6,000,000, the milch cows over $65,000,000, other 
eattle over $104,000,000, sheep over $25,000,000, and swine over $8,000,000—a total 
increase of value during the year of over $238,000,000. 

This remarkable increase in value is well distributed, there being nota 
single State or Territory in the Union that does not report an increase in the 
ave farm price per head of cattle and sheep, and but few where an 
equally satisfactory report is not made as — a all other farm animals. 
In Georgia the total value of farm animals increased during the year 1897 
$3,000,000, in Pennsylvania nearly $7,000,000, in Ohio over $10,000,000 in Kan- 
sas, over $20,000,000, and in Nebi a over $22,000,000, the increase in Kansas 
and Nebraska 24 and 41 per cent, respectively. 

Taking the ucts of the soil and the various acts of the animal 
industry toge er, there is not the least doubt that the farmers of the United 
States TAES Raat, ‘ae Dhaai ne This isa conservative 
estimate and well wi the actual facts, 
* * 


$ = a Ld r 

All these statistics— 

Mr. Hyde concluded— 

int in the same general direction, namely, to a greatly increased business 
betivit due, in part, to the — wh — — in Tho condition of the 
agricultural industry and in part to a general restoration of confidence. 

In all this prosperity the Southern States have and are continu- 
ing toshare. Republican control of the Government is remodel- 
ing the South. F the signs of change for the better 
are many. The banks of nine reserve cities hold over $15,- 
000,000 more on a this spring than they did a year ago, and 
besides have furnished much of the capital to place in operation 
2,146 new manufacturing plants which have been started in the 
South during the past year. While there has been a notable in- 
crease in the volume of the currency in the South since the Re- 
publican party assumed control of country, at the same time 
we have not sufficient banking facilities to meet the increased de- 
mands of that section. I trust that Congress will in the near 
future enact a banking law that will secure a proper distribution 
of the currency, which will necessarily result in the establishment 
of a greater number of banks in the South. The railroads have 
done a flourishing business. From the five leading ports of the 
South there was shipped in 1897 39,077,115 more bushels of grain 
than in 1896, and this excess was worth $31,877,168. Thisincrease 
is phenomenal, representing a 8 of advance of 55.7 per 
cent, while all the other ports of the United States show only 23.5 
per cent increase. Does not that look as though the South were 
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of the was not grown at the South but in the far West? It 
is an object lesson in the reciprocal character of the association of 
the sections of our country to note that even the temporary spe- 
cial of one is shared by the others, Even though the wheat 
which has for months been pouring over seas is denied to our 
fields by the semitropical sun, it helped to enrich us nevertheless, 
Every bushel that rolled a mile over a Southern railroad did its 
share 35 iad cages 1 babi Toms out 
upon every needy country through which a busy railroad passes, 
Whe ple of the Southern States are on the verge of a more 
peA parasirea of the benefits of Republican control of the 
vernment. They stand on the threshold of a commercial de- 
velopment which will in its full fruition be more remarkable than 
any which has marked the progress of any other section of our 
country. 
Tho opportanties which the protective policy of the Republican 
party offers to industry and thrift now are being more generally 
grasped, and already there are si of progress that require no 
prophet’s eye to enterpret; signs that indicate as clearly as finger 
posts by the roadside that the South is soon to come into the full 
enjoyment of her glorious inheritance. I make the prediction 
- without fear that before five years are passed the States which lie 
South of Mason and Dixon's line will be as near the front in a gen- 
erous interstate rivalry for the crown of industrial supremacy as 
bei are now in the race all the sections are making to show their 
atriotism. 
N It is a stupendous task to indoctrinate an entire people with an 
economic 8 Which for more than two generations has 
been held by them as foreign to their best interests. But the work 
has been done, not so much by the voice of schoolmasters or 
stump oratorsas by the ceaseless propaganda of industrial example. 
The feeble efforts of the pioneers in the work of developing the 
natural resources of the South have been more far-reaching than 
they knew, because they have taught the roe that the place to 
smelt iron is where iron and coal are dug, and that the place to spin 
and weave cotton is beside the cotton field. And with this lesson 
came the important one—the one the farmer learned—that every 
iron furnace or cotton mill established in the country raises the 
price of his stock, his produce, and, co: uently, his land. 

Mr. President, the economic attitude of the South has been mis- 
understood. It is the usual error of the publicist and orator that 
the South from the beginning was opposed to protection and chose 
to be merely the farm garden of our British cousins. No greater 
mistake was ever e. Her greatest staple—cotton—became 
King Cotton through the protective system. Common report has 

ted to Eli Whitney’s cotton gin the honor of uplifting the 
cotton trade, but it is a mistake. protective tariff placed upon 
cotton by the wish of her own people and increased through the 
efforts of one of the test statesmen of that section, John C. 
Calhoun, really did the work. Whitney and his gin made the 
cotton trade a possibility, but Calhoun and the protection granted 
it by the tariff of 1816 made it a golden reality. Calhoun’s early 
advocacy of a protective tariff has been lost sight of in the noto- 
riety he later obtained as an opponent of the system. The South 
Carolinian was the strongest advocate of the tariff of 1816, but in 
eight years he changed his mind, and opposed the tariff acts of 
1824 and 1828 with vigor, pursuing his opposition at that time and 
later so far as to y lead to his famous quarrel with Jackson 
and the nullification controversy of 1832, 

Calhoun had in 1816 done more than he could later undo, for not 

even his t influence could overthrow the work he had done 

- for protection; and the high tariff, as far as cotton was concerned, 
continued until the final triumph of the Democracy and free trade 
in 1844 ånd the e of the Walker tariff in 1846. 

Cotton in the first tariff bill received a protection of 3 cents per 
pound. This, it should be remembered, was not placed there by 
the recommendation of Hamilton, then Secretary of the Treasury 
and reputed father of tariff legislation, but in opposition to his 
opinion and wishes. By reference to his famous report upon the 
manufactures of the country, it will be seen that so far from re- 
garding the raising of cotton by the South as a reasonable possi- 

ility, he considered the attempt ill judged and doomed to failure, 
because, in his view, the cotton fields of the South were too far 
removed from a tropic sun to ever hope to produce the plant in 
its best development. His recommendation in that report, which 
must ever remain the text-book of protection, was that the 3 cent 
eed first placed on cotton should be abolished in order that the 
of New England might have the advantage of raw material 

at the lowest price. Yet, notwithstanding the poa and per- 
suasive influence of Hamilton, the Southern members of Congress 
posea and so pressed their point that at the expense of the 
orthern manufactures the 3-cent duty was retained and after- 
wards increased. More than this, the duty upon cotton received 
consideration in the tariff of 1816. Asa war measure all 

uties during the struggle of 1812-1815, which one of our histori- 
ans has well called the ‘‘second war for independence,” had been 
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doubled. This raised the duty on cotton from 16 per cent to 32 

percent. Upon the advent of peace it became necessary to read- 

just the tariff in order to minimize the effect of returning at once 

to the old schedule. Cotton was well cared for; its duty was fixed 

5 25 per cent, a reduction of but 7 per cent from the inflated war 
gures, 

This concession was not secured without a parliamentary strug- 
gle, the brunt of which was borne 37 aooi who crossed swor 
with Webster. Here was a remarkable spectacle. The illustri- 
ous Webster, from industrial Massachusetts, opposing the pro- 
tective system, by which his State and its neighbors were to rise 
to wealth and power. On the other hand, the dignified and 
courtly but sometimes fiery Calhoun advocating with brilliant 
Soon, profond: logic, am soang oratory the economic sys- 

m which later he was to o with every energy of his being. 
Listen to his words: ans id * £ 

When our manufactures are i 
will be under the fostering „ L ong oe 
ence these evils. Thefarmer will find a ready market for his surplus prod- 
ucts, and what is almost of equal co 
for all his wants. His prosperity will 
the community. 

Could a man say more? He spoke with the tongue of a prophet, 
although his own section has but now begun to reap the benefits 
he pau 80 graphically: That it did not do so earlier was due 
to the crowning of cotton—to the setting of one crop upon a pin- 
nacle to the neglect of all others, But before the next tariff con- 
test in Congress, in 1824, the South had seen the effects of the in- 
creased duty upon cotton, and that staple was in that year the 
most valuable of the country’s exports. Cotton was at the steps 
of the throne; its scepter and rule seemed secure. Calhoun had 
changed his mind, but it was too late. He could not prevent the 
increase of protective duties, although he carried with him the 
vote of his State and most of those from his section. 

Still he advocated no reduction bs cotton, at least, nor was 
there willingness on the part of Southern leaders to have the duty 
upon cotton reduced until the Walker tariff of 1846 was under 
consideration. The p of this measure might well have 
opened the eyes of the opponents of protection in the cotton-grow- 
ing States, for it was followed by a long period of depression 
which culminated in the financial crash of 1857. Free trade and 
sailors’ rights” sounded well as a battle cry in 1812, and under it 
our sailors won immortal glory; but as an economic measure it 
was a flat failure. 

The year after the passage of the Walker bill the price of raw 
cotton touched bottom. Only once was that bad eminence” 
even approached, and that was the year after the passage of that 
latter experiment in free trade, the Wilson bill. Not only was 
the effect of the Walker tariff, or, as it has always been known, 
the free-trade tariff of 1846,” disastrous to the price of the great 
staple of the South, but the export business was prostrated as 
well. From a total exportation in 1845 of 2,072,000 bales, the 
amount shrunk in 1846 to but 1,241,000 bales. Nor did the next 
few years mend the misfortune. The gold discoveries in Califor- 
nia attracted the tide of development toward the West, and the 
railroad building and expansion was chiefly in that direction. 
But none of this helped the South. Cotton was very low and 
lands were unsalable at any price. The value of farms and plan- 
tations fell so low that the mo: es could not be collected, and 
a wholesale eviction of old holders followed. State taxes were 
unpaid, leading to bankruptcy and ruin. 

Mr. President, time forbids that I multiply examples of the dis- 
aster and suffering wrought in the South through the Democratic 
victory of 1846, and the consequent overthrow of the protective 
policy conceived by Hamilton and defended by Henry Clay. The 
record is still recent enough to need but an appeal to memory to 
recall it. There are men still living who mark their descent from 
affluence and comfort into poverty from the day the Walker tariff 
became alaw. So appalling was the shrinkage in every branch 
of business that President Fillmore says in his message of Decem- 
ber 2, 1851: 

The value of our exports of breadstuffs and provisions, which it was su 
possa the incentive of a low tariff and large importations from abroad wo d 

ave greatly augmented, has fallen from $63,701,921 in 1847 to $26,051,378 in 
1850, and to $21,848,653 in 1881. 

Again I quote from President Fillmore; this time from his mes- 
sage of December 6, 1852: . 

Most of the gold of California as fast as coined finds its way directly to 
Europe to pay for goods purchased. 

But, Mr, President, a brighter day has dawned. Out of the 
wreck of schemes and ill-founded hopes has arisen a new genera- 
tion, who, working with head, hand, and heart, are raising the 
Southern States to a place where prosperity, plenty, and happi- 
ness shall be the familiar portion of their people. In the front 
rank of States that are working out a splendid destiny stands 
North Carolina. No State has greater possibilities, none greater 
need of the fostering care that flows from Republican control of 
the Government. 


uence, a certain and cheap supply 
use itself through every class of 


1898. 
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In order that the country at large may appreciate the wealth 
and resources of my State, I call attention to the following state- 
ments contained in the last report of the bureau of labor statis- 
tics of North Carolina: 

W. C. Kerr (State lo; in January, 1881) estimated the water power 
of the State ae 3,500, ae wer. If the whole of this were a in 
cotton manufacturing, it would be adequate to turn 145,000,000 spindles. 

The water power of North Carolina would manufacture three times the 
entire cotton crop of the country, whereas all the mills on the continent now 
in operation only spin one-quarter of it, and, putting the crop of the State at 
400,000 bales, it has water power enough to manufacture fifty times that 


uantity. 
z North Carolina has a greater variety of minerals than has been discovered 
in any territory of like extent on the globe, from pou and precious gems to 
the celebrated black oxide etic iron ore of Cranberry,and from the 
finest porcelain clay to marble of exquisite tints and granite of many colors. 
The State has inexhaustible forests of hard woods, white and yellow pine, 
and a greater variety of medicinal plants, roots, and herbs than any other 


tinent. 
spot = the con i . $ 2 z . 


Corn, cotton, and rice are now much greater 1 hel ware eerie = 
> 


State. It is not limited to pine and oak, as in the past, but comprises black 


and many of the industries of the State are now reopening, and next year 
promises to greatly increase the mineral production of the poate. 
* * * * * 


land, Rutherford. and P fe’ f 
8 the importation of large quantities of mica from India, and 


000 worth of mica mined in this State. 

The citizens of my State have not been backward in entering 
upon the development of her industries, and the whirr of spindle 
and the click of the loom in hundreds of cotton mills is daily 
teaching her people the t lesson of industrial expansion. In 
aletter recently received from a pro ive business man there 
occurs a paragraph which so eloquently and exactly describes the 
change in the sentiment of the Old Tar-Heel State that I shall 
quote it and make the words my own: 


There is a noticeable improvement in every way, even in the countenances 
ane. — of the people an element of elasticity and energy in the very 
a e 

Prosperity has come to North Carolina to stay. This year there 
isa boom. Farm products are from 15 to 40 per cent higher than 
last year. Cattle in quick demand at 100 per cent advance. 
Horses 75 per cent higher than 1897, andfew to be had. Poultry 
150 per cent above last year. The lumber industry that was pros- 
trated in 1896-97 is active and prosperous. Tobacco is higher than 
in four years. I quote from an editorial which recently appeared 
z Rara 11 ost, a leading Democratic paper published in 

eigh: 


$5, 


news, and the great sorrow 
in connection with the war, we 


rial affairs of our Neth hay War has its calamities as well asits terrors, but 
it is under such afflictions that a really great ops can show their highest 
capacities and fulfill their highest duties—as individuals and as a nation. 
The Post has endeavored to give attention to any and every occur- 
rence tending to en our e in their business pursuits. It desires 
to be useful in this and, while not — in vain hopes or specu- 
lations, has made use of every fact or incident which, in its opinion, could 
encourage the enterprise or the rations of our people. 
We are therefore specially gratified at the evidences of rapid, general im- 
rovement in business conditions given by the reports of those great agencies, 
radstreet’s and Dun’s, published in our 3 hie columns this morning. 
These statements are reliable facts, first of eosin these two agencies 
have no cause to misrepresent but every reason to state facts as they exist. 
They are reliable because they are on re which, * rom so 
many sources and therefore subject to com m and verification, must be 
1 or the falsehoods could and would be detected and 
These statements, therefore, u Messrs. Bradstreet and Dun can be relied on 


Not l. but a co i engi the strings which have for so 
long a F ich governs all trade and e 
and enterprise. feature been as conspicuous as it has been gratify- 


That there are instances to the contrary is true; there be such in all sea- 


sons, under all circumstances. But these are merely incidental when com- 
pared to the general condition. Let us all take heart, thank God, and have 
courage, and each exert himself to accelerate the return of god times.” 
Read the dispatches referred to and get to work with renewed vigor. 

This is the leading Democratic paper in North-Carolina, and I 
take it it will be received as good evidence by the other side of the 
Chamber. 

I also quote from the characteristic letter of an old and re- 
spected farmer: 


For the last forty years I have watched the prices of cattle. sheep, and 
poultry, and I have never seen such a demand for them as there is now. and 
the money is always ready in the hand of some one to pay for them. Since 
the enactment of the Dingley bill it is visible that there is new life in every 
industry in this country. The people get up earlier and go to bed later, use 
better language, and sing better tunes. In fact, they are in better humor 
with each other and themselves. 

The development of the cotton-milling industry has been of in- 
finite value. Here is what the president of a prominent bank in 
one of the principal cities of the State says: 

The cotton mills in our section of the South are doing well now. Last 
par was the hardest we have had on business, but most of our mills made 

air earnings for the year. The general business of the country has been 

tly benefited by building cotton mills and giving exxployenent: to labor. 

e developing of cotton manufacturing has greatly increased the mercan- 

tile business, and has enhanced the value of 1 land within a radius of 

many miles around each plant. It also has a tendency to diversify farm 
products. The farmer has a home market for everything he produces. 

Another bank president writes: 


TTT 
o; ve n 7 
but — — it to say thar it did fake take but a ed eae for the dividends to 
equal the investment. We have found that the development of the cotton 
5 has increased mercantile business, enhanced the value of 
bo — — country real estate, and figures actively to all kinds of trade 
an . 

These statements are gratifying in the extreme and justify the 
belief that the principles of protection will in the future receive 
the indorsement of the gg e the voters of the old North 
State. North Carolina was a Whig State before the war, and a 
majority of the people of that State were educated to believe in 
the principle of protection for American industries. That senti- 
ment has never changed, but has remained dormant in conse- 
quence of race and sectional prejudice resulting from the institu- 
tion of slavery and the late civil war. 

The election of McKinley as President, coupled with his mag- 
nanimous and patriotic policy in the conduct of the war wit 
Spain, has completely obliterated the influences which I have 
mentioned, and under his wise and statesmanlike administration 
of the affairs of this Government a bright and prosperous future 
is in store, not only for North Carolina, but for the entire South. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WIIsox in the chair). The 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The Secretary will an- 
nounce the first order of business. 

DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 

The bill (S. 3545) for the adjustment and payment of certain 
claims against the Government of the Uni States was an- 
nounced as the first case in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state, for the in- 
formation of the Senate, that this bill was put upon the House bill 
as an amendment, and it is very possible that it should be indefi- 


nitely 88 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. e 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, not being present, I 
that the bill may be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 3546) for reference of certain claims against the 
Government of the United States to the Court of Claims was an- 
nounced as the next business in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

Mr, TELLER. Let it be passed over, and I will look at it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, as 
requested by the Senator from Colorado. ‘ 

JAMES T. HUGHES. 

The bill (H. R. 6679) to repeal an act entitled “An act bed ne 
the military record of James T. Hughes” was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DESTRUCTION OF THE BATTLE SHIP MAINE, 


Senate resolution No. 282, directing the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to make immediate and thorough 3 the cause 
of the destruction of the battle ship Maine, in Havana Harbor, 
was announced as the next business in order. 

Mr. CARTER. The chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs does not seem to be present, and I suggest that the resolu- 
tion be ee over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is suggested by the Senator 
from Montana that the concurrent resolution be passed over. 
there be no objection, it will be so ordered, 0 


5950 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. 


VIRGINIA I, MULLAN, 
Sige teh SEAS HATERS ot Loken egy a 
olis, Md., was announced as the next business in 
. COCKRELL. Let the bill 8 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
NORTHRUP & CHICK. ` 


The bill (S. 8181) for the relief of Pike oa & Chick was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments, in line 7, after the word determine,“ to strike 
out ‘‘the amount thereof;” in, line 8, before the word “justly,” to 
insert whether anything i is;” in line 9, after the word “Chick,” 
to insert “and, if so, the amount thereof; ” and after the word 
“him,” in line 15, to insert “and the receipt by said Northrup & 
Chick, or their representatives, of any amount found due them 
shall operate as a waiver and relinquishment of any claim for 
interest;” so as to make the bill read: 


Beit en etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
í perp tes pds wegen | y 


auth to examine sodite tho claim of Northrup 
Teng and directed to esamine anG ma in Kan- 
sas, for supplies ed said Indian d fort their subsistence, and to 
de © whether an is justly duo said Ni & and, if 
£0, the amount 3 whether there is any fund to said 
Indians which can be applied to the payment of such if so deter 
min n to report and the amount fe aneso to said Northrup 
& Chick, without interest, to the Art hd N to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to beso paid ILL 

rup & their representatives. Bend 3 Lor Ü duo the —— shall 
operate as a waiver and 


The amendments were rie 
E The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE TENDERS. 


McMILLAN. The next two bills on the Calendar are the 
biligi (8. 8718) appropriating $100,000 for the construction of a light- 
(S. S710) appropriating $100.00 e 
(S. 3719) appropr: or the co ction of a light- 
house pike t5 for use on 3 pron. e and be mining 
The subject-matter of those bills 
civil ee lc bill. I move “that 


The motion was agreed to. 
OFFICERS INTERESTED IN CLAIMS, 


The bill (S. 3380) to amend section 5498 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States was announced as next in order on the Cal- 
endar, and it was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

rovides that section 5498 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Btates shall not be construed to apply to any attorney or counselor 
lly ap’ 8 to assist the Attorney-General or a district 
8 under sections 363 and 366 of the Revised Statutes, except 
as to claims having some bearing upon the matter with relation to 
which such appointment has been made. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY STOREKEEPER, 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 8277) to authorize the appointment of a 
ca ag Re in the Army. 

KRELL. Let it be aad for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It authorizes the President to nominate and, by and with the ad- 
ue and consent of the Senate, appoint a military storekeeper in 

the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army. 

me bill was.reported to the 5 3 amendment, ordered 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEROY POTTER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 


will be ed with. 
The bill (S. 3590) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mae of Leroy Potter was considered as in Committee of the 
ole, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. GRAHAM, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
vee of the bill (S, 8703) for the relief of George W. Graham. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in e of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been repo: 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in section 1, 
line 6, after a words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out “two thousand;” 
in the same lin e, after the word “ and,” to strike out e seventy- 
eight” and Ae “eighty-four,” and in line 7, after the word 


or in the sundry 
bills be indefinitely 


“ and,” to orike: out “fifty-three” and insert ten;“ so as to make 
the section 
That the 


The Pate e, was 
Mr. COCKRELL, I move to trike out section 2, in the follow- 
ing words: 


Sec. 2. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
0 

e was o to be en d for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 5 
MICHAEL M’NULTY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 4756) 775 the relief o of Michael McNulty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

Mr. COCKRELL. is the effect of the measure? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that this is a small piece of property in the District of Columbia 
which is tied up because of the act that restricts the ownership of 
real estate to American citizens. This man purchased it in good 
faith and is the real bona fide owner, and has an o nity to 
sell it. We have passed several similar acts permitting this to be 
done in cases where there seemed to be no wrong to I 
understand that this man is — 5 an American citizen, but he was 


— at a time the pro purchased. 
a sees! pps Sy he Senate without amendment, ordered 
to 8 for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


G. K. KNOWLTON, 


Mr. PERKINS. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1307) to correct the naval record of G. K. Knowl- 
ton, late of the United States N. = 

There 3 no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 


reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NAMES OF STREETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be announced. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 4030) relating to the names of streets 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PASCO. Task that that bill may 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The b 


SCHOONER BERGEN, 


The bill (S. 3173) for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of the legal 
owner or owners of the schooner Bergen, of New York, Benjamin 
H. Moss, master, of her cargo, freight, tow, and personal effects, 
alleged to have been sunk by collision with the United States 

steamship Periwinkle, at the mouth of the Potomac River, on or 
about the 18th day of J. 5533 

The bill was reported to th te without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF FRANKING PRIVILEGE, 


a Me Hak E 708) cx unanimous consent 3 the e 
of the extending anke P eges through the 
5 and enlisted men in the y and Navy of the 

ni ; 

Mr.GALLINGER. I feel sure that the Senator from Connect- 
icut who sits to my right [Mr. Piatt] is not fully satisfied in 
reference to that and I it ought not to be considered in 
his absence. I h him make the suggestion that he thought 
he might want to be 7 on the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. At the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I will ask that the bill may lie over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 


will be read. 
EDWARD KOLB, 
The bill (S. 3888) for the relief of Edward Kolb, of Washin 
D. C., was announced as next in order on the Calendar, an the 
Sonata, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeđed to its considera- 


aT bill was from the Committee on Indian 


over. 
will lie over, 


reported from Affairs 
rted | with an amendment, in line 5, before the word dollars,“ to strike 


out six hun and 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, That the 
authorized and ‘and directed to pay Ba 


“two hundred and eighty-six;” so 


of the Interior be, and he is here 
Washington: P. G. $286 tat 


Kolb, of Wi 


1898. 
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boardin: d lod, John Wadsworth, a delegate from the Peoria band of 
Indians in the — Territory, from N 26, 1896, to January 1, 1808. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
March 10, 1898, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (5. 3838) 
for the relief of Edward Kolb, of Washington, D. C., report the same back 
with a recommendation that it pass amended as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the words “six hundred” and insert in their stead the 
words “two hundred and eighty-six,” so that the bill will conform to the 
recommendation of the Intericr Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. j : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

í : BUILDING LINES IN THE DISTRICT. 


` Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, yesterday I reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia two bills—the bill (S. 
4191) to readjust the boundary of the National Zoological Park 
and preserve its seclusion between Park road on the east and Cin- 
cinnati street and Connecticut avenue on the west, and the bill 
(S. 4457) to provide for the establishment of building lines on 
certain streets in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses. I was not aware at the time when those reports were 
made that these two bills had gone to the Calendar previous to 
terday, but such seems to be the fact. So, notwithstandin 

the action of the Senate, the bills still remain on the Calendar. 

move that the bill (S. 4457) to provide for the establishment of 
prise lines on oa restr in. vr District of Columbia, and 

or other purposes, be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill (S. 4191) to readjust the boundary of the National Zoolog- 
ical Park and preserve its seclusion between Park road on the 
east and Cincinnati street and Connecticut avenue on the west 
was indefinitely postponed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is Senate bill 3414. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3414) to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tions of the International American Conference by the incorpora- 
tion of the International American Bank, the pen question 
being on the amendment proposed by Mr. PETTUS, at end of 
line 61, paragraph 8, section 7, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, It shall be unlawful for said bank to contract for or receive in- 
terest on any loan or forbearance ut a greater rate than 6 per cent per annum. 

Mr.PETTUS. Mr. President, when this matter was up forcon- 
sideration yesterday the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER], a 
distinguished lawyer, was good enough to ridicule the proposition 
which had been made that the shares of a bank or any govern- 
mental agency could not be taxed except by leave of Congress, and 
he e many authorities which seemed satisfactory to himon that 
subject, 

I acknowledge the great ability of the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio, but I must confess that in my opinion he has not fully 
and thoroughly examined the authorities on this subject. As 
great a lawyer as he is, he would not have come to that conclu- 
sion, I think, if he had examined them. I did not such a 
proposition would be controverted, knowing that it had been ex- 
pressly decided by the Supreme Court of United States. I 
thought that, so far as that question was concerned, it was settled. 

Ihave in my hand a decision directly on the question, not by 
inference, not by logical deduction, not even by that power of 
logic which the from Ohio has in such a marked degree, 
and which will enable some men to cipher around the truth. 
Here it is. I cite the case of People vs. Weaver, in 100 United 
States Reports, and I read from page 543. In this case the direct 

estion was as to a tax law of the State of New York, whether 

discriminated against the shares of bank stock and whether that 
law could be sustained y the eee by the United 
States to tax the shares. It was on the identical question which 
we had up before. I read: 


— — uestion we are called to decide is whether Congress, in the 


ch ted these shares to taxa 
very pn re. tion by the inten: a, the 
shares and other moneyed capital, to authorize such a result. 
That the which we have cited was necessary to authorize the 
SA C 
vs. Bank of the United States (0 Id., 788), Weston ma he Gite 


Charleston (2 Pet., 449). 
As Congress was 


17 conferring a power on the States which they would not 


@ 
that the $ thorities disposed ested 
pr nd Lo nats rosin i > might be to tax the capital inv in 

Mr. President, there is an authority directly, squarely, and angu- 
larly on the point, and citing the authorities, There are many 
other cases to the same effect. Ido not care to take up the time 
of the Senate in reading them. : 

In looking into this ion I came across another matter that 
was suggested in this debate, and it is a matter that Senators had 
well think of. The distinguished Senator from Geor 9 
Bacon] called it up. It is asserted broadly and decided by Chief 
Justice Marshall that Congress has no power whatever to charter 
a bank simply. It is decided in the great McCulloch case that 
Congress has no such p unless the bank is chartered for gov- 
ernmental purposes. I know the common way is to pooh-pooh all 
these constitutional objections as belonging to the antique, a thing 
too long passed to be considered. But Senators had well, before 
they pass this act, examine some things that some of the wise old 
men said in other days. 

Mr. President, I am not — that Congress can charter a 
national bank for the pepo of the Government, because that 
has been decided over and over again the other way. That is not 
the proposition. The 8 is that unless it is the main pur- 
pose of this bill to establish a governmental agency Congress has 
no re to establish the bank at all, and itso expressly held 
in Osborn vs. The Bank of the United States. I read from the 
case of Osborn against The United States Bank (9 Wheaton, pages 
859 and 860): 

Ts this law constitutional? 

That is, the law establishing the United States National Bank. 
ed wi 


Maryland. A revision of that opinion has been 
erations combine to induce a review of it. 
tion of the ent in favor of the right of a State to tax a 
of that institution 


on. The argument 
the ment of an 


corporation, ess, wi 
be subject to taxing power of the Sta’ 
casual circumstance of its 


companies haying no politi 

5 Sy ro hay N ap! an Arpaio 3 
It was not eren ‘or own sake or for private purposes. It 
Sever been supposed e 


I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to these words— 


Zhe meres Dove seyret Ssi could create such a corporation. 
‘The whole opinion of the court in case of McCulloch vs. The State of 
Maryland is founded on, and by, the idea that the bank is an 
instrument which is “necessary and proper for carry. 
powers vested in the Government of the United States.’ is not an instru- 
ment which the Government found ready made, and has supposed to be 
adapted to its but one which was created in the form in which it 
now appears, for national purposes only.” A 

Wes could not get a direct assertion as to whether this was a na- 
tional governmental agency or not, but if it is not, if thisis a pri- 


vate on for private benefit—and I do not see that it is 
anything else then according to that decision, has no 
authority Whatever to establish it. 


In reference to another point in this case, as to the reserve 
which this bank was required to keep on hand, I made a mistake. 
I said it must reserve one-fourth of its capital stock, when the 
charter says one-fourth of its deposits. But, Mr. President, that 
power merely of using all its money ae one-fourth of its de- 
posits, all of its own capital stock and it can borrow to the 
amount of one-half its capital stock, and all that is deposited with 
it except one-fourth, it seems to me is making what is sometimes 
called a kite-flying machine. 

It evidently is not a safe institution. It may be managed, and 
33 will be managed, for the profit of those who are tryi 

induce Congress to create this great monster. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, 1 my view of it, according to my opinion as to 
what will be effect of this corporation and others like it, it 
would be far better for the people of the United States that it 
should fail than that it should be so marvelously p ‘ous as 
Senators think it will be. It would be better to have all such in- 
stitutions fail than to have all the authority and power of this 
Government monopolized by them. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have an amendment to the bill, which I 
will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CRrox in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. After section 32 it is proposed to insert as an 
additional section the following: 
2 eh Be ne caters Sell 
and imposed on 7 57 citizens of the United States similar in number to the 
persons named in the first section of this act, who, for the p of incor- 
porating an international bank, shall take the steps and follow the procedure 
bed by this act to be taken and followed by the persons named in the 
rat section hereof, for be ayia of incorporating the said International 
American Bank, and said citizens of the United States shall have the right 
to adopt such corporate name as to them seems best. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave no objection to that amendment, and 
will accept it, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the object of that amendment 
is simply to extend the provisions of this bill to such other citizens 
of the United States as may desire to avail themselves of the bene- 
fits of the bill. I have proposed the amendment because it oc- 
curred to me that, if this bill becomes a law, there will be incor- 
porated a very large and powerful banking organization, with 
ramifications extending into foreign countries, with power to be- 
come stockholders in other banking corporations in those coun- 
tries, and with a very extraordinary power as compared with banks 
heretofore incorporated in this country. 

I am opposed, Mr, President, to anything that savors of monop- 
oly; and I believe that without such an amendment as I have pro- 
posed, without something that will open the door to other organi- 
zations of equally reputable and capable men to form themselves 
into such corporations, we shall find hereafter that this organiza- 
tion is a monopoly that it will be very difficult to rid ourselves of. 

But even though that amendment be adopted, I do not think 
that I can find sufficient reason in the ostensible purpose of the 
measure to justify me in voting for it. That ostensible purpose 
is to establish a bank in the United States, either in this city or in 
New York, with a right to establish branch banks in eight States 
of the Union, and also with the right to establish branch banks, 
or one branch bank, at least, in Mexico, one in the West Indies, 
and two in South America. It also has the right to increase the 
number of the branch banks. ; 

When we come to analyze the condition of trade between this 
country and those countries referred to in the bill, it seems to me 
a little singular that this measure should be urged as being essen- 
tially necessary for that trade. We had an argument from the 
distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] yesterday, going 
to show how absolutely essential the establishment of sucha ba 
as this is for the promotion of trade between those countries and 
the United States, 

Mr. President, as has been stated here by other Senators, the 
establishment of that bank alone will not open the avenues of 
trade. It may, in the event that we have an enlarged trade with 
those countries, be a very considerable adjunct to the promotion 
of trade, but of itself it will not create trade; and I do not think 
it is necessary to argue in order to demonstrate that fact, 

If there was such a condition of commerce and trade between 
those countries and this country, why is it that we have not 
already, by private enterprise, by individual enterprise, estab- 
lished such branch banks or institutions in those countries as have 
been established by individual and by private enterprise in Euro- 
pean countries? There is no question but what New York pri- 
vate bankers and national bankers have their correspondents in the 
countries of Europe, in Great Britain, and on the Continent upon 
whom they can draw at any time and for any amount. If it were 
necessary, by reason of the exigencies of our trade with Mexico, 
Central America, South America, or the West Indies, that such 
institutions should be established, the demand itself would, it 
seems to me, have, to some extent at least, furnished the facilities 
asked for, I therefore have very grave doubts whether this is 
such an essential as to call upon the Congress of the United States 
to incorporate this bank. 

There undoubtedly would be a great advan to those who 
engage in an international banking business to have their bank 
inc ted by the Government of the United States. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] and the Senator 
from Maine . FRYE] have both stated that that was the prin- 
cipal reason for the organization of this bank, The Senator from 
Ohio on Monday last, in response to an inquiry from me, stated: 

But, however that may be, it was thought, aside from the question of 


wer in a State so to authorize a bank to conduct that kind of business, 
tit was better cy, inasmuch as we were looking to the interests of the 
whole country and inasmuch as the bank was to do an international business, 
toincorporate the bank by the National Government and give to it that credit 
and prestige and power and influence which be given only by the United 
States Government, and could not be given by any State government. 


It is not denied that a bank organized by a State government, or 
an ordinary national bank organized by Congress, may establish 


its connections in those countries, if the exigencies of trade re- 
quire it; but from the remarks I have just quoted from the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, and also the remark which I will quote from the Sena- 
tor from Maine, made on yesterday, it would seem that the main 
object and 8 of Congress chartering this bank is to simply 
the prestige, the credit, the 


give the bank uence, and the power 
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which its connection with the name of the United States and the 
knowledge that it was organized by the Government of the United 
States will give to it. e Senator from Maine yesterday said: 

Every Senator knows that a bank clot! i 
the United States of America carries 570 8 br 
spect, the confidence by a bank authorized by any State of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, that is a fact. I do not question that that pres- 
tige, derived from the name of the United States and the alleged 
connection of the United States, and from the fact that this bank 
was chartered by the United States, will be a very great thing 
for such a bank. Whether any trade is carried on between those 
countries and the United States or not, it would be a great boon 
to that bank. It will have behind it, implied from the fact that 
it was organized by the United States, the support and protection 
of the United States, 

_I do not mean to say that this bill undertakes to convey any in- 
timation that the United States will be responsible for 9 
that the bank will do. The bill itself expressly denies that the 
United States will be responsible for anything that the bank may 
do; but the man living in a foreign country, the man living in 
the City of Mexico, or any other city of the Republic of Mexico 
in which a branch bank may be established, or the man living in 
Rio de Janeiro or in Buenos Ayres, does not know the fact that the 
United States is not responsible. He knows the fact, which is 
brought to his attention on all occasions, that this bank was char- 
tered and organized under an act of the Congress of the United 
States, under the great seal of the United States; and he will 
poemarik assume that that bank, organized and sent forth to the 
world with the seal and approval of the Government of the United 
States, must necessarily have something in it which places it on a 
par with our governmental institutions. - 

If, however, the conditions of our trade were such as to make 
this bank an absolute necessity for the promotion of trade with 
those countries, there might possibly be some excuse for it. But 
it has been shown here that our trade, at least at present and for 
a few years past, has been languishing with those countries. There 
seems to be no pressing immediate necessity for the organization of 
such an institution as this; yet I can readily see how, with the 
indorsement and vis risk of the Governinent of the United States 
that will be derived from the action of Congress in this matter, 
such a bank may launch forth upon a system of banking in the 
pcr ing named that wiil be unsurpassed in the history of the 
world, 

For this reason, Mr. President, I am opposed to lending the 
influence, the credit, the power, and the prestige of the United 
States Government to the gentlemen who are named in the first 
section of this bill. It is not denied that to a certain extent—and 
I believe I can assert it to be a fact—it can be done absolutely 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MALLORY, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator has just stated that perhaps after 
the incorporation of this bank it might do a very large business 
in South American countries where it is authorized to do business. 

Mr. MALLORY, A banking business. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. Does the Senator think that it is 
an argument against the incorporation of this bank that it would 
do a large business, that it would facilitate trade between the 
United States and those countries? 

Mr. MALLORY: The Senator from Louisiana has put a con- 
struction upon what I said which I do not think is justified by my 
language. I said it might do a large banking business in those 
countries, just as it might do a mee banking business in this 
country; but doing a large banking business in those countries 
does not necessarily imply that it would do a large business con- 
nected with the United States. In other words, that is the very 
point I wish to make, that under the sanction of this charter, 
with the function which this charter pro to give it—because 
Senators know the effect of the 55 of even a State upon a 
charter on the minds particularly of foreigners with that power, 
credit, influence, and prestige conferred upon it by having the 
great seal of the United States attached to its charter, it can en- 
gago in the banking businessin Gre Boon of those countries. 

ere is no limit upon the number of branches it may estab- 
lish, There is a minimum limit requiring it to establish not less 
than a certain number, and with no control over it, no responsi- 
bility for it. I say no control over it. It is true, however, that 
the bill does provide for the Comptroller of the Currency exercis- 
ing an occasional supervisory jurisdiction over the bank; but if if 
is to establish six, eight, ten, twelve, or fifteen banks in the South 
American countries and in Mexico and the West Indies, it will be 
very difficult for the Comptroller at all times to be able to say 
that there is not something happening in the ma ment of those 
branch banks that will bring discredit upon the United States, if 
the United States Government is to vouch for them. 

= CAFFERY,. Will the Senator permit me again for a mo- 
ment 
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Mr. MALLORY. Yes. 

Mr. CAFFERY, The main business of this institution to be 
incorporated and its branches in the States named and its branches 
in foreign countries will be to deal in 8 exchange, will it 
not? That is the statement of the charter. If it deals in foreign 
exchange, which represents the business and trade relations be- 
tween foreign countries and the United States, would it be at all 
objectionable that by reason of the bank that trade should aug- 
ment and increase? If, on the other hand, the bank should suc- 
ceed in more than rivaling the local banks in local trade, would 
that be any objection to it? 

Mr, MALLORY, Mr. President, the eighth paragraph of sec- 
tion 7 declares: 

To carry on the business of banking by discounting and negotiating prom- 
issory_ notes, bills of exchange, drafts, and other evidences of debt; to re- 
ceive deposits— 

Not merely in the United States, but in whatever country these 
branches are established— 
to buy and sell exchange, coin, and bullion; to issue letters of credit to the 
order of the person therein named, and to loan money on personal 3 
subject to the limits hereinafter imposed; and to borrow money for use in i 
business in an amount not exceeding 50 per cent of its paid-up capital stock. 

In addition to that it may have shares in other banking institu- 
tions. Without limitation as to where those banking institutions 
are, it may own and control the shares under this statute. In 
other words, it is a gigantic institution that is proposed to be or- 
ganized here by the United States Government. In the act itself 
the United States Government washes its hands of all responsi- 
bility and proclaims the fact that it is not responsible, and yet 
sends it forth to the world with nothing to inform the world and 
those who deal with these banks that the United States is not 
responsible, other than the mere declaration of the charter itself. 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that that is a valid objection. 

I appreciate the purpose of the Senator from Ohio, and I must 
say that I have decided sympathy with him, and thatifa bill could 
be framed which could effect that purpose, I would cheerfully join 
with him and give it my vote; but I do not think this bill is in 
such shape as will justify us in passing it. 

That, however, is only one objection to this measure which oc- 
curs to me. There is another which tomy mind is much more 
serious, and is one which I regret has not attracted the attention 
of the Senate sufficiently to justify the attendance of a greater num- 
ber of Senators during the discussions which haye been held on 
this measure. 

An objection, Mr. President, which to me is insuperable, unless 
there can be brought some argument to dissipate it, arises from 
the utterances of the Senator from Ohio himself when he was ad- 
vocating this measure. On yesterday, in a colloquy which took 
yee between the Senator from cir! A het Bacon] and the 

nator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER], the Senator from Georgia 
used the following language: 

The pre ition is that so far as these eight States in which the branches 
are to ocated are concerned, the corporation is to have the right to do 
business not by virtue of the comity of the States or by their consent, but 
by virtue of the command of the Federal Government that it shall have it. 

The Senator from Ohio responded to that: 

That is my view of it. 

Subsequently the Senator from Ohio, in a further exposition of 
that view, stated: 

My contention is what I have stated it to be, because, in my opinion, this 
bank is to discharge governmental functions in the sense in which I have 
explained. It is an agency established by the Government to be used in the 
regulation of commerce among the States and with foreign countries, and 
therefore something that is within the 8 of the powers conferred by 
the Constitution upon the Congress, and whenever it comes to the establish- 
ment of that kind of an agency, that being admitted, I think the Senator 
5 will agree with me that that kind of an agency may go into 
any 5 

The Senator from Georgia denied that this was that kind of an 
agency. The proposition, then, whereon the Senator from Ohio 
justifies this enactment is that the banking business provided for 
in this bill is of such a public character that it is a governmental 
function. In other words, to use his own expression— 

It is an agency established by the Government to be used in the regulation 
of commerce among the States and with foreign countries, 

Mr. President, I have given the matter some little thought since 
the utterances of the Senator, and I haye looked into some of the 
authorities which he has cited, but I fail to see, if that plea be 
admitted as a sufficient ground for the passage of this bill, how 
we can consistently refuse to incorporate any manufacturing or 
commercial corporation at any time that desires to be incorporated 
in any State of the Union. I can see no more connection between 
a governmental agency and a national bank or an international 
bank than I can see between a cotton factory or a shoe factory in 
New England or an iron-ore plant in Pennsylvania and a govern- 
mental agency. 

Toacertain extent, undoubtedly, the product of the manufactory 
goes into commerce, and to a certain extent is an instrumentality 
of commerce; but I think, for the first time, Mr. President, it has 
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been urged upon the Senate that a banking institution, the ve 
kind of an institution which was referred toin the case of McCul- 
loch vs. Maryland, and which the Supreme Court of the United 
States distinctly declared to be a private institution—a banking 
institution that is to do nothing connected with the Government, 
that, with all due respect to the Senator from Ohio, is not an agent 
of the Government in any particular—can be construed into such 
a governmental agency as to require the interposition of Congress 
in order to put it into existence. 

The authorities which have been cited here in support of this 
position, Iam free to admit, go to the full extent that was con- 
tended for. The case cited by the Senator from Ohioon yesterday 
from 135 United States Reports, of the Cherokee Nation vs. The 
Kansas Railway Company, does to a certain extent undoubtedly 
support the theory of the Senator. It supports it to this extent, 
that in the matter of building a railroad as one of the instrumen- 
talities of interstate commerce the Government of the United 
States may organize such a railroad for that purpose and author- 
ize it to pass from one State into another, and to exercise theright 
of eminent domain for that purpose. 

It is true that that point was not directly involved in the case 
of the Cherokee Nation vs, The Kansas Railway ee red be- 
cause it is very apparent to one who reads that case carefully that 
the Supreme Court of the United States need not have referred in 
any particular to interstate commerce. It could have done just 
as the States do with regard to railroads within the States—stated 
that this was a public purpose; that the Cherokee lands were 
under the sovereignty of the United States; that the United States 
was sovereign over those lands, and that, the railroad being for a 
public purpose, the lands could be subjected to the condemnation 
to which they were subjected, and which was the cause of the 
suit; but the Supreme Court in that case refers to a previous case 
decided by it, in which it went further and laid down the broad 
proposition—I refer to the case of the Pacific Railroad vs. The State 
of California—laid down the broad proposition that for the purpose 
of establishing such an instrumentality of interstate commerce as 
the Pacific railroads were, Congress had the power to authorize the 
building of those railroads, not only across the Territories, but 
even across the States, and to authorize the exercise of the right 
of eminent domain. But, Mr. President, there is a vast distinction 
between such an instrumentality of commerce as a national rail- 
way line from the Atlantic to the Pacific and such an institution 
as is poroen in this bill. 

If 1 could satisfy myself that the argument of the Senator from 
Ohio is correct, that this is such an instrumentality of commerce 
as is contemplated when Congress is required to legislate and pro- 
vide for the instrumentalities of commerce, I might be willing to 
waive some of the objections I have to this measure. But with 
that staring us in the face, and foreseeing the necessary and log- 
ical deduction that must flow from it, believing, as I do believe, 
that if I vote for this measure with the justification therefor set 
up which was set up by the Senator from Ohio, namely, that it is 
an instrumentality of commerce which justifies Congress in grant- 
ing to the bank its charter, then, Mr. President, as [ have already 
said, there is hardly any incorporation, any charter for a commer- 
cial, a trading, or a manufacturing purpose that can be presented 
to ue Senate that we could logically and consistently refuse to 
vote for. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I have not been able to give to 
this bill the examination that it requires, but from hearing the 
debates on the question I am convinced that this bank undertakes 
to carry into execution such power of Government as will author- 
ize its incorporation by an act of Congress. This bank is to deal 
in foreign exchanges principally. It is not a bank of issue, but a 
bank designed to facilitate trade and intercourse between the 
United States and foreign countries and between one State and 
another. If this bank can be brought under the category of sub- 
jects that are properly instrumentalities of commerce, foreign and 
interstate, I do not see where the constitutional objection lies. 

The proposition advanced by the Senator from Georgia Mr. 
Bacos] yesterday to the Senator from Ohio that because this bank 


will only perform such functions as lay within the scope and power 
of a State bank, therefore it is not entitled to be incorporated by 
act of Congress, is an entire non sequitur. State ba can dis- 


count foreign bills of exchange. State banks formerly issued 
currency, and therefore it would be to argue that a bank inaugu- 
rated by an act of Congress to discount foreign bills and to issue 
currency could not do so because State banks could do so. The 
question is whether or not this is such an instrumentality of com- 
merce as to fall within the scope of the decisions quoted by the 
Senator from Ohio. a 
Mr. President, what does a bill of exchange do? On what is it 
grounded? It is grounded upon the purchase and sale of a com- 
modity. It transfers property or commodities. It is just as po- 
tent a factor in transferring the title of commodities as a railroad 
isin transferring the commodity itself. It is admitted on all hands 
that a railroad for international purposes can be incorporated by 


estore, prec Congress has incorporated railroads, the trans- 
continental lines, not only in pursuance of its power to establish 
t roads, but in pursuance of its power to link States together 
those roads. Congress has power to excavate canals to con- 
nect one State with another, t is a link to bind one State 
with another in a commercial i i 


sense. The present incorporation 
is a commercial link to bind the United States in trade relations 
with foreign countries or to bind one State to another, and Con- 
gress, having the power to regulate commerce among the States 
and with foreign nations and the Indian tribes, in my opinion has 
ample power to incorporate a bank of this kind. 

I do not ive the necessity, although the committee report- 
ing sua tall pereche dwell upon that point, of allowing this bank 
to purchase shares in foreign banks where it may be located. 
That looks as if there was authority given to this bank to absorb 
to some extent foreign in locations where it shall do 
business, I do not see particularly what good can come of this, 
although that is a mere matter of policy. 

But every argument that can be made to show that this bank 
will do an enormous business is just that much ar, nt in its 
behalf and favor. I am afraid of no monopoly in this regard. If 
this bank succeeds and does a large business, other banks will 
spring up under the amendment offered and which was accepted 
by the Senator from Ohio in charge of the bill. 

There is no danger of its absorbing the local banks in foreign 
countries unless it does business upon a better method, and there 
is no danger of this bank becoming the huge monstrosity, the ter- 
rible monopoly, that we have . descanted upon. The business 
of thi is to make its money in discounting and in selling 


an institution chartered sim eee eee, an 
ordinary commission, upon purchase and sale of bills and the 


Iam a great friend of banks. I am not one of those who would 
like to raise the po fury and indignation against banks. 
do not regard as any other than an instrumentality of 

tuse and a powerful aid and benefit to trade. It may be 
t a bank incorporated to issue currency may under certain cir- 
cumstances inflate or restrict the 5 but that has not hap- 
pened yet with the national banks of the United States, and it is 
not likely to happen. Banks, of course, are interested in main- 
taining the par value of their notes. They are interested in keep- 
ing them out. ‘The difficulty with the notes of the banks of the 
United States is that they are too good. They are not presented 
often enough for redemption. They are too well There 
is no money to be made, with bonds at 115 and 117, with 1 per 
cent tax upon circulation, by the national issui 
to 90 cent of the bonds deposited for its security. E 
beak ed the power to issue currency, I would not withhold my 
vote from its charter. 

I see nothing in this institution to alarm anybody. I see no 
threat, covert or open, against the welfare of the community in 
any direction. I see that it may be an instrument whereby the 
trade between the United States and these foreign countries may 
be augmented, 7 ron it. h i isnot 5 — an 5 if 

it is in that regard to point the expectations of its support- 
ers, no harm can come of 15 The constitutional point is not met 
by stating that the functions Which this bank is to perform can 
be ormed by State banks, nor is it necessary that this bank 
orm every function of a governmental character. The national 

do not. 

You may say that the function of the national banks incorpo- 
rated under the cee laws is to issue currency. Everybody 
knows that those were incorporated in order to procure a 
sale for the bonds of the United States. Their currency feature 
was incidental to the main purpose of sche ie L a purchase of the 
bonds of the United States. But will an y say that because 
the banks of the United States perform governmental func- 
tion of issuing currency, therefore they can not receive an indi- 
vidual deposit? They can perform every kind of function incident 
to a bank if they orm enough of a governmental function in 
order to get their charter from the United States, 


the 
manner and method of the pren of foreign bills? Doesanybody 
say that the jurisdiction of Congress does not extend over those 
instrumentalities of trade? They are as potent instrumentalities 
as, and more potent even than, the ee eet the banks of 
the United States. They perform more of the functions of money. 


more pro for it is a well-known 
of pd ks enh fa this country and in 


They transfer the title to 
fact that the exchanges 
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I in New Orleans had implicit confidence in 


advanced European countries are effected more b r which 
Has pos the character of money than by money or Eer jae sub- 
8 es. 
Ninety-five per cent of the exchanges of the United States are 
effected without money, by notes, drafts, checks, bills of ex- 
nge, credit obligations of various kinds; and when a credit 
obligation like a foreign bill of exchange transferring the title of 
a 2 is pee the ganas of the 85 8 of a bank by 
mgress, I see no fla w in the argument whereby Congress is au- 
thorized under the Constitution to incorporate such a bank. 

I believe the time is going to come, Mr. ident—I do not want 
to 7 5 this morning, for I do not feel in a prophetic mood 
and I will hail it from my standpoint, when the banking of this 
country will be done upon the wealth of the country. F believe 
the time will come when the currency of the country will be bot- 
tomed for its security and validity upon the wealth of the country 
and not by the deposit of United States bonds. I believe banking 
will come in the shape in which it existed in the best State banks 
before the war, and I believe that among those State banks the 
banks of my own State were unexcelled. They banked entirely 
upon commercial assets. One of the banks of Louisiana had more 
specie in its vaults when the war broke out than any other bank 
in the United States. 

The Louisiana Bank had upward of $4,000,000 in specie, and its 
notes were secured by a deposit in coin of one-third of all the 
liabilities of the bank and two-thirds in poe running ninety 
days, and the bills receivable of that bank were nearly always 
more than its bills payable. Its commercial assets came in to fill 
the void of any draft upon its deposits or any draft upon its 
reserve, and that reserve was only one-third to cover every single 
liability of the bank—notes, an Par andall. Those banks and 
this bank I mention particularly in my State went through the 
crisis of 1857 without a single default of paros Their notes 
were redeemed over their counter in gold or silver, as the case 
might be, as they were presented, They were no instruments of 
harm. They effected no trust or monopoly. They transacted the 
business of the community upon a kind of an automatic scale, 
Every one in that State and in the neighboring States who dealt 
a e stability of the 
banks and their ability to pay their notes on demand. 

This bank, 5 tetain a quarter of its deposits as a 
reserve to secure its d. 


an amendment in that regard, so as to save all creditors of 
tho bank 


icy of the bank, I see nothing in 
the unconstitutionality of the bank charter, and therefore I s 


support it. 

itr, RAWLINS. Mr. President, I haye not been able to give 
very much consideration to the provisions of the bill; but as I 
have read it and as I am able to understand, its purpose is to 
grant a special private charter to the individuals named in the 
bill, or to such as may subscribe to stock as provided in the bill 
to carry on the ordinary business of banking in this country or in 
foreign countries. It is not proposed to vest in this corporation 
when it comes into existence any governmental function. It is 
not proposed to make it a fiscal agent of the United States. It 
contains no provision looking to its employment as a corporation 
as a means of strengthening the credit of the United States or of 
making any disposition of the securities of the Government of 
the United States. It is not an agent, and it is not proposed to 
make it an agent, of the United States. ? 

As I understand, it is contended that Congress has authority to 
enact this bill by virtue of its authority to regulate commerce 
with pay cers and meng the several States, and that it 
comes within the power gran to Congress, because the corpo- 
ration or bank, when it comes into existence, may, in connection 
with the domestic business which it may carry on, issue foreign 
bills of exchange, letters of credit, or make drafts upon foreign 
bankers or upon the agents of this bank which may come into 
existence in other countries than the United States. 

That, Mr. President, is not a regulation of commerce. The 
bank is authorized by virtue of its charter to dealin an object 
which might be the subject of regulation by Congress. It is true 
that Congress might prescribe in regulation of commerce the con- 
ditions upon which such bills of exchange or drafts or letters of 
credit should be issued, and the conditions so prescribed and en- 
forced would, to the extent to which they would go, be a regula- 
tion of that particular species of foreign commerce or trade. Nor 
does the bill confer upon the bank which is proposed to be created 
by this special charter authority to prescribe any conditions or 
regulations under which or by virtueof which these foreign bills 
of exchange may be issued. 
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Mr. President, to create corporations is not one of the enumer- 
ated objects of the Federal Government as defined in the Consti- 
tution. The convention, when it framed the Constitution, had 
under consideration the question as to whether the defined power 
should be given to the Federal Government to create corporations; 
and when that proposition was presented it was defeated in the 
convention, thus giving evidence that it was not one of the objects 
of the creation of the Federal Government to create corporations 
for their own sake or for private purposes. 

I concede that it has been established by the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States as well as by the practice of 
the Government that Congress may create a corporation which 
may be conducive as a means of carrying out some governmental 
function or object, but that power has been exercised very spar- 
ingly since the foundation of the Government. Congress created 
the old Bank of the United States, and it was held that it had 

wer todo that because that bank was made a fiscal agent of the 

nited States, substantially a t of the Department of the 
Treasury to aid in disposing of the securities of the United States 
and carrying on its financial operations. That was the subject of 
very grave controversy, and cae Sarid considerable experience, 
in consideration of the mischiefs that grew out of the granting of 
the special charter and privilege, it was revoked, and no new 
charter of a similar description has been granted for more than 


fifty years. 

It is true that Congress granted the Pacific railroads charters. 
Those roads were to be constructed through Territories ee 
to the United States. It was not contemplated that they woul 
pass through the States, but if they did, it was to subserve certain 
well defined and understood governmental purposes. They were 
to be used for the transportation of the troops, the armies of the 
United States, and to be used as postal roads, and telegraph com- 
panies had been incorporated by jal act of Congress for the 
purpose of establishing telegraph lines to be used as a means of 
transmitting news. 

All these corporations which thus far in the history of the 
United States have been created by special acts of Congress have 
had in view some great, some urgent governmental object or pur- 
pose. They were designed to subserve some great and useful 
governmental end. In no instance has Congress granted a special 
private charter to a corporation to be employed solely in the ordi- 
nary commercial or banking business of the country and where 
there was no great and imperious necessity for its incorporation 
in order to aid the Government itself in carrying out the very 
ends for which it was created. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that if the contention made by 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio, who has presented this bill 
to us for consideration, is sound, that we ought to t this spe- 
cial charter to these private individuals engaged in the private 
business of banking, domestic and foreign, and that it is justified, 
because the bank which is thus created will dealin some of the 
objects of commerce, the instruments of trade or exchange be- 
tween this and foreign countries—and he is enabled to show no 
other relation to any governmental purpose—then, by virtue of 
the same reasoning, we would, by special charters, cover the entire 
field of commercial enterprise. 

There is not a merchant in the United States who, in the course 
of his trade, does not either buy some article outside of the State 
in which his business is located or send some article which he may 
own into some other State for disposal; and to that extent that 
individual is engaged in commerce among the States or in com- 
merce with foreign countries. If we would grant to a number of 
gentlemen a special privilege or charter for banking purposes and 

ntlemen should come here and ask a special private charter from 

mgress to engage in the mercantile business wherein there may 
be an incidental connection or relationship with commerce with 
foreign countries or among the States, how could we deny to those 
mtlemen the right of such incorporation or such special privi- 
e? If we can extend it to the mercantile business, we must 
extend it to the manufacturing business, to the telegraph busi- 
ness, to the telephone business, and to every conceivable line of 
industry in which the people of the United States may be engaged. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to hesitate before entering upon 
this most extensive field in the way of the creation of corpora- 
tions. We ought not to grant a special private charter to one set 
of individuals and refuse to grant to another set of individuals 
the like privilege, in case they also make application for this 
privilege. It is contended by those who support this bill that a 
charter granted in this way by the Congress of the United States 
to these gentlemen will be of advantage and of great benefit to 
the persons who may thus obtain the charter. It is because of 
the special privilege, the valuable franchise which they consider 
they are obtaining by this method of incorporation over and above 
an incorporation obtained by any other method, that they come to 
Congress and ask us to take the time to consider this measure and 
enact it into law. 


If it does possess value by reason of the privilege thus conferred, 
the franchise which we thus grant, we ought not to confer this 
valuable privilege upon individuals, It is a special privilege; it 
is a valuable franchise. It gives to the persons who may be the 
beneficiaries of it advantages over all the other citizens of the 
United States not thus favored. It does not leave the entire field 
open to all the citizens of the United States, giving to all the same 
privilege, the same opportunity to gain to themselves the advan- 
tages which every citizen of the United States ought to possess 
under just and ve laws, and those are the only laws which 
should be enacted by the American Congress. 

But there are other mischiefs growing out of it. There is no 
stig pod for the conferring of this special privilege upon these 
gentlemen. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Utah will allow me to 
interrupt him, I will state that when he was perhaps out of the 
Gr. M. an 9 W omorea by the Senator an Florida 

r. MALLORY] making this open to everybody, and it was 
accepted. So it is not any longer a franchise confined to the in- 
corporators named in the bill, but the privilege of organizing an 
international bank according to the terms and provisions of the 
bill is to be extended to all who may see fit to apply and conform 
to the requirements. And I will say to the Senator, if he was not 
present when I made the statement before, I favored that propo- 
sition in committee, as did others, but that the majority of the 
committee were of the. opinion that as it was a first endeavor in 
this direction we should confine it to one set of incorporators, and 
the one named, 

Mr. RAWLINS. That modifies the provisions of this bill 

eatly, in my j t, to its advantage, but still there are ob- 
jections to the bill which, it seems to me, ought to prevent its 
enactment. 

When interrupted by the Senator from Ohio I was about to 
invite attention to the fact that ial grants of corporate fran- 
chises, which were formerly freely obtained from the State legis- 
latures or from the Territorial legislatures, were very mischievous 
and corrupting in their tendencies, They led to peculation and 
jobbery. If the franchises which were granted were valuable, the 
persons seeking to obtain them would appeal to the legislatures of 
the States and Territories, and by various inducements under some 
circumstances they obtained the grants when they would not 
justly be entitled to them. 

As a result of the mischief growing out of making such special 
grants of charters, in nearly all the States, I believe (it is true 
perhaps in all the States the Union), the constitutions of the 
several States expressly prohibit the granting of any private 
special corporate franchise or privilege, Those constitutional 
provisions adopted in the States were the outgrowth of the cor- 
rupting tendencies, the mischief which grew out of the passing of 
special charters or the granting of these special privileges. In the 
various States, therefore, general acts prescribing certain condi- 
tions upon which incorporations for mercantile or various other 
industrial and legitimate enterprises may be formed are prescribed, 
and then it is open to any citizen of the United States desiring to 
engage in any such legitimate business to form a corporation by 
compliance with those conditions, 

The right to create corporations was left to the States by the 
framers of the Constitution of the United States. That is evi- 
denced by the fact that when it was proposed to confer the express 
authority upon Con to create corporations the proposition 
was voted down, ey designed to leave as a reserved power to 
the States this right to create rations, and in doing so the 
ae ri finally adopted the me of procedure which I have 

ndicated. 

Mr. President, the pending bill, together with the amendment 
that has been accepted to it, ing it somewhat general in its 
operations, looks to the enactment of a policy by Congress under 
which there may be created generally corporations to engage in the 
banking business. If this may be done in respectof this business, 
it may also be done in r tof other lines of business. The con- 
sequence will be that we shall have Congress engaged in granting 
special charters of incorporation for all sorts of purposes, contrary 
to the original intention, Which was that the right and power to 
create these corporations should be exercised alone by the States. 

It has already been pointed out that this banking corporation 
can serve no useful purpose in the facilitation of trade or com- 
merce with foreign countries which a bank incorporated under 
the laws of a State may not do equally as well. hen we haye 
created this corporation and it undertakes the establishment of 
a branch of its business in any foreign country, it will not be 
able to do so except with the consent, implied or expressed, of 
the government in which the proposed branch is intended to be 
located. A banking corporation created under the laws of an 
of the States 8 authorize the establishment of a b 
bank outside the limits of the State in which it may be created; 
and when such banking corporation is thus incorporated under 
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the laws of the State, it may do a branch business in a foreign 
country Sig the sanction or consent of that country, expressed 
or impli 

The consent of the foreign country is just as essential inrespect 
of a corporation created by an act of Congress as it is in respect 
of a corporation created under the laws of the State, so that a 
State banking corporation and a Federal banking corporation 
stand precisely upon the same footing so far as that is concerned, 
Neither has the right to establish, nor can it establish, in a for- 
eign country a b without the consent of the foreign country. 
A State bank may establish branch banks in any or all of the 
States of the American Union with the consent of the States in 
which it is proposed to carry on that kind of business, and the 
States, I think, uniformly never refuse to give such consent. 

The gentlemen who now apply to Congress for a special charter 
toen in this kind of business may as well obtain their charter 
under the laws of any of the States, and when they have obtained 
the charter they have the same facilities for carrying on the busi- 
ness that they would have if they had obtained it from the Congress 
of the United States. 

So, bIr. President, in the first place, it is very doubtful whether 
there is any power in Congress to create a corporation for this pur- 

ose; secondly, if the power does exist in Congress, it ought not to 
exercised except in case of necessity, and the necessity for the 
conferring of this kind of corporate franchise ought to be made 
manifest. In the present instance no such showing, it seems to me, 
has been made. ti the third place, if it can Be justified under the 
power of Con to regulate commerce, there is no limitation 
upon the number or kinds of corporations that may be created by 
special acts of Congress, and we may have numerous applications 
of this character. 

While the provisions of this bill are limited and guarded, while 
the business in which these gentlemen propose to engage is per- 
fectly legitimate, while there may be no mischief growing out of 
the exercise of the powers which we undertake to confer by the 
pill, still when Congress is pressed by numerous applications for 
special privileges and charters which may be justified in the exer- 
cise of this power of Congress to regulate commerce we may not 
always be able so 5 to limit and guard the powers which 
may thus be conferred. Great mischief may grow out of it. We 
ought not at this time to eS from the practice which has thus 
far prevailed since the foundation of the Government. We ought 
to refuse to grant any special charters of this description, and 
certainly we should refuse them unless there is some great and 
imperious need for them in order that some governmental end 
may be subserved by virtue of the franchise which may be thus 

ed. 


grant 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I desire to modify the amend- 
ment which I offered in reference to interest. I understand that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. MAL- 
LORY] has been saone and is therefore a part of the bill, 

Mr. FORAKER. Les. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The 
amendment of the Senator from Florida has been accepted. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is the amendment that I offered yesterday in 
reference to interest which I desire to modify. It has been sug- 
gested that it did not conform to the national banking law. I 
now offer just the national banking law remodeled. Instead of 
saying “every association,” I say ‘said bank and its branches,” 
and in the line above the proviso I strike out association“ and 
put in “said bank and its branches.” In other words, I offer the 
national banking law on the subject of interest. 

Mr. FORA As a substitute for what the Senator hereto- 
fore offered? 

Mr. PETTUS. Ves, sir. r 

Mr. FORAKER. Then the amendment offered yesterday is to 
be considered as withdrawn? 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask leave to withdraw the amendment I of- 
fered yesterday and to have this substituted. 

Mr. FOR R. I understand. I ask to have it read as now 


offered. 
Se PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the sub- 
stitute. 
The SECRETARY, It is proposed to insert the following: 


That said bank and its branches may take, reserve, receive, and charge on 
any loan, or discount made, or upon any note, bill of exchange, or other evi- 
dence of debt, such rate of interest or ant as is for the time the estab- 
lished rate of interest for delay in the payment of money, in the absence of 
contract between the parties, by the laws of the several States in which the 
said bank and its branches are respectively located, and no more: Provided, 
however, That interest may be reserved or taken, in advance, at the time of 
making the loan or discount, according to the usual rules of banking; and 
the serge taking, reserving, or a of a rate of interest ter 
than that allowed by this section shall be held and adjudged a forfeiture of 
the debt or demand on which the same is taken, reserved, or charged; but 
the purchase, discount, or sale of a bill of orakanga drawn on actually exist- 
ing values, and payanie at another place than the place of such purchase. 

unt, or sale, at the current discount or premium, shall not be considered 
as taking, g, or charging interest. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask the Senator if the amendment as re- 


ported applies to transactions outside the United States? I am not 
sure that I heard all of it. Ihave no objection to the amendment 
if it is limited to the United States. I do not know anything about 
the usury laws or interest laws in other countries. Therefore I 
would not want to commit myself as to foreign transactions. If 
the Senator will so amend it,if he will allow me to make that sug- 
gestion, as to confine it to this country in its operation, I have no 
objection to it and will accept it. 

Mr. PETTUS. I think the statute is confined to this country. 

Mr. FORAKER, Ithink this is. The national banks, of course, 
were confined in their operation to this country, Allow me to 
look at it and see. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is the whole section—section 46—of the na- 
tional banking act. 

Mr. FORAKER. I accept the amendment as it is offered. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the amendment is passed permanently, 
1 wish to speak to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move further to amend 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PETTUS. If he desires it, certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT 
suggests how it may be amended so as to cover the difficulty I h 
in my mind. His suggestion is that we make it read in the 
States or countries.” 

Mr. PETTUS. Very well; Iwill put in “the State or country.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; in the State or country.” 

Mr. PETTUS. I have no objection to that. Itis at the top. 
After the word!“ State.“ insert or country.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Or country in which.” Wherever the word 
coe or States“ occurs, add the word “country” or “ coun- 

es.” 

Mr. PETTUS. It occurs only once. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. Now, I pro to amend by striking out of the 
tenth paragraph, on the twelfth page, all after the word ‘“‘act;” 
about the middle of it. 

The SECRETARY. It is 1 to amend the tenth paragraph, 
on page 12, by striking out all the paragraph after the Word act,“ 
as follows: 

Including the power to 8 and hold shares of the capital stock of any 


foreign corporation authorized to transact banking business in foreign 
countries. 


So that the tenth paragraph, as amended, would read: 


Tenth. All such incidental powers essary 
anea of banking under 3 1 — and 6 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment propana by the Senator from Alabama. Does the Senator 
from Alabama desire to address the Senate? 

Mr PETTUS. Ido not want to speak, Iwas going to ask for 
the yeas and nays; that is all. 

Mr. BACON. Without entering into an argument upon the 
amendment, I wish to make the suggestion that that is a broader 
power than ought to be given to any corporation, State or Federal. 
As the clause now stands it gives to this corporation the power 
to own every other corporation in the United States. 

Mr. PETTUS. Notin the United States—elsewhere. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Georgia 

Mr. BACON. Iwill not say in the United States, but in any 
other country. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is limited to foreign countries. a ; 

Mr. BACON. Very well. I withdrew the remark, not because 
I was incorrect, but because I want to take one step at a time. I 
say that it ought not to have the power to hold the capital stock 
of all other corporations, even in foreign countries. It is a regu- 
lar Credit Mobilier organization. 

But I say further, Mr. President, that in strict legal language 
it will authorize it to hold the stocks in this country, for the rea- 
son that in technical language every corporation in any one of the 
States is, in contradistinction to a corporation located in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or one of the Territories, a foreign corporation. 
In other words, a corporation in Delaware is in land a for- 
eign corporation; so denominated in the law and so treatedin the 
decisions of the courts. It is true that the Senator, I presume, is 
endeavoring to get around that construction by saying that this 
corporation is intended to have effect not only in the District of 
Columbia and in the Territories, but that it shall be at home in 
every State in the United States, a provision which I do not think 
can be maintained as constitutional. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iwill say to the Senator from Georgia that 
that is the view I have entertained in ep to that. I will sa 
to him further that it was the intention of the committee that 
should be limited to corporations in foreign countries, 
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Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. FORAKER. And if there can be mr language su; 
by the Senator from Georgia that will e that more 
than it is, I will accept it. 

Mr. BACON. I have no doubt that was the intention. Iam 
simply criticising the language, not the purpose of the framers 
of the bill, Ithink the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Alabama Mr. Pettus] to subdivision 10, on page 12, ought to be 
adopted; but if not then the language ought to be changed to 
read “the capital stock of the corporation of any foreign country.” 
That would exclude, of course, the technical construction to 
which I have alluded. $ : 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator repeat again his suggestion, 
so that I may write it in my copy of the bill? : 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to insert the words“ the capital stock 
of any corporation of a foreign country.” : 

Mr. FORAKER. Of any corporation of a foreign country?” 

Mr. BACON, Les; corporation of a foreign country.” Then 
I think the concluding words in the sentence are surplusage. 
Mr. FORAKER. If I understand the Senator from Georgia, he 
would amend by inserting after the word corporation” the words 
“of a foreign corporation,” and by striking out the words author- 
ized to transact banking business in foreign countries?” 

Mr. BACON. Yes. k 

Mr. PETTUS. That would make it refer to all corporations, 
instead of only banking corporations. i 

Mr. BACON. That is what this provision says. 
limit it to banking corporations. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the point made by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Perrus] is, if you strike out the words which the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has suggested to be stricken 
out, you then remove the limitation, namely, that it shall be 
authorized to purchase and hold shares in banking corporations. 
I see no objection to those words remaining in the clause. They 
are at most only surplusage, but they have the effect of making 
it more definite, and in that way working a limitation. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. I understand, then, the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Alabama is now amended; that is, if 
he accepts the amendment, the question will be upon the agree- 
ment—— 

Mr. PETTUS. I do not accept the amendment. I am willing 
that the Senator from Ohio should accept it, and then the Senate 
can act upon it afterwards. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator is right about that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I suppose it is competent for me at this time, 
that amendment being offered by the Senator from Georgia, to 
accept it. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ForAKER] accepts the amendment of the Senator from Georgia 
[ Mr. 1 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon of the Senator. I do not think I 
ought to make that suggestion prior to the motion to strike out. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well: it is immaterial to me. I will 
accept it now or afterwards if tho language remains in. I do not 
make any point on that. 

The PÈ IDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] is to strike out the words which the 
Secretary will read. 

The SECRETARY. In the tenth subdivision of section 7,on page 
12, line 77, after the word ‘‘act,” it is Poet to strike out in- 
cluding the power to purchase and hold shares of the capital stock 
of any foreign corporation authorized to transact banking busi- 
ness in foreign countries;” so as to read: 

cid all be nec: to on the 
busines of banking ander: the 8 end terms pad for the purposes of 
ac 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 


ested 
istinct 


It does not 


with the Senator from New pe Ale Surra]. Not knowing ! 


how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY]. As that Senator 
si ag to be absent, I withhold my vote. 

r. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], but I transfer 


that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and 
vote *‘ yea.” 
Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], and therefore 
will not vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote “nay.” 


Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Ihave 
a general pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MUR- 


PHY]. Not knowing how he would vote if present, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr, RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Ihave a standing 

ir with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr, TuRLEY], who 
is absent. I do not know how he would vote if present, and I 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE. I beg to statein that connection that my colleague 
[Mr. TURLEY] has been detained at home for several days on ac- 
count of the sickness of his wife. He is paired, as has been stated, 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the negative). I did not 
hear the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE) with whom I am 
paired vote, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted, but I do not see in his seat the senior Senator from Texas 
1 7 MILLs], with whom I am paired, I will transfer that pair, 

owever, to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and 
allow my vote to stand. 

I will further announce that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is 
unavoidably absent from the city. He has a standing pair with 
the Senator from Louisiana Mr. MCENERY], who, I believe, has 
voted; but a transfer of the pair of the Senator from Louisiana 
with my colleague will be made, so that the vote of the Senator 
from Louisiana can stand. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I inquire if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LIxpsAx] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted, the Chair is 
informed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I am paired with that Senator, and will 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hara, If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the 1 I have a 

eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 

ET MORE], who is absent. I have already voted, but by arrange- 

ment with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar], 

who is paired with my coll e [Mr. CLAY], we transfer our 

pairs, which will enable us each to vote. I therefore permit my 
vote to stand. 

Mr. LODGE. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to vote, 
and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
gnen pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 

ACH]. When I voted I supposed that Senator was in the 
Chamber, but I find that he is absent. I will, however, trans- 
fer the pair to the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], which will permit the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
McENERY], who is paired with that Senator, to vote, and I will 
permit mrn to stand. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask to whom the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] transfers his pair? 

Mr. PERKINS. I transfer my pair to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. PASCO. A pair has been announced with the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. PETTUS. I understand that pair has already been trans- 
— 1 by the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
GER. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No, Mr. President; that is not correct. I 
announced that a transfer of pairs would be made which would 
oe my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], who is paired with the 

nator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnrry], and the Senator from 
Louisiana voted; so that this transfer simply protects my col- 


e. 

r. PETTUS. Is that the transfer the Senator made? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir; that is the transfer which I an- 
nounced would be made. 

Mr. NELSON. 1 am paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST], who is absent. If he were present, I should vote 
4 nay.” 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SmirH], and I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that 
we transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; then I vote nay.“ 

Mr. GEAR. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. I submit that Senators can do as they please, 
but by the arrangement just announced they thereby break the 
pairs, for the two Senators who changed their pairs voted one way 
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and the two absent Senators would vote the other way. So they 
Mr. President, on that statement I withdraw 

ite, 
E T GEAR. I withdraw my vote. Ido not wish to violate the 


etiquette of g 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a matter for the Sena- 


tors themselves to decide. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bacon, Daniel, McEnery, Pettus, 
Bate, Gray, Mallory, Stewart, 
5 ERARI Money, Teller, 
1 Kyle, Pettigrew, Turner. 
NAYS—20. 
Allison, Deboe, Hawley, Y, 
8 ns, eae Seel. 
Caffery, Fairbanks, Th 
Carter, Foraker, M Warren, 
Clark, Frye, Mor Wilson. 
Cullom, Gallinger, Perkins, 
Davis, Hansbroug! Platt, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldri a, Mitchell, Smith, 
‘Allen, x Jones, Ark. M Spooner, 
Baker, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Sullivan, 
Butler, Kenney, Nelson, Turley, 
Cannon, Lindsay. Penrose, Turpie, 
Chandler, McLau: Platt, N. Y. Ves 
Clay M Pri Wellington, 
Faulkner, Mantle, Proctor, Wetmore, 

ar, Martin, Rawlins, te, 
Gorman, . Wolcott. 
Hale. Mills, Shoup, 


So the amendment of Mr. PETTUS was rejected. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not desire to say much more 
than I have already said upon this subject, and only do so because 
I regard as a very grave one the question which is now about to 
be settled. 

When the bill came before the Senate it was for the incorpora- 
tion of a particular banking company. By an amendment—and 
I hope I may haye the serious consideration of Senators when I 
make the suggestion which I am now about to speak of—it has 
been practically made a general law, so that any other aggrega- 
tion of individuals may make a similar association and be incor- 
porated as a bank. 

The effect of that is that we will have upon our statute books 
two national banking laws. We have upon the statute books a 
law by which national banks now 3 have been incorporated 
and by which others may be incorpora It is an elaborate sys- 
tem, in which all the details are arran, and perfected and 
through which the banking business of this country is carried on. 
lt is now gravely proposed that, with one gen banking law 
which answers every purpose that this 8 can possibly 
effect, we shall have upon the statute books another general bank- 


ing law. 

fir. President, I challenge either one of the Senators to point to 
a single function with which it is proposed to clothe this new class 
of banks which can not be exercised by the banks under the pres- 
ent banking law. If that is true, if there is no function which 
could be exercised by the proposed banks which can not be exer- 
cised by the present Denia then for what purpose are these banks 
to be authorized? 

The whole of the jurisdiction of Congress to charter these banks 
is endeavored to be hung upon the contention that there is in- 
cluded in the corporate powers of these banks the power to per- 
form certain governmental functions. It might be possible, with 
the enumeration of powers in this charter, that the courts would 
hold that the act was constitutional, because the courts would 
say that they would not go back of the words of the Legislature 
to ascertain whether or not they meant what they said; that sn 
would not construe the charter to have been granted in bad fait 
by Congress, and that, therefore, if the words used were suscep- 
tible of being construed as creating a governmental power, they 
would hold the act to be constitutional. 

But the question I wish to submit to Senators is this: We 
have a responsibility in which we are directly charged with the 
necessity of good faith on our Now, what do we ourselves 
= as to tds oe 55 a 92 intended “ipod 5 purpose 
of carrying out the de of the ormance of great govern- 
mental fonctions? The Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] 
read a portion of the reply of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}, 
who is a member of the committee which reported bill. The 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] contends that the sed se is 
that there may be the exercise of governmental functions by the 
bank, but the Senator from Maine distinctly said that the purpose 
was to give to the bank and to the parties who are the owners of 
it the prestige and the authority of this Government, and that 


that was the sole purpose. I read a what he said upon that 
subject; it was in a colloquy with Sn inr 


Mr. BACON. 8 what the Senator has stated to be tru 
Bec as) would a bank tered by the State of New York for this pan 
120 ee 3 Sen . —. s that —. clothed with pow d 
r. FRYE. ator ws a 

authority by the United States of America carries with it ten times the it 


fiuence, the + the confidence a th 
State of the United Btates. possessed by a bank authorized by any 


Mr. Bacon. And that is the purpose? 
Mr. FRYE. That is the purpose, so far as I am concerned. 


Mr. President, can we disguise from ourselves the fact that 
that is the purpose; and does any man doubt it? If it is the pur- 
pose, then it is not within the purview of the powers conferred 
upon us by the Constitution in this regard. 

We have had some experience with a great colossal bank, It 
was for along time a question whether the bank should control 
the Government or whether the Government should control the 
bank. I hold in my hand volume 1 of Benton's Years’ 
View, and I ask that the Secretary read the part I have marked on 
page 188, in which he describes the operations and the power of 
the great United States Bank, which was overthrown in the Ad- 
ministration of Jackson. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

With its moneyed and iti wer an 
tions and its . 5 eee a 


truly a power, and a t one: and. in aus wer to a 
8 Com 


estion put by Ge 
Smith, of Maryland, c 3 


test . ht not ha troyed 

are very fow W. n ve 

the power of the bank. ‘None have been Baas have been saved. 
is found that they 


are solvent but are suffering under 3 1 re 
estroy— eve SAVO 


which,in of the Government’s s with the bank, received 

exemplifications which will be remembered by the generation of that day 

while memory lasts, and afterwards known as as history has power to 
t to posterity the knowledge of national ties. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in the case of the old Bank of the 
United States there was the solemn declaration by the president 
of that bank that it was within the power of that bank to have 
destroyed any State bank that it had sought to destroy, He, in a 
Congressional investigation, deliberately made the statement that 
while they had never done it, they the power to doit. This 
bank which we seek now to incorporate will have that power if 
this bill passes. 

Mr. President, that bank is to be but one of a great many, if wo 
are going into this field. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Georgia tell me how 
that could be done? 

Mr. BACON. How it could destroy other banks? 

Mr. MORGAN. Les. 

Mr. BACON. That is a very broad question, and it might take 
a very 8 length of time to answer it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have one answer. 

Mr. BACON. It seems to me it is a very simple tion, in 
response to the inquiry of the Senator, that a bank which is in- 
corporated to the extent of $25,000,000, which shall have the power 
to go into any State of the Union, regardless of theconsent of that 
State—— 

Mr. GRAY. And be at home there. 

Mr. BACON. And be at home in any State; which shall be 
free from all control of State courts; which shall have the ma- 
chinery of the Federal Government behind it; shall have the Fed- 
eral courts open toit; shall have the prestige of the national name, 
and shall have the ve not only to havea capital of $25,000,000, 
but to purchase and hold withoutlimit a thousand million dollars 
or five thousand million dollars, if 7a please, of the corporate 
stocks of banks in other countries—for that is the authority given 
in this charter which has just been refused by the Senate to be 
stricken out—I say with such vast and unlimited powers, it is a 
very simple question as to how it can destroy small banks. 

Nr. CAFFERY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator whether these very banks 
that Mr. Biddle stated the United States Bank had the power to 
destroy did not destroy themselves in about five years after the 
deposits were removed from the United States Bank? 

. BACON, Would the fact that there was a general i 


panic 
and that banks failed showthat they destroyed themselves? It 
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may have been, and it was charged to have been, the result of the 
influence and acts of the United States Bank. 

Mr. President, ital is like everything else. The greater 

wer controls the lesser. The great danger is when we put in 

e hands of a few men such an aggregation of capital, in the 
shape of an artificial being, that it may be able not only to con- 
trol other corporations and destroy them, if you please, but to 
control governments and = shall be President, who shall 
be Senators, who shall be Representatives, and who shall be 

judges: That is the great di i Be 5 

. President, I say this is but a beginning if we are going to 
outside of the beaten path and incorporate great corporations 
Federal act. : ieee i 

I hold in my hand a very remarkable bill, ee nee e 
before this body, yet to my mind no more objectionable the 
pill which is now under consideration. I hold in my hand a bill 
which is now in order for action—it is upon the Calendar—to in- 
corporate the National Association of Manufacturers. What does 
this bill propose? It pro to incorporate all, if you please, of 
the manufacturers in the United States, certainly so many of them 
as choose to go into this corporation, and gives them unlimited 
power to own the stock in every corporation in the United States 
of any character whatsoever. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it a House bill? 

Mr. BACON. A Senate bill. It is pending on the Calendar 
now. I will read the very simple enumeration of powers in this 
very innocent-looking bill. I use it simply by way of illustration. 
The bill is not now before the Senate, but [ am trying to show 
where we are drifting. Iam trying to show what is the spirit 
that is coming over this body by which we do not start aghast as 
we ought to at the idea of erecting into life and being a power 
which shall be more not only than an individual can grapple with, 
but a power which will be sufficient to control the * and the 
laws and their administration by this Government. Now, here 
is the illustration. After naming the incorporators, who are 
scattered all over the country, in twenty or odd different 
States, I have forgotten which, it says: 

And their associates, heretofore organized under the name of the National 

Association of Manufacturers, as now constituted, and prc eco om as shall 

by declared 


See eet eae Say eaae Se deal EA lew ter th style. 
„a and co an W. e name, 
rf he National Ass tion of Manufacturers of the United 


and title o! 
tates”. 


Now listen to the enumeration of powers: 
ccession, eaded, sue and be sued in all courts 
82 ee and „ to take, hold. and enjoy lands, 
Peal cre fencing aie TTT 
seal, and the same to break. alter, and renew at pleasure. 

There is no limitation of capital. 

Mr. QUAY. I was not prag nka to the remarks of the 
Senator from Georgia when he adverted to this bill, which 
Was before the Senate temporarily yesterday, and I do not under- 
stand how it is injected into the belly of his h upon the 
bank bill. What I said yesterday, however, the Senator will 
remember, was that the Association of Manufacturers is already 
in existence, The bill really gives it no powers that it has not 
now. There was a question in my mind, at the time the Senator 
from Arkansas objected to it, as to the exact object of the corpo- 
ration in regard to its powers to sell abroad, not to buy. 5 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please speak a little more dis- 
tinctly? I can not hear him. 

Mr. QUAY. S0 J telegraphed to Mr. Search, who is president 
of the National Association of Manufacturers, which this bill pro- 
poses to incorporate, and the following is his reply: 

National Association of Manufacturers is not intended in any sense asa 
trading company, but in sen its men abroad in esta! ing foreign agen- 
cies to collect information and to show samples of American goods minor 
commercial transactions sometimes are necessary. For example, in Caracas, 
Venezuela, a large warehouse for the 9 of samples is maintained by our 
members on a cooperative basis. The establishment of similar warehouses 
in other countries is part of our plan. Provision in bill for sale of goods was 
made solely to give association legal standing in such transactions, The gen- 
eral sale of merchandise has never been contemplated nor is it desired. ire 
me if further information is needed. 

If there is any amendment which the Senator can suggest to 
limit that corporation to the objects which the gentleman who I 
suppose will be president of the corporation, as he is now of the 
association, sets forth, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. By whom is the telegram signed? 

Mr. QUAY. By Theodore C. Search, president of the National 
Association of Manufacturers. 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, as I said before, this bill is not 
now under consideration, and I am simply using it by way of 
illustration. We are proposing here in the bill now under con- 
sideration to charter a banking association which shall have a 
capital of $25,000,000, which shall have the right to impose itself 
upon the business of any Segre eee of the grant of any 
privilege by such State or the of the State, with the right 


to hold all the real estate in every State in this Union if it can 
acquire it in the natural order of its business, because that is in 
this charter. It can hold any real estate which it may acquire in 
the operation of its business, and, of course, in the operation of a 
business of such large extent it can acquire a very great deal in 
the course of a very few years. There is no limitation upon the 
amount it can hold, We are proposing to incorporate a company 
which shall not only have power to go into any State without ask- 
ing its leave and imposing itself upon the State if the State says 
“you shall not come,” but we are proposing to incorporate a com- 
pany which shall have the right to own real estate in each and 
every State to an unlimited amount without the consent of the 
State. Weare proposing to incorporate a company which shall 
have the right to own the corporate stock of every bank in all the 
world ontside of the limits of this country. We are proposing 
to incorporate a bank the colossal proportions of which have never 
been equaled by any corporation that has ever been created in 
this country and, so far as 1 know, in any other. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] asks me if I include 
the national banks. Of course I include the national banks, 

Mr. MORGAN. There are 4,500 of them. 

Mr. BACON. Each one of them is a distinct corporation, and 
avery different condition of affairs attends them from what must 
accompany the operations of this bank, and those banks are banks 
= 2 ormance of governmental functions. But I will not be 

*. 5 - 

Iam answering the Senator from Pennsylvania, We are now 
proposing to in te this great bank. We are proposing to 
put.a power here that no man can cope with and very few 
gations of corporations can cope with, and I am simply, by illus- 
tration, saying that we do not propose to stop at this. We have 
launched upon a new sea, one boundless, and I am offering, in 
illustration, the fact that here we have this corporation which, 
while of course I grant to the Senator from Pennsylvania the ut- 
most sincerity in the statement made by him that it is not intended 
to be a trading corporation, nevertheless is one that in its terms is 
unlimited in its power to trade and its power to hold property of 
all kinds, real and personal. 

Mr. President, that was not the object for which this Govern- 
ment was organized, and our Supreme Court has said so. This 
Government was not organized for the p of creating cor- 

rations. This Government was Anad pei toe an entirely dif- 

erent purpose, and the Supreme Court has said, and said so not 
once, but repeatedly, that the only authority to grant corporate 
powers—of course ing outside of the District of Columbia 
and the Territories—must be found in the necessity for the cre- 
ation of aco tion to have some important governmental func- 
tion properly exercised. We are under a great moral obligation 
not to refine away that restriction. It is not for us, by putting 
words which mean nothing or which are not intended to mean 
what they say into a charter, to assume a jurisdiction which the 
Constitution did not intend toconferuponus. If the words which 
are sought in this as the basis for this authority are legitimately 
here used, then the restriction means nothing, use any other 
ion which men may desire may come here and get a char- 
ter by the use of words which are intended as a device and not as 
a practical means by which governmental functions may be 
performed. 
Mr. President, in the absence of any necessity for this wide de- 
„Why should we venture upon such a sea as this? AsI 
ad occasion to say yesterday, and I beg pardon for repeating it, 
in every function of foreign exchange the banks of this country 
have now every facility which a bank can have. It can notin 
any manner advance the interests of this country. It is not de- 
signed for the purpose of enabling the Government to perform 
any great public function. The purpose, and the sole purpose— 
and I desire itrung in the ears of every man, and let him deny 
who can—is togive to some few private individuals the advantage 
of the name and the authority and the prestige of the United 
States Government in a collosal corporation dangerous to the in- 
terests of the public, and in a way that the Constitution of the 
United States never designed and that the Supreme Court of the 
United States has repeatedly condemned. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
call his attention to a point in connection with the branch of the 
question he is now discussing? I call his attention to section 24 
of the bill, in connection with the claim that it is intended as a 
governmental agency, which has been commented on here to some 
extent. I call the attention of the Senator from Georgia to the 
fact that this is a public purpose and that the bank is to figure 
somewhat in the capacity of a governmental agency. Section 24 
expressly says: y 

That the Government of the United States shall not be, and shall not be 
assumed to be, responsible for the debts, obligations, contracts, or liabilities 
of said tion, or for any claims that may in any manner arise or be as- 
serted against it. 


7 
In other words, the principal in this case declares that the agent 
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which it is said the principal is Phe fe here shall not do any- 
thing of any c connected with the agency for which the 
EEE AN will in ay way be responsible, 

Mr. BACON. Ithink the su ion of the Senator from Florida 
is entirely pertinent. I do not desire, however, longer to detain 
the Senate with = further remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading? 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the bill may be allowed to go over until 
to-morrow. I have been absent, necessarily, for a day or two, and 
I should like to submit some remarks upon it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to discommode the Senator 
from Virginia, but I will be very roy inconvenienced myself 
if I have to be here to-morrow. I hoped, therefore, that we 
could reach a vote on the bill to-night. However, if the Senator 
from Virginia wants to speak upon the bill, I would not think of 
inconveniencing him. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should dislike very much to inconvenience 
the Senator who has charge of the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I only hope that he can now instead 
of to-morrow, and that we can get a vote to-night, and he be ac- 
8 8 and I by getting a vote on the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should be very much gratified if I could ac- 
commodate m to the conyenience of the Senator who has 
charge of the bill, but, as I have stated, I have been unavoidably 
absent two days on very long and confining duties upon an impor- 
tant committee of this body which have engrossed my time from 
other matters and rendered it impossible for me to give to this 
measure the attention which I otherwise would have bestowed 
upon it. I feel that itis a very great measure, and one that de- 
serves the fullest consideration this body can give it. It is a late 
hour x the afternoon, and I do not feel prepared to state my views 
to-night. E 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator any objection to the bill being 
engrossed and read a third time, and making his speech on the 
question of the passage of the bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. I may wish to offer some amendments. 

Mr. BACON. I have one or two to offer. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let them be offered now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Can the Senator from Georgia offer his amend- 
ments now? 

Mr. BACON. Iwill state one of them, if Senators desire. Iam 
not prepared to say that it is the only one. On page 15, section 
11, beginning at the bottom of page 14, it says: 

That the principal office and place of business of said corporation shall be 


in the city of Washington, D. C., or in the city of New York, in the State of 
New York, as the board of directors shall determine. 


Ipr to ask the Senate to amend that by striking out all after 
the word“ Columbia“ to the semicolon, upon the ground that this 
is not a bill the design of which is the Re ‘ormance of any public 
function; that, as expressed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], it is a bill designed to give to private parties the advantage 
of the prestige and the name of the Government of the United 
States, and therefore the Government has no right to incorporate 
a company and fix its home outside of the District of Columbia or 

the Territories of the United States. Ido not 9 to argue 
that. I simply pr the Senator the benefit of the suggestion, as 
he asked me to do so, 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the ground upon which such an 
amendment is offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia offer 
the amendment now? 

Mr. BACON. I give notice of my intention to offer it. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Virginia insists upon it, 
Iam willing that the bill shall go over. Do J understand that the 
Senator from Virginia has an amendment to offer? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have no amendments now to offer, but I con- 
3 offering some probably. I have not had time to prepare 


em. 

Mr. FORAKER. I merely intended to ask, if the amendment 
was prepared, that we might have the benefit of having it offered 
now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have not prepared an amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
to paragraph 9, on page 11, The Senator from Georgia said that 
2a corporation could acquire all the real estate in the United 

ates, 

Mr. BACON. The Senator ought to state it a little more fully. 
I said all the real estate it could acquire in its o business. 
In other words, it has a right to hold title to real estate that it 
may acquire in the transaction of the banking business. That is 
the statement I made. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I thought it was broader than that. But I 
want to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to paragraph 
8, line 59, where one of the powers of the company is stated to 
“to loan money on personal security.”. That is an affirmative 


predicated upon the negative that it can not loan money on real 


estate. In paragraph 9 it is provided that the corporation may— 


Acq 
and for no 

And so in line 65: 

Such as shall i 
85 0 mortgaged to it in good faith as security for debts previ- 

Does that mean that the bank can take real estate as security 
for a loan? If so, it conflicts with the previous provision. 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not mean that at It the Senator 
from Louisiana will allow me to answer him now, that has refer- 
ence to cases where persons become indebted to the bank and are 
unable to pay, and then give as security real estate. That is the 
only case, [ believe, in which national banks can take a mo 
upon real estate now. They loan upon personal security, but if the 
party to whom the loan is made should prove unable to pay 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is for past debts. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Secured on personal roperty. 

1585 FORAKER. Yes; I think that is the intention of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I call the attention of the Senator from Geor- 
gia to the fact that in the clause iss ae o page 12, line 71, 

own to the end of paragraph 9, the bank is prohibited from 
holding any real estate for a longer term than five years. That 
would prevent the bank from acquiring any considerable property 
in real estate. 

Mr. PETTUS obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARTER. I rose to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iam perfectly willing that the motion shall be 
made. I was merely going to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Montana withhold his 
motion until the amendment can be offered? I should like to have 
the benefit of it, if it can be offered now. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will offer the amendment and then yield the 
floor to the Senator from Montana. Commencing on page 11, line 
51, I move to strike out all after the word “person” down to the 


end of pa ae 

a y ICEP rel 5 will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. is pro „in paragraph 7, on page 11 

line 51, after the word person,“ to strike out: age 
And to act 

3 0 1 — — phere 5 given to secure such bonds, and to 
Mr. PETTUS. I now yield to the Senator from Montana. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Montana yield to me? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to submit a conference report on the bill 
(S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States. I ask that it be printed as a document and 
also in the RECORD, I will not ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, and the 
order is made. 

The conference report is as follows: 

j CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the 3 1035) to establish a uniform 
system of ee een the Uni States, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

ive Houses as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of 
said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: (Exhibit A, hereto 
annexed and made a part of this report.) 

And the House agree to the same. 


uire, — hold, and convey real estate for the following purposes, 


GEORGE F. HO AR. 

WILLIAM LINDSAY, 

KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


D. B. HENDERSON, 
GEO. W. RAY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


EXHIBIT A. 
CHAPTER L 
DEFINITIONS. 


SECTION 1. Meaning of words and phrases.—a The words and phrases used 
in this act and in proceedings pursuant hereto shall, unless the same be in- 
consistent with the context, be construed as follows: (1) “A person against 
whom a petition has been filed” shall include a person who has filed a yolun- 
tary petition; (2) “ adjudication” shall mean the date of the entry of a decree 
that the defendant, in a bankrup roceeding, is a bankrupt, or if such de- 
cree is appealed from, then the da decree is finally confirmed; 

3) pellate courts” shall include the circuit courts of appeals of the 
Cited States, the supreme courts of the Territories, and the Supreme 
Court of the United States; (4) “bankrupt” shall include a person inst 
whom an involuntary petition or an application to set a com tion e or 
to revoke a harge has been filed, or who has filed a voluntary petitio 
or who has been adjudged a bankrupt; (5) “clerk” shall mean the clerk 
a court of bankruptcy; (6) corporations“ shall mean all bodies having 


when suc 
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any of the powers and p vileges of private corporations not possessed by in- 
dividuals or partnerships, and shall include limited or other partnership asso- 
ciations o dunder laws making the capital subscribed alone responsible 
for the ve 755 ot = 5 (7) gonne mt m ihe gouts of pane 
n whi e are pending, and may include the referee; 
{87 courts of bankruptcy” shall include the district courts of the United 
tates and of the Territories, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
and the United States court of the Indian Territory, and of Alaska; (9) “cred- 
itor shall include anyone who owns a demand or claim provable in bank- 
ruptcy, and may include his duly authorized agent, attorney, or proxy; (10) 
“date of bankruptcy,” or “time of bankruptcy," or ` commencement of 
ceeding,” or 5 with reference to time, shall mean the date when 
the petition was filed; (III debt“ shall include any debt, demand, or claim 
provable in bankruptcy; (12) “discharge” shall mean the release of a bank- 
rupt from all of his debts which are provable in bankruptcy, aie . such 
as are excepted by this act; (13) “document” shall include any book, deed, 
or instrument in writing; (14) “holiday shall include Christmas, the Fourth 
of July, the 22d of February, and any day appointed by the President of the 
United States or the Con of the United States as a holiday or as a day 
of public fasting or than ving; (15) a person shall be deemed insolvent 
within the provisions of this act whenever the aggregate of his property, ex- 
clusive of any . he may have conveyed, transferred, concealed, 
or removed, or permitted to be concealed or removed, with intent to defraud, 
hinder or delay his creditors, shall not at a fair valuation, be sufficient in 
amount to pay his debts; (16) 128. 6 shall mean a judge of a court of bank- 
ruptcy, not including the referee; (17) “oath” shall include affirmation; (18) 
“ooer shall include clerk, receiver, referee, and trustee, and the 
imposing of a duty upon or the 1 an act by any officer shall include 
his successor and any person authorized by law to perform the duties of such 
officer; (19) persons shall include corporations, except where otherwise 
ed, and officers, partnerships, and women, and when used with reference 
to the commission of acts which are herein forbidden shall include persons who 
are cipants in the forbidden acts, and the agents, officers, and members of 
the board of directors or trustees, or other similar controlling bodies of corpo- 
rations; (20) “ petition” shall mean a paper filed in a court of Crepe eid or 
with a clerk or deputy clerk by a debtor praying for the benefits of this act, 
or by creditors alleging the commission of an act of bankruptcy by a debtor 
therein named; (21) “referee” shall mean the referee who has jurisdiction of 
the case or to whom the case has been referred, or anyone acting in his stead; 
(22) “ conceal ” shall include secrete, falsify, and mutilate; (23) “secured cred- 
itor” shallinclude a creditor who has security for his debt upon the propert; 
of the bankrupt of a nature to be assignable under this act, or who owns suc: 
a debt for which some indorser, surety, or other persons secondarily liable for 
the bankrupt has such security u the bankrupt's assets; 1 “States” 
shall include the Territories, the Indian Territory, Alaska, and the District 
of Columbia; (25) “transfer” shall include the sale and every other and dif- 
ferent mode of dis of or parting with property, or the ion of 
property, absolutely or conditionally, as a mt, pledge, mortgage, gift, 
or security; (26) “trustee” shall include all of the trustees of an estate; (27) 
“ wage-earner”’ shall mean an individual who works for 7 * salary, or hire, 
at a rate of compensation not exceeding $1,500 per year; (28) words importing 


the masculine gender may be applied to and include corporations, partner- 
ships, and women; (29) words importing the plural number may be applied 
to and mean only a single person or thing; (30) words importing the singular 
number may be app to and mean several persons or gs. 


CHAPTER II. 
CREATION OF COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY AND THEIR JURISDICTION. 

Sec. 2. That the courts of bankruptcy as hereinbefore defined, viz, the 
district courts of the United States in the several States, the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, the district courts of the several Territories, and 
the United States courts in the Indian Territory and the District of Alaska, 
are hereby made courts of bankruptcy, and are hereby invested, within their 
respective territorial limits as now established or as they may be hereafter 
changed, with such jurisdiction at law and in equity as will enable them to 
exercise original jurisdiction in bankruptcy p gs, in vacation in 
chambers and during their respective 5 hey are now or ref be here- 
after held, to (1) 1 persons by pect who have had their principal place 
of business, resided, or had their domicile within their ve territorial 
jurisdictions for the preceding six mon or the greater portion thereof, or 
who donot have their poa l place of ness, reside, or have their domicile 
within the United States, but have property within their jurisdictions, or who 
have been adjudged bankrupts by courts of competent jurisdiction without 
the United States and have property within their j ictions; (2) allow 
claims, disallow claims, reconsider allowed or disallowed claims, and allow or 
disallow them a; t bankrupt estates; (3) appoint receivers or the mar- 
shals, upon application of es in interest, in case the courts shall find it 
absolutely necessary, for the’ preservation of estates, to take c of the 
property of bankrupts after the ms boa the petition and until it is issed 
or the trustee is qualified; (4) arraign, try, and punish bankrupts, officers, 
and other persons, and the agents, offi members of the board of directors 
or trustees, or other similar watralling bodies; of corporations for violations 
of this act, in accordance with the laws of procedure of the United States 
now in force, or such as may be hereafter enacted regulating trials for the al- 
leged violation of laws of the United States; (5) authorize the business of 
bankrupts to be conducted for limited periods by receivers, the marshals, or 
trustees, if EErEE the best interests of the estates; (6) bring in and 
substitute additional persons or parties in proceedings in bankruptcy when 
necessary for the complete determination of a matter in controversy; (7) 
cause the estates of bankrupts to be collected, reduced to money and distrib- 
uted, and determine controversies in relation thereto, except as herein oth- 
erwise provided; (8) close estates, whenever it appears that they have been 
fully administered, by approving the final accounts and rape ny mhe 
trustees, and reopen them whenever it appears they were closed before ing 
fully administered; (9) confirm or reject compositions between debtors an 
their creditors, and set aside compositions and reinstate the cases; (10) 
consider and confirm, modify or overrule, or return with instructions for 
further proceedings, records, and findings certified to them by referees; 
(11) determine all claims of bankrupts to their exemptions; a2) disc 
or refuse to . and set aside discha and reinstate the 
cases; (13) enforce obedience by bankrupts, officers, and other persons to all 
lawful orders, by fine or imprisonment or fine and a deg EOR (14) extra- 
dite bankrupts from their respective districts to other districts: (15) make 
such orders, issue such process, and enter such judgments in addition to 
those specifically provided for as may be necessary for the enforcement of 
the provisions of this act; (16) punish persons for contempts committed 
before referees; (17) pursuant to the recommendation of creditors, or when 
they neglect to recommend the appointment of trustees, appoint trustees, 
and upon complaints of tors, remove trustees for cause upon hearings 
and after notices to them; (18) tax costs, whenever they are allowed by law, 
and render judgments therefor against the unsuccessful party, or the suc- 
cessful party for cause, or in part against each of the parties, and against 
me per ta „ in bankruptcy; and (19) transfer cases to other courts 
0 Ptey. 
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Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to deprive a court of 
bankruptcy of any powerit would possess were certain specific powers not 
herein enumerated. 


CHAPTER III, 
BANKRUPTS. 


Sec. 3. Acts of bankruptcy.—a Acts of 88 by a person shall con- 
sist of his having (1) conveyed, transferred, concealed, or removed, or per- 
mitted to be concealed or removed, any part of his property with intent to 
hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors, or any of them; or 97 transferred, while 
insolvent, sny portion of his property to one or more of his creditors with 
intent to er such creditors over other creditors; or (3) suffered or 
permitted, while insolvent, any creditor to obtain a preference through legal 
p , and not having at least five days before a sale or final disposi- 

on of any property affected by such preference vacated or discharged such 
preference; or (4) made a general assignment for the benefit of his creditors; 
or (5) admitted in writing his inability to pay his debts and his willingness 
to be adjudged a bankrupt on that ground. 

A petition may be filed against a person who is insolvent and who has 
committed an act of bankruptcy within four months after the commission of 
such act. Such time shall not expire until four months after (1) the date of 
the recording or registering of the transfer or assignment when the act con- 
sists in having made a transfer of any of his property with intent to hinder, 
delay, or defraud his creditors or for the pu: of giving a preference as 
hereinbefore provided, or a general assignment for the benefit of his credit- 
ors, if by law such recording or registering is required or permitted, or, if 
itis not, from the date when the beneficiary takes notorious, exclusive, or 
continuous possession of the property unless the petitioning creditors have 
received actual notice of such transfer or assignment. 

c It shall be a complete defense to any pr in bankruptcy insti- 
tuted under the first subdivision of this section to and prove that the 
party proceeded against was not insolvent as detined in this act at the time 
of the filing the petition against him, and if solvency at such date is proved 
by the alleged bankrupt the gs shall be and under said 
5 1 the borden of proving solvency shall be on the alleged bank- 
rup 

d Whenever a person against whom S agente has been filed as hereinbe- 
fore provided under the second and third subdivisions of this section takes 
issue with and denies the allegation of his insolvency, it shall be his duty to 
1 775 in court on the h ng, with his books, papers, and accounts, and 
submit to an examination, and give testimony as to all matters tending to 
establish solvency or insolvency, and in case of-his failure to so attend and 
submit to examination the en of proving his solvency shall rest upon 


e Whenever a petition is filed by any person for the purpose of havin: 
another 5 bankrupt, post phe 9 is — to take charge oi 
and hold the W of the alleged bankrupt or any of the same, prior 
to the adjudication and pending a bearing on the petition, the petitioner or 
applicant shall file in the same court a bond, with at least two good and suffi- 
cient sureties, who reside within the jurisdiction of said court, to be ap- 
proved by the court or a judge thereof, in such sum as the court shall direct, 
conditioned for the payment, in case such petition is „to the re- 
spondent, his or her personal representatives, all costs, expenses, and dama; 
occasioned by such seizure, 3 — and detention of the property of the 


. ee 
such petition be dismissed by the court or withdrawn by the petitioner, 
the respondent or respondents shall be allowed all costs, counsel fees, ex- 
penses, and damages occasioned by such seizure, taking, or detention of such 
property: Counsel fees, costs, expenses, and damages 8 be fixed and al- 
owed ed the court and paid by the obligors in such bond. 

Src. 4. Who may become nev fond yee Any person who owes debts, ex- 
505 a Corporeno shall be entitled to the benefits of this act as a voluntary 


p 
b Any natural 
farming or the 
ration en, 


rson, except a wage-earner or a person engaged chiefly in 
of the soil, any unincorporated 
y in manufacturing, trading, rinting, publish- 
owing debts to the amount oi 11.000 or over, ma: 
nkrupt upon default or an impartial trial, ant 
subject to the provisions and entitled to the benefits of this act. 


may be adjud a pt. 

b The creditors of the ership shall appoint the trustee; in other re- 
spects so far as possible the estate shall be tered as herein provided 
for other estates. 


c The court of re which has jurisdiction of one of the partners 
may have jurisdiction of all the partners and of the administration of the 
partnership and individual property. 

d The trustee shall keep separate accounts of the partnership property and 
of the property bel g to the individual partners. 

e The expenses be paid from the partnership property and the indi- 
vidual property in such proportions as the court shall determine. 

The net proceeds of the partnership penp shall be appropriated to 
the payment of the partnership debts and the net proceeds of the dividual 
estate of each partner to the 3 of his individual debts. Should an 
surplus remain of the prope: of ay partner after paying his individual 
debts, such surplus shall be added tothe nership assets and be applied to 
the payment of the partnership debts. Should any surplus of the tner- 
ship proprie ronan after paying the ar inerhip danta; such surplus shall 
be added to the assets of the individual partners in the proportion of their 
respective interests in the partnership. 

g The court may permit the proof of the claim of the partnership estate 
against the individual estates, and vice versa, and may marshal the assets of 
the partnership estate and individual estates so as to pors preferences 
and secure the equitable distribution of the peoe of the several estates. 

k In the event of one or more but not all of the members of a tnershi 
being adjudged bankrupt, the partnership property shall not be administe. 
in bankruptcy, unless by consent of the partner or partners not adjudged 
bankrupt; but such ner or partners not udged bankrupt s settle 
the partnership business as expeditiously as its nature will ka and 
account for the interest of the partner or partners sajuages bankrupt, - 

Sec. 6. Exemptions of bankrupts.—a This act shall not affect the allow- 
ance to bankrupts of the exemptions which are prescribed by the State Jaws 
in force at the time of the filing of the petition in the State wherein they 
have had their domicile for the six months or the greater portion thereof 
immediately preceding the filing of the petition. 

Bec. 7. Duties of bankrupts.—a The bankrupt shall (1) attend the first 
meeting of his creditors, if directed by the court or a judge thereof to do go, 
and the hearing upon his application fora discharge, if filed; (2) comply with 
all lawful orders of the court; (3) examine the correctness of all proofs of 
claims filed against his estate; (4) execute and deliver such papers as shall 
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enscute tohis trusise transfers ot all his property 
— — y 8 his trustee of any attempt, by 
— 

proved a 


Fastan: 


„the 


ar adn a tie shail be paid is expenses n seis 
when — — attend at any place other than the a 
town, or . 51 

Sr. 8. Death or insanity of „„ 


bankrupt shall not abate the proceedings. shall be conducted and 
conclu FFF thou 

or become insane: Provided, That in case of death the ow and children 
shall be entitled to all rights of dower and allowance fixed by the laws of the 


State of the bankrupt’s residence 

Sv. 9. Protection and detention of A bankrupt shall be 
exempt from arrest upon civil cept in the following cases: (1) 
When issued from a court of icy for conte contempt or diso ence of its 
lawful orders; (2) when issued from a ha „ and 
served within such State, upon a debt or 3 from w: in 


would not be a release, and in such case he shall be exempt from 
bankruptcy, or engaged in 


mig as tie shall have been issued, and he have been 
mn gid within the jurisdiction of a court other than the one the war- 
rant, he may be the same manner in which under in- 
dictment are wong dy a from one district within w. a district court 
on er. 
Sec. 11. Suits and against . which is founded 
a claim from which a disc Be A renee St ee ee g 
a at the time the filing of a him, shall be 
stayed er 3 adjudication or the Tor tho tition; if 5 
pt, such action may be stayed un 
—— mon ns after the date ht such ich adjudication or, if within t time 
such person a fora discharge, then until the the question of 


isd 
è Tho cours tay order the trastos to enter his appoartnoa and dsfont any 
pending suit 


cA trustee ma; th the Lho approval ot the court, be permitted 
as trustes an: rook — 4 the bankrupt prior rior to, the adjudication 
like force and ea tl A it had been 


hen A bankrupt may offer terms ot 
creditors after, but not i botore, he has been examined in 
his creditors filed in court the schedule of 


oe eeu 1 = in the 


ptcy after, but not bef 9 
n ore, 
umber of all creditors wh ose claims ha 


have 
and subject to the 
date ith reference to the convenience of forthe cont 
interest, shall be fixed for the hearing each application cag nfir- 
Saun ofa composition and such ob; as may be made to 


ice are in faith and have not 
provided, or by any means, promises, 


e Upon the confirmation of a com seaman Pye est naa consideration shall be dis- 
ever a com- 
ed, A 


toy as 
Compositions, when set aside.—a The may, upon the appli- 
Eh eg interest filed at time ih matis or 


any after a com- 
been confirmed, set the an a — 


4. Discharges, when granted. 
tion of one month and within the next twe 
bankrupt, file an application for a 
ruptcy in which the proceedings are ; if it 
FFCCTCVCCCCTFFCCTC sooreutad tron 


SI eae reson the expiration of the next six 


3 = for thereto by pardies in such 
in ter ot 
pe ge and 


full 
tiie application and g 


from his 


3 The judge may, upon tho a; 


of un ue laches, fi 
ledge of the fraud 8 
and that the actual facts did 


pts—a The liability of a person who is a co- 
i ene ner Bag 2 manner a ps ar Se ae bankrupt shall 


ct | eae o 
n 

Bec. Ar. Debts fs not fected by a 2 m 
shall release 


fraud, embezzlement, tion - 
ficer or in any fiduciary capacity. så eama 
CHAPTER IV. 
COURTS AND PROCEDURE THEREIN. 
Sec. 18. Process, pleadings, and adjudications. the filin 

petition for involun — — service thereof. 8 . writ of ou — v 

be pigri person therein . 
ganna for oy in the can r is pow 2 80 that! 
as n * in nited ex it shall be 
returnable wi' fifteen da: pa — the judge yio tre coger 
time; but in case personal ice can not be made, then notice 
by pu in the same manner and for the same — 


b The pt, or any creditor, may a) to the petiti 
. | within ten ys the return day, ve such 8 
cAll 8 se matters of fact shall be verified und: th. 
dIf the en — of his creditors, shall a ~ within the time 
and controvert the alleged in the „the shall de- 
——— tion of ane 5 kori gp a 3 
act, and makes the P or dismiss th: the petition. 8 


eit on the last day within which pleadin, may be filed none are filed b 
the bankrupt or any of his creditors, th l the next day, if pres. 
2 — make the adjudication or dismiss 


— fe pending, on t . 
, on the next day after the last day on which 

been filed by tis bankrupt 

e referee. 

the judge shall hear 


rosie fgg speci sum- 


upon the 
„„ eee re art of oe 
United ace, or by quae af partes to the cireui other place at the 


this act, toa jury shall be pareina y asep en, faved. exoen’ 5 2 
as may 


relation jury. 
SEc. 20. affirmations.—a Oaths required by this except u 


* 


to 
o io Blato where the sumo aro to Do country. 
Kaisa all aa may, in lieu thereof, 
bo pu: ed as for the 
may, 


u application of an 

any designated person, ia. 
8 are 

referee or the judge of an court, to — the acts, 

conduc 556 


b Tho rig r this act shall be de- 
ac 

cording to up United States lawa now in force, oF 

ting to the taking of depositions, ex- 


shu osataan the referee in every 
tion to e allowance of a 
in opposition 


eA certified copy order approving the bond of a trustee shall 
stitute conclusive evidence of the vesting in him of the title to the property 


ae 
Ta 


had not 


of the bankru CCC 
— ə trustee if imparted 


from the — to si if recorded would haye 
intervened. 

d copy of an order confirming ¢ or se ra gem fs) tion 

ed copy of an order confirming « revo! shall be evidence of 

£ the court, the FF 

—... ecawiitete nt? 

and if re- 


the bankrupt, 
ä bank- 


2. Ref jaia eine yes ogo 
sdmninistretion of the Ty to thoreferes. or per 
4 refer it rit Q generally to tè the referee or spe- 
cially with oniy limited authority to consider and 
8 specified issues; or (2) | to any referee within the territorial 
re upon eee it the convenience of parties in interest will be 
5 Joe ansehen“ Fr momar mt ghee reat 
his domicile in the district. 
b The judge may, at any time, „ of parties or for cause, 
from one ref 


e property or 
to the same extent only as 
had not been iastituted and such contro- 

claiman 


have concurrent jurisdiction 
the courts of bankrup within their respective territorial limits, of the 
ig ose enumerated in 


act. 
Src. 2. Jurisdiction of ooe courts.—a a. reme Court of the 
United States, the circuit courts of appeals of the United States, and the 
reme courts of the Territories, in vacation in chambers and during their 
— VPC 
with a ction of controversies arising in bankruptcy 
9 bankruptey from have — — 
8 The Supreme Court of the United States shall 
like from courts 


pideetan 
967. tee LALO comet the District 


courts of shall have x 
e 
of within their juris- 


and 
e Court of the United States in the 
and no other: 


1. Where the amount in 8 the sum of $2,000, not the 
question involved is “deren which ve been taken on appeal or writ of 
error from the hig! court of a State to the Supreme Court of the United 


States: or 
cortity that in hp opinion the determination ot 5 
on e' m or qu 

OA IN G 75... r F aee ee 
construction of this s act throughon: ne Bee i States. 

vin pom dg poder to give bond when they take appeals or 
sue 
„5 bmit to bitration any anap a A acing nies 

n one ar 

9 


bitrators shall 
trustee, 8 


the 
ch if they fail to agree in fi — tet ie 
80 chosen, or in five 
Tihe third arbitrator. 


court appoint 
ene E tenon of the arbitrators, or a majority of — pot a e 
issues p filed in court and shall hate ke force and effect as 
the verdict of a Sans 
SEC. 27. Com —a The ith the approval of 
Pct pen ten align e tho administration ofthe estato upon 
such terms as he may deem for the of the estate. 
BEC. tion . shall by order 
a pr Agran as ng ublished within 
and in the county in w. . of his 
situated, in w. notices req to be pu’ y peang 
orders which the court may direct to be inserted. 
case, for 2 


court may in a particular the 
N some 3 newspaper in which notices and orders in such 


§ 29 0 9 shall be punished. prisonment fi 
EC. enses.—a n or a 
— — ae Sap eng Be 


iod not to exceed five 
eee ine 


years, upon 
owingly and fraudulently appropriated to his own — em 
3 
a 
bA yono ed, by im 
two years, a shali bo Danish 8 of ha 


lontly 8 concealed whil ea bankru 
any of belon; 


mon: 3 
ing to act p unished by fine, not to exceed $500, and forfeit his 
p n ex 

Office, shall thereupon become vacant, conviction 


same upon of the 


5 Feely an referee or to 9 
2 he inspection of the accounts mito the KUAS ot ana 
records of, estates in his charge by parties in interest when — by 
3 
dA shali not be prosecuted for ci yap TE agora 
unless the indictment is found or the information is filed in court within one 
commission of the offense. 


forms, and orders 


the United 8 
Sec. 31. Computation of timoa Whenever tine is enumerated by da 
in this act, or in any 5 oe namnet ECA shall 
ODEA Py auctor de Kat and tna ig the last, unless oe 
on a Sunday or holiday, in which event the day last included shall be the 
norta thereafter which is not a Sunday or a holiday. 
Transfer of cases.—a In the event pe tions are filed against the 


against different members of a in different 
355 each of which has jurisdicti 5 shall be trans- 
by order of the courts eee 5 


dated y the one of such courts w can 
greatest convenience of parties in interest. 


CHAPTER V. 
OFFICERS, THEIR DUTIES AND COMPENSATION. 
SEc. 33. —- of two offices.—a The offices of referee and trustee are 


Tenori, and 3 8 Courts 5 
bankru within territorial limi which respective 
have Fanisdiction, (1) appoint referees, each for a term of two years, and pinch 
. them because their services are not needed or for 
other cause; and (2 H designa and from time to time the limits of 
the districts of a a so that each county, where the services of a referee 
are needed, may constitute at least one district. 
SEC. 35. ications — eee Tin not be 5 to 
appointment as referees 
form the duties of that ofa: 
ment under the laws of 
sioners of deeds, * 2 notaries public; 


(3) not related by — ata 8 e — d as deter- 
— — tho common law. to Lae the Ja of the courts of bankruptcy 
or the bere 

ey are 
rees shall take the same oath of 


3 or the division of the district, or his sick- 


. den 

therwise ed; ee 

ceedings, authorize the empl tof 3 at the pen a 
au em 

n — 7 oem per 5 and 


and lists 
8 cause such as are incomplete ry defective 
to be amended; (3) furnish such information con the estates in 


reand a the schedules of prop- 
bankrupts, or cause the 
ee „ to do £0; (7) 


ad: O) transmit to the clerks 
such papers as og gos on file meg an Whenever the the ae ari cage pea 3 


any courts, and in return of such 
pape attr they have pesh naed ori Do i E a E AAIE to 
original transmit certified by —— (9) upon anpil 
tion of any in in preserve une evidence taken or the su 


thereof as upon e parties bef ographer is 
notin vec, por and cy when 3 their respective offices are in e 

here of bankruptcy convene, call upon and re- 
ae from the note eu all Baazi filed in courts of bankruptcy which have 

n referred 

b Referees shall not (1) act in cases in which they are directly or indi- 
rectly interested; (2) practice as 8 counselors at law in any 
of am es proceedings: or (8 ) purchase, y or indirectly, any property 


in Z 
Sec. 40. of referees.—a Referees shall receive as full com- 
tion for servi payable after they are rendered, a fee of $10 
eposited with the clerk at t S time the petition is filed in each case, except 
when -i var 1 from a voluntary bankrapt, and from estates 
— been administered before them 1 per cent commissions on 
be paid as d as dividends and commissions, or one-half of 1 per cent on 
the a 3 phoebe neg — confirmation of a a 
ever a — is 2 te one referee to another, ho Judge 
5 — — —e— 
shall be divided between the referees. 


JUNE 15, 


cIn the event of the reference of a case revoked before it is con- 
y referred, the judge shall determine 
8 8 5 on DNL PO bees egies 

BO. 41. tem ‘ore referees.—a A person shall no’ Flaum tray, 
before a referee, (1) disobey or resist any lawful order, process, or writ; (2) 
misbehave during a hearing or so near the 5 thereof as to obstruct the 
same; (3) neglect to 7 — after having m ordered to do so, any perti- 
nent document; or (4) refuse to a after having been su Rye 
upon ap ret use totake the oath as a witness, or, after having taken the 
oath, re! to be examined according to law: Provided, That no person shall 
be required to attend as a witness before a referee at a place outside of the 
State of his ence, and more than 100 miles from such place of residence, 
and only in case his lawful mileage and fee for one day’s attendance shall be 
first or tendered to him. 

b The referee shall certify the facts to the judge, if any person shall do any 
of the things forbidden in this section. The judge shall thereupon, in a sum- 
mary manner, hear the evidence as to the acts complained of, and, if itis such 
as to warrant him in so doing, punish such person in the same manner and 
to the same extent as for a contempt committed before the court of bank- 
ruptcy, or commit such person upon the same conditions as if the doing of 
the forbidden act had occurred with reference to the process of, or in the 
presence of, the court. 5 

Sec. 42. Records of referees.—a The records of all roceedings in each 
case before a referee shall be kept as 3 as may be in the same manner 
as records are now kept in equity cases in circuit courts of the United States. 

b A record of the proceedings in each case shall be kept in a separate book 
= 8 and shall, — with the papers on file, constitute the records 
of the case. 

c The book or books containing a record of the proceedings shall, when the 
case is concluded before the referee, be certified to by him, and, together 
with such papers as are on file before him, be transmitted to the court of 
ay ryt gt ang shall there remain as a part of the records of the court. 

Sec, 43. Referee’s absence or disability.—a Whenever the office of a referee 
is vacant, or its occupant is absent or disqualified to act, the judge may act, 
or may appoint another referee, or another referee holding an 5 
under the same court may, by order of the judge, temporarily fill the va- 


cancy. 

BBO. 44. Appointment of trustees.—a The creditors of a bankrupt estate 
shall, at their first meeting after the adjudication or after a vacancy has oc- 
curred in the office of trustee, or after an estate has been reopened, or after 
acomposition has been set aside or a discharge revoked, or if there is a va- 
cancy in the office of trustee, appoint one trustee or three trustees of such 
estate. the creditors do not appoint a trustee or trustees as herein pro- 
vided, the court shall do so. 

Sec. 45. Qualifications of trustees.—a Trustees marae (1) individuals who 
are respectively competent to perform the duties of that office, and reside or 
have an office in the Judicial district within which they are appointed, or (2) 
corporations auth by their charters or 2 act in such capacity 
and having an office in the judicial district within which they are appointed. 

SEC. 16. Death or remoyal of trustees.—a The death or removal of a trus- 
tee shall not abate any suit or proceeding which he is prosecuting or defend- 
ing at the time of his death or removal, but the same may be proceeded with 
or defended by his joint trustee or successor in the same manner as though 
the same had m commenced or was being defended by such joint trustee 
alone or by such successor. 

Sec. 47. Duties of trustees.—a Trustees shall respectively a) account for 
and pay over to the estates under their control all interest received by them 
u property of such estates; (2) collect and reduce to money the propert 
of the estates for which they are trustees, under the direction of the Soar. 
and close up the estate as fool age ag raat as is compatible with the best inter- 
ests of the parties in interest; (3) depositall money received by them in one 
of the designated depositories; (4) disburse money megs Bx Sang! or draft on 
the depositories in whichit has been deposited; (5) furnish such information 
concerning the estates of which they are trustees and their administration 
as may be requested by in interest; (6) keep accounts show- 
ing all amounts received and from what sources and all amounts expended 
and on what accounts; (7) lay before the final meeting of the creditors de 
tailed statements of the ration of the estates; (8) make final reports 
and file final accounts with the courts fifteen days before the days fixed for 
the final meetings of the creditors; (9) pay dividends within ten days after 
they are d by the referees; (10) report to the courts, in writing, the 
condition of the estates and the amounts of money on hand, and such other 
details as may be required by the courts, within the first month after their 
appointment and every two months the: r, unless otherwise ordered by 

e courts; and ap set apart the bankrupt's exemptions and report the 
items and estimated value thereof to the court as soon as practicable after 
their appointment. 

b Whenever three trustees have been appointed for an estate, the concur- 
rence of at least two of them shall be necessary to the validity of their every 
act concerning the administration of the estate. 

Sec. 48. Compensation of trustees.—a shall 
pensation for their services, pose after they are rendered, a fee of $5 de- 

ted with the clerk at the time the petition is filed in each 


cent on such sums in excess of $10,000, 

bIn the event of an estate being administered by three trustees instead of 
one trustee or by successive trustees, the court shall apportion the fees and 
commissions between them according to the services actually rendered, so 
that there shall not be paid to trustees for the administering of any estate a 
greater amount than one trustee would be entitled to. 

c The court may, in its discretion, withhold all compensation from any 
trustee who has been remoyed for cause. 

SEO. 49. Accounts and papers of trustees.—a The accounts and papers of 
trustees shall be open to the inspection of officers and all parties in interest. 

Sec. 50. Bonds of referees and trustees.—a Referees, before 3 the 
duties of their offi and within such time as the district courts of the 
United States having jurisdiction shall prescribe, shall respectively qualify 
by entering into bond to the United States in such sum as shall be fixed by 
such courts, not to exceed $5,000, with such sureties as shall be auras by 
such courts, conditioned for the faithful performance of their official duties. 

b Trustees, before pata J upon the performance of their official duties, 
and within ten days after their appointment, or within such further time, 
not to exceed five ae as the court may permit, shall tively qualify 
by entering into bond to the United States, with such sureties as shall be a: 
proved by the courts, conditioned for the faithful performance of their offi- 

uties. 


c The creditors of a bankrupt estate, at their first meeting after the adju- 
dication, or after a vacancy has occurred in the office of trustee, or after an 
estate has been 3 or after a composition has been set aside or a dis- 
charge revoked, if there is a vacancy in the office of trustee, shall fix the 
amount of the bond of the trustee; they may at any time increase the 


amount of the bond. If the creditors do not fix the amount of th 
the trustee as herein provided the court shall do so. ea tie 
PAS. ae Scare shall require evidence as to the actual value of the property 

e There shall be at least two sureties upan each bond. 

< one actual value of the property of the sureties, over and above their 
—— ies and exemptions, on each bond shall equal at least the amount of 

nd. 

g Corporations organized for the purpose of becoming sureties upon bonds. 

or authorized by law to do so, may be accepted as sureties upon he bondi of 


trustees, and 
record in the office of the clerk of the court and may be sued upon in the 
name of the United States for the use of any person Jaj 
due Peustees shall not be liabi all heir bo 
i Trus no e, personally or on their bonds, to the United 
States for any penalties or forfeitures incurred by the pts under 
this act of whose estates they are respectively trustees. 
{coins trustees may give joint or several bonds. 
cif age referee or trustee shall f. 
within the time limi: he shall be deemed to have declined his appoint- 
ment, and such failure 8 create a vacancy in his office. 
l Suits upon referees’ bonds shall not be brought subsequent to two years 


Sec. 51. Duties of clerks. —a Clerks shall 5 (1) account ok as 
each case and suc! 


the petition, except the 
tition of a proposed voluntary bankrupt which is . — ed by afti- 
vit stating that the petitioner is without, and can not obtain, the mone 
with which to pay such fees; (3) deliver to the referees upon application 
papers which may be referred to them, or, if the offices 8 such referees are 
not in the same cities or towns as the offices of such clerks, transmit such 
papers by mail, and in like manner return 3 which were received from 
such referees after they have been used; (4) and within ten days after each 
case has been closed pay to the referee, if the case was ref: the fee col- 
lected for him, and to the trustee the fee collected for him at the time of fil- 


ing tha a: è 
EC. Compensation of clerks and marshals.—a Clerks shall respectively 
receive as full 5 for their service to each estate a filing fee of 
$10, except when a fee is not required from a voluntary pt. 

b Marshals shall vely receive from the estate where an adjudication 
in . is e, except as herein otherwise provided, for the per- 
formance of their services in proceedings in bankruptcy, the same fees, and 


ir possession, to the 
Attorney-General, for statistical purposes, within ten days afte 
quested by him to do sa. z a T Free re 


CHAPTER VI. 
CREDITORS. 


Sec, 55. Meetings of creditors.—a The court shall cause the first meeting 
of the creditors of a bankrupt to be held, not less than ten nor more than 
thirty days after the 5 at the county seat of the county in which 
the bankrupt has had principal place of business, resided, or had his 
domicile; or if that place would be manifestly inconvenient as a place of 
meeting for the parties in 8 or if the bankrupt is one who does not do 
business, reside, or have his domicile within the United States, the court 
shall fix a pe for the meeting which is the most convenient for parties in 
interest. If such A should by any mischance not be held within mon 
time, the court shall fix the date, as soon as may be thereafter, when it 


be held. 

b At the first meeting of creditors the judge or referee shall preside, and, 
before proceeding with the other business, may allow or disallow the claims 
of — there presented, and may publicly examine the bankrupt or 
cause him to be examined at the instance of any creditor. 

c The creditors shall at each meeting take such steps as may be pertinent 
and necessary for the promotion of the best interests of the estate and the 
enforcement of this act. 

d A meeting of creditors, su uent to the first one, may be held at any 
time and place when all of the itors who have secured the allowance of 
their claims sign a written consent to hold a meeting at such time and place. 

e The court shail call a meeting of creditors whenever one-fourth or more 
in number of those who have proven their claims shall file a written request 
to that effect; if such request is signed by a majority of such creditors, which 
number represents a ority in amount of such claims, and contains a re- 
quest for such meeting to be held at a designated place, the court shall call 
ne mooning at such place within thirty days after the date of the filing of 

e regu 

J Whenever the affairs of the estate are ready to be closed a final meeting 
of creditors shall be ordered. 

Sec. 56. Voters at meetings of creditors.—a Creditors shall pass upon mat- 
ters submitted to them at their meetings by a majority vote in number and 
amount of claims of all creditors whose claims have been allowed and are 
present, except as herein otherwise provided. 

b Creditors holding claims which are secured or have priority shall not, in 
r to such claims, be entitled to vote at creditors’ meetings, nor shall 
such claims be counted in computing either the number of creditors or the 
amount of their claims, unless the amounts of such claims exceed the values 
of such securities or priorities, and then only for such excess. 

Sec. 57. Proof and Allowance of Claims.—a Proof of claims shall consist of 
a statement under oath, in writing, signed by a creditor setting forth the 
claim, the consideration therefor, and whether any, and, if so, what secu- 
rities are held therefor, and whether any, and, if so, what payments have 
been made thereon, and that the sum claimed is justly owing from the bank- 
rupt to the creditor. 

Whenever a claim is founded upon an instrument of writing such ATERS 
ment, unless lost or destroyed, shall be filed with the proof of c. I su 
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instrument is lost or destroyed, a statement of such fact and of the circum- 
stances of such loss or destruction shall be filed under oath with the claim. 
After the claim is allowed or disallowed, such instrument may be withdrawn 
by permission of the court upon leaving a copy thereof on file with the claim. 

c Claims after being proved may, for the purpose of allowance, be filed by 
the claimants in the court where the proceedings are pending or before the 
referee if the case has been refe: 

dClaims which have been duly proved shall be allowed, upon receipt by or 
upon presentation to the court, unless objection to their allowance shall be 
made by parties in interest, or their deration be continued for cause by 
the court upon its own motion. 

e Claims of secured creditors and those who have priority may be allowed 
to enable such creditors to participate in the pr ings at litors’ meet- 
ings held prior to the determination of the value of their securities or prior- 
_ ities, but be allowed for such sums only as tothe courts seem to be owing 

over and above the value of their securities or priorities. 

Jf Objections to claims shall be heard and determined as soon as the con- 
ees r the court and the best interests of the estates and the claimants 
w rmit. 

g The claims of creditors who have received preferences shall not be al- 
lowed unless such creditors shall surrender their preferences. 

h The value of securities held by secured creditors shall be determined by 
converting the same into money according to the terms of the agreement 
pursuant to which such securities were delivered to such creditors or by 
such creditors and the trustee, by agreement, arbitration, compromise, or 
litigation, as the court may direct, and the amount of such value shall be 
credited upon such claims, and a dividend shall be paid only on the unpaid 
balance. 

i Whenever a creditor, whose claim against a bankrupt estate is secured 
the individual undertaking of any person, fails to prove such claim, suc! 
person may do so in the creditor's name, and if he discharge such undertak- 
mg Ein e or in part he shall be subrogated to that extent to the rights of 

e itor. 

j Debts owing to the United States, a State, a county, a district, or a mu- 
nicipality as a penalty of forfeiture shall not be allowed, except for the 
amount of the niary loss sustained by the act, transaction. or proceed- 
ing out of which the penalty of forfeiture arose, with reasonable and actual 
ooma 5 thereby and such interest as may ha ve accrued thereon ac- 
co g W. 

k Claims which have been allowed may be reconsidered for cause and re- 
allowed or rejected in whole or in according to the equities of the case, 
before but not after the estate has been closed. 

l Whenever a claim shall have been reconsidered and rejected, in whole or 
in part, upon which a dividend has been paid, the trustee may recover from 
the creditor the amount of the dividend received upon the claim if rejected 
in whole, or the proportional part thereof if rejected only in part. 

m The claim of any estate which is being administered in bankruptcy 
against any like estate may be poroa by the trustee and allowed by the court 
in the same manner and upon like terms as the of other creditors. 

n Claims shall not be proved against a bankrupt estate subsequent to one 
Maai after the adjudication; or if they are liquidated py nuga on and the 

nal judgment therein is rendered within thirty days before or after the 
pied ripe of such time, then within sixty days after the rendition of such 
judgment: Provided, That the right of infants and e persons without 
ians, without notice of the may continue six months 


. — 

longer. 

850. 58. Notices to creditors.—a Creditors shall have at least ten days“ 
notice by mail, to their respective addresses as they appear in the list of 
creditors of the bankrupt, or as afterwards filed with the pa rs in the case 
ef the creditors, unless they waive notice in writing, of 1 examinations 
of the bankrupt; (2) all hearings upon applications for the confirmation of 
compositions or the discharge of bankrupts; (3) all meetings of creditors; 
(4) all 8 sales of Labi grt (5) the eclaration and time of payment 
of dividends; (6) the filing of the final accounts of the trustee, and the time 
when and the p where they will be examined and passed 5 — (7) the 
8 pro of any controversy; and (8) the proposed of 

r ings. 

b Notice to creditors of the first 1 be published at least once 
and may be published such number of additional times as the court may di- 
rect; the last publication shall be at least one week prior to the date fixed 
for the meeting. Other notices may be published as the court shall direct. 

c All notices shall be given by the referee, unless otherwise ordered by the 


judge. 

Sec. 59. Who may file and dismiss petitions.—a Any qualified person may 

file a petition to be adjudged a voluntary bankrupt. 
b or more creditors who haye provable claims against any-person 
which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value of securities held by 
them, if any, to $500 or over, or if all of the creditors of such person are less 
than twelve in number, then one of such creditors whose claim equals such 
amount may file a petition to have him adjudged a bankrupt. 

c Petitions shall filed in duplicate, one copy for the clerk and one for 
service on the bankrupt. ° 3 

d If it be averred in the petition that the creditors of the bankrupt are less 
than twelve in number, and less than three creditors have joined as petition- 
ers therein, and the answer ayers the existence of a er number of cred- 
itors, there shall be filed with the answer a list under oath of all the creditors, 
with their addresses, and thereupon the court shall cause all such creditors 
to be notified of the pendency of such petition and shall delay the hearing 
upon such petition for a reasonable time, to the end that ties in interest 
shall have an opportunity to be heard; if, upon such hearing it shall appear 
that a sufficient number have joined in such petition, or if prior to or durin: 
such hearing a sufficient number shall join therein, the case may be proceed 
with, but otherwise it shall be dismissed. 

e In computing the number of creditors of a bankrupt for the pu: of 
determining how many creditors must join in the petition. such creditors as 
were employed by him at the time of the filing of the petition or are related 
to him by consanguinity or affinity within the third , as determined 
by the common law, and have not joined in the petition, not be counted. 

J Creditors other than original petitioners may at any time enter their ap- 
a and join in the petition, or file an answer and be heard in opposi- 

to the prayer of the petition. 

g A voluntary or involuntary petition shall not be dismissed by the peti- 
tioner or petitioners or for want of prosecution or by consent of parties un- 
til after notice to the creditors. 

SEC. 60. Preferred creditors.—a A person shall be deemed to have given a 
preference if, being insolvent, he has procured or suffered a judgment to be 
entered against himself in favor of any person, or made a transfer of any of 
his property, my the spect ot the hess Vober ek puch Judgment or — 

enable any one oi C ors to 0 na r reentage oi 
his debt than any other of such creditors of the same A ng = 

olf a bankrupt shall have given a preference within four months before 
the filing of a petition, or after the g of the petition and before the adju- 
dication, and the person receiving it, or to be benefited thereby, or his agent 


therein, shall have had reasonable cause to believe that it was intended 
thereby to give a preference, it shall bagoidable by the trustee, and he may 


recover joe bs or its value from Ach person. 

Ia tor has been preferred, and afterwards in good faith gives the 
debtor further credit without security of any kind for property which be- 
comes a part of the debtor's estates, the amount of such new t remain- 
ing unpaid at the time of the Aa ps in 55 may be set off 

st the amount which would otherwise be recoverable from 

d If a debtor shall, directly or indirectly, in contemplation of the filing of 
a petition by or nst him, pay money or transfer property to an attorney 
and counselor at law, solicitor in n equity, or proctor in admiralty for services 
to be rendered, the transaction be reexamined by the court on petition 
of the trustee or any creditor and shall only be held valid to the extent ofa 
reasonable amount to be determined by the court, and the excess may be re- 
covered by the trustee for the benefit of the estate. 


CHAPTER VIL 
ESTATES. 
SEC. 61. Depositories for money.—a Courts of bankruptcy shall n ee 
by order, institutions as depositories for the money of ba pt 


estates, as convenient as may be to the residences of trustees, and shall re- 
quire bonds to the United States, subject to their approval, to be given by 
such banking institutions, and may from time to time, as occasion may re- 
quire, by like order increase the number of depositories or the amount of any 
bond or change such depositories. 

Sec. 62. Expenses of administering estates —a The actual and 1 
expenses incurred by officers in the administration of estates shall, exce 
where other provisions are made for their 3 be reported in de 
under oath, and examined and approved or pproved by the court. If ap- 
8 they shall be paid or allowed out of the estates in which they were 

u 


0 5 
Src. 63. Debts which may be proved. -a Debts of the 8 may be 
roved and allowed his estate which are (1) a fixed liability, as evi- 
enced by a judgment or an instrument in writing, absolutely owing at the 
time of the of the petition against him, whether then payable or not, 
ith any interest thereon which would have been recoverable at that date 
or with a rebate of interest upon such as were not then payable and did not 
bear interest; (2) due as costs taxable inst an involuntary bankrupt who 
was at the time of the filing of the petition t him plaintiff in a cause of 
action which would pass to the trustee and which the trustee declines to 
prosecute after notice; (3) founded upon a claim for taxable costs incurred 
in good faith by a creditor before the filing of the petition in an action to re- 
cover a provable debt; (4) founded upon an open account, or npon a contract 
express or implied; and (5) founded upon provable debts uced to judg- 
ments after the filing of tition fore the consideration of the 
bankrupt’s application for KORRAT: less costs in and interests ac- 
8 Lod the filing of the petition and up to the time of the entry of such 
judgmen 


b Unliquidated claims against the bankrupt may, t to application 
to the court, be liquidated in such manner a8 it shall direct, and may there- 


to pay all 5 due and owin 
State, county, TA or 5 
poo hor th 
for such payment he 
any ques ion arises as to the amount or 
shall be heard and determined by the court. 

6 The debts to have priority, except as herein provided, and to be paid in 
full out of 3 estates, and the order of payment shall be (1) the actual 
and necessary of preserving the estate su uent to filing the petition; 
(2) the filing fees paid by creditors in involun cases; (3) the cost of ad- 
ministration, including the fees and mil payable to witnesses as now or 
hereafter provided by the laws of the United States, and one reasonable at- 
torney’s fee, for the professional services actually rendered. irrespective of 
the number of attorneys employed, to the petitioning creditors in involun- 
tary cases, to the bankrupt in involuntary cases while performing the duties 
herein prescribed, and to the bankrupt in voluntary cases, as the court ma 
allow; (4) wages due to workmen, clerks, or servants which have been pikes 
within three months before the date of the commencement of proceedin; 
not to ex 11 to each claimant; and (5) debts aing to any person who 
by the laws of the States or the United States is entitled priy. 

cIn the event of the confirmation of a composition being set aside, or a 
discharge revoked, the property acquired by the bankrupt in addition to his 
estate at the time the com tion was confirmed or the adjudication was 
made shall be applied tothe payment in full of the claims of creditors for 
property sold to him on credit, in good faith, while such composition or dis- 
charge was in force, and the residue, if any, shall be applied to the payment 
of the debts which were owing at the time of the adjudication. 

Sec. 65. Declaration and payment of dividends.—a Dividends of an equal 
per cent shall be declared and paid on all allowed claims, except such as have 
priority or are secured. 

b The first dividend shall be declared within thirty days after the adjudi- 
cation, if the money of the estate in excess of the amount necessary to pay 
the debts which have priority and such claims as have not been, but 2 
will be, allowed equals 5 per cent or more of such allowed claims. Dividen 
subsequent to the first shall be dec! upon like terms as the first and as 
often as the amount shall equal 10 ge cent or more and upon closing the 
estate. Dividends may be d oftener and in smaller proportions if the 
judge shall so order. 

The rights of creditors who have received dividends, or in whose favor 
final dividends have been d shall not be affected by the proof and al- 
lowance of su ent to the date of such payment or declarations of 
dividends; but the creditors proving and securing the allowance of such 
claims shall be paid dividends equal in amount to those already received by 


the other creditors if the estate equals so much before such other creditors 
are paid any further dividends. 

d Whenever a Pa shall have been adjudged a bankrupt by a court with- 
out the United States and also by a court of tors resid: 


tey, 

within the United States shall first be paid a dividend equal to that receiv: 
in the court withont the United States by other creditors before creditors 
who have received a dividend in such court shall be paid any amounts. 

eA claimant shall not be entitled to collect froma pt estate any 
greater amount than shall accrue pursuant to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 66. Unclaimed dividends.—a Dividends which remain unclaimed for 
six months after the final dividend has been declared shall be paid by the 
trustee into court. 7 

6 Dividends remaining unclaimed for one year shall, under the direction of 
the court, be distributed to the creditors whose claims have been allowed but 
not paid in full, and after such claims have been paid in full the balance shall 
be paid to the bankrupt: Provided, That in case unclaimed dividends belong 
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to minors such minors may have one year after arriving at majority to claim b All real and personal property belonging to bankrupt estates shall be 
such dividends. appraised 3 y shall be appointed „and 
Syd. 67. Liens. —a Claims which fer want of record or for other reasons e court. Real and when practicable, be 
Fc the creditors of the sold su to the approval of the court; it not be sold otherwise than 
estate. — ig 
D 


the approval of the court for less than 75 per cent of its appraised 


b A e. 

lien or attempted to be created, by his debtor, who afterwards be- c The title to property of a bankrupt estate which been sold, as herein 
Sian teen ee ene err cs ce ties aateie it mich tank ovided, shall be conv: to Pe afna tent 5 
gated to and may enforce such rights of such creditor for benefit of the ad Whenever a composition shall be set aside, or discharge revoked, the 


X penn 
6: tian crested byor obtained to. or pursuant to ny sult or peonseding at provided wi o title to all of the of the bankrupt as of the date 
pry bane rane ora t of the final decree setting aside the com posi or rey . a emng 
confession, which was against a person wi four mon ore e The trustee may avoid any transfer by the bankrupt of his property 
filing of a in bankruptcy by or against such person shall be dis- | which any creditor of such bankrupt might have avoided, and may recover 
. such person to bea owe ae ns (1) it a the property 1 from the person to whom it was 
that lien was obtained and permitted while the defendant was l’ | transferred, unless he was a fide holder for value prior to the date of 
vent and that its existence and enforcement will work a preference, or | the adjudication. Such property may be recovered or its value collected 
2) the party or parties to be benefited thereby had reasonable cause to be- | from whoever may have received it, except a bona fide holder for value. 


eve the defendant was insolvent and in contemplation of bankruptcy, U; the co tion of a compositi ffered b; 
111110... ⁵⁵D— venta 
; or e su W. e j> 
Fie ndear 9 ee berr ot ton ee Aal bo ant This shall ré she 5 8 i 
0 Person. for the sub- a act into force and effect its : Pro 
to the rights of the holder of such lien and empowered to perfect and | however, Thad no pation a e e Braai ant a e hee Niet within oes 
orce the same in his name as trustee with like force and effect as such | month of the passage thereof, and no petition for involuntary 
Robes Seles Maeve Gomis NAA NOS Tae breecy prcneralinigs ASSETA shall be filed within four months of the 3 
d Liens given or accepted in good faith not in con tion of or in b Proceedings commenced under State insolvency laws before the passage 
frand upon this and for a present consideration, which have been re- | of this act not be affected by it. 
corded to law, if record thereof was necessary in order to impart 
notice, shall not be affected by this act. EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


15 ref, made o by a person adjudged a bank: Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
FF.... Seibert intent and 53255 and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
af be null aud void as against he creditors of such debtor, except as to | sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent 
n good fait) 3 > fair consideration: and ail peop in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 

shall. if he be adjudged i, assigned. or encumbered as afore: | p, m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Th y, June 16, 
remain 


ecution and lia for debts by the law of his , be an a | 1898, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
partos bo ts and estate of the and shall pass to d trus- 

Whine JOETA Gina Do fO TECOVOE AA Rocka Se aN DA Teal - 

for the benefit of the creditors. And conveyances, NOMINATIONS. 
within door A Dees $0. tae Stee S A AENA Nin. Unk STIO) Broons Aona cas 3 
Fe pullana vold pa apn the editora of exch Ober EAE ore ee 
nate, Shall bo deemed null 3 ‘under on — against the ore 5 #3 K.P NAVY PATMASTER. 
such debtor if he . and such property shall Fred erkins, a citizen of California, to be an assistant pay- 
ee be Dy BOn reo ed and recovered for the benefit of the ret | ssster tn the Navy (subject to examinations required by — ig 
T That all levies, Judgments, attachments, or other liens obtained through | fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 
legal 3 2 a pereon who 2 insolvent, at any time within fous one i mowers 
8 prior filing petition bankruptcy him, shall RECEIVER PUBLI A . 

deemed null and void in case he is adjudged a bankru 3 and the propert; 


oct t. a — t, oF other shall be deem John 8 — „ III., to be receiver o pouhe 
wholly discharged an from the same shall trustee | moneys a ulato, Alaska, an inal vacancy created un- 
ped perice og Sree 3 —— attachment, or other lien der provisions of section 12 of the act of Congress approved May 
shall be preserved for the benefit of the estate; and thereupon thesame may | 14, 1898 (Public—No. 95). 

pass to and shall be preserved by the trustee for the benefit of the estate as 

aforesaid. And the court ma; order such conveyance . REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


into effect: Provided, F . 
herein contained ot 5 effect to destroy oF impair the title obtain Boetious H. Sullivan, of Plankinton, S. Dak., to be register of 
py sudh vy, 4 nt, attachment, or other lien of a bona fide purchaser | the land office at Nulato, Alaska, to fill an inal vacancy cre- 
for value who shail have acquired the same without notice or reasonable | ated under provisions of section 12 of the act of Congress approved 
Sec. 68. Sets-offs and counterclaims.—aIn all cases of mutual debts or | May 14, 1898 (Public—No. 95). 

mutual credits between the estate of a bankrupt and a credi 

shall be stated and one debt shall be set off against the other, and the bal- e 
RIG Ege reer e . 
CC petition, or within ar | Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 15, 1898, 


months before such „with a view to such use or 
notice that such bankrupt was insolvent, or had committed an act of bank- MARSHAL. 
EC. 69. Possession of pro} .—a A judge may, upon f, Thomas B. Reid of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United 
py affidavit, that = bankrupt e; i whom an involuntary tion has bees States for the eastern district of Wisconsin. 
is neglecting, oF is about to so ni his Bead it has thereby dete- APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
or is thereby de or is t thereby to deteriorate in à. ; 
value, issue a warrant to the marshal to seize and hold it subject to further To be brigadier general. 
orders. Before such warrant is issued She petitioners apoi Ting terete shall 8 
E beat 5s seen 6m senoun We os e with such sure- | James H. Barkley, of Illinois. 
TT such bankrupt for such 
as he 8 FF To be paymaster, 
wrongfully obtained. Suc! shall released if such bankru: 
shall oss Lod ine cums hicks ALA be fled by the MAEA with taxa ATOA Thaddeus P. Varney, of New Jersey. 
as he shall approve, conditioned to turn over such rty, or pay the value 5 
— money to the ² in the event he is a pur- To be captain. 
suant to su 
SEC. 70. Title to property —a The trustee of the estate of a bankrupt, upon Charles T. McIntire, of Indiana. 
)7J7ßꝙßͤõͤßÿEũ.A 8 FIFTH UNITED STATES INFANTR 
turn be vested by operation of law w F D = seu * 
Was a bankrupt, ex so far as which Capt. Frank D. Baldwin inspector-general. 
is exempt, to a 17 documents e eee his ; (2) Iiterests in pat- $ 2 = 


en t rights, ts, and trade-marks; (3 hich he might POSTMASTERS, 

3 bare Fenin for Disc pida nefit, but not those which Ee might have exercised 1 : 

for some pert wie (4) property transferred by him in fraud of his credi- | Lewis O. Cooper, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county 
or $ 


CCC he could by any means | of Meigs and State of Ohio. 
— er CC under judi William Budge, to be postmaster at Grand Forks, in the county 


Po er 2 pal able to himas? his of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota. : 
da: fter cash x 

r . Danville, im the county ot 

pany issuing the same, pay or secure to the trustee the sum so ascertained | Pittsylvania an ginia. 

and stated, and continue to hold, own, and carry such policy free from the | James T. Picker ing, to be r at Lancaster, in the county 

3 of —— —— . in 1 of reg bpm under or ie 8 — — — Ohio. tk z ty i 
. 5 — — muas ohn lark, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county o 

assets; and (6) rightsof action arising upon contracts unlawful le 3 A „ 
D AE A DO DA AA T A Hardin and State of Ohio, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, June 15, 1898. 


The House met at 10 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by 


Mr. DALZELL as Speaker pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing communication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 15, 1398. 
I hereby name Mr. JoHN DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, to act as Speaker 
until the adjournment. T. B. REED, Speaker. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
AMERICAN REGISTERS FOR STEAMERS SPECIALIST AND UNIONIST. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up this morn- 
ing, if the gentleman will allow it, a bill to grant American reg- 
isters to a couple of vessels to be used as transports. 

Mr. HITT. Will it lead to any debate? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I will have to ask for the regu- 
lar order, We have given this time all out. 

Mr.PAYNE. Itwill Takas a nonae I have a 97 5 1 
letter from the Secretary of War urging the passage of this bi 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman indica it if it leads to any 


ssion? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly I will. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Very well. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will rt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 47€3) to provide — — kor steamers Specialist and 
TRONS! 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamers Specialist and Unionist 
to be registered as vessels of the United States, provided that they shall not 
engage in the coastwise trade of this Republic. 


The SPEAKER — tempore. Is there eg tage 5 
ears 


consideration of the bill? 


none. 


[After a pause.] 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
HAWAI. 


Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr: FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I shall cast my vote against 
the annexation of Hawaii for various reasons. 

I have always understood it to be one of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the Democratic party that government should rest upon 
the consent of the governed; yetI think I am safe in saying that 
in Hawaii but 2,700 persons—out of a population of 100,000— 
have been consulted in regard to the annexation of that country 
to the United States. There are upward of 40,000 of native 
Hawaiians in these islands now, but they have never been given 
an opportunity to express their views in regard to this annexation 
question. 

There has always been a question in my mind as to the justice 
and patriotism of those who dethroned the Queen in 1893, and the 
fact that Secretary Foster, in the treaty which he pre in 
the closing days of the Harrison Administration, provided for the 
payment of $20,000 annually to the Queen during her life, as well 
as for the payment to the princess of $150,000 outright, if these 
women should in good faith submit to the authority of the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the local government of theislands, 
showed the personal rights of the Queen and the right of succes- 
sion to the dynasty of which she was the head. 

It seems to me nothing more nor less than the alliance of the 
United States Government with a band of men, American citi- 
zens, if you are pleased to term them such, who deliberately and 
willfully overthrew the legalized machinery of the Government 
in the Hawaiian Islands, dethroned its Queen, and appropriated 
the government property of all the le to their own use, 

The American people were horrified a few ago when the 
news of the attack of Jamieson and his English mercenaries upon 
the Transvaal country was made known; yet we submit to the 
spectacle of so-called American citizens deliberately overthrowing 
and capturing this Hawaiian territory, and then ask that it be 
annexed to the United States. I listened very peer yester- 
day and to-day for some substantial reasons why these islands 
should be annexed, but I must confess that I have yet to hear 
such a reason. 

Some of the Republican members, notably those from my own 
State, have changed their minds radically about this problem the 
past four or five weeks. 


Ihave been surprised to hear some of them say on the floor of 
this Chamber that the United States Government was to inaugu- 
rate a policy of colonial expansion—that the Philippine Islands 
were to be kept by this Government after peace had been declared, 
and that this country must at last take its place side by side with 
the nations of Europe and Asia in the izement of ee 

I very much mistake the opinion of the American people if this 
policy will meet with their approval. 

The present struggle was dictated wholly through humane 
motives, and was never intended to be a contest for empire. 

Our men are in the field nate gered to fight and to 
die if necessary for the success of American arms in their legiti- 
mate mission of driving the ae flag forever from Américan 
shores, oe pores as well as as tiga I doubt pi much, if the 
temper of the American people tested, if even any great 
number could be found who would assent to the policy now being 
advocated by some of using the Army and Navy for the addition 
of insular possessions to our country. 

Let us suppose for a moment that Hawaii was in our possession 
when the present hostilities broke out. It must be admitted that 
we have found use for every vessel in our Navy in the prosecution 
of the struggle in and about Cuba, with the exception of those 
. under Admiral Dewey at Manila. 

waii is at least 2,500 miles from our shores, with a coast line 
as extensive as that comprised in the New England States. It 
would require a squadron equally as and powerful as 
Dewey's to give proper protection to that island, and we simply 
could not do it without exposing ourselves to extreme and haz- 
ardous danger on this side of the water. 

Who are the people inhabiting these islands we are going to an- 
nex? Forty thousand of them are native Hawaiians, 25,000 Jap- 
anese, 21,000 Chinese, 15,000 Portuguese, 3,000 Americans, and 
about 4,000 British, Germans, and ch combined. 

Are we to have a Mongolian State in this Union, or are the Jap- 
anese and Chinese to be exported, thus bringing us into difficul- 
ties with each of these Governments? 

Where is the consistence of the junior Senator from my own 
State and the 8 of that Commonwealth on this floor 
who have strongly advocated this exclusion of honest and hard- 
working Irish, Jewish, and Italian immi ts from our 
shores because they can not read or write, yet they are willing 
that the heterogeneous mass enumerated above should become 
partand parcel of the citizenship of this country? What has be- 
come of their oft-repeated professions of loyalty to the policy of 
our fathers, who have defeated every proposition for the acquisi- 
tion of insular possession? . 

This very same proposition of the acquisition of the Sandwich 
Islands was made to the peerless statesman from Massachusetts, 
Daniel Webster, when he was Secretary of State in the year 1852; 
and was declined by him. 

An attempt was made to annex St. Thomas in President John- 
son's Administration and Santo Domingo in President Grant’s Ad- 
ministration, but both treaties failed in the Senate. 

I think that the history of our country has shown the wisdom of 
our action in these cases. 

We have not been bothered with the intestinal trouble that fol- 
lows a policy of territorial expansion, but have been allowed to 
pursue the development of our own natural and tremendous re- 
sources, with the result that our country is the greatest and rich- 
est upon the face of God's earth. 

What great object is to be accomplished by a departure from 
our former wise and conservative naling in this direction? Some 
say that we are to have an offensive and defensive alliance with 
Great Britain, and that when this is accomplished our combined 
navies will rule the world. God forbid that this Government 


of ter 

oppression enacted in the pursuit of territorial expansion than} has 
She finds herself to- 
foes in the East. Her wicked aggressions 
ts and her continued assaults on weaker na- 


without a friend or an ally among the nations of Europe. Who 
else can she look to for aid or comfort but the United States? 
ition should the American people take in this condition 


The two nations which England must clash with are Russia 
and France, The friendship of both these Governments, of Rus- 
sia 8 has always been extended to this country. Eng- 
land, on the other hand, has been our traditional enemy in every 
struggle since eee ublic basa yee ene and yet et agi a 
great many p coun Y. opportunity pre- 
sented talk Who would advocate an alliance with England 
against Russia. 
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I have had a very strong suspicion for some time that strong 
English influences here are at work in favor of the annexation of 
Hawaii. England realizes full well that we will not stop with 
Hawaii. She wishes us to hold the Philippines. She realizes full 
well that after we establish our flag over these islands that we will 
be brought right into the midst of the contest that is soon to take 
place se a the partition of the Chinese Empire takes place. It is 
then that England will need an active and alert ally to stand out 
against the claims of Russia, Germany, France, and Japan, and 
her only Pa rests with the entrance of the United States 
into that field. The whole matter is very clearly stated by Lord 
Brassey, one of Great Britain's colonial governors, who said in an 
interview a short time ago: 

In the present anxious position of affairs we shall not relax our efforts to 
create such naval forces as will insure the safety of the Empire, but if in the 

rocess of time we can NN a closer union between durselves and the 

nited States, if we can establish a e 1 e of all English: speakin 
countries for parum their differences by arbitration, nay, more, for mut 
defense if threatened by external foes, then we have changed the cir- 
cumstances. Our latent resources would be too 8 to be chal- 
lenged or contested. Let us cherish the hope that a consummation so happy 
may some day be reached by the ty of our statesmen and the growing 
wisdom and good will of our kin people. 

It can readily be seen that the friendship of England in our 
present struggle is not an honest one, but is dictated by selfishness 
and greed and an anxiety that we should come to her assistance 
in meng | her Chinese chestnuts out of the fire. 

part from any interest England may have in this conflict and 
looking at the question purely from an American standpoint, I 
think the conclusion is irresistible that this annexation should 
not take place. 

The possession of noncontiguous territories is bound to result 
in constant and repeated friction with other nations. 

Great Britain’s possessions in North America have occasioned 
all our troubles with England, except inthe Venezuelan matter, for 
the past fifty years. The seal-fishery question is only now being 
settled, and there has been constant friction about our herring 
fisheries the past twenty years. Constant difficulties between 
both Governments are now taking place in the Klondike region 
and other parts of Alaska, while difficulties are repeatedly encoun- 
tered between authorities in the State of Washington and British 
Columbia. I bring these matters to the attention of the House at 
this time to indicate how impossible it is for any nation that pur- 
sues a policy of absorption of noncontiguous territory to keep 
itself from getting into constant difficulties, 

It has been said during the course of this debate that the vast 
majority of the people of this country favor the annexation of 
Hawaii. Inasmuch as the great proportion of our le are 
wage earners and the annexation of these islands would bring the 
50,000 Japanese and Chinese into competition with our labor, I 
can not believe this statement to be true, The Japanese at home 
at the present time are threatening our industrial supremacy, and 
if we admit these islands as part of our domain, our ambitious and 
thrifty manufacturers, who asa general rule employ the cheapest 
labor they can obtain, will build and establish factories in Hawaii, 
with Japanese and Chinese help, and easily undersell in the mar- 
ket made by American labor. 

Then, again, these large cooly colonies, under the management 
of the gigantic sugar and tobacco combinations, would produce 
those articles so cheaply as to close up all of our sugar industries, 
both beet and cane, and reduce tobacco culture to such a condi- 
tion as to make it absolutely impossible to raise at a profit even 
though the lowest wage should be paid. I would like at this time 
to quote that eminent lawyer of international reputation who, 
when asked his opinion as to whether we should keep the Philip- 
pines or not, replied: 

We started to accomplish one single, declared, definite object, a most 
noble one, based purely upon humanitarian groun Our sincerity in our 
. profession is the only possible excuse for war. To main 


aith and our reputation with the rest of the world is worth a dozen 
hilippines and millions of cooly Chinamen and Malays. ~ 


8 ‘ . 
e policy of colonial expansion means a large increase in our 
standing mie and I am strongly opposed to the development of 
our Army on European lines, It would mean the loss of that 
feeling of citizenship and entity which is the pride of every Amer- 
ican, when half-breeds and Malays are made 2 of our nation. 
It would breed corruption and suspicion in the management of 
colonies in different parts of the world, and it would provoke an- 
tagonism and violent discussion in our legislative chambers as to 
the government of these possessions. 

The country is confronted now with many and serious prob- 
lems. Our banking system is notoriously inefficient, our mer- 
chant marine a disgrace to a sixth-rate nation, our postal system 
can be vastly improved, and the condition of our working people 
all over this country is serious enough to demand the best thought 
and attention of our wiseststatesmen. The addition to the English 
navy estimates as necessary for the present year amount to $175,- 
000,000, and if we are to vie with England, as some of our Repre- 


sentatives say we should, we must surely spend as much money 
as she does for the building up of a navy. 

I do not wish to be understood as one of those who do not be- 
lieve in an adequate naval force, because since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress I have favored liberal appropriations for the build- 
ing of our Nayy, but I do think that our Government can se- 
cure itself against any possible danger with a great many less 
ships than Great Britain sses unless we branch out as that 
Government has done, e annexation of Hawaii is the first 
step in a policy to admit colonies speaking a foreign tongue, gov- 
erned by military satraps as against N States. It will 
mean the neglect of our Constitution and people. 

It will cause entangling alliances with other nations and the 
fear of war, thus continually disturbing our home business affairs, 
It will result in the abandonment of economy and simple govern- 
ment ordained by Washington and Jefferson and the utter anni- 
hilation of the principle of the Monroe doctrine. 

It will bring the intelligent American laborer into direct com- 
petition with the Tapene and Chinese laborer, who, when he is 
absorbed as ze: of the Hawaiian pr tore into the United States, 
will be entitled to the protection offered him by our laws. The 
climatic conditions of this country are such as to produce the high- 
est intellectual, moral, and physical development, and it is absurd 
to suppose that the inhabitants of Hawaii, situated as it is in the 
tropical zone, can begin to keep pace with the magnificent civil- 
ization of this nation; rather must they always stifle our growth 
and impede our progress. 

My colleague [Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts], in his remarks the 
other day emphasized the 3 that he felt in voting for annex- 
ation because of the fact that the islands had been redeemed from 
savagery by the devotion of American missionaries. In thinking 
this matter over I have come to the conclusion that the native 
Hawaiian’s idea of the Almighty and justice must be a little bit 
shaken when he sees thesemen, who pretend to be the exemplars of 
Christianity and honor, take possession of these islands by force, 
destroy the Government that has existed for years, and set up a 
sovereignty for themselves. Not only that, but when they also 
witness the spectacle of the sugar and tobacco (Christian?) barons 
import coolies, Japanese and Chinese, both, until they outnumber 
the native Hawaiians in order to fatten the dividends of these 
trusts by their ceap lanor, their ideas of the all-seeing justice of 
the Almighty must be somewhat dimmed. 

The great argument that has been advanced for the possession 
of these islands is their advantage in time of war. They are said 
to be the key to the Pacific Ocean. This same argument was used 
when the proposition to purchase St. Thomas, in President John- 
son's time, and Santo Domingo, in President Grant's Administra- 
tion. There are innumerable islands on our eastern coast much 
nearer us than Hawaii on our western coast, yet nobody has eyer 
seriously thought our Atlantic coast was in any great danger 
from their nonpossession. 

Why, Europe herself is nearer to us than the Hawaiian Islands, 
yet nobody suggests that we should annex Europe. There are 
conditions, everybody must admit, under which these islands 
would be a valuable possession; but the question to my mind is, 
Are these conditions such as to justify our departing from our 
traditional 18 of noninterference with the political affairs of 
the rest of the world? ; 

Willanyone my thatthe possession of the Philippine Islands were 
of advantage to Spain in this struggle, and is not a magnificent 
advantage for the United States in the present struggle that she 
has no insular possessions to protect thousands of miles away from 
her base of supplies? We are told that the islands are a military 
necessity from coal a a arr toe Who can tell what afew 
years will develop in the line of naval architecture and advance- 
ment? Russia has just contracted for war ships that will sail 
17,000 miles without recoaling. 

What trouble will it be for vessels of that kind to carry coal 
enough to attack almost any point in the world and then be able 
to return to her home port without recoaling? With the tremen- 
dous advance in electrical science, who can tell but that battle 
ships may be built within a few years which can traverse the 
oceans for weeks, perhaps months, without being compelled to 
stop for supplies. With all these 5 is it wise, is it a 
sound plan to embark in this policy of territorial ndizement. 
I think not, and I venture the opinion when this matter is brought 
to the attention of the people of this country that they will in- 
dorse the words of Washington when he said: 


The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, inextend- 
ing our commercial relations, to have with them as little political connection 
as ble. So far as we have already formed engagements, let them be ful- 
filled with perfect good faith. Here let us stop: 

E a set of primary interests which to us have none or a very re- 
35 Hence she must be 8 in frequent controversies, the 
causes of which are essentially foreign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it 
must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary 
vicissitudes of her politics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her 


friendships or enmities. 
Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a dif- 
If we remain one people, under an efficient Government, the 


ferent course. 
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period is not far off when we may defy material injury from external annoy- 
anee; when we may take such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we 
may at any time resolve upon to be scrupulously a Peg when belliger- 
ent ions, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon us, will not 
lightly d the giving us provocation; when we may choose peace or war 
as our interest, ed By justice, shall counsel. 

y forego the advantage of so peculiar a situation? Why quit our own 
to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by interweaving our destiny with that 
of any part of 1 entangle our posce and prosperity in the toils of Eu- 


ro} ambition, riv: ip, interest, humor, or caprice? 
jupplementing this, Jefferson, in his inau; address in 1901, laid down 
the following rule of action: 


“Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations—entangling 
alliances with none.” 

ot and long-continued applause. | > 

. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky 1 BERRY]. : 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the importance of the 
question now under consideration. Perhaps none of more gravity 
has ever been presented to the consideration of the American Con- 

ss in many years. I am an advocate of the annexation of the 
Republic of Hawaii—of the Newlands resolutions, which contem- 
late the indorsement of the treaty recommended to the Senate by 
President McKinley. I dislike very much to disagree with any 
portion of my party associates, but after patient and careful con- 
sideration I am satisfied they are in error who oppose this in- 
crease of territory, recommended by the best minds of America, 
and we are willing to trust to time to vindicate the wisdom of our 
action. 

Never, sir, has there been one foot of territory added to the 
thirteen little colonies that first formed this Government along 
the Atlantic pope Er É to this hour, when our territory is more 
than 3,000,000 square miles, that there was not violent er 
to the annexation. The apostle of Democracy, Thomas Jefferson, 
who has been quoted so much in this discussion, said himself 
when he gave his adherence to the purchase of the Louisiana ter- 
ritory from Napoleon, that there was no constitutional right for 
it, but that its advocates must appeal to the American people for 
an indorsement of the proposition. 

Think of it, sir, in 1803, we were about 5,000,000 people. We 
had just emerged from a fearful struggle. Our garments were 
torn and bloody. Scarcely knowing whether we had a national 
existence, and only by the aid of a foreign power could we have 
achieved our independence. The mouth of the Mississippi was 
owned by foreign powers, and its commerce would be largely con- 
trolled by them. The first intention was to l what was 
known as the Island of New Orleans, where the city is now situ- 
ated, asa resting place for the craft navigating that stream, which 
would of necessity be rapidly augmented. 

We were represented at the court of France by a man who had 
administered the oath of office to George Washington as the first 
President of the United States, Mr. Livingston. He was in- 
structed to negotiate for the Island of New Orleans at a price not 
exceeding $2,000,000. The proposition was laid before the French 
minister, Marbois, who, under the direction of Napoleon, fearing 
the English might getit by conquest, said he would not only sell 
us the island, but all the extensive territory they possessed on 
the continent. Eighty million dollars was the price asked. 

Mr. Monroe, afterwards President of the United States, was 
sent over to aid Mr. Livingston in ing the terms, which 
negotiation laid in his mind the doctrine which will ever bear his 
name, and the price was fixed at $15,000,000, There were many 
representative men in 1803, as there are in 1898, who declaimed 
against this Louisiana purchase—a wise and patriotic move. Mr. 
Livingston became alarmed, receiving information of the opposi: 
tion to this new acquisition, extending from the Gulf of Mexico 
to the Pacific Ocean. Mr. Livingston said to hiscountrymen, If 
we have more than we need, we can di of apart.” But not 
one foot has ever been sold. That was Democratic doctrine then, 
as it is now, and the Democratic orators of to-day love to pro- 
claim on the stump that our broad domain is to the credit of the 
party that followed Thomas Jefferson. 

When the State of Louisiana came into the Union, there was 
found in the State of Massachusetts a distinguished man by the 
name of Josiah Quincy, who made a speech very much like those 
I have heard on the floor during this discussion, in which he said 
that the country was now going to pieces, that we were entering 
upon an imperial course, and that it was ruin to the country. 
Listen how much this sounds like my friend CLaRE 's speech, or 
that of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I hope the | a will not at- 
8 to me borrowing Josiah Quincy's ideas, for I take no stock 
in them. 

Mr. BERRY. But they both violate the idea of Democracy. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Nothing of thesort. Josiah Quincy 
was a secessionist, and always was, and I never was. 

Mr. BERRY. But I will show you better Democratic authority 
than you ever had in Missouri that the Democratic 5 
always been for the annexation of territory to the United States, 

d eyen the man that the Republican party sought to impeach, 
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and a better Democrat never lived on this continent than Andrew 
Johnson, under whose auspices the Territory of Alaska was added 
to this country, and not contiguous territory, as some gentlemen 
have been arguing here. : 

Now, what did Josiah Quincy say when Louisiana was going 
to be admitted as a State? I would like to call my distinguished 
friend’s attention, the gentleman from Louisiana, to this. Josiah 
Quincy says: 

Under the sanction of this rule of conduct Iam compelled to declare it as 
my deliberate opinion that if this bill passes the bonds of this Union are vir- 
tually dissolved; that the States which com it are free from their moral 
obligations, and that as it will be the righ of all, so it will be the duty of 
ane to prepare definitely for a separation—amicably if they can, violently 

ey must. 


Again: 


If this bill pass, it is my deliberate opinion that it is virtually a dissolu- 
tion of this Union; thatit will free the States from their moral obligations, 
and as it will be the right of reales it will be the duty of some, definitely to 
prepare for a separation—amicably if they must. 


Now, how much that sounds like speeches made upon this floor 
in this discussion that I have listened to on this side“ that we 
are going on an imperial course” and ‘‘ we are changing the prin- 
ciples of the Government.” Why, gentlemen, we have been woo- 
ing the little Republic of Hawaii for more than half a century. 

e have been wooing it under Democratic Administration, under 
Republican Administration, under every Administration from 
1842, when Tyler was at the head of this Government, to the pres- 
ent time. Every Democrat except Grover Cleveland—you can not 
find a single announcement up to this hour coming from the Dem- 
ocratic 25 that has not been in favor of the annexation of Ha- 
waii. Mr. Buchanan—was he a Democrat? Mr, Legaré—was he 
a Democrat? Mr. Bayard—was he a Democrat? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No. 

Mr. BERRY. Why, you supported him and he was elected and 
was themouthpiece of the Democratic party until he became associ- 
ated with Grover Cleveland. Was PierceaDemocrat? Was Bu- 
chanan, his Secretary of State (afterwards himself a Democratic 
President, at the head of the Government when the civil war 
came upon us)—was hea Democrat? All these men have alike ex- 
pra their opinion that ultimately the Hawaiian Islands would 

ome a part of the United States. Mr. Bayard said that when- 
ever the apple was ripe it would naturally fall into the lap of the 
United States. And so it is coming now. 

Mr. BAIRD, If the acquisition of the Hawaiian Islands is 
5 and has always been such, why is it that to- day 
it is indorsed by the Republican Administration and will receive 
the almost unanimous vote of the Republicans in this House? 

Mr. BERRY. Well, I will tell you. The Hawaiian Islands 
occupy a peculiar position; they are a sort of derelict out in the 
North Pacific, waving a flag of distress. Naturally as those 
islands became known they became an object worthy of attention 
and consideration from this country. In the first place, about 
1820, when the Americans sent missionaries there for the purpose 
of civilizing the natives, they found them in an almost barbarous 
condition and set to work to bring about a condition of civilization. 
Those miesionaries took the native language, which was then 
without form, and gave it form—printed it in grammars and 
other books; and it has been taught for years upon the islands 
under the influence and inspiration of the American missionaries. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Willit interrupt the gentleman if 
Task him a question? 

Mr. BERRY. Not a particle. Let me say that if anybod 
wants to ask me any questions during the delivery of this 8 
Iam ready to answer them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true historically and abso- 
lutely that the action of William L. Marcy, Franklin Pierce, 
James Buchanan, and that whole crowd of Democrats prior to 
1861 in advocating this annexation policy was part and parcel of 
the African slavery propaganda of which the Ostend manifesto 
was another manifestation? Is not that true? 

Mr. BERRY. I will answer the gentleman’s question. All 
along through the history of the admission of States to this Union. 
up to and including the time of the civil war, the question of 
slavery had a good deal to do with whether men in political life 
were for or against the admission. The men from the cotton 
States were in favor of the annexation of such territory as would 
give to them representation in favor of the Democracy; and the 
people of the North, as my sarin, doe friend [Mr. Grow] who 
is now looking at me knows full well, whenever there arose an 
occasion when territory proposed to be admitted was likely to be 
represented by old Whigs or Republicans on this floor, they wero 

vocates of such annexation. But that question has gone by. 
The institution of slavery went down with the war. That ques- 
tion no longer enters into this proposition at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But if that is true, ought not the 
Sn which those men used to go down with the question 
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Mr. BERRY. That is a question which the gentleman can set- 


tle for himself. If he does not like these arguments, he need not 
adopt them. The ar ents I like I 
course of this speech, sites Gres the Democracy of this country 
has stood for annexation at all times. 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROW. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I would 
like, before he leaves this historical recital, to call his attention to 
a fact which of course he knows, but has inadvertently passed 


over. 

Mr. BERRY. What is that? 

Nr. GROW. When the Louisiana purchase was under consid- 
eration, Mr. Livingston, representing this country. proposed only 
in the first instance to purchase from France all her territory east 
of the ey River, but the French insisted that we should 
take it all. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; and it grew out of the idea that Na- 
poleon Bonaparte had found he conld not hold the territory, and 
rather than let it go into the hands of England he gave it to the 
American people for a very small consideration; and he said when 
he did so that he would raise up a power on this continent that 
would threaten the position of England. And such has been the 
effect. To-day England extends her hand in anxiety to join her 
Anglo-Saxon kin on this side of the water for the control of the 
policy of the world. : 

Not only that. Do we not all recollect the circumstances con- 
nected with the annexation of Texas? And, by the bye, I believe 
there is not a Texas man on this floor who now favors annexation. 
Yet we wooed her for a while, and Texas wooed us foradmission to 
the Union; and we admitted her. Out of that grew the Mexican 
war, which resulted in our obtaining the magnificent territory 
leading out to the Pacific. From Kentucky and all over the 
South we unsheathed our swords to defend the honor of the 
American flag in Mexico, and we followed that flag successfully 


until we saw it wave over the halls of the Montezumas, and we | sh 


shall see it waving over Morro Castle and wherever else the 
American people feel disposed to plant it. It shall kiss the breezes 
of the Tropics as it is sure to wave over the Hawaiian Islands. 

What was the effect upon those who opposed annexation? Tom 
Corwin, of Ohio, was the opponent of the war with Mexico. He 
was a great man, a great lawyer. He said he trusted that when- 
ever Americans crossed the Rio Grande they would be welcomed 
with bloody hands to hospitable graves. d he was welcomed 
to a political grave, for he could never hold up his political head 
after making that declaration. 

Mr. GROW. Will it interrupt the gentleman 

Mr. BERRY. Not a particle, sir. I am making a random sort 
of a speech upon a subject that I think I understand. 

Mr. GROW, Mr. Corwin's declaration was that if he was a 
Mexican, as he was an American, he would welcome our soldiers 
with bloody hands to a hospitable grave. : 

Mr. BERRY. That is the same idea. I do not pretend to give 
the exact phraseology. I recollect the circumstances. So, sir, if 
we had been contentious then, as we ought to have been, instead 
of Vancouver and the country from Vancouver to Sitka being 
under the control of the English Government the Louisiana pur- 
chase justly entitled us to that territory, in order that we might be 
connected with the Alaskan country in the far North, andit would 
not now be declared not to be contiguous territory. Weallremem- 
ber that controversy in our history, and we recollect the ride of 
Dr. Whitman, which saved Oregon to us. Why, there was a time 
when even men like our old friend Benton, the apostle of Democ- 
racy, said that it would never do to extend country much 
beyond the Mississippi River, that the Rocky Mountains were the 
natural boundary, and that it would never do to go beyond the 
Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow meto sug- 
gest that that is a historical mistake? 

Mr. BERRY. Let us see whether it is. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Tom Benton always clamored for 
that line up to 54° 40’. 

Mr. BERRY. Later in life he did. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And he drew. the most remarkable 
picture of the teeming popni of the Oregon Valley that was 
ever drawn since the world began. 

Mr. BERRY. That was later in life. Why, my friend, the 
Democrats and Whigs up to that time announced that the whole 
veny running from Mexico north tothe British possessions, 
west of the Mississippi River, was a barren desert, and you as a 
boy knew it on the map as the Staked Plain that n y could 
travel across except with camels or something of that kind, Now 
the locomotive shrieks in wild triumph to the Pacific through Se 
was described as a desert is to-day the granary of the world. 

K of M Mr Webster said, 


to adopt in the | W. 


Mr. BERRY. Let us see what Mr. Webster said. Mr. Webster 
did not want the State of Texas in the Union. Let us read what 
ebster says about it. I do not like to have Democratic princi- 
ples laid down tome that controvert every ero thatthe fathers 
of the party have ever taken, and I do not believe that the Democ- 

cy of America, when the matter is brought to their attention, 

go wrong upon this. I believe nine out of ten of the Demo- 
crats of America are for the annexation of Hawaii, and therefore 
I do not propose to be controlled by a Democratic caucus each of 
whose members only represents the same number of people upon 
bee floor that Ido. But when my party acts, I follow its aS 
orm. 

Mr. BATRD. I should like to suggest to the gentleman that 
there was no attempt in the Democratic caucus to bind its indi- 
vidual members upon this matter. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know whether there was an attempt or 
not. It certainly did not : 
Mr. BAIRD. Was it not so stated in the caucus, that there was 

no desire to bind individual members? 

Mr. BERRY. I think it was. I saw it so stated in the news- 
papers. I did not remain during the entire caucus. And I am 
not ashamed to go for a thing because a Republican now and then 
is for it, if I believe it is right. Once in a while the Republican 
party does get right. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Very seldom. 

Mr. BERRY. I heard the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] make an argument on this side, saying that the pro- 
posed annexation would have the effect of destroying the prin- 
ciple of the y hy ech tariff, which I think has been one of 
the curses of this Government, and Ishould be very glad if it had 
that result. It can not come too soon. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I hope it will. 

Mr. BERRY. I will tell you what it will do, And I intend to 
discuss this before I complete this argument. It will show to the 
world that property like the Hawaiian Islands, lying close to our 
ores, 2,000 miles closer than to any other great body of land, 
comes within the Monroe doctrine, and belongs to United 
States whenever she can get it by fair means. I would not ad- 
vocate the sending of an army from the United States to take Ha- 
waii from any people who were in possession of it against their 
will, but here comes a government that for three years has main- 
tained itself, with representatives at nearly every court of the 
great nations of the world, and says to us, “ We want to give you 
the territory that we own and make it a part of the United States, 
because we believe it will be useful to you and because we be- 
lieve it will be better for us, fearing that some other power will 
disturb us.” Now, I want to give these gentlemen from Texas 
a little piece of history. Mr. Webster arose and addressed tho 
Senate in the session of 1845-46 upon the resolution for the admis- 


sion of Texas, He said: 


Iam quite aware, Mr. President, that this resolution will 
It has passed the other House of Congress by a large majority. 


We are doing now just what they did then. A little complica- 
tion on money matters and one thing and another have divided 
up the Senate, and the Republicans do not know exactly how 
many votes they have, and the Democrats do not know exacily 
aaee ey e It takes two-thirds of the Senate to ratify a 
treaty,and the President has not been able to secure an indorse- 
ment by the Senate, and so he comes now, as they came in the case 
of the admission of Texas, to ask that both bodies representing the 
American peonio act upon this subject, as was done in that case, 
Continuing, Mr. Webster said: 


There are members of this 
a 


this House, 


body, sir, who opposed the measures which 
last peck et for the annexation of $ 


came before 9 — Texas who, 
nevertheless, very probably feel themselves now, in co uence of the 
resolutions of last „and in mence of the f Texas 


conseq 0 
upon those resolutions, bound to vote for her admission to the Union. 
> + = = 


* 

In the first place, I have pe ee aed fa enrages pi come to the 
conclusion that it was of v. : tendency and Sabin Ae e e e 
to enlarge the boundaries of this Government or the Territories over which 
our laws are now established. 


There was the distinguished Mr. Webster, who is succeeded 
on this floor by my friend Mr. FITZGERALD, and I have no 
doubt that he has read that Gon and probably it has influenced 
him. Yet, in spite of Mr. Webster’s opposition, the State of 
Texas is to-day perhaps one of the greatest empires in the world 
in its wealth of soil, in the character of its population, in its loca- 
tion, and in its possibilities for the future, And yet Mr. Webster 
said we ought never to admit Texas, that the country was getting 
go large that we should go to pieces and the country would dis- 
solve. 

Gentlemen refer us to the history of the past. They dwell with 

leasure upon the history of Rome and of the Spanish Empire. 
y, gentlemen, they were wholly different from this Govern- 
ment. Wherever we raise the flag of the United States we pro- 


pose to give a better condition to the people, as we always have 
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wherever we have extended our territory given a better condi- 
tion to the people than they had before. e do not propose to 
take Hawaii with the intention to draw from its resources money 
to be spent here at the Capitol in Washington, and to oppress 
them as Spain has oppressed Cuba and Puerto Rico and the Phil- 
ippines, but we propose to give them the benefit of the great and 
glorious Government under which we live, to give them liberty, 
which is the purpose of this Government upon this earth, if it has 
any great distinctive purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, one question more, and then I 
will quit you. 

Mr. BERRY. All right. : = 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. While Webster opposed annexation 
as long as he opposed slavery, is it not true that as soon as he 
came to the conclusion that he wanted the Southern slaveholders 
to give him a Presidential nomination, he flopped on the slave 
question on the 7th day of March, 1850, and then, in accordance 
with the behest of the slave Propaganda, he advocated the annex- 
ation of the Sandwich Islands? 

Mr. BERRY. It would be very difficult for me to tell what 
po through the mind of every great statesman who has his eye 

ed upon the White House or what has passed through the minds 
of such men in the past. Many things were said about Henry 
Clay. I do not propose to comment upon the dead. I do not 
know whether Webster had that popa view or not. In 1825, 
when an effort was being made in Congress to secure against the 
claims of Great Britain the territory now constituting the States 
of Idaho, Oregon, and Was n, Mr. Dickerson, of New Jersey, 
who represented thatState in the Senate, opposed that proposition 
and pronounced it absurd. He said: 


A member of Congress, trave from his home to W. re- 
turn, would cover a distance of 9.200 miles; at the rate of 30 miles day, 
and allowing him forty-four days for Sunda: hun and fifty days 
would be consumed, and the member would have fourteen in g 
ton before he started home; it would be q Cape Horn, 


Now, that sounds very much like the argument of my friend 
the gentleman from Missouri ae CLARK] in talking about Rep- 
resentatives from distant islands upon this floor—a Representative 
with panne teeth and savage eyes, who, he said, would look 
upon the Speaker as being good to eat, and he got a little mixed, 
because Mr. REED was not in the chair. [Laughter.] The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] was trying to alarm the 
American people, for fear that, because they take a small piece of 
territory in the Pacific, somebody from the Fiji Islands will be a 
Representative here, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you think it would really alarm 
the American people very much if the cannibals did get Mr. 
REED? 1 

Mr. BERBY. Well, that is a question you and Mr. REED can 
settle for yourselves. Vou and Mr. REED being together upon this 

oposition, I suppose you can determine that question better than 

can. n 

All along the line, it does not make any difference, where you 
have added territory to this country there has been some loud- 
mouthed people who said it would not do. They said on the east- 
ern seaboard of Massachusetts that if we were to oa sions 
anywhere beyond the Mississippi, the people of chusetts 
and New Hampshire would move out there and hunt bear with 
the people in that country, and the fellows who had been used to 
fishing on the eastern seaboard and the hunters could not get along 
together, and it would ultimately result in a division of the coun- 
try. All of these a have been made; some of them so 
absurd that people wi hardly recognize them now. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, I would like to ask my colleague 
a question, if he will yield to me. 

Ar. BERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Is it not true that the public 

ress of this country that have been advocating the annexation of 

waii have also demanded the annexation of the Philippine 

Islands and Puerto Rico and increasing the Army of the United 
States to 100,000 and doubling the Navy? Is not that true? 

Mr. BERRY. Gentlemen, when I consider a resolution before 
this body, I do not consider it with a view that something else will 
come on hereafter that will complicate the matter. I am con- 
sidering the resolution introduced by 
pose of accepting the Hawaiian Islands as part of the American 
Government. The Philippine Islands are not yet ours. We will 
settle Stern, when it is presented. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, Will the gentleman allow me 
one further gaera 

—.— BERRY. 55 = nen 

r. WHEELER o tucky. Is it not the duty of * 
lator not only to consider the matter then 5 the bode. ut 
alte BERWY. Ob, yor; what the gentleman cays, I 

r. X. yes; w. o gentleman sa is 
true; but this country of 75,000,000 people has erp past ties pobre 


Mr. NEwLanps for the pur- | gen 


of having to be scared like a child to go to sleep because it is in- 


formed that the bogy man is behind the door. 1 ughter.] Why, 
sir, these gentlemen pretend to talk about Mr. Marcy. Mr. Marcy 
was one of the t men in the Democratic party, who wrote its 
platforms and formulated its policy. He had carried on the cor- 
respondence for annexation along in the fifties, to admit the 
Hawaiian Islands into the United States, and a treaty had been 
agreed upon, which only failed of consummation because the King 
died when he was about to sign it. And to show how solicitous 
other countries were to obtain the islands at that time, when the 
King of measles, Great Britain put the remains on board a 
ship and carried them to his home, Great Britain has had posses- 
sion of the islands once, France twice, and Russia once. r 

be Ar. BODINE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BODINE. Is it true that a Democratic House and a Demo- 
cratic Senate voted for the annexation of Hawaii? 

Mr. BERRY. A Democratic House and a Democratic Senate? 
No, sir. It was the State Department, where the treaty-making 
power belongs under the Constitution. They did not know that 
it would have the approval of their party. 

issouri, Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


* Cer coo! k 

CLARK of Misso If Mr. Marcy and such men believed 
that that was Democratic doctrine, why did they not put it in the 
5 You say Marcy was a man who wrote the platforms 
of his 5 
Mr. BERRY. I do not know why ea did not do it, unless they 
were afraid it might lead to some trouble and they did not want 
to talk abou uisition. They left it until an authorized 


t the 
Government offered it as a 


gift. 
Mr. SULZER. I suppose, no doubt, they did not want to make 


p uestion, 

Mr. BERRY. No; they were not afraid to. About that time 
the Democratic party was well ensconced in power. 2 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It did not stay ensconced in power 
* alter that tr ion. 

. BERRY. Here is President Tyler; he was in favor of an- 
3 of Hawaii. Buchanan did the same. Was he a Demo- 
erat? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He had softening of the brain. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BERRY, Well, I su every man who is for annex- 
ation has softening of the in. These are very distin 
gentlemen who advocated annexation, and do you propose to so 
characterize everybody who is opposed to it? I do not pretend to 
be a very wise man, but I have read the history of my country and 
of my party, and I say right here that the Democrats upon this 
doa great wrong to their whenever they plant them- 
selves against the annexation of Hawaii. 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
before he leaves reference to Mr. Marcy? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. GROW. It is a well-known fact to those familiar with the 
inside politics at the time the Missouri Compromise was before 

that Marcy was opposed to it because it was an exten- 
sion of sla Š 

Mr. BERRY. Tes. Now, Grant was not a Democrat, but he 
came pretty near it. We thought of nominating him for Presi- 
dent, but Republicans got at him first. Harrison was for it, 
McKinley is for it, Admiral Dupont, General Schofield, Mahan, 
Secretary of State Webster, Marcy, Buchanan, Bayard, Sherman, 
Day—all for it. It seems to have been a universal sentiment up to 
this time, and now they come, because they are following Grover 
Cleveland—oh, it is a beautiful picture I have of my friend CLARK 
of Missouri, who always denounced him, now holding him up as 
the only example he had tofollow—he and the distinguished gen- 
tleman, Mr. BLAND, from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, That is the only thing I regret— 


where I am, 3 

Mr. BERRY, ell, get down on your knees and pray for for- 
giveness. ughter. } 
pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). The time of the 
tleman from Kentucky has expired. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I only want two or three minutes 
more,and then I will close. Coming down to the question of 
Hawaii, ever since 1820, when the little colony of American mis- 
sionaries went to the island for the purpose of civilizing the peo- 
ple, down tothe present moment, the tendency of that little bunch 
of islands has been toward the United States. When King Kala- 
kaua died after four Kamehamehas had been on the throne—the 
first Kamehameha was the man that gave the country its freedom 
and authorized the holding of private estates, destroying the 
feudal system that had existed on the island before 1840—the 


country went along smoothly until Kalakaua came on the 
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The debt of the country was nearly all made after King Kala- 
kaua ascended the throne, and he attempted to oppress the people. 
In the meantime there had gone to the island a large number of 
Americans, so that to-day they own three-quarters of all the prop- 
erty of the Hawaiian Islands. After his death—and he died at 
San Francisco—the United States Government in its regard for 
that little power that had been standing there begging so long to 


be a part of this country, ordered the U.S. S. Charleston to carry 
his remains back to Honolulu for interment. 

Mrs. Dominis was placed on the throne, and in 1893 she proposed 
to overturn the whole republican system as it existed on that 
island and had been growing up for fifty years and establish 
again an absolute monarchy with herself at the head and every- 
thing at her disposal without a legislative branch of government. 
The American people owning three-quarters of the property of 
the island said. Thisshall not bedone,” and they undertook tostop 
it. The U. S. S. Boston was in port, and finding that our American 
people's property was in danger, she moved up to the wharf and 
put her marines into the streets and without molesting anybody 
went to a hall and said, We shall see that the property of the 
American peuple is not injured.” 

Well, Mrs. Dominis went off the throne by compulsion. The 
Republic was announced; a legislative body was elected very simi- 
lar to the Constitution of our own States. Under a constitution 
the Republic of Hawaii, after three years of successful administra- 
tion, a country able to pay its expenses, that has in the last year 
collected $676,000 of revenue and paid $70,000 of its debt, comes to 
the United States and says: 

Assume the little public debt that stands over us of $3,900, 
wiil turn over to 28 $9,000,000 worth of public property if you w. 
under the folds of your flag. 

Is there anything wrong in that? What nation on the face of 
the earth has a right to come and object that the United States 
shali accept property tendered to her gratuitously and which 
the best minds of her country say is indispensable for the defense 
of her Pacific seaports? 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] was talking abont the 
Hawaiian Islands of the olden time, before 1848. There was no 
such necessity arising on the Pacific Ocean at that time, for we 
had notreached the Pacific Ocean by California. Wethen had no 
Pacific coast communication with Honolulu; but now the trade 
between San Francisco and Honolulu amounts to $24,000,000 a 

ear. 
z Some gentlemen say it is going to interfere with the sugar trust, 
Why, gentlemen, the sugar trust is against annexation, and I will 
tell you why. Because the Hawaiian planter sells his sugar to 
the trust at $2.50 a ton less than New York or London prices. If 
they do not sell it tothe sugar trust, they will have to carryitaround 
the Horn and take it to land, with all the insurance and loss 
of time, and so they are obliged to discount this $2.50 on every 
ton of sugar made, out of which the trust makes about five hun- 
dred thousand a year, with an addition of about $3,000,000 for 


refining. 

Mr. BALL. Would not the case be the same if those islands 
were a part of the United States? : 

Mr. BERRY. Of course not. The high grades of sugar—re- 
fined sugar—coming from Honolulu to the United States pay a 
duty. Every particle of sugar that grades above 97 per cent comes 
in with a duty. It is shipped directly to the United States. I 
have seen it roiled out from the refinery; it is almost as white as 
refined sn2ur, and of a most delightful flavor, That is the reason 
the sugar trust is against annexation, because if annexation can 
be defeated it is $8,000,000 a year in their pockets. Another reason 
is that the younger Spreckels owns 40,000 acres of the best land 
of the Hawaiian [slands—a magnificent pao it is cul- 
tivated by contract labor brought from China and Japan. Spreck- 
els knows that whenever the American flag goes up over Hawaii 
the laws of the United States apply to it, and that contract labor 
must come to an end. That is one reason for opposition to annex- 
ation; it is very easily explained; it does not take very many 


and we 
take us 


words. 

I listened with attention yesterday to a discussion of this ques- 
tion by my 5 friend from Georgia. Listening to his 
argument, as well as that of my friend from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON], one would suppose that the people of Hawaii are a lot of 
heathens. I want to say that education is more universal in the 
Hawaiian Islands than it is in the State of Georgia. There is not 
a child reared on those islands 10 years of age who can not read and 
write. I question whether a single cotton State can boast of the 
same thing. . Fourteen dollars a head is set apart by the Hawaiian 
Islands for the education of children, The country is dotted over 
with schoolhouses. The city of Honolulu has excellent kinder- 
8 and primary schools, and an ST ie college, with beauti- 

ul unds embracing 15 acres, an edifice built of stone, which 
would be a credit to any State of this Union. The people there 
are honest. You can sleep in Honolulu with your doors wide 


which some of our friends here would have us believe. If brought 
here for the purpose of representing that country, they would 
not scare our Speaker, as my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
seems to imagine, 

I want to say to my distinguished friend from the State of Ken- 
tucky that in Honolulu and in the whole of the Hawaiian Islands 
education is more thorough and more money is spent per capita 
for the education of the children than in the State of Kentucky. 

As to the military necessity of these islands, whose opinion are 
we to take? Are we going to take that of some of these young 
gentlemen who never heard a gun fire in real war? 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
Chinese contract laborers of that country constitute a very large 
majority of the people. 

Nr. BERRY. I want to say to the gentleman that the China- 
men and the Japanese are not naturalized citizens of that coun- 
try, and under its constitution can not be; and when the flag of 
our country goes over Hawaii no Chinaman and no Japanese of 
that country can come to the United States by virtue of his being 
a resident of Hawaii. 

Mr. CLARDY. If those islands are annexed to the United 
States, do not those people become citizens? 

Mr. BERRY. No; they can not become citizens under the 
laws of the United States, and the Hawaiian treaty prohibits it, 
which the Newlands resolution purposes to approve. 

Mr. CLARDY, Then the fourteenth amendment does not 
mean anything. 

Mr. BERRY. The Chinaman, when he gets together a few 
hundred dollars, will go back to die in the happy Land of the Sun 
from which he came, There are not so many of them there as 
there are to-day in the city of San Francisco, 

On this question of military necessity I am glad to see that map 
displayed there, because I think it is the best argument that can 
be made on this floor. Why, sir, my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
DINSMORE] has become a great navigator. In spite of the fact 
that there are hundreds of men, embracing some of the brightest 
minds of this country, devoting themselves to the exploration of 
the trackless ocean, and in spite of the fact that such men have 
been endeavoring for hundreds of years to find out the best, the 
most expeditious, the safest lines for ocean travel, we have discov- 
ered an Arkansas Congressman who, ahead of all these naviga- 
tors, has found a new route better than any previous one from 
America westward to Asia. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky whether he controverts or denies any statement of fact 
which I made with reference to that? 

Mr. BERRY. The only thing I complain of in the gentleman's 
remarks is that there was sometimes, as the lawyers say, a sup- 
pressio veri. 

Mr. DINSMORE, The gentleman does well to express himself 
in a foreign language. 

Mr. BERRY. Well, I will talk in Kanaka, if it will suit the 
gentleman better. 

We haye heard about the immoral forms of amusement prac- 
ticed in Honolulu, Why, sir, I was one of the “visiting states- 
men” of whom the gentleman from Arizona 77 Surru] talked, 
I saw the hula-hula dance in the city of Honolulu; and I have no 
hesitation in saying that I can go to Kernan's Theater in the city 
of Washington and see a much more indecent performance than 
the hula-hula dance in Honolulu. 

A MEMBER. How do you know? s 

Mr. BERRY. Because I have been there, and have seen a 
woman plant herself on a trapeze and undress herself, garment 
by garment, while Congressmen sitting about were getting very 
nervous with apprehension. [Laughter.] 

Now, another great bugaboo which I want to answer is the 
statement in 1 to leprosy. Why, gentlemen, you admit into 
this country all the Swedes who want to come here, and the 
make some of our best citizens. They are workers in iron, good 
mechanics, etc. You admit them freely, yet there is more leprosy 
in Sweden than in Hawaii. Theleprosy will be the same distanco 
from us after annexation that it is now, and such subjects aro 
excluded under our laws. Š 

lt has been stated here (and the statement shows how littlo 
some gentlemen know about this matter) that an island has been 
devoted to the treatment of leprosy, What is the fact? The 
have simply cut off a little tongue of land, about 5,000 acres, wit 
mountains just behind it and a wall running down each side, 
making it like a penitentiary, with the broad Pacific Ocean around 
it. And there the leprosy patients are sequestered. They are fed 
by the Government, they are attended by good physicians, and 
there is good moral care for them in every particular. And it 
is gradually dying out. Why, when Captain Cook discovered 
those islan ere were supposed to be 300,000 natives on them. 
And yet in the last few years they have dwindled down at the 
rate of 1 or 2 per cent a year. The race is gradually becoming ex- 


open without apprehension of trouble, They are not the savages | tinct, 
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Now, what do you people want? You say there ought to be a 
vote. y, gentlemen, there is not a Kanaka that I talked with 
on the island who had anything but a sentiment about this old mon- 
archy. They thought or seemed to think that if Queen Liliuokalani 
could be put upon the throne again they would all have a happy- 

o- lucky time, as they had during her reign, What has the Repub- 

ic of Hawaii done for this queen? They agreed to pay her $10,000 
a year as long as she remained quiet, and they did pay it to her for 
three or four months; but when she started in to overthrow the 
Government they said, Not another dollar goes from our treasury 
to pay a woman who wants to overturn a republican form of gov- 
ernment.” But they have been paying Kaiulani, who is the heir 
apparent to the throne, $2,500 a year from the treasury of the 
Republic, and a few weeks ago they increased it to $3,000in a spirit 
of magnanimity. p 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Have we got to do that if we 
take the island? £ 

Mr. BERRY. No; Ido not think we have got to do it, but I 
think it would be a ma imous thing to do, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Are they going to steal all 
these people’s ag and give them nothing in return? 

Mr. BERRY. e will give them the blessings of American 
Government in return. There is not an acre of land in Kentucky 
that will produce one-half what the land in those islands will pro- 
duce. They have marvelous wealth of soil. I have seen 14 tons 
of sugar produced from 1 acre of land in the Hawaiian Islands, 
and that sugar was worth $60 a ton. You can not equal such a 

roduct as that on the land in Kentucky or any other State. 

tanding there, as it does, upon the line of the Tropics, bathing one 
foot in the waters of the Tropics and the other in the waters of 
the Temperate Zone, it is the most beautiful and lovable spot upon 
which I have ever seen the sun shine. 

A MEMBER. Does it beat the blue grass of Kentucky? 

Mr. BERRY. It beats everything that I have ever seen. You 
may stand at the base of the mountain with every variety of 
tropical verdure about . and look up to the peaks crowned 
with perpetual snow. You can have any climate you please with- 
out going more than 4or 5 miles. Now, I have a document here 
containing some information which I have obtained from the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and I should like to call the attention 
of my friend from ae , DINSMORE] to it, but I under- 
8 § that some opponents of this treaty say that all the Depart- 
ments here are on the side of this scheme, as though every man 
connected with the Government was trying to do a wrong, and 
that nothing can be believed that comes from any Department. 

Mr. DINSMORE. You do not mean that I said that, do you? 

Mr. BERRY. No; but I have heard it talked around here that 
the Army and Navy people want to build up a great imperial gov- 
ernment like Rome. A 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman mentioned my name, Did 
he ever hear me make any such statement? 

Mr. BERRY. No, I did not; but I want to talk to you now 
about your new route over to the Asiatic coast. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I wish you would. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwant to test you upon the question of seaman- 
ship. 8 gpa of the Aleutian Islands, the Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, in this communication to me, says: 

We know little more than the mere fact of their existence, for they had 
not been studied and charted; neither do any accurate surveys of those is- 
oS a le ia 
The ae 38 far distant from the Marshall Tslands and other vane of is- 
lands which are controlled by other than hee gat fens nations. They 
are already the center of commercial ente It must not be forgotten 
that between us and the vast trade of China lie Japan and Formosa, and 
until recently the Philippine Islands formed a continuation of these barriers. 
A good sailing route from Hawaii to China exists at all seasons of the year 
along the parallel on which Hawaii is situated. 

Up in the region of which the gentleman from Arkansas speaks, 
in the extension of the Aleutian ds toward the Asiatic shore, 
there are heavy currents. There is the great ocean tide that 
sweeps from Japan toward the Bering Sea, which, striking the 
lower temperature of that region, makes it so densely foggy that 
navigation in that country is not at all safe, Consequently it is 
very rarely used. That accounts for the milk in the cocoanut. 
Yet the gentleman bringsin herea sort of triangle to demonstrate 
that to go from San Francisco up to the Aleutian Islands and 
down toward the Asiatic coast would be better than any other 
route. I think he had better communicate that to the department 
in the Treasury which has charge of such matters of navigation. 
It might become very useful to the Government and to our sea- 
faring interests. 

The guns that opened in Manila Bay the other day meant some- 
thing to this country. Suppose that we had been fighting a 
stronger power than Spain and that our vessels had been defeated 
in that fight and been compelled to return to the United States 
for protection or repairs. How gladly would they have welcomed 
the little Hawaiian Islands, with the flag of the United States 
above them, as a harbor to which they could go in their distress, 


And it is notimprobable that such a contingency may arise before 
the conclusion of existing hostilities, I have great respect for our 


naturalized Germans. They are good citizens and soldiers and 
have contributed much to the glory of American arms. I would 
not question their loyalty for a moment. 

Germany is assembling a large fleet about the Philippines, 
Suggestions are being made that she might protest against our 
actions in that quarter, and as we have our fighting clothes on, I 
do not know that there will be any more auspicious time to settle 
with Bill Hohenzollern than just now. We have 158 ships in com- 
mission; and if she feels disposed to interfere with the legitimate 
rights of Uncle Sam, let her come on—75,000,000 free men are 
ready to meet him. 8 I saw in the paper this morn- 
ing a picture of the Philippine Islands with Uncle Sam'shat hang- 
ing on the corner of a sign, and down below the Kaiser Wilhelm 
looking toward it, while Uncle Sam was there with a box of goods 
that he was going tosell to the natives to increase the commerce of 
this country. I would commend it to my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr DINSMORE] simply as an illustration of what may happen 
within the next few years. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I have thought for some time that my friend 
was getting his political convictions from the cartoons in the 
8 

Mr. BERRY. Well, you will find before I get through that I 
have some better basis than that if you will listen with attention. 

Now, I want to say that when we look at the map and see the 
journey of 13,000 miles that the Oregon made and remember that 
the dispatches were announcing every day that perhaps the enemy 
would meet her and destroy her, the necessity for the Nicaragua 
Canal becomes plainly apparent. It must be built; it will be built, 
The intelligence of the American people will build that canal. 
With the Island of Cuba lying-in the mouth of the Gulf of 
Mexico, with the Windward Passage one side, the Island of 
Puerto Rico lying a little farther down, with the Mona Passage 
lying apan one side, and another passage upon the other side, 

ose islands become indispensable, either as a part of our coun- 
try or in the hands of a people who are friendly to the future of 
this country. 

With the Nicaragua Canal constructed, the Hawaiian Islands 
under our flag, lying directly in the track of commerce with Asia, 
whether from our country or Europe, a commerce the magnitude 
of which can scarcely be estimated will be ours under liberal mar- 
itime laws, pouring untold wealth into our coffers, making our 
pepe rich and prosperous. 

This being true, let us construct the Nicaragua Canal and annex 
the Hawaiian Republic freely offered us as a resting place in the 
Pacific for military and commercial considerations. These pur- 

s accomplished, the future of this country is bright almost 
yond conception. [Applause. ] 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL) laid before the 
House the credentials of Hon. William S, Greene, member-elect 
from the Thirteenth district of Massachusetts. 

The credentials were read. 

Mr. Greene appeared at the bar of the House, accompanied by 
Mr. LOVERING, and the Speaker pro tempore administered the 
oath of office. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10891) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
ater title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10682, An act making appropriations to pay the Bering 
Sea awards, 

HAWAI. 


Mr. HITT, Iyield tothe gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SPALD- 


ING]. 

Me SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I had allotted to me by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs fifteen minutes, 
which Isurrendered to the gentleman from Kentucky ah BERRY]. 
Inasmuch as he was making a speech in opposition to the caucus 
of the Democratic party, I thought his remarks of more value 
than anything that I could say upon this subject. [Applause on 
the Republican gas 

Mr. SULZER. Speaker 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I want to correct 
that statement. My colleague [Mr. Berry] did not hear that 
statement. He was not making a speech in opposition to the 
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Democratic caucus; he was making a speech defining his own 


views. The gentleman 
Mr. SPALDING. Excuse me. 
Mr, ERMENTROUT. I think you ought to withdraw that 
statement. 
Mr. SPALDING. I say that the caucus had recommended it; 
not that it was binding—— 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. It did nothing of the kind. It did not 
recommend anythi 


g. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that it is 
nota fit subjectfor discussion. Even if it does not offend therules 
of the House, it does offend common decency to bring the action 
of the Democratic caucus upon this floor. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. RHEA]. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, when the ardor of my 
colleague from Kentucky has cooled and he comes to the hour 
of reflection, I am sure he will share in common the regret with 
which his Democratic associates listened to his assault upon them 
for their action in attempting to define a pollay sad enforce it 
with their views upon the floor of this House, He summons the 

host of King Caucus” in the ardor of his speech, only to face 
ft with a declaration of his manly independence and want of fear. 
The time has been, Mr. Speaker, when the efficacy of Democratic 
expression of principleand thesaving thereof was beautifully 
illustrated, and in the case of my co from Kentucky 

Mr, BERRY. As the gentleman has referred to my action, I 
suppose he refers to the fact that I was an advocate of the Blair 
bill for the education of the people of the United States, distrib- 
uted according to illiteracy; but my party haying taken a posi- 
tion upon it, or at least Mr. Watterson and Mr. Carlisle having 
done so, I abandoned it, apie” a I believed in it. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. To ease the conscience of my col- 
league, I will state it had no reference to old Granny Blair’s edu- 
cation bill, but to more recent occurrences in the history of the 
Democratic party in Kentucky. 3 ‘ 

Mr. BERRY. It is not a matter of easing my conscience. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not my pur- 

ose in opposing the pending resolution to. annex the Hawaiian 
nds to the United States to enter upon the discussion of any real 

or fancied constitutional objectionsthatlieintheway. Lam moved 
by other considerations, founded in prudence and upon in- 
terest, I trust and believe. There is nothing in common in the 
habits, customs, or civilization of those native to the islands and 
the people of the United States. Years of missionary effort from 
the standpoint of commercial endeavor or religious advancement 
demonstrate the fact that hope in either direction is abandoned. 

Indeed, the descendants of the missionaries sent there to save 
souls, seeing the utter futility of further effort in that line, for 
some years seem to have been and still are engaged in a frantic 
attempt to swap the original stock of piety carried over to the 
natives for their property, and by this 1 tion. to coin what is 
left on hand into pennies. y 

The annexation of these islands invites to this country and 
makes a part of it a race of people, tried by every standard of 
moral and physieal well-being, reg! dopna. and which can 
satisfy no want of ours, unless it be that greedy spirit of commer- 
cialism which threatens the foundation of our social organism 
and civil government. 

I do not overdraw or add color to the picture, Mr. S er. I 
quote from an author whose parry puts and and know has 
been ample, whose reliability none will ute, and whose intelli- 
gence will admit. He writes in no unfriendly spirit to the 
people of the islands, and is the avowed friend and advocate of 
the policy of annexation. I refer to naval officer Lieut. Lucien 
Young, a gallant Kentuckian. He says the Hawaiian religion is 
the embodiment of bestiality and malignity that frequently lapses 
into crimes of lust and revenge. The various legends of their gods 
abound in attributes of the most excessive animalism and cruelty. 
Lewdness, prostitution, and indecency are exalted into virtues. 

One feature of the religious or idolatrous worship of these peo- 
ple, he says, is the hula dance, which, he tells us, is accompanied 
with chants of un ble foulness of diction and description, 
elaborated with foul wit and jest, and extolling impurity. A 
dancing debauch usually lasts all night, and as a rule ends in a 
promiscuous drunk,” 

Mr. BERRY. This allusion of Lieut. Lucien Young, United 
States Navy, whom I know very well, refers to the condition of 
that country previous to 1840, when idolatry was abolished. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I shall cite Lieutenant Young, be- 
cause, while it has been said that this sort of fetich has been 
abolished by law, he says thatthe people secretly cherish and con- 
tinue in this practice. 

Mr. BERRY. Well, Lieut. Lucien Youngis one of the most 
earnest advocates of annexation in America. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I was conceding that, and I gave an 
author entirely friendly to your scheme, much this author 


for the moral status of the natives of these islands. As 
to their intelligence, he declares them to be entirely superstitious. 
They believe in sorcery, and are wont to make sacrifices of beasts 
and fowls to remove 2 and eradicate disease. Such is the 
statement of this naval officer, based upon months of careful 
people. investigation of the condition and customs of these 


people. 

et, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from my own State who has 
just taken his seat makes a comparison between these people and 
the . of Georgia—naming that t Commonwealth—the. 
people of the entire cotton belt of this Union, and even includes 
my own beloved Kentucky. He makes this comparison only that 
he may draw a contrast and declare that for educational facilities 
afforded, general diffusion of educational attainments and intelli- 
gence, the balance is in fayor of the native islander. 

His statement is based upon observation and information gained 
during a stay of four or five days on the islands and in Honolulu, 
the most of which time, by inference from his speech, was spent 
in witnessing the delights of the hula dance, which, if he does not 
commend as altogether charming, he has not condemned. The 
statement is monstrous, and for Kentucky and Kentuckians I re- 
pudiate it. Naval Officer Young again says the retrogression of 
the common peopleis everywhere in evidence on these islands, and 
further tells us that in a little over one hundred years the native 
population has decreased from 250,000 to less than 30,000 pure na- 
tives at the present time. 

This certainly does not denote a vigorous race or one calculated 
to benefit this country. And there exists to-day upon these islands, 
Mr. Speaker, a pop m for the most part a mixture of the Chi- 
nese with the islanders, thus making a homogenous whole of 
moral vipers and physical lepers. This same author summarizes 
the entire situation and deplorable condition of these native is- 
landers in this strong and thoughtful language: 

astity has in the 
ieee 9 social organism, and, unlike other races, 

Mr. BERRY. I want to say to the gentleman if he would look 
about the streets of the capital of Washington he would see that 
there is more immorality south of Pennsylvania avenue than there 
is in the whole Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, asan American Repre- 
sentative, if I knew that to be true, I would blush to herald it 
upon the floor of this House. I would not blazon to the world the 
degradation of the most vicious of American women. But I deny 
it, Mr. Speaker. I deny that here in the capital city of the great- 
est Government in the world American womanhood has fallen to 
1 standard. Oh, for shame, that you should speak such 
words! 

Mr. BERRY. I did not know that the gentleman ever blushed. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Well, the gentleman from Kentucky 
will find that my cheek is not so hard as his, and that it does not 
take the same motives and influences to bring me around to the 
right thing. Isincerely believe the occasion will never arise when 
my aspersions upon the women of my own land should bring the 
blush to my face, but for you I can and do. I dismiss this feature 
of the discussion, not because it is unimportant or unworthy seri- 
ous consideration, but because time and the steady progress of 
Christianity and civilization might ameliorate, if not cure, these 
radical defects. 

From a commercial standpoint, Mr, Speaker, our interest can 
not induce us to annex these islands and assume the heavy money 
burdens their proper policing and regulating would entail upon the 
people of this country. We now have S relations with them 
that give to us the fullest benefits to be derived from mutual 
trade. We buy largely more from them than we sell, and if itis 
proposed to take them and colonize them with American citizens, 
we no new customers and open no new fields for American 
products or manufactures to find a market in, with all the disad- 
vantages of competition of cheap Chinese labor with our own 
workmen. Will this treaty last? Most 2 it will, for every 
dictate of prudence and self-interest will impel the islanders to 
wish to adhere to it, and under its stipulations the right of entrance 
to Pearl Harbor at our own will and pleasure exists. 

The necessity for their occupation and absolute control is urged. 
What necessity, Mr. Speaker, exists now, or has existed in the 
past? We are told by some, and seriously it seems, that the 
necessity to use them as a coaling station for our Pacific fleets, 
merchant and naval, exists. This reason ignores the fact that 
there is not a pound of coal on the islands, except such as is car- 
ried there from coal fields remote from them. If there is, it has 
escaped the hunt of man, who is ever on the search to find and 
utilize so useful and absolutely necessary an article of commerce, 
navigation, and manufacture. 

To use the islands for that purpose, the coal must first be carried 
there on transports and stored for use. To at all times do this we 
must annex the open sea betwixt our coal ports and the islands, 


and fence it in, so that no hostile navy could ride the waves to 
molest our safe and easy travel. Otherwise, in war, the enemy's 
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war ships would beset our path and we would be compelled to | Representatives on this floor not to enter upon this policy of ag- 
gend with every coal barge a full complement of our own war on, 1 as so many believe, with danger at every step. 


ships, and we would, indeed, realize that we must win our way 
through “bloody seas.” Again, it is declared to be a defensive 
from a. war standpoint. 

We are told that we need the islands as a kind of military break- 
water against attack on our western coast. Eminent military 
authority is offered for this statement, Both land and naval 
officers are produced to justify this claim. All honor, Mr. Speaker, 
to our soldiers on land and sea, I gloryin their just fame. Their 
deeds of valor are known wherever civilized man is found. They 
have carried our glorious flag to victory in every land, on every 
sea where they have fought, from the day they wrested from 
Great Britain the power to longer enslave us to that May day just 
— when they sent to the bottom of Manila Harbor a Spanish 

with every man on board. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the calm jud 
lieve, aye, know, that 8 gilance is the price of liberty” 
realizes, and in the ears to come, if not now, will so declare, that 
the military arm of the Government can not safely be intrusted 
with the duty of 3 and shaping its civil policy. The 

rofession, the training, and tendency of military life forbids it. 
Fhe tendency of the military, whether on land or sea, is toward 
aggression and ever toward imperialism. And, again, we are to 
be made believe that if the United States does not annex the Ha- 
waiian Islands some other power will, either with the consent of 
the islands or without it, and by the force of its own army and 


navy. 

Does anybody really believe this? Has not this country many 
times declared that it would view with alarm and treat as an hos- 
tile act any such attempt? It could never be done and would not 
be attempted by Sag cng rere of the Old World, unless it was 

etermined and known that it could only be done by conquer- 

the resistance of the United States. If such a determination 
is ever reached, our present annexation ion of the 
islands would not stay the government that so lusts for territory, 
for the same power that could overcome our resistance in the first 
instance could wrest our occupation and possession in the last, 
and neither would or could ever be accomplished. _ 

What do we fear, Mr. Speaker, and whom? Certainly not the 
ghost of dead and forgotten Spain. The throes of internal discord 
and colonial revolutions have rendered this effete Kingdom pow- 
erlessfor harm. Does Germany threaten us? No. Her good sense 
will restrain any ambition she otherwise might indulge for con- 

uest. Does France? Most assuredly not. Nor Russsia, nor 

ia, nor Italy. No Eastern power threatens our Western 

supremacy. In the meantime the British lion licks the hand that 

twice smote him, and England’s Queen sends greeting and begs 

us believe she is willing to join hands with us and march forth on 
a mission of conquest and plunder. 

No, Mr. Speaker; no clond flicks the horizon in token of the 
brewing storm. None will appear unless we, “f ul, stray 
after little lures;” unless we forget that Jefferson told us to have 
friendly relations with all nations, entangling alliances with none; 
unless we mix up in the politics of the East, none will appear. 
Finally, Mr. Speaker, we are 
islands are offered, and let us take them. Suppose we take them, 
what form of government under our system by our Constitution 
will we give them? Is it proposed, does anyone believe, would 
any member of this House consent, to go 2,200 miles from our 
shores into the Pacific Ocean and erect a State in the American 
Union? Noone base psa N none would consent to such a prop- 
osition. Conditions will not warrant the making of a Territory 
of these islands, for the Constitution would control in this case 
as in that of the State. 

What, then, remains to be done? Nothing is left except a mili- 
tary government for them; and surely no American who is not 
forge of the teachings of our fathers, unmindful of the tradi- 
tions of the past, and, 1 hope, our welfare in the future, will ever 
consent to have any portion of this country in such condition. To 
do it we must write a new policy, tear down every safeguard of a 
free people—a democratic form of government—and declare our 
Republic a sham and a delusion. e must affirm our faith to 
be: The military is of right and ought to be superior to the civil 
arm of Se ee a 5 3 oe ee my 
country; thy honor an y glory have departed forever; 
strength proved thy weakness. x 
land has been dedicated to freedom. Here and under our 
system no chains of class or prejudice can fetter the wings of 
aspiring, ambitious genius. Here in free America true worth, 
whether it comes heralded from the palaces of the rich or springs 
of its own unaided strength from the hovels of the poor, may hope 
to find its just reward. In the of an eye things have 
changed—a military satrapy is set up, a ruling class is constituted, 

Mr. Speaker, by every memory of the past, by every hope for 
the future; in the name of my country, whose institutions and 
people I love and whose greatness and glory I share, I appeal to its 


ent of a free people who be- 


to take Hawaii anyhow; the | fr 


ave regard for the promise given the world but recently, and 
hedged about with all the binding force and obligation that offi- 
cial utterance could lend it, when you said in your declaration of 
war against Spain that war was to be waged for freedom’s sake, 
in the cause of humanity, that no purpose of conquest or gain 
animated the 3 of the United States. On this declaration 
we won the world's respect and confidence and the approvin 
smile of Him who holds in the hollow of His hand the destiny o 
nations as He does of individuals. It seems. however, the die is cast, 
the determination is entered upon, and take these islands we will. 

Mr. Speaker, what do we need them for and what will we do 
with them? I suppose we might fit them up in royal style as a 
sort of national vaudeville theater or up-to-date “ Midway Plai- 
sance,” and by Congressional enactment interdict any cheap and 
mere yulgar imitations that shall take place, but that only the 
original and genuine Hulas may appear in all the glory and 

lendor of nakedness unadorned, and give to the denizens of 
this benighted country daily and nightly exhibitions of their in- 
nocent divertisement. Or rather, we throw off the mask, 
come into the open, and gs in the cry, but feebly heard now, 
On to Manila, to Puerto Rico, to the Carolinas, to the Canaries; 
down with the people; on with the empire? Mr. Speaker, what 
sound is it Ihear? Is it the coming of the Man on Horseback”? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Iyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. pad 

Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time allotted me I can 
not attempt a full or satisfactory discussion of the pending resolu- 
tion. I would not speak at all did I not in my heart believe that 
the question under consideration inyolves the most crucial period 
in our national history, not excepting the fratricidal conflict 


between the States. 
The glowing picture geome those who would lightly set 
aside the traditional policy of this Government and enter upon a 


career of colonial aggrandizement su by a great army and 
navy, is certainly no more allurin a e Napoleon's pds 
of universal empire. Let us hope that, onee entered upon, the re- 
sult may not prove equally disastrous, 

Mr. Speaker, in o ing this measure I shall present for the 

consideration of the House three 1 only. The annexa- 
tion of Hawaii by joint resolution is unconstitutional, unneces- 
sary, and unwise. If the first proposition be true, sworn to sup- 
port the Constitution, we should inquire no further. I challenge 
not the advocates of Hawaiian annexation, but those who advo- 
cate annexation in the form now presented, to show warrant or 
authority in our organic law for such acquisition of territory. 
To do so will be not only to subvert the su law of the land 
but tostrikedown every precedentin our history. Iknow, as was 
said by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE], that the 
mention of the Constitution in this ey ones invokes a smile, 
and yet it can not be that a majority of this body agree with the 
insignificant few ‘‘ that there is a higher law than the Constitu- 
tion;” or with that former member of this House who, in his good 
Movant, “ did not think the Constitution should come between 
iends.“ 
Why, sir, the very presence of this measure here is the result 
of a deliberate attempt to do unlawfully that which can not be 
lawfully done, The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, Tawney], 
in a very able argument in support of annexation on March 15 
last, rested his case upon the general power in our Constitution 
and the express power in the constitution of Hawaii, conferred 
upon the Presidents and Senates of the two countries, to conclude 
a treaty of annexation. Now that, in pursuance of those powers, 
the President has submitted the treaty to the United States Senate 
and has been unable to obiain the consent of two-thirds of that 
body, we are called upon to overridethe constitutions of both parties 
to the proposed contract in order that we may do this thing. 

When Louisiana was acquired, when Florida was received, when 
Alaska came to us, no statesman connected with the executive 
or legislative branch of the Government dreamed the territory 
sought to be added to our ions could be received, except by 
treaty duly ratified. In their desperation, grasping at shadows 
for substance, those who now resort to this subterfuge cite the 
admission of the imperial State from which I hail—Texas—as 
warrant and authority for their purpose, 

Mr. Speaker, no one familiar with the history of that transaction 
should make such claim. Advocates of the annexation of Texas 
rested their case upon the express power conferred upon Congress 
in the Constitution to admit new States. Opponents of the annex- 
ation of Texas contended that even that express power did not 
confer the right to admit States not carved from territory already 
belonging to the United States or some one of the States forming 
the Fed nion. Whether, therefore, we subscribe to the one 
or the other school of thought in that matter, we can find no prec- 
rend to sustain the method here proposed for admitting foreign 
territory. 
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Members need only refer to the extended debates in Senate and 
House of Representatives while the annexation of Texas was being 
considered to be assured of the correctness of this conclusion. 
The original proposition as offered 5 the formation 
of a State from certain prescribed limits within the territory em- 
braced in the Republic of Texas, while the balance of the area of 
the 3 was to be ceded as territory to the United States. The 
treaty having failed of ratification by the Senate, annexation by 
joint resolution was resorted to, and the outcome of the whole 
matter was that the entire Republic of Texas was admitted as one 
State, with the right to carve therefrom four additional States, 
this being done for the purpose alone of coming within the con- 
stitutional power to admit new States and in recognition of the 
fact Pere territory could only be constitutionally acquired by 
treaty. ; 

I have not time to review much that was interestingly said 
about the matter. I shall quote only a few of the opinions ad- 
vanced during the discussion of that matter. The Senate com- 
mittes on Foreign Affairs consisted of five members, four of whom 

uestioned the right to admit new States out of foreign territory, 
ARRE it could only be done by treaty, the other member of the 
committee admitting that foreign territory could only be acquired 
by treaty, but contending that Texas could be admitted as a State. 

Mr. Walker, of Mississippi, claiming to be the author of the 
idea to haye Texas admitted under the clause of the Constitution 
authorizing Congress to admit new States, said— 

That he was rejoiced that the great American question of the reannexa- 


tion of Texas was being presented on all hands on the ands on which it 
was placed originally by him Mr. Walker] in his Texas letter of the 8th of 


January, 18H. 

He. Ar. 14 — 1 Ba a ees more than a year since, to admit Texas 
as a State of the Union by the action of Congress under that clause of the 
Constitution which auth Congress to admit new States into the Union. 
That clause was not confined to our then existing territory, but was without 
limitation, and the framers of the Constitution had expressly refused to limit 
the general power contained in this clause to the territory then embraced 
within the Union. The general power was in express words, and no man had 
aright to interpolate restrictions, especially restrictions which the framers 
of the Constitution had rejected. 


Mr. Buchanan, of Pennsylvania, the dissenting member of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, advocating the resolution, said: 


All the reasoning and ingenuity in the world could not abolish the plain 
lan, eof the Constitution. which declared that new States might be ad- 
mitted by Congress into the Union. ö 


Mr. Henderson, of Mississippi, Mr. Benton, of Missouri, andother 
able advocates of the annexation of Texas urged the same argu- 
ments in support of the measure, 

In the House of Representatives Mr. Yancey, of Alabama, sup- 
porting the resolution, advanced the same line of argument. On 
the other hand, the opposition, insisting that the power to admit 
new States was confined to territory alread, onging to the 
United States, put forward many able advocates. 

Mr. Morehead, of Kentucky, king for the Foreign Affairs 
Committee of the Senate, contended— 


In the case now under consideration it was not proposed by the joint resolu- 
tion before the Senate that Texas should aden ta according to what he 
considered the constitutional mode of pr ing, by the treaty-making 
power. The proposition is for Congress to admit her asa State. Now— 


He asked— 


when this Government was about to add a foreign domain to ours, was 
there me other mode of accomplishing that object except by the interposi- 
tion of the ecard ee wer, composed of the dent of the United 
States in conjunction with the Senate! Was it constitutional to annex Texas 
by the treaty which was submitted to the Senate last session? 

He believed there were few, if any, constitutional objections made. If, 
then, the power to annex forel territory by ens cone appertain to the 
treaty- ing power, he should like to see upon what ground it could be 
held that the Congress of the United States possesses concurrent legislative 
power upon this subject. If that which it is competent for the treaty-making 
power alone to accomplish, the majority of a quorum of both Houses of Con- 
gress could accomplish. The tea tein’ d he apprehended, would be this, that 
as a constitutional mode of 8 do not deny that foreign territor 
can be admitted into this Union by the treaty-making power. But there 
another clause in the Constitution which gives Congress the power to admit 
new States into the Union. He proposed now to consider what was the char- 
acter of that article and upon what conditions itrests. Mr. Buchanan: That 
is the true ground.] His friend from Pennsylvania 
tion, and to it he proposed to call particular attention. 


Mr. Choate for three hours reviewed the whole question, bring- 
ing to bear his knowledge of the Constitution and its formation 
and the history of the country, clothed in redundant adjectives. 
He denied that the clause in the fourth article in the Constitution 
giving the power to Congress of admitting new States into the 

nion was given with the most remote idea of its being ever ap- 
plied to anything but domestic territory. Said he: 


No man could believe that by that provision it was intended to confer the 
tremendous power of admitting new States in any part of the world without 
limitation as to habits, customs, language, rinciples, or anything but the 
semblance of republicanism. Until it was found the treaty of last session 
had no chance of ing the Senate, no human be save one, no man, 
woman, or child in the Union or ont of the Union, wise or foolish, drunk or 
sober, was ever heard to breathe one syllable about this power in the Consti- 
tution of admitting new States being applicable to the admission of fore 
nations, governments, or states. It was a new and monstrous heresy on the 
Constitution, got up not from any well-founded faith in its orthodoxy, but 
for the mere purpose of ca g a measure by a bare majority of Congress 
that could not be carried by a two-thirds majority of the Senate in accord- 
ance with the treaty- g power. 


that was the ques- 


Mr. Speaker, I will not further quote from this discussion. The 
language used by Mr. Choate certainly applies with peculiar force 
to the proposition now pending, and the entire debate upon both 
sides of that proposition shows conclusively that the advocates of 
this measure have no ground to stand upon so far as the annexa- 
tion of Texas is concerned. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pearson] and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] seek to aid their conten- 
tions in favor of this measure by the decision of Chief Justice 
Marshall. Let us see if they are sustained thereby: 

The course— 

Said Judge Marshall— 
which the argument has tak idi 
the court should take into view 8 pat in deciding Sande tote 
United States. The Constitution confers absolutely upon the Government 
the powers of making war and of making treaties; ioe erp that Gov- 
rele — t possesses the power of acquiring territory either by conquest or by 

Thus it will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that Chief Justice Marshall 
not only fails to sustain these gentlemen, but bases the acquisi- 
tion of territory, either by conquest or treaty, upon the war- 
making and treaty-making powers conferred by the Constitution 
upon the Government. Certainly, thetreaty having failed to pass, 
no gentleman will contend that we are attempting totake Hawaii 
by conquest or by the power to admit States. They must there- 
fore stand with the chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
[Mr. Bami who insists, in substance, that the National Govern- 
ment has the inherent right to acquire territory in this manner, 
The Constitution having pointed out the several ways in which 
territory may be lawfully acquired, I for one decline to accept 
this new doctrine by which territory can eventually come into 
partnership with the States and have equal rights and representa- 
tion on the floor of Congress and elsewhere without first running 
the gantlet of every constitutional safeguard. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall even venture to differ with those who de- 
clare this measure to be a military necessity. Even the array of 
expert testimony they bring to their ce ste is not conclusive. A 
leading member of the bar once defined unreliable testimony as of 
three cl : “Ordinary liars, accomplished liars, and expert wit- 
nesses,” [anane hile I do not accede to this classifica- 
tion, I do know tha are military and naval authority is not 
agreed at all times. It is also true that only witnesses in the 
matter were called who favored annexation. Even then, as stated 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], General Schofeld, 
upon cross-examination, admitted that Pearl Harbor, now pos- 
sessed by this 1 was the only harbor that could be succeas- 
fully fortified and defended. I will say in passing that we possess 
this harbor by treaty that can not be abrogated except by the 
consent of thisGovernment. Again, we should bearin mind that, 
by 5 instinct, Army and Navy officers are naturally 
predisposed toward that policy which would make this country a 
great military and naval power. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. BALL. Les; certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to make one statement, and 
it is the gospel truth, that every one of these statements in favor 
of annexation was an ex parte statement, and I believe that any 
ordinary lawyer, just a plain, ordinary, average lawyer, can take 
every one of these men and on cross-examination e him swear 
to the same thing that General Schofield swore to, that that is the 
only harbor that can be fortified. 

Ir. BALL, All right, put that in my 8 Now, against 
their judgment we have the safest of all guides experience. For 
more than fifty years the Atlantic Ocean has bounded our eastern, 
the Gulf and we, he of Mexico our southern, the Pacific our 
western, and the British possessions our northern borders. Dur- 
ing this period we have made marvelous strides in progress, the 
development of our resources, and increase of population. We 
have waged the greatest of all wars in our own borders, placin 
in hostile conflict two armies either of which could have whip 
the combined legions of Napoleon or Wellington. 

Since then we have nearly doubled our resources and popula- 
tion, and even now we are demonstra to the world that the 
foreign power which breaks our peace must whip every man within 
our borders from Maine to Texas, from New York to California, 
before they can successfully give us battle. Why, then, extend 
our borders more than 2,000 miles in the Pacific Ocean? To do so 
will be a breach of public and national faith. 

December 19, 1840, Mr. Webster announced that— 

The Government of the Sandwich Islands ought to be respected; that no 


power ought to take possession of the islands, either as a conquest or for pur- 
poses of colonization. 


President Tyler, two years afterwards, reiterated the same doc- 
trine. 
: = 1843 Secretary of State Legaré notified our minister to Eng- 
and— 


That we had no wish to acquire or plant colonies abroad, but would, i 
8 feel justified in using force to prevent their acquisition by one 
the great powers of Europe. 


1898. 
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This, Mr. Speaker, has been our established policy. Twice 
England has occupied the islands and as often peacefully retired. 
Does anyone believe that in the face of all this that even a re- 
mote possibility exists that any foreign power would dare incur 
our displeasure by attempting to possess themselves of these 
islands? 

I must pass on. Mr. Speaker, it is not only unwise that we an- 
nex Hawaii, to do so will be a blunder approaching the gravity of 
acrime, I know that by many it is not considered up to date to 
quote Mr. Washington, Yir. Jefferson, or Mr. Madison, and yet I 
can not believe that the great and unselfish advice of these men, 
to whom we owe so much, should be lightly set aside, 

I would certainly, when in doubt, prefer to go to him who used 
his private means to aid the Government and declined to accept 
compensation as Commander of the Army and President of the 
United States, and refused a crown, rather than those who 
would convert a war for liberty and humanity into a vehicle of 
conquest and commercial gain. In his farewell message to the 
Congress he warned us inst a large standing army and cau- 
tioned us against entangling foreign alliances. With patriotic, 
far-seeing statesmanship, he advised against political connection 
with any foreign nation, called attention to their interests involv- 
ing them in controversies foreign to our concerns. Said he: 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a dif- 
ferent course. Why— 

He asked— 
should we forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why quit our 
own to stand on foreign grounds? 

That we might be the more secure in our position, in 1823 Mr. 
Monroe startled the world by putting the nations of the earth on 
notice that we would not permit foreign powers “to extend their 
system to any portion of this hemisphere.” These policies haye 
become dear to the American people, without regard to y. 
Guided thereby, we have preserved our Government and out- 
stripped all nations in the race for supremacy. We have surpassed 
every power maintaining a colonial policy, having none ourselves. 
We ties seen the ange of monarchies go down in South America, 
Central America, and the islands of the sea, and flags over liberty- 
loving republics hoisted in their stead. A 

We have seen a foreign emperor left to his fate in Mexico upon 
a simple protest by us and upon the ruins of his throne a Republic 
created. What more can we ask? Why not continue along the 
line of our great destiny, settling our internal questions soon 
and proper linesand developing our magnificent resources? hat 
need have we for the sugar lands of Hawaii? Thirty-sixthousand 

uare miles of sugar land in Texas, as fertile as the valley of the 

ile, await development. Louisiana calls for money and men to 

uicken her fertile soil, while Nebraska and other 5 pro- 
aces States demand our attention. Only the other day the 
Washington Post stated: 

Imperial Texas can produce food products for the entirepopulation of the 
United States. 

Yes, and furnish the wool and cotton to clothe them and the 
leather toshoe them, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] 
a short while ago in this House made a correct statement “that 
Texas could receive the 33 of the Union without being 
crowded.” Do you, gentlemen, not find it difficult now to frame 
laws that will satisfy Maine and Texas, California and Lonisiana, 
Minnesota and South Carolina, Pennsylvania and Alabama? Why, 
the first thing they found when we saporo Manila and desired 
to collect their customs, was that the Di ngley bill, whose authors 

romised universal porary was not adapted to the Philippine 

lands and we retained the Spanish laws. ; ; 

Enthusiasts may paint glowing pictures of Hawaii, but thestub- 
born fact remains—that white men can not work under a tropical 
sun, They may prate of Americanizing it, but can not deny that 
under American influence for nearly three-quarters of a century 
there are no more than 2,000 American male citizens, less even 
than the number of lepers there now. They can not controvert 
that out of a population of about 110,000, more than two-thirds 

are men, 40,000 are Hawaiians, 24,000 are Japanese, 22,000 are 
Chinese, 15,600 are Portuguese, 1,000 are South Sea Islanders, 
4,000 are white foreigners, and only 3,000 are Americans, male and 
female. Such as these we have legislated against; such as these 
we do not desire as competitors with free-born American laborers. 

To take Hawaii, therefore, means not only to change our tradi- 
tional policy as to colonial aggrandizement and abolish the Monroe 
doctrine, but it means to a Erb a population that are alien to our 
form of government and strangers to our institutions. It means 
that the American flag, consecrated to the cause of liberty, shall 
float over a people where there can be no union of hearts nor 
union of hands;” where the principle that ‘‘all men are created 
equal” must stand aside, while the franchised few must control 
the disfranchised many. Hawaii is but the entering wedge for 
other colonial possessions. What right have we to change a policy 
that has turned the eyes of the liberty loving of every land to our 
shores as an asylum for the 8 

Dare we take the chances for all time to come when so little is 


at stake on the one side, our all on the other? If we stand by the 
faith, keep in the paths our fathers trod, not a hundred yearg 
hence 250,000,000 American citizens within our present borders will 


command the of the world and shape its civilization. 

May God forbid that we take passage upon an unknown sea, and 
when, too late, we are asked from the watchtowers of liberty and 
free government, ‘Sentinels, what of the night?” we may not be 
able to say, “All is well.” [Applause.] 

Mr. HI I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr, Speaker, I had not intended addressing the 
House on this question, because when the appropriation bill for 
the Post-Office Department was pending I availed myself of that 
opportunity to answer the argument of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Jounson] on this subject. Having had my full say on 
that occasion, I have nothing to add now except to say that the 
arguments which I before advanced, so far as relates to the 
strategic position of these islands for the protection of the Pacific 
coast, have been emphasized and strengthened by the events which 
haye since taken place. That particu sD ge of the question in 
connection with these islands has been 
5 ee of the present war and the capture of the Philippine 

ands, 

My object in rising to-day is to answer some of the remarks 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts * GILLETT] in 
5 ao to the resolutions Which he introduced and which were 
referred to our committee, making during a time of war the pri- 
vate property of the enemy at sea free from capture. The sub- 
committee to which those resolutions were referred felt obli 
to refuse him, although a member of the committee, a favorable 
report. I had the honor to be the chairman of that subcommittee. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts, in a very able presentation 
of the subject delivered in this House a few days ago, presented 
arguments in favor of that doctrine. I am perfectly willing to 
admit that the higher trend of international law tends in that 
direction. The later writers all express the hope that it will soon 
become the recognized law among nations for their government 
during time of war. But these higher principles must be recog- 
nized and find their place as international law during times of 
peace. They must be agreed to by conventions of the different 
nations whose plenipotentiaries will pledge themselves for the 
future that this rule of law shall be carried out. 

This identical rule was submitted to the convention in Paris in 
1856, and the powers therein represented declined to adopt this 
rule that private property or merchant ships should be free at sea 
the same as private prope: 
capture on land except under stress of military circumstances. 
It was the United States that maintained that this doctrine should 
be put in full force when the proposition was made that priva- 
teering should no longer be tolerated. The convention of 1856 
ag fe a rule that thereafter privateering should not be allowed 
by the powers when at war; but the United States declined to 
join in that ment because the further doctrine was not con- 
ceded that al . on merchant vessels should be free from 
capture on the high seas. 

hen the resolutions of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
came before the subcommittee, they were carefully weighed. We 
could not give them our approval in view of the course of Spain 
during the present war, for there has been no response on the 
part of Spain to the higher rule which was intended to prevail 
for the conduct of war at present and in the future. 

When President McKinley issued his proclamation of April 5, 
1898, he laid down the doctrine that privateering would not be 
carried on by our Government, in compliance with the rule laid 
down by the Paris convention in 1856. Although our Govern- 
ment was not a party to that agreement, and was not bound by 
it, he took high ground and planted our country upon that doc- 
trine. All honor to him and all honor to our country for the 
advanced doctrine of international law to which we committed 
ourselves. - 

But, Mr. Speaker, how was this declaration of President Me- 
Kinley responded to on the part of Spain? I callattention to the 
royal decree issued by the Spanish Government April 23, 1898, a 
copy of which we obtained from the foreign office of Great Brit- 
ain, we ourselves not being in a position to obtain it. In Article 
I of that royal decree, issued by the Queen Regent, she states that 
all treaties heretofore existing between the United States and 
Spain are absolutely abrogated, including the solemn obligation 
laid down in the treaty of 1895, that when war breaks out between 
the two countries, American merchants shall haye one year in 
which to close up their business and get out of Spain. Thus 
Spain absolutely breaks down the provision of that treaty which 
was to stand even during a time of war. 

Article II, instead of allowing a period of thirty days, which 
President McKinley allowed in his proclamation for Spanish ships 
to clear from our ports and reach their destination, allows but 
five days after the publication of that decree for our ships to es- 
cape from Spanish ports, 


ed to our attention by - 


is acknowledged to be exempt from 
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Furthermore, in our deliberate judgment, we could not allow 
these resolutions of the gentleman from Massachusetts to be re- 
favorably to the House, because Spain, instead of respond- 
g to the high position taken by our country in regard to priva- 
teering, in reply to the inquiry of the Government of France 
whether she would not be bound by the provisions of the treaty 
of 1856 and not resort to privateering, absolutely declines to ac- 
8 ge proposition, I cite the language of Article IV and 
Article V. 


cruisers of the navy,” componi of ships of the 
Spanish mercantile pare: which will cooperate with the latter for the pur- 
of cruising, and which 


roa In order to capture the enemy's ships, to confiscate the enemy's 
merchandise under their own flag, and contraband of war under any flag, 
the royal navy, auxiliary cruisers, and privateers, if and when the latter 
are authorized, will exercise the right of visit on the high seas and in the 
territorial waters of the enemy, in accordance with international law and 
any regulations which may be published for the purpose. 
For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, as there is no response on the 
t of Spain to the position taken by our Government denying 
. the right to use privateers in the prosecution of this war, 
we felt it was impossible, however much we might sympathize 
with the high aspirations to which the resolutions tended, to report 
them favorably. We felt that under the terrible strain of exist- 
ing war we could not deprive ourselves of the right of capturing 
our enemy's property when found on the high seas. rmore, 
the last clause of the resolution was retroactive in character and 
declared that prizes already captured by the gallant men of our 
Navy should be restored to Spain. Anyone will see that it was 
impossible to report such a resolution as that. In the first place, 
it would be ex post facto; and in the carl . it would be depriv- 
ing men of vested rights which they already acquired under 
the laws of our country by captures on the high seas in a time of 


‘war. 
Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House any — but simply 
wished to state for the information of the House why the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on 3 Affairs could not favorably 
report the resolutions offered by the gentleman from u- 


setts. 
Mr. HITT. apoa tothe gentleman from New York [Mr. Low]. 
Mr. LOW. Speaker, I have, like all Americans, been op- 
posed to the acquisition of territory. 


Colonial possessions never had any charm for the American | Y 


people, who have always thought that this republican form of 
vernment, under which they have lived and prospered; could 
perpetuateđ with less friction without extending its present 
area and bearing the burdens of remote dependencies. 

The question which challenges this nation at the present time 
is not what our country wants, but what it needs to maintain its 
elevated status among the nations of ‘the earth. Any additional 
territory that could not strengthen this great Republie should 
not be annexed. 

The question of annexing the Hawaiian Islands can not be fairly 
determined without considering the absolute necessities required 
to make a navy effective in time of war. At this time permit me, 
Mr. Speaker, to state that until the present period our Navy has 
not had from the Government that attention which it should have 
received. When the tocsin of war sounded a few weeks ago, 
the first cry of the nation was, Our Navy;“ but when the peo- 

le looked for it they found that arm of our country’s offense and 
pe numerically weak. Instantly drastic methods were em- 
loyed to strengthen our fleets and relievea situation which caused 
Pre blush of shame to mount the cheeks of all American citizens. 

But we have seen the last of a feeble navy. From now on it 
will be increased until it will be double its present size and 
strength and ten times as large in its“ torpedo branch.” jap- 
This is a demand of the people not only from the inte- 


use, 
piar at from those living on our coast lines. 
Mr. § er, the resolution which is before the House has been 


ably debated for and against annexation. The distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in presenting the 
affirmative side, gaye an array of facts so clearly defined that, to 
ee they answered in advance all objections to annexation. 

ut if the gentleman from err L Hirr | , through over- 
sight, did omit some reasons why the Hawaiian ds should be 
annexed, they were remembered by his ardent supporters who 
followed him in debate. I was very much interested last Satur- 
day while listening to the able address delivered by my genial 
friend from Arkansas Mr. DINSNORE], His special reference to 
the availability of Kiska Harbor (situated in one of the westerly 
islands of the Aleutian group) as a coaling and supply station for 
our naval fleets, his limited statement of the climatic conditions 
along that chain of islands, together with his elucidation of the 
great circle route for trans-Pacific commerce, 2 to my mind 
some facts that should supplement the statement which the gentle- 
man made at that time. 


The gentleman was correct in hisstatement that the great circle 


route which passed near Kiska was shorter from San Francisco 
to China and the East Indies than via Honolulu. He was right 
when he stated that the mercury never fell low enough to form 
ice in the harbor of Kiska. But there are other conditions and im- 
rtant facts about this northern route to China and this Kiska 
d which the gentleman did not embody in his remarks last 
Saturday. 
I have here a copy of weather observations made by masters of 
vessels 8 in the vicinity of Kiska, which I ask to have 
rinted in the RECORD as part of my remarks. I find it recorded 
n this copy that during the month of January it blows a gale 40 
p cent of the time, and 50 per cent of the month is foggy. In 
uly, gale of wind none, but 100 per cent of that month is fi 
weather. The gentleman from Arkansas, when he spoke of the 
moderate temperature in the winter at Kiska, did not tell you that 
it blewa ring gale of wind nearly half the time, and that the 
other half of the time the fog is so thick (using a sailor’s e 


res- 
sion) that a nail could be driven into it; and he did not te 


you 


gales and dense fo 
eet to-day at Santiago de Cuba by the sunken Merrimac, 


plause.] And yet the Democratic Bod claims this to be a suit- 
able coalin i 


coast to and from China. I haye been reliably informed by ship- 
northern 


lashed by 3 an 


fe of his home and 
ilot chart issued by 


A large portion of the tonnage engaged in trans-Pacific commerce passes 
back and f tracks varying in length, between San Francisco 


— aloni roe miles, in a lane] be — 
0 sea a ying betwee: 
and 35 degrees of north latitude. s 5 


A distance north of Honolulu from 240 to 840 miles. 

Now, the fact of it is the Hawaiian Islands are reasonably near 
the great ocean highway or path between our coast on the west 
and Asia’s shores on the east. More vessels go over this route 
than any other. 

The geographical position of these islands is most convenient 
and easily reached from the Philippine Islands or from any part 
of the Pacific coast of North America. 

Honolulu, the largest and principal seaport, is well adapted for 
commerce and it is easily fortified. We do not want these islands 
any nearer our coast, neither any farther from it, They are not 
too far north, neither too far south. 

The islands have abundant resources, and they are also well 
adapted for a supply station. We want the islands now, not only 
for commerce, but for strategic purposes. Their value in the lat- 
ter direction will increase with the march of time, for the great 
oriental problem, yet to be solved, will make the Northern Pacific 
Ocean a theater of active operations and resolute strife among the 
great nations of the earth for the next fifty years. 

Should we fail to annex these islands at the present time, this 
Congress would, to say the least, commit an unpardonable sin 
— the liberty-loving people throughout the world. [Ap- 
plause. 


Weat made by masters of vessels in the sag A ag gle 
ta Islan 


ner observations 
north latitude, 175°-130° east longitude, containing 


Number of observations. 5| 4| 9| 8 10 15|21/16|13| 9| 3 
bore force 6 


tage above 
(moderate gale and over). 40 | 25 | 38| 0| 0 
WEATHER. 


Number of observations 2 
Percentage of mist and fog. 50 | 17 | 14 | 33 | 25 | 76 100 


Mean temperature (de- ea 
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Mr. DINSMORE. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BRADLEY]. 


Mr. BRADLEY addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY]. : 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, when this discussion began I was 
opposed to the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands. However, I 
have listened attentively with a view to getting what light I could 
from the active operation of the dry search lights on both sides of 
this House during the debate on this great question, and I have 
come to the conclusion that it is not only harmless, so far as 
jeopardizing the peace or life of this nation is concerned, but that 
especially now it is absolutely essential that we should annex 
the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1845 it was asserted by the opponents of the an- 
nexation of Texas that territorial aggrandizement would make the 
Republic so great that it would burst of its own weight. At that 
time there had been four Presidents of the Lone Star Republic. 
Sam Houston was the first, Mr. Lamar was the second, Sam Hous- 
ton again the third, and Dr. Anson Jones the fourth. It is said 
that an ardent opponent of annexation in hurling his anathemas 
against the Democratic party, which then favored annexation, 
said he believed that the ocrats would favor the annexation 
of hell, even if they had to make his satanic majesty President o: 
the Republic in order to accomplish it. : 

Mr. GAINES. You should apply that to the Republicans now. 

Mr. LINNEY. Annexation of Texas, however, took place, and 
what was the result? It not only added strength to the ablic, 
but it made the Democracy of that time more popular than that 
party had ever been before. 2 

But, Mr. § er, I place my vote upon this ground: There is 
no danger of rding either the peace or safety of this Republic 

annexing the Hawaiian Islands. Letme endeavor ee 2 this 
ear, as it seems to me that there isno danger. We can reach 
out, I believe, with absolute safety as far as these islands. In fact, 
we have a precedent in the matter. It has been tested and we 
have had the experiment. We began with thirteen separate and 
distinct republics, did we not, the thirteen original States, all lo- 
cated east of the Mississippi River? 

This noble system involves the idea of many in one, E pluribus 
unum, We know that when we have forty-five States there is 
more security and safety to the life of the Republic than there 
was when we had thi . There were four prosecutions for high 
treason and three convictions when there were only thirteen States 
in the Republic. Since we have had so many more—leaving out 
the unhappy struggle between the States, which was a war of neces- 
sity and im no way involved the question of high treason—there 
has not been a single prosecution for high treason since we had 
the many additional States. 

So that, Mr. S 
less system which we have, which Jefferson called the world's 
best hope and which I will add is the world’s only hope, has been 
made the more secure by the annexation of States. Jeng founded 
upon the idea of many in one, forty-five separate and distinct 
States, if the Hawaiian Islands shall be made one and Alaska made 
into twenty more, we may run it up toa hundred different States, 
and every State we add being in itself a separate and distinct or- 
ganization, with its executive, judicial, and legislative depart- 
ments; each new State is an additional prop, an additional safe- 
guard for the protection of the life of the nation and of good order 
within its boundaries. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman vote for an amendment 
to this bill giving statehood to Hawaii upon the adoption of the 
proper constitution? x 
r. LINNEY. Oh, I have no time to enter into a discussion of 
that kind now. x 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Ithought not. 

Mr. LINNEY. But I say this, that the Hawaiian Islands might 
be made into a State without making this Government any the 
less secure, when its population justifies it. This great Govern- 
ment, withits hun of thousands of little kings in the Republic, 
could include Hawaii without any danger; but there is no neces- 
sity of going that far now, and perhaps the question of its admis- 
sion into the union of States may not arrise in the next century. 

We already have territory more remote from the capital here 
than the Hawaiian Islands. Now, let us see. Run a line from 
Washington City to the Hawaiian Islands. Then run a line to the 
more remote portions of the Territory of Alaska, and you will 
find that it is much farther to that part of Alaska than it is to the 
Hawaiian Islands. So that I respectfully submit that the ques- 
tion of the remoteness of the islands does not affect this matter. 

But, let us see again. Having demonstrated, it seems to me, 
with mathematical certainty that the adding of one more State to 
our noble system, which is a system of many in one, does not af- 
fect its peace or jeopardize its life, I wish to discuss another ques- 
tion, and that is the military aspect of the case. 


er, the idea that controls me is that the match- | astonish 


Our 


great Republic, comprised of many smaller republics which 
we calP States, as long as each remains in e sphere, incurs 


no additional j y, either as to good or as to national 
life, by the admission of any number of States. Another thought 
here is this: When these islands shall have been annexed the en- 
tire extent of the authority of this great Republic will not em- 
brace in any direction over one-serenth part of the universe. 
The suggestion that the character of the inhabitants of theislands 
makes it undesirable to have annexation has but little force. Un- 
Gooner es were desirable that none but the highest typeof man- 
hood exist there, such as the American type. 

But the American was uced by a commingling of the 
blood of the different nati ities of the world, and in time to 
come the same causes may produce like results in these islands, I 
know some of the most robust intellects now live there. It was 
my pleasure to héar the Hon. Lorrin A. Thurston, of Honolulu, 
deliver an elaborate argument in favor of annexation. The effort 
was a creditable one indeed. In the town of Taylorsville, where 
I live, one of the most intelligent ladies I have ever seen resides. 
She lived for many years on the Hawaiian Islands with her hus- 
band, the late lamented Rev. Thomas G. Thurston. iring all 
the information I could get on this great question, I addressed her, 
and I have in my possession her reply, which I will present as a 
part of my remarks: 

TAYLORSVILLE, N. C., June 10, 1395. 


1820 ae in the extreme. From a 
Captain Cook and others at 300,000 to 400,000 
wars, bloodshed, and vices, which follow e 

) ` ess, and debauchery had so weakened and prostituted 
their powers as to place them in a forlornand almost hopeless condition. To 
human vision there before missionaries. The 


nation e ee by 
they had 5 


the 
grossest forms of idolatry abound: affection wasunknown. Infanti- 
cide was uni and captives taken in war were slain by ds as 
sacrifices to the gods, or alive thetemples. With these filthy, 
naked, ti creatures and their surroundings before them, 
this brave band looked upon Hawaii. Father and Mother lived tosee more 
than 50,000 converts to Christiani i and a degree of civiliza- 


l epon the is 3 
a ee which compares favorably with the Christianized 
2 . 
From the lowest depth of heathenism they beheld a nation raised to power, 
influence, and respect, with a commerce sein pion. tr seas and turning its 
sent out its benefactors. 


We desire to place no im 
agencies. But if there ever has been one 


The third question: Is the island a healthy, pleasant place to live in? 
their landing, revolting as the 

pierced the darker The natural charming. The 
climate was delightful. breezes were mild and heal and now in- 
vite many from the colder climate of the States. The mountains 
and volcanoes that now attract the tourist are counted among the wonders 
of the earth. At that time there was no anticipation of the di tful homes 
and genial society that in late 7 acharm. 


uty was 


If these hastily gotten toge be of any interest to you, I will be 
very as I am intensely interested in the islands and all born on her soil. 
ei ALICE d. STEVENSON. 
Mr. LINNEY. 


Mr. Speaker, I have been honored with an acquaintance with 
this great woman for several years. Her high social excellence 
and her robust intell i ore conclusively that she knows 
what she is talking about and that every word she has written in 
this letter is entitled to credit. In view of the many harsh criti- 
cisms that have been hurled against the missionaries in this de- 
bate, I consider myself fortunate indeed to be able through this 
splendid agency to present the facts te this House and the country 
as they appear in this letter. 

Ican not escape the conclusion, drawn from the prospect of a 
higher civilization of the inhabitants of the islands and the nat- 
ural resources of the country, that there is a bright prospect for 
the Hawaiian Islands. Thesketch Mrs. Stevenson has given us 


of the graphy of the country is indeed charming. The diver- 
sity of climate and production of the country, embracing every- 
of the mountains 


aay, Boba the tall, perpetually snow-clad pe: 
on ugh almost every climate and vegetable growth to the 
sugar and banana farms, is ine without a parallel in the world. 
No country is better calculated to promote and reward industry, 


to foster genius and fire the imagination, and thus insure domes- 
tic happiness and State pride, than these islands. 

What objection can there be, then, to annexation? Even if the 
island is a remote speck in the midst of the sea, why may it not be 
annexed as a territory, and finally admitted asa part of one of the 
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States, or, if thatis impracticable, why may it not be admitted and 
remain as a Territory until such time as its population, both in 


character and numbers, shall justify its admission as a State of 
the Union? It is an bor! gr thought to observe the sacred re- 
gard the States have for the rights of the Federal Government, be- 
cause upon the recognition of these rights and powers each State 
depends for safety in time of war. t a poor figure would the 
armies of the States cut without this more perfect Union for com- 
mon defense under the Constitution! 

Forty-five different armies, depending upon the condition of the 
treasuries of the several States, would present a gloomy prospect 
for national defense or for an invasion. On the other hand, the 
Federal Government is equally as cautious in the exercise of 
powers tending to emasculate the States, and should be. Just a 
few days ago Congress was called upon to provide legal machinery 
for the soldiers to yote on the field of battle, and the act limits 
the voting to Federal offices, and that, too, in strict conformity to 
the election laws of the several States. The nation is safer and 
more competent to protect itself against sedition, domestic turbu- 
lence, and to resist foreign invasion with forty-five States than 
when we had only thirteen States. 

In fact, the leading purpose of the present Constitution, adopted 


after the Revolution, was to provide for the common defense” of the 
Republicof pot) States. Revolutionary ancestors, fresh from 
the great struggle for independence, saw the infirmities that clung 


to the system under the Articles of Confederation, and they, early 
in the nation’s life, attempted to remedy these defects by bringin 
about a more perfect union, which, under the Constitution, coul 
make its entire available war force felt when the safety of the Re- 
public required it. There is, therefore, no danger likely to arise 
to the General Government merely from the multiplicity of 
States, except from the frightfully large and ungovernable House 
of Representatives which might spring out of a great number of 
States, 

This mischief, however, could be remedied by reducing the rep- 
resentation of the various States. The lawsof each State may not 
be the same; indeed, they are not the same. The will of the peo- 

le of the several States is made omnipotent through the various 
Stato legislatures in framing laws which the local needs and con- 
ditions of each State may require. When the Lone Star Republic 
came into the bie tin at 5 of Texas, — aed none Pe her 
rights and powers y her as a republic with a president. 
e 8 of the State performs about the same functions 
after admission into the Union as a State that the Lone Star Re- 
public could have done as a republic, 

Both the State of Texas and the Republic of the United States 
were greatly benefited by this admission as a State. The Lone 
Star Republic took unto itself all the power of the United States 
to protect it from foreign ion, and this reciprocal duty 
only imposed upon the State of Texas the 8 of her proper 
share of national burdens. Now, suppose we territory enough 
to make ten more States of Texas, does anyone doubt that all 
could with perfect safety be associated under the Constitution of 
the United States? Each State retains all the governmental 
machinery necessary for the protection of its citizens at home, 
and by this federal unity each State is made the more powerful 
in war. But it isinsisted that annexation of the Hawaiian Islands 
is not the result of purchase or conquest, nor has it the sanction 
of the people of the Hawaiian Islan’ Let us see about that. 

For many months the authorities of the Republic of Hawaii have 
been active in Sone effect annexation with the United States. 
The Queen was the head of the government which preceded the 
present Republic. She is now exercising no power or claim of 
right as sovereign of the islands. She is now boarding at one of 
the hotels in this city. She is sometimes seen on our beautiful 
streets unattended with that splendor which crowned heads ob- 
serve wherever royalty is enthroned. She in various ways has 
recognized the existence of the 8 Republic of Hawaii. But, 
Mr. Speaker, the question of the existence in these islands of a 
Republic seems to me can not now arise. If the Republic exists 
that now asks annexation, then all the wailings we have heard here 
about forcing the people of these islands into annexation with the 
United States amount to nothing. 

For that Republic, through its properly constituted authorities 
now governing the island, is more anxious for annexation than 
we are. In fact they have labored as faithfully for that result as 
the Lone Star did before succeeding in obtaining admission into 
the United States as a State. I submit that it appears to this 
House that the whole people of the island have recognized the ex- 
isting government there as thelegal one. There is the executive, 
the President, Dole; the legislative, and the judicial AS riche 
of government, all exercising all the functions properly belonging 
to them, and all supported by the people. They are but theagen- 
cies of the people there in governing themselves. The taxes neces- 
sary to support this government are paid 7 5 the people. The 
courts are open and are sought by the people to adjudicate their 
private differences. 


No revolt exists there against the constituted authorities with 
which we are now dealing, It is in lawa time of peace there. 
The Supreme Court of the United States, in Ex parte Milligan's 
Case, held that when the courts are open in judgment of law it 
is a time of peace.” Then I maintain that a time of peace can not 
exist in any country without the existence of a government, and 
that, too, of the ruling power at the time. True, it may be only a 
de facto Government, but the acts of a de facto Government are 
valid as to judgments between itscitizens. But this Government 
is more than de facto; it is de jure. 

No one doubts that Queen Liliuokalani once ruled of right, but 
she now recognizes the existing Government there. Sheisa bene- 
ficiary of that Government. She looks to it for support. Its 
treasury pays her an annuity. She is now a loyal subject of the 
Republic of Hawaii with which we are now dealing. There is no 
organized armed resistance to its authority. Therefore it seems 
to me that these conditions establish the fact that the present gov- 
erning power in Hawaii is the legal one, and it exists to-day as a 
Republic by the consent of the governed there. It does not mat- 
ter that all did not yote or all were not allowed to vote. 

There is no State in the Union to-day that does not restrict the 
exercise of the right of suffrage by its citizens. Even in North 
Carolina, probably the freest people on the globe, the laws ex- 
clude certain classes from voting. The insane, the felon, those 
who do not register, females, minors, and others. Many of the 
States have property and educational qualifications. In all these 
States nosound mind would question the validity of existing State 
government for that reason. Some of the States of the Union 
elect Congressmen by an average vote of 40,000. ThereareStates 
in the Union where nine-tenths of the qualified electors vote. 
In others very little over one-third of the qualified electors find 
their way to the ballot box. Stillitisa timeof peace there. The 
courts are open for the transaction of business. Judgments 
against felons, taking, it may be, the life of the felon, are exe- 
cuted, and no one questions the existence of a State government 
there. So with these islands. They have restrictions on the right 
of suffrage. These are Tey numerous, probably wisely so. 
Whether wisely or not, the blessings of the present Government 
there are showered on all alike, and all are acquiescing in this 
authority, recognizing it and supporting it. 

But suppose it should turn out that we have not treated with 
the proper authorities there. Suppose, for the argument, Presi- 
dent Dole is not the legal President. Then how stands the case? 
If we get peaceful possession thereof, what government on earth 
has a better title? Once peaceably in possession, with the consent 
of the people now in possession, the rapidity with which the great 
natural defenses that exist there may be made available will soon 
plant the American flag there so deep and strong that it will not 
be shaken by the unfriendly breath of other powers. Indeed, with 
a little outlay of revenue the mighty marbleand granite moun- 
tains, against which the waves of the ocean have been lashing 
ever since time began without subduing them, will become the 
mighty Gibraltar of this Republic. 

The advantages accruing to a nation of r desir- 
able for military operations are indeed great. Look at the rock 
of Gibraltar, once owned by Spain, but since 1704 by England. 
The combined fleets of France and fe spent their fury against 
the English garrison occupying Gibraltar for three years and 
seven months. From 1779 to 1783 the attention of the world was 
fixed on this great struggle. But while this wonderful fleet, with 
many thousands of soldiers, a in the assault, only sixteen 
of the garrison defending Gibraltar perished. 

Thus it appears that the advantages of a strong military post to 
any nation can not be estimated. It is said, however, that the 
mission of our great Republic is one of peace. Still, the infirmi- 
ties that belong to humanity in general are seen in this Republic, 
All nations must haye war. Foreign war is the natural motion 
of a nation. It seems that without war every generation the na- 
tion becomes diseased. If even this Republic is deprived of this 
motion, foreign war, for a century it would probably be assailed 
by that most dreaded national distemper—civil war. Foreign 
war, if „ strengthens a nation and the heroic spirit of 
its e. 

Grit war injures a nation, like the fever heat that takes away 
the light and life of the eye of the natural body. All the nations 
of the earth are subject to this law of natural motion, as much as 
it is to be deplored. No nation can be truly great, it seems, whose 
business is not largely of the heroic character. Our Republic has 
not yet secured the blessings of universal peace to mankind; in- 
deed, can not do so. It may be that with us, as other nations, we 
can be greatest when we have the greatest number of citizens able 
to wear a helmet. The results of the war with Spain may require 


further demands on the martial spirit of our people. 

The annexation of Hawaii and the conversion of its mountains 
into an American Gibraltar is probably the wisest thought of the 
President and our War Department. It does not follow that we 
are to extend our possessions by conquest. The Philippine Islands 
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need not be added, I should say must not be annexed at all. 
Still the United States should not pay the expense of this war 
when we are victorious. Itmay be that we will havetorely upon 
the possession of the Philippine Islands for a while as a means of 
war indemnity. I have read somewhere of the expression, a 
“bayonet mortgage.“ 

The people of these United States will never consent to the pay- 
ment of the expenses of this war which the cruelties of Spain on 
the Island of Cuba and the unparalleled atrocity of the crime of 
Spain in the harbor of Havana in blowing up the Maine made nec- 
essary. Inenforcing our just demands for indemnity and for wars 
in the future, the causes of which are now unseen, the possession 
of the Hawaiian Islands is a military necessity. All nations of 
the earth, it seems, are strengthening their navies. The “ web- 
footed warriors,” as President Lincoln called them, may be in 
great demand in the future. 

Although it has been the prayer of the best thinkers of the world 
for six thousand years that the spears shall be beaten into pruning 
hooks and the swords into plowsbares, still the great warriors of 
all countries are its worshiped heroes, almost as much so to-day as 
they have been at any period of the world’s history. A display of 
courage such as Admiral Dewey, Ensign Worth Bagley, and Rich- 
mond Pearson Hobson proved themselves to possess will ever be 
ranked among the noblest qualities of the soul. 

Amid the earthly glory that attends the achievements of the 
hero, the distresses and calamities of wars lose their horrors, All 
the old nations of the world have overproduction of human 
muscle. They want employment for their surplus population. 
Add the glory of arms to the necessity for employment, aud the 
profession of arms, even in this enlightened civilization of the 
3 may in the future as in the past be the greatest business of 


. * 
That these United States may be able to command the respect 
of all the warlike powers of the earth and be absolutely secure 
against foreign invasion, and to possess the ability to protect the 
nation’s honor when assailed, I think it the part of wisdom and 
rudence to accept the proposition of the Republic of Hawaii to 
beas a part of these United States. Ishall therefore vote for 
these resolutions. A 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
J eer Gn PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, if we shall deter- 
mine toannexthe Hawaiian Islands, it is by no means true, as has 
been claimed here, that it will be a reversal of American policy 
nor do we mean to enter upon any career of conquest or imperial 
expansion. These islands will be taken for self-defense in order to 
retain and keep their civilizationand our peace. They lie so close 
to our own country and to the continent which we protect that it 
would not be safe to allow them to gointo other hands. We shall 
take and keep them as an outpost, chiefly because they are alread 
being invaded, not by open warfare, but by the stronger thoug 
more insidious forces which attend the movement unto them of 
the hosts of Asia. 

The objections which are taken to the annexation of the islands 
seem to be threefold. It is insisted that it is unconstitutional for 
the United States to annex territory; that such annexation must 
be effected by treaty and not, as now proposed, by statute; and 
that, in any event, annexation is not now politic or wise. 

We may deal rather briefly with the questions of constitutional 
power, and of the form of the measure. It is rather late to talk 
about the constitutional power of the United States to annex ter- 


ritory. 

The United States is itself a monument of such annexation. 
The thirteen original settlements along the Atlantic coast have 
become an empire, extending from ocean to ocean, 

Puritan, Cavalier, and Huguenot reached toward the West for 
a hundred years before the Constitution was adopted that, it is 
now alleged, prohibited such annexation. 

Mr. S. er, the power to annex territory certainly belonged to 
the English colonies before the Revolution. George Washington 
led the forces of Virginia that extended its boundaries to the 
Ohio. Other States, by the force of American energy and Ameri- 
can colonization, carried their boundaries west among the Indian 
tribes until they came to the Mississippi. Those colonies at the 
Revolution retained the sovereign power of annexing territory, in 
order to the expansion of their institutions, holding it as territory 
ay until it could be Americanized and formed into States. 

hen the Constitution was adopted did that power remain with 
the States or did it go to the United States? e strictest con- 
structionist will say that it went to one or the other. Did it 
remain with the States? Can Oregon or California go outside 
the bounds of the United States to takein Alaska or the Sandwich 
Islands? Certainly not. It is inconsistent with the principle 
that all foreign affairs are put into the hands of the United States, 
with the power of war and peace and treaty. As said by Chief 
Justice Marshall, we have the power to make war and therefore 


to annex by conquest. We have the power to make treaties and 


therefore to annex by treaty. Such action by a State would be ab- 
solutely inconsistent with the delegation to the United States of the 
control over foreign affairs. The power to deal with such ques- 
tions as these must be incident to that control. i 

The Union alone, therefore, could acquire new territory. 

But the States went even further. ey found that the holding 
of their Western lands was inconsistent with their functions as 
States. Georgia held the territory now covered by Alabama and 
Mississippi. Virginia held Kentucky and Tennessee. Ohio, I be- 
lieve, held the Northwest Territory. These States found that the 
holding of these Western ions was inconsistent with the 
functions of the State. So evident was this, so impossible was it 
for the States to deal with the Indian, French, and English dis- 
putes which were constantly arising upon our frontiers, that 
those States actually turned over to the United States all the ter- 
ritory which they had possessed and with which they were unable 
to deal ponr Their Western lands were then taken and held 
by the United States as territory, because this policy was neces- 
ay for the common defense and to promote the general welfare, 

his action gave a practical construction to the constitutional 
power of the Union to hold and acquire territories. 

Then came the Louisiana purchase. President Jefferson believed 
that under the Constitution there was no power to acquire terri- 
tory. But he deemed it a 5 to possess the mouth 
of the Mississippi and the city of New Orleans. He thought this 
necessary as outpost appanage and outlet for the Union, much as 
Hawaii is now deemed necessary. He therefore sent commission- 
ers to Paris to acquire such outpost by purchase. 

And when Napoleon offered the vastly greater territory then 
known as Louisiana, extending across the continent from the 
Mississippi to Oregon, his common sense determined that, although 
he deemed it unconstitutional, it was for the public welfare. 

Jefferson thought that an amendment to the Constitution would 
be necessary to indemnify Congress and himself for this breach 
of the Constitution. 

No such amendment was passed, and afterwards he himself 
suggested that it should not be brought forward. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I have not time to yield, as I 
have only ten minutes. But asl was quoting from Mr. Jefferson, 
I will give his words. 

In a letter to Mr. Breckinridge, he remarks: 

The Constitution has made no provision for our holding foreign territory, 
still less for inco: ting foreign nations into our Union. The executive, 
in seizing the fugitive occurrence which so much advances the good of their 


CONEY aes done an act beyond the Constitution. The } ture, in cast- 
ing behind them egy doom subtleties and risking the: ves like faithful 


servants, must ratify and pay for it and throw themselves on their country for 
doing for them unauthorized what we know they would have done for them- 
selyes had they been in a situation todoit. But we shall not be disavowed 


by the nation, and their act of indemnity will confirm and not weaken the 
Constitution by more strongly marking out its lines. 

With this view of the Constitution, he contemplated an amend- 
ment which would authorize his act. No such amendment took 
place. The treaty sanctioned by the President, Senate, and House 
of Representatives was acquiesced in by the peonio and soon ceased 
to be a disputed question either of constitutionality or expediency. 

It was soon seen that what had been done for defense and self- 
protection was also well to be justified by the opening which it 
made for the growth of the nation. And as the tide poured west- 


ward by the 
fait § the telegraph, and all the wondrous chains that link to- 


finally acquired 
constitutional 


seemed 
that the President was given the power to make treaties, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, provided that two-thirds of the 
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Senators present concur, and it was further provided that the 
Constitution and laws made in pursuance thereof and all treaties 
made under its authority should be the supreme law of the land. 
But it is well to be seen that the treaty-making power is only a 
supplement to the lawmaking power, a supplemental means of 
making a law; and while it is not expedient that Congress should 
invade negotiations carried on 7 the President or attempt to pass 
laws as to foreign affairs where he does not lead, the jurisdiction 
of Congress to pass such laws under the lead of the President is 
undoubted. ; 

A declaration of war is such a law. The lines are not and can 
not be exactly and exclusively drawn with reference to great gov- 
ernmental powers covering suchsubjects. The jurisdictions over- 
lap. Congress had to pass the appropriations which made the 
treaties for the purchase of Louisiana and Alaska effective. Con- 
gress may declare war, and then the President, with the advice 
and consent of two-thirds of the Senators present, may make a 

which may nullify that declaration. It seems beyond ques- 

tion that the Congress that could have declared war to obtain New 

Orleans and the mouth of the Mississippi could likewise have 
an act to annex that territory without war. 

The treaty-making power and that of Congress may be concur- 
rent in jurisdiction. But such concurrent jurisdiction is some- 
times the salvation of free government, 

It seems hardly necessary, however, to suggest that Congress 
has concurrent power over this matter with the treaty-making 
power, because it may fairly be claimed that the annexation of 
the Hawaiian Islands can rightly be done only by act of Congress, 
and that a treaty would be ineffective to produce the result, 
France, Mexico, or Russia could dispose of part of its territory 
by treaty. France, Mexico, and Russia still remain, and the trea- 
ties between the United States and these several rs are the 
warrants for our holding this land. It is well understood to be a 
proper exercise of the treaty-making power that a nation may con- 
tract to sell part of its lands which another wishes to buy, but it 
may well be doubted whether a government can by treaty con- 
tract itself out of existence. There is force in the suggestion 
made that the Hawaiian Government may not have power consti- 
tutionally to turn its whole country over to the United States. It 
may acquiesce, it may agree, but the authority over these islands 
will not be derived from that agreement so much as from the act 
of the United Statesin taking possession. If it were unwilling; if, 
for example, the government of a native aana were proscribing 
and beheading Americans in the island, as Her Majesty once pro- 
posed, an act ot Congress would annex this island by a declaration 
of war. But as the Queen is not in power, when the Government 
of the island and the forces therein that make for civilization 
and progress ask the country from which those forces sprang to 
take possession, we may do this act, not as a treaty, but as an act 
of the United States through its Congress to e for the com- 
mon defense and to promote the general are, as well as the 
welfare of these islands. 

It seems to me that it can not be wholly done by treaty, and 
must be done by act of Congress, as every other annexation was 
finally done, when Congress appropriated the money. It may be 
well urged, as it has been u on the other side, that no govern- 
ment can commit political suicide; that no government can sur- 
render all its land, allits possessions, all its government to be mere 
territory. They can acquiesce, if they believe that it is for the 
best interests of their civilization; but it is an act of the United 
States. As it is, there is a government with American civilization 
in those islands which has maintained itself. All the civilizing 
influences in that land appeal to us to take them in. This we do. 
We take the islands, not by war, but by peace, but for the same 
purpose that might have led us to declare war and which justify 
peaceful annexation. y 

Now, one thing more. Shall we do it? I am not one of those 
who wish conquest; I am not one of those who wish a colony like 
India, which is only a thorn in the side of Great Britain. But 
when we find lands that are closer to us than any other nation, 
with an American civilization which is being invaded by the 
Orient, by Chinese and Japanese, and which finds itself in a con- 
dition where it must fail unless it has the help of its own parents, 
when I find a population less than any of our middle-size cities 
ere yd the country, I see no danger in annexation. [Ap- 
plause, cae : 

We have thus come to the third branch of the inquiry, the wis- 
dom and policy of annexation. This has been too well stated and 


prion many to bear 

ås is and there are those of us who remember 
when their Sunday-school mites went to carry missionaries in the 
missionary bark Morning Star to these various islands. Hawaii 
is too near to us to be safely allowed to fall into the hands of 
some great military power, whose nayal station there would be 
valuable as the only base from which o tions could be carried 
on against this continent. The Pacific is too wide otherwise to be 


ition here. The civilization of those | op 


crossed by naval expeditions, while the distance from Hawaii to 
our shores is short to the modern battle ship and rt. 

But we are told to let things be as they are, to protect simply 
and preserve the status quo. The answer is plain. The invasion 
of these islands has begun, and the status quo can not be main- 
tained. The native race is dying out; it is not one-tenth of what 
it used to be. The adult Chinese and Japanese together are more 
numerous than the natives. The hordes from which they come 
are inexhaustible. The lands are rich and the civilization which 
we placed there isin danger. The population is small, 100,000 in 
all. The islands are large and fertile and in the higher ground 
have a temperateclimate. American immigration would quickly 
make them truly American, but such immigration can not be ex- 
pected unless they be under the American flag. The question is 
not one of conquest, but of colonization. 

It was the same question whether Louisiana should be French 
or American, and whether California should be Spanish or Amer- 
ican, and it is now the question whether these islands, really an 
integral part of the American continent, shall be American and 
Americanized or shall belong to the Orient and be Chinese or 
Japanese, Mr. Speaker, I wish no possession that we can not 
Americanize. I wish nothing where the population is so large 
that a final difference must be made between the colonist and the 
homeborn. We wish no such question as Spain has made with 
Cuba; none such as England, in spite of her liberal laws, has now 
with India because of its enormous nativepopulation. ToEngland 
India is rather a weakness. England’sstr lies in her English- 
speaking colonies—Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and the Cape. 

These colonies, like our own land, were at one time the home of 
various savage races, but English immigration has made them 
now more English in sentiment than England itself. What dif- 
ference did it make to us that California and Louisiana contained 
many thousands of Spanish and French? We know their presence 
now only in a few names of people and places. California, Texas, 
and Louisiana are American; territory at first, they no sooner 
came under our than they were filled with our people. It is 
not a question of climate. ho would have believed that Flor- 
ida would become the most Northern in its La epee of any 
Southern State, and that its 3 oves and health resorts 
would be filled with people from orth? Exactly the same 
results are to be expected in these lovely islands, whose beauty of 
climate and scenery call to our people to come and occupy, and 
whose residents cry ont to us to give them a stable government, 
an American population, and American institutions. 

But there is one other reason which seems to me to be con- 
clusive. We are at war. A patriotic Executive has the conduct 
of that war. He tells us that the acquisition of these islands is 
necessary as a war measure and for self-defense, If I differed on 
that question, I would yield my judgment to his. Itisnota mere 
question of geography. While I am interested in the distances of 
Asia from America via Hawaii and the Aleutian Islands, I do not 
believe that the rontes of commerce or the necessities of govern- 
ment can be wholly decided by measuring the globe with red tape, 
As to whether it is a proper war measure or not, I think that in 
time of war the President's opinion should govern. I might hesi- 
tate in this conclusion if I found reasons to the contrary—if, for 
instance, we were asked to take responsibility for millions of 
ple, if it were a question of conquest from another power, or if it 
were an unsettling of the bonds that must prevail between na- 
tions. But when it is the only means to preserve present condi- 
tions; when it is the only way to fill these islands with the men 
who constitute a state; when this annexation is not a conquest or 
subjugation of others, but a continuation of our established pol- 
icy of opening new lands to the colonial energy of the great col- 
onizing nation of the century, then the fact that it is now a 
political and mili necessity is only aided by the other circum- 
stances, and we can but wonder at the antediluvian and thorough 
stupidity which can hesitate—much more, which can gravely de- 
clare that the United States can not constitutionally annex terri- 
tory, and that she can not do this act by act of Congress. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Towa ieee Hott]. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, Iam in favor of the resolutions now 
before the House and hope the time is not far distant when the con- 
tention over this question of annexation will be affirmatively 
settled. The question has been before the people so long that the 
popular mind is fully made up to acquire these islands, and through 
them hold for all time the key of Pacific Ocean. Gentlemen 

posed to the resolutions may delay annexation for a few days or 
weeks, but the popular demand for their acceptance by this Goy- 
ernment is as irresistible as the flow of the tides, and before this 
session of Congress closes the resolutions will have passed both 
Houses of Congress and received the approval of the President. 
The present war has emphasized their importance, Without them 


we could not send troops to aid Dewey in crushing the power of 
Spain in the Philippines, 
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If the Government of Hawaii had declared neutrality, we could 
only coal to reach our shores, not to steam away from them. The 
statesmen of the past have recognized their great value to this 
country and looked forward to the time when we could get pos- 
session of them, Every improvement in steam and electricity 
has made them more important tous. The fathers have been 


quoted as opposed to any acquisition of such territory; but all such 
quotations have been from expressions made one hundred years 
. Then wind was the propelling power on the ocean. No 
proclamation of neutrality could sy us of power to sail our 
ships. The breeze that threw out the folds of our flag filled the 
pails of our ships of commerce and of war, and our great naval 
commanders could go to any quarter of the globe and fight the 
battles of the Republic. : 
Paul Jones and Hull and Decatur could invade the English 
Channel, remain on the high seas, or fight the pirates of Algiers 
without fear of being unable to continue their voyages. Windis 
no longar depended on. Our great war ships have mighty engines 
depending on coal to furnish the power to make them effective, 
and all the great nations have declared coal contraband of war. 
A ship without coal is as helpless in war as a ship without powder. 
It is about 7,000 miles from San Francisco to the Philippines or 
Hongkong. No ship can go from our coast and return without 
having some place to coal. Very few of our battle ships can even 
cross the Pacific Ocean without coaling on the voyage out. This 
being true, the power controlling the Hawaiian ds controls 
the trade of the Pacific Ocean; and if we control them, we have 


the best possible safeguard for our own coast. I imagine every | this harbor 


tleman in this House would oppose with the entire force of 


is nation any attempt on the part of any other nation to take | su 


possession of the islands. To my mind we must either take them 
or see them drift under the flag of another power. They are too 
weak to stand alone. Other nations want them and, if the oppor- 
tunity comes, will seize them. That would mean war, and with 
the United States at a fearful disadvantage. 

Hawaii will owe Spain an indemnity if we refuse to pass these 
resolutions. She has harbored our transports and furnished coal 
to our war vessels. As a nation she becomes liable for damages. 
We settled this question when we collected $15,000,000 from Great 
Britain after the close of our civil war. We can not now take the 
other side of the question. Look at the map now before the 
Speaker's desk. See the islands a little over 2,000 miles from our 

ores and on the line of travel from the Occident to the Orient, 
and answer to the future, how can you vote against acquiring 
25 ib Hegre : fas Roohi — to take them as a — 

i e founders of thi were progressive men. ey 
were far in advance of their time. If the same great intellects 
were to-day in active parioa in public affairs, they would 
look to the future and not to the past. ; 


The civilization of the islands is American. It is true there are against 


thousands of J a emg there, but they are not permanent settlers. 
Their eyes are always turned to their native land where all their 
kindred live. A few years under our laws and customs will see 
them few in numbers. Almost without exception they came 
without their wives or children. In fact, Mr. Speaker, they came 
in large numbers to overawe the feeble Government and present 
the islands to the Kingdom of Japan. Why fear the power of this 


veloped and grown wonderfully in the past, but not by fearing 
expansion. We started out with less than 900,000 square miles of 
territory. We have now about 3,600,000 square miles under our 
flag; grown to almost four times our original size. The great de- 
velopment of the future will come from our building up com- 
merce on the sea. 

If we refuse to 8 the means to defend our commerce, this 
added wealth to the nation will never come. In fact, a great mer- 
chant marine will be an element of weakness if we do not carry 
with it adequate protection. The fear of injury to our commerce 
will make us submit to wrong rather than risk loss. If for no other 
purpose, we should annex these islands to protect our Pacific 
coast. General Schofield strongly indorses the necessity of this 
Government acquiring these islands, saying, among other things: 


We spent three months on the islands and made a careful survey of 1 
River Harbor and si N 5 


b 717... aang Ga ees Be 
ease with which the entrance to the harbor could be def by batteri 
so as to make ita ectly safe refuge for merchant shipping or na 
Garces br take TENG ͤ ͤ . amyy gut separ 
ces e refuge there; for un or navy-y: re 

shops, storehouses, and ing of that kind. 

most important feature all is that it economizes the naval force 
rather than increasesit. It 7 we absolute defense by shore batteries; 
so that a naval fleet, after and 
ing what repairs are 


d the great 


ce to the United States. It has 

er eos et perfectly cl to the minds of men who haye not made 
ane omer of a lifetime till now; but the conditions of the pres- 

ent war, it seems to me, ought to make it clear to everybody. 
s + * s $ $ + 


At this moment ark Government is fitting out 2 a large fleet of steam- 
0 


ers at San large detachments of troops and mili sup- 
plies of all kinds to the Islands. Honolulu is almost in the direct 
route. That fleet, of co will want very m: recoal at Honolulu, 

d ‘or essential stores to be 


earest port 
reaches there its coal supply may be well-nigh exhausted: 
plenish its coal supply to carry it to whatever port it could reach. 
* s * s $ $ * 


e in time of war for merchant ae which might 
lenish the supplies of our own 
nited States, or to any count 

but the great military pointi 

and I have not ceased to insist upon it 

this, that to guard our Pacific coast 

possibility of a naval power on of those islands and 

f operations our Pacific coast, the one 3 

sary to be done is for the United States to acquire them, improve that harbor, 
fortify it, and make it perfectly secure and hold it forever. 

Admiral Walker indorses all General Schofield says as to the 
necessity of our acquiring these islands. These two men have 
made a life study of war on land and sea, and their mature judg- 
ment should have weight with this Congress and the American 


eat people to take these islands and make them stil! stronger | peopl 


erican in citizenship? How can there be danger to 75,000,000 
of free and intelligent people in throwing the shield of their Re- 
public over 100,000 people already dominated by American ideas? 

Mr. President, when Jefferson concluded the Louisiana pur- 
chase, the same cry went up from the alarmists of that day. We 
were introducing a foreign element that would destroy the Gov- 
ernment. The fight kept up until 1825. Howisitto-day? The 

eat States from the mouth of the Mississippi River to the north 

ine of Minnesota and the broad prairies of Iowa, Nebraska, and 
other States answer. Every man in the United States rejoices in 
the fact that Jefferson was ious enough to seize the oppor- 
tunity to purchase this territory. Of what interest now the tire- 
some debates as to the unconstitutionality of his act? The oppo- 
sition is thrown with the rubbish of the past. The act of the 
President now has universal commendation. 

The same is true of the acquisition of Texas and of the territory 
added as a resultof the Mexican war. If the timid souls had been 
able to direct the destiny of the Republic, California would to-day 
be foreign territory. I do not believe decay or death comes from 
proper expansion. The Anglo-Saxon race must grow. England, 

cooped up on the islands known as Great Britain, would not be 
a fourth-class power. Centuries ago her statesmen opened the 
way for her children, until the English race is to-day found in 
every clime and her colonies present the dest system of gov- 
ernments, outside of our own, to be found on earth. 

„British Columbia, Australia, and others make of Eng- 
land one of the greatest ons of the earth, The fact that she 
has coaling stations for her vessels in every sea keeps her eq 

in naval power to all the other nations combined. We have de- 


ual | and also in the able and inge: 


e. 
This Congress has decided that the Spanish flag shall be re- 
moved from Cuba and Puerto Rico. Gentlemen fear the lust of 
conquest is leading us on. Theannexation of Hawaii was decreed 
by the logic of the situation before war with Spain was declared. 
W hat we shall do with the Philippines, with Cuba, or with Puerto 
Rico will be decided hisa ory is declared. 

_ The decision will be in a proper way and at the proper 
time. We are not dealing with that question now. One thing I 
hope may be predicted, and that is that none of them will ever 
ys into the control of a power which can ever be hostile to us. 

or myself, I believe thatif they are not kept under our flag they 
will be established in the y of republics and look to us for 
all time as their protector and friend. The starry emblem of this 
Republic will bless the islands of the sea as it protected and pros- 
pered the lands lying between the two great oceans. The future 
generations will indorse our action in passing these resolutions 
as we to-day ratify and indorse the action of those who have gone 
before in adding territory and giving us our present imperial 


domain. 
Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to tho 
gentleman from Louisiana Pat. MEYER}. 

Mr. MEYER of isi Mr. 8 T, I have weighed care- 
fully the arguments presented in the different reports by com- 
mittees of Co: favoring annexation of the Hawaiian Islands 
to the United States and especially the report of the House Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. It seems to me that everything that 
could be said for annexation has been presented in these reports 
nious of the chairman of the 


committee. But, sir, I do not find in these enough to satisfy my 
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judgment or to remove the strong and valid objections to the 
measure. Test these arguments and appeals by the logic of facts, 
and they fall to the ground. 
HAWAII NOT ESSENTIAL AS A COALING STATION. 
The most plausible of all the pleas for annexation is the claim 
that these islands would be necessary as a coaling station in this 


war now raging and for the future, 
was fully an pean ai À demolished by the speech of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] on Saturday. He demon- 
strated by abete and authority that could not be denied that the 
route to Yokohama, Hongkong, and Manila, by the way of the 
Aleutian Islands, of Alaska, which isourown territory, is 800 miles 
nearer than by the way of Honolulu, that there is abundance of 
anchorage there, and that it is open there all the year. 

Here you have your coaling station already provided to your 
hand, e have not improved it for this purpose, but then, after 
having for a number of years the right to perfect your coaling 
station at Pearl Harbor in the Sandwich Islands, you have demon- 
strated by your neglect that you did not deem the matter to be of 
any serious importance; and yet you have had, long ago, the opin- 
ion of military and naval experts as to the adoption of Pearl Har- 
bor as a nayal station. 

THE USEFUL COLLIER. 

Sir, there is a coaling station which we can use whenever we 
will, which we are now about to use for the monitors Monterey 
and Monadnock, and which all modern ships of war can use 
at will. It is the collier, the vessel specially adapted to carry 
coal. There is hardly a day in the Pacific when it can not be 
safely employed. You carry your coaling station with you. So, 
sir, there is no occasion for haste, none for hysterics, nor for a 
departure from our old and honored policies. e have a right to a 
coaling station at Pearl Harbor. We may improve it if we choose, 
and well have we paid for it in giving the freedom of our ports to 
Hawaiian products. But, sir, I rejoice to think that we are not 
dependent on Hawaii for coal. As for it being used as a base of 
operations against the United States, I regard the idea as prepos- 
terous. What power woulddoso? What power could do so? 

It is urged by the chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
that Hawaii has violated her neutrality in our favor in this way, 
and that after the war is over, or before, she will be amenable by 
their displeasure. To which one, pray? Not Spain, for we will 
settle up all questions with Spain ere we finish the war. Who 
then is to punish Hawaii? Germany or France? Does any sane 
man suppose that on such a pretense or for such a reason as this 
Germany or France would singly risk a war with the United 


States? 
é HAWAII IN NO DANGER FROM FOREIGN POWERS. 

Is there any man in our midst so ignorant of conditions to-day 
in Europe as to imagine Germany and France combining to chas- 
tise Hawaii and thereby provoking a war with the United States? 
Is Sedan forgotten? Is the capture and conquest of Alsace and 
Lorraine forgotten, or even forgiven? All this argument is based 
in the wildest and emptiest of chimeras and an utter ignorance of 
the relations, the jealousy, and the hates and rivalries of Euro- 

an States. In order to combine, nations must have a common 

terest. 
UNMERITED ASSAULTS ON THE SPEAKER REBUKED. 

The absence of any really valid arguments for annexation has 
driven its friends in other quarters than the House to violent and 
gross assaults upon those who differ with them. Individual gen- 
tlemen are bitterly and rancorously assailed because they decline 
to become partisansof this measure. They are even called traitors 
and disloyal. One of the most conspicuous victims of this species 
of assault is the Speaker of the House. Justly regarded as one of 
the ablest men of his y, its favorite repeatedly for one of the 
highest offices of our Government, the memory of his great serv- 
ices to his party and of his leadership has not availed to protect 
him in this House and his motives from being aspersed. d yet 
his only crime in the matter is that God haying given him an intel- 
lect to weigh public questions, he has refused to jump at the crack 
of somebody's = Iamnothis defender. He does not need my 
help. I mention the fact merely to show the utter lack of fairness 
and wisdom on the part of those most active in favor of annexa- 
tion, and their lack of fair and valid arguments. 

But this is not all. We are told, sir, that the sugar trust is 
making the opposition to Hawaiian annexation. Sir, I speak for 
a population both white and black who are en in the pro- 
duction of cane sugar. We have no cause to love the sugar trusts, 
They are our competitors in the market. We grow and refine 
American sugars under many disadvantages growing out of a 
3 and often unfair, inadequate revenue 7 on raw 
sugars. Thesugar trust reaches out its hand to Cuba, Demerara, 


Why, sir, this argument 


Hawaii, the East, South, and the West for cheap raw sugars. it 
wants them duty free, if possible, and if not 
cheap as possible. 

So, therefore, their interests and ours conflict. Does any man 
suppose that this trust which wants cheap sugars to refine from 


uty free, then as 


the West Indies, South America, and the East Indies would not 
welcome the introduction of cheap raw sugar from Hawaii? 
Their interest is all that way. I have not seen their hand in this 
fight, but if it does exert an influence it will be quietly and steadily 
exerted in favor of annexation, for by annexation the Hawaiian 
product would be only grist to their mill. 

It is suggested, I know, in the committee report that sugar 
would, in case of annexation, be refined on the Hawaiian Islands, 
and would come into competition with the refined sugar of the 
trust. Such an idea as this would not be entertained by anyone 
who had ever made a study of this subject. The refineries of 
the sugar trust, with their advantages of ample capital, skilled 
labor, established markets, and machinery of distribution, have 
nothing to fear from the petty, feeble competition of the Hawaiian 
refineries, There is no strife there. The sugar trust will get the 
raw sugars of Hawaii, if they want them at all, and will do the 
refining if it suits them to do so. 

Mr. SULZER, Will the gentleman from Louisiana allow me a 
question? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Seraing 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman if the repre- 
sentative of the sugar trust is not now in Washington doing every- 
thing he can to defeat the Hawaiian annexation? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, No representative of the sugar 
trust is in Washington, to my knowledge. If there be one here, I 
have not met or heard of him, 

Mr. GAINES. Who is the representative; what is his name? 

Mr. SULZER. Oxnard. 

Mr. GAINES. Where is his headquarters? 

Mr. SULZER. I do not know; but it is published in the paper, 
in the Public Intelligencer, that you have on your desk, and it says 
it will be a hard fight to pass it in the Senate. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I know that Mr. Oxnard, whom the 
gentleman names, is a representative of a large beet-sugar indus- 
try and establishment in Nebraska, and also that he is interested 
in a very large agricultural and industrial plant in the State of Loui- 
siana, which grows and manufactures cane sugar. Beyond that I 
know nothing of his connections or bearings. 

Mr. SULZER. Does that influence the Louisiana delegation? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. mare, | as far as I can for other 
members of the Louisiana delegation, I may safely say that they 
are influenced only so far as any member of the House can honor- 
ably be influenced by what he considers to be the interests of his 
constituents and the State he represents and spreking for myself, 
I would say that if the State of Louisiana did not grow a single 
stalk of sugar cane or prona one pound of sugar, I would still 
maintain the position [ do, because of the general principle in- 
volved in this resolution and the dangerous results that, in my 
sa eb would follow its enactment into law. 

. GAINES. Does the gentleman from New York mean to 
impute to me that because this paper was lying on my desk, which 
came in my morning mail, that my vote or position on this ques- 
tion was affected by it? 

Mr, SULZER. Notatall. Isay itis so charged in the paper, 
that the representative of the sugar trust is here and—— 

Mr. GAINES. If he is here trying to control legislation, he 
ought to be kicked out of town; and if he comes about me trying 
to control my vote, I will do it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DaLzELL). Does the gentle- 
man from Louisiana yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I can not, for my time is brief. 
Since the A from New York has injected the name of 
Mr. Oxnard into this debate, I want to say I know he is opposed 
to the annexation resolution as a representative of the beet-sugar 
growers of this country and because their interests would be se- 
riously and adversely affected. I believe always in fostering the 
industries of this country to the exclusion of those of other coun- 
tries, and any project which would injure the progress of our 
agricultural interests, be it in relation to sugar or any other, can 
not secure my advocacy. 

THE REAL FIGHT BETWEEN THE AMERICAN SUGAR FARMERS AND THE 

SUGAR TRUST. 

No, sir; the fight is not there. There is no fight between the 
sugar trust and the Hawaiian sugar planters, who are clamorous 
for obtaining annexation and the American market. The real 
fight is between the cane-sugar growers of Louisiana and the beet- 
sugar growers of Nebraska, California, Colorado, and other States, 
who are interested in preserving the present status of affairs on 
the one hand, and, on the other hand, the enormous aggregation 
of capital and skill known as the sugar trust, with their natural 
allies in Hawaii and other tropical countries, 

And right here puni me to read a protest which fortifies my 
position very clearly: 

In the name of the farmers of America we respectfully appeal to the honor- 
able Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


First. We solemnly protest against hasty consideration in Congress of the 
treaty of siumxation etl Hawaii. 
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Second. We most urgently request that this subject be treated with the 
deliberation its vital importance deserves, thus affording the people of the 
United States sufficient time to inform the honorable Congress of their 


Ws. 

Third. The farmers of this country oppose annexation. The sentiment 
among them against it is well-nigh unanimous. Their opposition is bi 
upon the highest patriotism and most disinterested motives—the national 
welfare, political justice. 

Fourth. In addition to these reasons for its defeat, the farmers recognize 
that annexation would seriously interfere with the otherwise promising de- 
velopment of our domestic beet-sugar and cane-sugar industry. Already the 
bare possibility of annexation has called a halt to numerous 9 
enterprises, which had promised a home market to farmers for a new an 
profitable Defeat annexation and you remove the last obstacle in the 
way of enabling American agriculture, capital, and labor to produce the 
$100,000,000 worth of as annually imported heretofore. . 

That the above truthfully and moderately expresses the earnest desires of 
the farmers of this nation will in due course be respectfully demonstrated to 
the complete satisfaction of the honorable Congress. 

Done fhis 13th day of December, in the year of our Lord 1897, and of the 
3 of the United States the one hundred and twenty-first, and in 
the first year of the era of our independence of foreign sugar. 

y submitted. 
THE AMERICAN SUGAR GROWERS’ SOCIETY. 
By its officers: 


R. M. ALLEN, 
President, Ames, Nebr. 
(Also president Nebraska Beet-Sugar Growers’ Association.) 
C. A. FARWELL, 
Vice-President, New Orleans, La. 
(Also president American Cane Growers’ Association of the United States.) 
HERBERT MYRICK, 
r oraes 1 ACE ect et, 
lent Orange Ju mpany, an r rican 
‘ of New York; Granas Judd Farmer, of Chicago, and the New Englan 
Homestead, of Springfield.) 


Secretary, Mi Bite Building Chicago, In 
SEAL. ‘ary, Mar in icago, T. 
t J "Y Statistician 8 udd vena) 


Why, sir, should Louisiana, why should the rising growth of 
the beet-sugar industry in this country, be sacrificedin order to 
swell the profits of a few planters in Hawaii? There are 500,000 

ple in Louisiana dependent on the su industry. The 
ARES are all blacks, 400,000 at least. You pretended to be 
their friends when you gave them suffrage. Now you give them 
a stone, and your heart goes out to a horde of Asiatics, Japanese, 
Chinese, and others working under contracts—a state of quasi 
slavery. The man and brother” must go to the wall while you 
cultivate your new friends and find fresh materials wherewith 
to construct the temple of freedom. 

Alas, sir, it is not a temple of freedom you seek to construct. 
You would not take Asiatics for that purpose. Your real scheme 
is to build an empire on the ruins of your old republic, of which 
you appear to be ashamed, and if you are to have an empire—a 
colonial system—you can not have a better start than a dependency 
composed of Asiatics and contract laborers. . 

I deny that you can have a colonial system, with inferior and 
mongrel races and mongrel governments, and standing armies to 
hold and defend them, without giving op your grand American 
system of free government with limited powers, State rights, 
local se ogi rea and individual freedom. This proposition 
is self-evident. It ales no argument and no elucidation. 

Take this first fa eres you can not recallit. Much of 
error we have corrected. Much that may hereafter be you can 
correct. But when this step shall be taken, you are irrevocably 
pledged to a system of colonies and empire. There are no foot- 
steps backward. You may have grandeur, Will you retain 
liberty? 

* WE SHOULD DEVELOP DEMOCRATIC PRINCIPLES. 

Is there nothing better? Is there nothing to point the aspira- 
tions of our people? I think thereis. I do not desire weakness 
asa people. I rejoice in our strength and growth. We are strong 
enough to pursue a grand and a glorious destiny. We can be 
easily the first power of the world if to ourselves only we be true. 
There are two things I would suggest, one a foreign policy, the 
other domestic. I have time only to glance briefly at both. In 
respect to our domestic policy, what is better to develop our hap- 

iness and liberty and growth than the cardinal policies of the 
mocratic party—a respect for the rights of the ple and the 
States, the union of the States, areverence for the Federal Consti- 
tution, an avoidance and hatred of class legislation, low taxation, 
no monopolies, no bounties to individuals or to classes, no effort to 
enrich any man at the mse of his neighbor; order, peace, and 
justice? The doctrines of Jefferson and the fathers, of the most 
eminent statesmen of the present generation, these will injure no 
man, but will benefit, bless, and advance the ublic. Under 
this system there is no limit to our growth; wecan then defy all our 
enemies; we can open a hope for all our people; we can eclipse the 
glories of any empire of the past or the present; wecan command 
peace and appal any country that would dare bea wrongdoer at our 
expense. In all this grand chart of progress there are no blood 
stains, no tears of orphan or widow, no standing armies, no doom 
for the poor or the humble man aspiring to earn his bread and live 
in the fear of God. 
Thus living and moving we shall have the respect of foreign 
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powers. We shall be strong and weshall not want for friends. We 
may not join in the vulgar scramble for foreign territory or par- 
take in the partition of Spain or Asia, but we are free to seek for- 
eign markets, and we may say to foreign nations frankly and firmly 
that we will not allow their schemes of conquest or ambition to 
shut us out from markets that are fairly ours. We may say that 
the vast and growing trade of China belongs as fairly to us as to 
other countries, and that while we do not covet one foot of her 
soil we will not allow ourselves to be excluded from its commerce. 
We may not fight to have colonies, dependencies, and subjects, 
but we may take a start for free access to markets that are ours 
fairly by our position and growth on the Pacific Ocean. In such 
a contest we shall have the cooperation of at least one great and 
powerful nation. We stand only for what is just and right. 

I shall not follow out this line of thought, but I submititasa 
counter project to the miserable game of grab and incorporation 
of Asiatics and Malays into a free representative republic, which, 
if it is to remain great and honored, free and happy, must be a 
white man’s government. I prefer the republican government of 
our fathers to this scheme of empire and of greed which is sought 
to be fastened on us by false pretense and appeals to our fears. I 
speak for the best and highest interests of the American people and 
not for speculators. I speak for the laboring poor; I speak only 
what all.the fathers of our freedom have told us to believe and 
act upon. I ask you solemnly to listen to their counsels and to 
follow their footsteps. [Applause. } 


RELATIONS OF THE ISLANDS TO THE UNITED STATES. 


The relations of these islands to the United States have been a 
topic of interest to our statesmen for over seventy years. We 
have had several treaties of Soy Bad with Hawaii, one of which 
is now in operation. We have had several treaties providing for 
annexation, one of which is now pending in the United States 
Senate. This treaty has been before the Senate a number of 
months and, report says, has been fully debated in executive ses- 
sion. It has not been confirmed, and it has not been finally re- 
jected. It is reported that its friends are afraid to bring the 
treaty to a vote for fear that it will be rejected. 

And thus, practically, the treaty project fails. That much, at 
least, we know, and now the friends of annexation have still an- 
other plan. It is to pass a joint resolution providing for annexa- 
tion. This question is now before us. It may seem to some like 
a small matter—the annexation of 6,000 or 7,000 square miles of 
territory in all; and so to some persons at the time of our Revolu- 
tion in 1775 a penny tax on tea seemed avery small matter; but it 
involved principles which led our fathers to combat the mightiest 
power in the world and evoked forces that will liveforever. And 
so to-day this annexation of 7,000 square miles of territory— 
these little islands of the far Pacific—involves policies and conse- 
quences which may change the whole character of our Govern- 
ment. The present war with Spain may be prosecuted to a glo- 
rious conclusion, glorious for our arms, and far more glorious for 
the cause of humanity, for which we have prosecuted the war; 
and yet it may be that by wise councils this war may be so ter- 
minated and closed as to involve no serious change in our Gov- 
ernment and general policy as a nation. But, sir, I apprehend 
that the annexation of Hawaii may involve consequences far more 
vast than the war with Spain. It will be anew departure. This 
fact can not be denied by any truthful and well-informed student 
of our history. We are treading on new and dangerous ground. 


OUR OWN PEOPLE'S INTEREST SHOULD BE THE PRIME CONSIDERATION. 


Mr. Speaker, I would not attempt to decry the ability of the ad- 
vocates of annexation in and out of Congress. They have been 
insistent, earnest, laborious, ingenious, plausible in presenting 
their case, and for the most part I concede freely their patriotism 
and honesty of purpose. Thereport of theaccomplished chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs is a proof of what [have said, 
and I regret to be compelled to differ from its conclusions. The 
advocates of annexation have made the most of their case, but not- 
withstanding their reports, arguments, and the great mass of an- 
nexation literature they have presented, their case can not stand 
the test of common sense and fair logic. Of course we must study 
the interests of our own le as a paramount object. If we an- 
nex Hawaii, it must be done not on merely sentimental reasons, 
because some four or five thousand Americans have gone there to 
reside and make money, but for the substantial reason that the 
step is necessary to the 70,000,000 of this country as a military or 
naval necessity, or is advantageous to us commercially, and will 
ma no corresponding evils. Don Quixote has no place in this 

usiness. 

I believe, sir, that this project would be very much weaker but 
for the suggestion put forth that this annexation is important to 
us right now in carrying on the war with Spain. It is also pre- 
tended that Hawaii, by allowing our war vessels to coal there, is 
incurring great danger from some European power. Therefore it 
is said we must annex her immediately. Both these propositions 
are flimsy pretenses. I deny them both. From what European 
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so, but she has not a single 
in the Pacific Ocean or even in 
is not nee sh ee one ship to send to the 


Asiatic wa 
eg ‘sae Islands. Our own fleet is in possession at Manila. Will 
any European power venture to affront the United States by at- 
tacks upon Hawaii for alleged violation of neutrality? Of course 
that would involve a war with this country just as surely as if 
Hawaii were already formally annexed to us. Is Germany or 
France hunting for a quarrel with us? There is no sign of it— 
none whatever. 
NOT NEEDED FOR NAVAL OPERATIONS. 

But how does Hawaii help our naval operations in the Philippine 
Islands? How is she necessary to our success? Commodore Dewey 
did his work without help from Hawaii or any foreign power. Itis 
true that we are sending him reenforcements of troops and sup- 
plies. There may be some little convenience in our ships stopping 
at Hawaii for additional coal, but this is really not necessary. 
The ships and the troops would go to Dewey just as surely as if 
the islands did not exist. Commercial instincts will secure him 


ters. 


Dewey is a mere matter of time and administration. Soon it will 


y the city a anita and the Island of Luzon and capture 
spanish forces long before an annexation resolution can pass 


the two Houses of Congress, 

The capture of Manila and the destruction of the of e fleet 
was a glorious feat of arms, and we are all proud and glad of it; 
but if these Philippine Islands had not been assailed by Commo- 
dore Dewey our operations in the Antilles would have gone on all 
the same. It is there that conclusions are to be y tried be- 
tween the United States and Spain. The conquest of Cuba and 
Puerto Rico by our arms is essential. Hawaii is wholly unessen- 
tial to our operations in the Atlantic or in the Pacific. I repeat, 
sir, that Hawaiian annexation has qhepa j to đo with the case. 
The schemeof annexation was started long, long ago and defended 
for reasons and from motives which have nothing to do with our 
present war with Spain. Sir, I against any attempt to 
use and pervert the patriotic feeli of our people at this time 
and their desire to free Cuba into an argument for annexing the 
Hawaiian Islands. If it be true, as some friends of annexation 
pretend, that Japan and this or that European nation have fixed 
& greedy eye upon these islands, then this step of annexation, if it 
had any effect at all, would only tend to array new enemies 
against us. [Applause.] 

GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT OF OUR COUNTRY A SOURCE OF PRIDE. 

Sir, I take pride in the and development of this country. 
I take pride in the fact that we have made great acquisitions of 
territory and that Democratic Administrations and Southern 
statesmen have had the leading in promoting them. Well do 
I recall the fact that Thomas Jefferson, a Democratic President, 
acquired the vast Louisiana Territory, out of which many States, 
including my own State, have been carved and grown intosplendid 
communities. I remember also that New England, which now 
seems to favor Hawaiian annexation, was largely hostile to the 
acquisition of Louisiana, and that some of her cians threat- 
ened disunion on that on as a mode of resistance. The 
alternative to the Democratic policy of that day was the barrier 
of a great European colony, a new or a m of Eng- 
land in as an obstacle to our frontier progress and to the 
freedom of the veterans, ee I remember in our history the 
expedition of Lewis an ke, which secured our title to Oregon. 

remember the acquisition of Florida, the acquisition of Texas, 
California, New Mexico—all the work of Democratic Administra- 
tions. I can not pause to dwell upon the effects and consequences 
of these grand acquisitions of territory upon our national growth 
and present rank as one of the great powers of the world. But, 
sir, these acquisitions were promoted by wise statesmen, who 
could e cost and consequences. It was not the mere vul- 
gar love of conquest. Look through all these grand acquisitions 
of territory, so potent as steps in our history and progress, and 
you find two attendant facts perhaps I ought to say principles. 
One was that the territory was coterminous with ourown. An- 
other fact was that the existing population was so small that it 
would be an easy matter to fill these territories up with our own 
people. Westward the star of empire took its way.” As the 
American people pushed forward their emigration the savage 
gave way; they carried men of their own blood and race, their 
own insti 


occu 
the 


i itutions, the schoolhouse, the church, the free press, the 
trial by jury, representative government—all the muniments of 


y. 

The tion of the Louisiana Territory gave us homes for 
our pov g people, and ultimately communities as States 
well fi to enter our system of States, fitted to augment, ex- 

„pand, and strengthen the Union. These States have not proved 


i i berty-lo 3 

2 tongue. They i 61300 oe ake 

thirteen States and like the people who have populated the North- 

west Territory given by Me og to the Union. It is barely nec- 

—̃ — facts, for all in my hearing are 
with them. 


Ihave spoken of one exception. There was just one acquisition 
made bya statesman, and an able man, Mr. Seward, which rests on 
different is far less to be said for the acquisition 


| of Alaska than any other of our Democratic acquisitions. The 


country, indeed, is It cost us only $7,000,000; but while we 
are not burdened there with a large alien popan; it has no soil 
fitted for agricultureorfor homes. Itmay have some advantages 
besides a precarious seal industry and a gold production; but it is 
not coterminous and it adds nothing to the strength of the Re- 
public. It is doubtful whether Mr. Seward would ever have 
entertained the project at all but for the idea that some day the 
Dominion of would enter our Union and that it might be 
well to have Alaska for a ical effect upon the map. The 
acquisition may be more beneficial in the future, but as it is not 
coterminous it would be a source of weakness but for the grow- 
ing good feeling between Great Britain and the United States. 


THE TRUE LINE OF STATESMANSHIP. 


I think that Iought here to recall the fact that at the time when 
Mexico lay at our mercy, when in 1848 we could have taken that 
whole country, and some of our politicians actually proposed to do 

short at the true line of statesmanship., Our 
and admirable wisdom of moderation. 


i 5 capable of being filled up b 
Americans, 5 ve been. They were easily assimi flated to 
oe oe ifornia ially. How wise this policy has 
proved! We left to Mexico all those portions of her country 
MODERATION AND JUSTICE SHOULD DOMINATE. 

We did not seek to incorporate them. A small strip, compara- 
tively unsettled, known later as the “‘Gadsden purchase,” was 
acquired su e eee i e ede geen fe. 
tion of the Pacific railway. But we took in no element of 
ulation speaking a different and cheri essentially 
erent institutions from our own. I admire this moderation, 
this spirit of justice and statesmanship that dominated in that 
hour. The ublic of Mexico has greatresources. After many 
trials and sad hours I rejoice to think that she is rapidly pro- 
gressing and is happily prosperous under the conduct of a great 


and wonderful man, who deserves to rank among the foremost 
statesmen of the day and as a benefactor to a e who are our 
neighbors and friends. With them we have and growin 


trade relations from which both countries are deriving profit, an 
which in the future will yield untold and only hali i 

benefits to both nations. ill any man be so foolish or wicked 
as to assert that it would be better to have incorporated Mexico as 


a province or a dependency? 

is hasty review of the and I make it briefly because it 
is only necessary to allude to it, throws a broad light upon our 
present situation and our duty at this time. The present propo- 


sition is different from any we have ever had in the Even 
the case of Mexico in 1848 was widely different. Mexico was not 
eee Her productions and resources were very 
great. Her future was beyond question. She was capable of sup - 
1 2 product of sugar. She was then and is now 
capable of sup the whole world with coffee of a quality 
ual to the best. Her capacities of production and her varieties 
soil and climate in many respects made her afar more desirable 
isition than Hawaii, even if Hawaii were equally near and 

an equal area, Mexico is a hundredfold richer. 

HAWAII'S LIMITED DOMAIN. 

of 


But, leaving out the case of Mexico, compare the acquisition 
Hawaii with the territorial eae os Se eee Compare 
DORS TE ds, of grand areas of iries, 
and forests of unoccupied lands with the pitiful area and meager 
5 these little islands, thrown up by some volcanic 
action in the Pacific Ocean. Seven thousand square miles all told, 
surrounded by water and 2,200 miles away! country hardly a 
fifth the size of Ohio, Jenni mountainous and itable, 
ee ee lands, no opportunities for homes 
for our people, and already filled up full and ing over and 
with Kanakas and Asiatics. Am I wrong as to this? 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5987 


the reportof the Committee on Foreign Affairs the following facts 
and figures: 


The census of 1896 shows the population to be 100,020. 
= diferent nationali i 


In round numbers the ties are represented as follows: 
Native Hawalians 81,000 
„ 24,400 
— 15, 100 
Chinese .... .... oop en 21, 600 
T 8,400 
The percentage of Americans and by birth or descent 


is here stated at 22, but this war oe the Kormun. I can ae 
regard these as homogeneous. e European po on are no’ 
united, small as they are, but are discordant, and only 3,000 out of 
78,000 of those of foreign parentage or descent are Americans, 
The great bulk are Asiatics; yet Americans have had ample op- 
portunities to settle there. They have not been interfered with 
nor oppressed. Why are there so few of them in Hawaii? Ican 
only suppose that the Americans do not care to go there for lack 
of the opportunities that they have in their own country. The 
islands seem to attract the overcrowded ulations of Asia, the 
class of people who can live and work in a hot climate for a few 
cents a day and in a low scale of life. g 

What are we to do with these Asiatics or with the Portuguese? 
You can not well ship them back to their own countries. Are 
you going to shut down on all Japanese immigration, or are you 

ing to throw over them all the ægis of American citizenship? 

50 you propose to admit as a State a country with an over- 
5 proportion of Asiatics and Polynesians and only 3 per 
cent of Americans? Do you propose to shut Hawaii out as a 
State of the Union and keep her asa dependency? What advan- 
tage are you to derive from assuming this burden? With every 
advantage to be derived from reciprocity treaties the total esti- 
mated area of land under cane cultivation is only 67,849 acres. 
The sugar exports have reached 292,083,589 pounds. But for the 
right to export sugar freely and duty free to the United States, 
and the American duties on all other foreign sugar—a great boom 
for somebody's benefit and a great loss to our own revenue—these 
islands would have to face a far different state of affairs. 

A COLONIAL SYSTEM INCONSISTENT WITH OUR GOVERNMENTAL SYSTEM. 

Disguise it as you may by ingenious phrases or specious pleas of 
military necessity, we are co ted with the grave question, 
Shall we enter u a colonial system such as that of England, 
such as that which has been the curse and disgrace of Spain, such 
as that which burdens France and threatens to involve Germany 
and Italy in war with other powers—I might say a system that 
threatens to involve all Europe in war? Under this seeking out 
for colonies Africa has been partitioned, divided op and now these 
great countries are quarreling over the spoils. ith monarchical 

overnments or governments only nominally republican, butreally 
Sao or monarchical, this system of colonies, however burden- 
some, however tending to conflicts, may be pursued without a 
shock to their of government. 

= 3 = case 05 i ats Sonina system is 1 
on the right of the people—all the people to participate in the 
Government. If we annex Hawaii, we must soon admit the 
country as a State of the Union, with only 3 per cent of the popu- 
lation Americans, or we must keep the islands as a dependency— 
a sort of proconsulate where we can maintain rich men’s sons in 


hearts. They do not propose to L] i 
the equals in political power with New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Illinois, No! The plan is to have and keep Hawaii as a colony 
or dependency. 

NO CONCEALMENTS SHOULD BE MADE. 


Now, sir, if this be the design, let it be frankly and honorably 
avowed. Let us have no fraud or deception practiced upon the 
people. Let all be plain sailing. If weare to change our entire 
system and paer as aconfederated republic and goin for a grand, 
colonial, and imperial system, let the issue be fairly eee 
Let the people see what they are to give up and what they are to 
gain by it. Above all, let us consider that it is the first step that 
costs. We ean not stop with these petty islands of Hawaii. To 
do so would be a national humiliation. If we are to run a race 
for the acquisition of colonies with the European governments— 
for colonies with a population alien in race, langu religion, 
everything—let us not do things on a small scale, e must not 
fail behind Italy, France, Germany, countries inferior to us in 
wealth and pulation. Sir, I warn you that you can not ever 
enter on such a policy as this and stop short at Hawaii. You can 
not stop. Still less can you go backward in your tracks. 

I haye made no reference to the great Government of Russia. 
Ambitious as her rulers may be, ready and anxious for acquisi- 


tions, and a great military power as she is, Russia seeks only con- ` 


tignous acquisitions countries adjoining her own. These she 
conquers or annexes, populates them, if there be room, and at any 
rate puree them by a strong hand. She seems to have a won- 
derful faculty in assimilating foreign countries that she conquers, 
as remarkable, indeed, as the Roman Empire of old, and so far 


79 | there is no sign of decay. But Russia is a monarchy—a grand 


Empire with a gigantic army. Her system of government is not 
a representative onelike ours. She bas no free institutions. But 
with all this she acquires no colonies. The only colony she ever 
had—I mean Alaska—she sold to this country long ago. It wasa 
wise act for her to do. 

ABANDONMENT OF OLD SYSTEM UNWISE. 

So the question presses on us, Shall we abandon our old system 
and adopt the colonial system, with all its consequences? Isita 
necessity for us at this time? Is it wise? Is it calculated to pro- 
mote liberty and free institutions, or does it tend to consolidation 
and empire? Would an empire, great though it might be, prove 
better for our people than the free institutions which have made 
us the first of the nations in wealth and progress? 

If this question can be fairly put and considered by the Ameri- 
can e, I shall not fear the response. I admit that men's 
minds are disturbed by the excitement of the war with Spain, but 
there is reason and method enough left to guide our le to a 
safe conclusion, We can carry on a war with Spain, I hope, with 
success and yet not surrender our system of free government. 


NO OTHER POWER WILL INTERFERE. 


One of the arguments usually urged in favor of annexing Ha- 
waii is that if we do not take these islands at once, some other 
power will doso. There is no warrant for this assertion, There 
is no pore on the globe that does not know that the Hawaiian 
Islands are forbidden fruit. They know that this country would 
not permit it. They each and know that there is nothing in 
these islands to com te the cost of a war with the United 
e 1 if it sho mod be 8 ul, There mop oar st = 
periods in the remote wW. uropean powers have interfer 
with the independence of the Hawaiian Islands, but that time has 
long since gone by. The European powers now fully recognize 
the fact that the United States would regard this as a hostile act. 
They have had ample notice. Their position is apparent in the 
documents of this report. It is summed up well at page 81 by 
Lord Palmerston, speaking nearly half a century ago. He said 
that the British Government desired the Hawaiian people to pre- 
serve national independence. If they were unable to do so, ho 
recommended receiving a protectorate government under the 
United States or by becoming an integral part of that nation.” 

This attitude of England has been tedly and most frankly 
stated. The paramount influence of the United States and her 
moral right to control the destinies of the islands has been 3 

It is a fixed policy and will not be varied by England. 
No other pudr, pegi pindar has proposed a different policy. Japan 
disavows any i annexation. Her interests are those of peace 
with this country. Japan and the United States have in common 
a great paramount interest in Asia in enlarged trade and free in- 
tercourse for all nations. Japan is not going to quarrel with the 
United States or to pursue an aggressive y in respect to Ha- 
waii. In aword, the United States are free in respect to Hawaii 
from all foreign complications. This effort to provoke our people 
to resentment of fancied wrongs, and then to annexation, in order 
to show what we can do if we will, has no adequate foundation or 
justification. It is a mere trick in the e of men who have a 
profit to make by annexation. It is a cheap, transparent device, 
and should notinfluence us for a single moment. 

I come now to the point that those islands may be made the 
basis of an attack upon the Pacific coast. We have already a 
right to establish a coaling station at Pearl Harbor. We have not 
improved upon our right which exists by and under our reciproc- 
ity treaty with Hawaii. Of course we can improve this harbor at 
eee sae arb dee e we desire to do so. I admit the 
advantage of coaling stations at Hawaii, at the Philippine Islands, 
and on the Asiatic coast. We ought to seek such a concession 
from China, and probably it could be readily obtained. China 
has made such concessions to less friendly nations than our own, 
But the fact stands that up to this time nothing has been done. 

Mr. Speaker, I question the assertion that any power can make 
the Hawaiian Islands with success a base of hostile operations 
against our Western coast. England does not need it for this pur- 
2 She has her own base at Esquimalt. She has British Co- 

umbiaand Vancouver Island. The other countries are so remote 
from our Pacific shores that it seems to me idle to suppose that 
France, Germany, Russia, or Japan can direct naval or military 
operations against our Western coast. Gentlemen who make this 
argument appear to me to forget that our Navy is being rapidly 
developed and that the Pacific coast States are about to become 
the dominant force on the Pacific coast. That they can be success- 
fully assailed by any other power than Great Britain seems in the 
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highest degree improbable. Of course if England has the power 
to strike us, we have the power to strike back. We can strike at 
her by land and water. Ido not fear such a conflict, and Iam 
glad to believe that such a conflict is not likely to occur. With 
the growing friendship and community of interests of the two 
nations there remains only a soap! of commerce and of friendly 
offices, I recognize the necessity of building up a strong navy on 
the Pacific coast, one worthy of the country and able to defend our 
interests; but this does not require the annexation of Hawaii. 
Indeed, it renders annexation a matter of wholly secondary and 
minor importance, 

Sir, I object to any policy of alarm and sensation. We are 
growing faster than any country in the world in wealth and pop- 
ulation. Shall we lose our heads and our even balance because 
we are involved in a brief war with a weak power that is bank- 
rupt and has only one-fourth of our population? This subject of 
annexation presents wholly different considerations and has noth- 
ing properly to do with the Spanish war. : 

f P already consumed more time than I had designed, but 
without going into detail or ancient history I have endeavored to 
present fairly some of the issues involved in the issue of annexa- 
tion. I have not dwelt upon the commercial aspects of the ques- 
tion. We have a commerce with Hawaii which, while not large, 
is valuable. But these islands produce nothing of importance 
that we can not produce at home. Their chief poue is sugar. 
With cheap Asiatic or contract labor these islands are able to pro- 
ducea oon deal of sugar, and this entered free in our ports reduces 
our revenues and creates a formidable competition to the growing 
beet industry on the Pacific coast. This, sir, ought not to be. 
With an adequate and steady duty on sugar, we can produce 
from the cane and the beet all the sugar this country can require. 
The question to be considered is, Shall these great and growing 
industries of our own people be broken down in order to swell the 
profits of adventurers anå speculators? 

If this one factor were removed from the problem, I am confi- 
dent that we should hear much less of annexation than we have 
done for some years past. The fever for annexation is not pure 
sentiment. ItisnotaPlatoniclove. Itmeans settlements, money 
for a certain class of interests, and is essentially a mariage de 
convenance. It has pressed and maintained the reciprocity 
treaty. There is mischief enough in that arrangement without 
adopting a colonial and imperial system which is to change the 
whole spirit and principle of our American representative Gov- 
ernment. 1 lause.] 

Mr. HITT. I now yield to the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Capron]. 


[Mr. CAPRON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HITT. I yield now to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RIDGELY], 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to say a great deal 
upon this question. To my mind there has been too much dwell- 
ingon technicalities and its minor features. The whole question, 
as I see it, resolves itself into this proposition: Can we reasonably 
expect this little Republic to maintain itself as an independent 
and friendly Government? If not, in whose hands shall it fall? 
Upon my best investigation and judgment we can not e t, and 
I do not believe it possible for these islands to maintain them- 
selves as an independent Government for any considerable length 
of time under present and threatening conditions. Therefore we 
are forced to take our choice as to whether we will accept their 
voluntary offer to become a part of the United States, or shall we 
reject them and leave them to drift into the hands of some foreign 
government? : ù 

Upon that question I do not hesitate to say that in my judg- 
ment the wisest and best ihing for this Government to do is to 
accept the annexation of the islands. Sofar as the argument and 
fear of danger from their population of Asiatic pauper and con- 
tract labor is concerned, I have looked carefully into the statis- 
tics and possibilities and have no fears of this danger assuming 
proportions that will in any degree trouble us. In fact, I am not 
one of those who subscribe to the idea that the very small popu- 
lation of these islands is in any way a menace to us. If we have 
reason to fear any nation or peop e, it is not from the govern- 
ments who pay their labor the least wages for what they produce. 
The weak nations and people all around the globe are the ones 
who are oppressing their laborers with the payment of the lowest 
part of what the laborers produce—that is, the lowest wages—and 
the strongest nations, commercial and political, are the ones that 
pay the nearest to the full product or value of the product to their 
producing classes. 

This movement, so far as it affects labor, is a process of leveling 
upward and not downward. Therefore I have no fear whatever 
as to the influx into our markets of cheap labor or the products of 
these islands. By a treaty which has been in operation for a great 
many years we are 1 1 their entire product of sugar 
free. Having stimulated their production of sugar to the highest 


possible point, we find that the total is insignificant compared with 
the annual consumption and importation into this country. To 
continue this trade by annexation will, in my judgment, be no 
great menace to the plas of sugar in this country. 

I have considered this question fully and carefully. I well un- 
derstand it is in no sense a politicalissue. I find that gentlemen 
of the Republican party on my right are dividing on this question 
and propose to vote in accordance with their personal convictions, 
I find also gentlemen on this side, able gentlemen, taking opposite 
positions. We understand that this is no partisan issue; and it 
should not be. 

Each member on this floor must take upon himself the responsi- 
bility of voting his honest judgment as to what is best for our 
Government and for the interests of all. The record of this vote 
will show that the question has been viewed in this light; and I 
believe that when we come to vote to-day, this proposition will be 
carried by two-thirds of the voting strength on this floor; and I 
hope that in a few days it will receive the sanction of the other 
branch of Congress, so that this old Hawaiian question may be 
finally settled and settled right, as I believe it will be. 

Mr. Speaker, for more than fifty years this Hawaiian question, 
the control of these islands by our Government, has been one 
of continual discussion. Ido not regard the annexation of this 
little speck of land, with its limited possible population and prod- 
ucts, as in any way, either in spirit or fact, a violation of our 
well-established policy, known as the Monroe doctrine.” To the 
contrary, it would be a greater violation of this policy and our 
national practice to refuse these islands at this time. While it is 
true they are some 2,000 miles west of our Pacific shores, they are 
the first land, and nearer to us by half than they are to the Orien- 
tal continent beyond. We need their friendly relation and use, 
not alone for national defense in times of war, but as a friendly 
commercial port in times of peace. In my judgment, the only 
way to make certain of both these advantages is to wisely accept 
their friendly tender at this time. 

We may propery ask ourselves why this at present independent 
Republic should, by its governmental action, seek to surrender 
its independence to us. had the pleasure last winter of an ex- 
tended interview with a Mr. Thurston, a highly educated native 
of these islands, to whom I addressed the above question. His 
answer was that up to que recently the friends of their Republic 
and those who had established it had cherished the hope of main- 
taining themselyes as an independent government. Henco had 
opposed all suggestions of becoming a part of any other nation; 
but against their wishes they have come of late to see and fully 
believe that it will be utterly impossible to maintain their inde- 
pendence, in view of their limited population and resources. 

Their geographic position and isolation make them the coveted 
port by all nations seeking to enlarge their commerce upon the 

acific Ocean. Their limited population will ever make it an easy 
matter for any strong mercenary interest to secure, at least for a 
time, control of the machinery of their Government in order to 
obtain special commercial privileges; and for the same reasons in 
turn would be sought and overcome by rival and still stronger 
commercial interests. 

Thus their Goyernment will be ever subject to frequent revolu- 
tions, which would inevitably so weaken them as to compel their 
surrender to some stronger government. Seeing this, their judg- 
ment has Jed them to their present decision, that it will be better 
to voluntary choose, while they can, the government to whom 
they shall te annexed. Hence they offer to become a part of our 
Government. Fortunately for them as well as ourselves, it is, if 
possible, more to our interest than to theirs that we should accept 
them. And, in my judgment, we can not do so too soon. 

Considered entirely independent of the present war, we know 
that our people are anxiously pressing for increased commercial 
exchanges with the outside world; and in accordance with a well- 
known law, we naturally look to the west. Civilization has ever 
moved westward, and we have every reason to believe that it will 
ever so continue. True, as we leap across the boundless Pacific, 
we find ourselves treading pon the heels of the old and dying 
civilization of the Orient. But who shall say that because wo 
find their condition so far below that to which we have attained 
in our evolutions and revolution around the earth, for this reason 
we should refuse to cultivate conditions of friendly commerce? 

To establish commerce with the Orient does not mean that we 
shall engage in political conquests; to the contrary, nations have 
long since learned the better way of respecting each other's po- 
litical rights and powers, while 1 treaties and mutual 
interests we build up our commer exchanges, leaving political 
evolutions to be effected by the elevating influences which are the 
inevitable result of accelerated commerce and the higher intelli- 
gence which it ever produces. 

We need not, nor do I believe we will, enter into a political con- 
quest of force, but, to the contrary, our higher civilization will be 
carried across the Pacific by the white an ful wings of our 
rapidly increasing commerce with the mighty hordes with whom 
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we shall trade on terms of peace, giving and receiving benefits, 
using as we will the Sandwich Islands as the great eross- 
roads” where our mighty commerce shall meet in our own waters 
for the oe of making the necessary exchanges between all 
ints of the compass and from every shore and clime. This is 
ut a brief and homely picture of what I see involved in this ques- 
tion of annexation. 

Now, a few figures as to the population and resources of these 
islands, and I will have finished. First, however, answering 
those who fear this step will involve us in foreign complications; 
to the contrary, I believe annexation is the only possible way open 
to us to protect ourselves against foreign complications. Now, to 
the population. Our able Committee on Foreign Affairs in their 
report state as follows: 


While the character of the comparatively small population of the Hawaiian 
Commonwealth is a minor consideration as compared with the transcendent 
importance of the possession of that strategic point in the Pacific, it may be 

efly considered: It is a mixed population. 24,407 Japanese and 21.516 
Chinese, or ther 3 one-half of the entire 109,020 on the island, but 
after annexation the Asiatic element would be reduced; the contract sys- 
tem would be terminated, and United States restriction laws as to immigra- 
tion would be applied; the Hawaiian penal code (paragraph 1571) would 

ually send the Chinese laborers. This annexation joint resolution 
orbids further Chinese immigration, and under it those now in Hawaii can 
not come to other parts of the United States. 

Our recent treaty with Japan, to go into effect next year, enables the 
United States to regulate the immigration of Japanese laborers. The sup- 
ply being cut off, the number of Asiatics remaining in Hawaii would be very 
rapidly reduced by natural causes, which are plainly shown by the move- 
ments of the Asiatic population in past years; for since 1893, though the flood 
of Japanese coming in has been strong, the departures each year have been 
half as many as the arrivals. Like the Chinese, when they have accumulated 
a moderate competence, the craving for home takes them back. The enor- 
mous excess of men coming shows on its face that they do not come to Hawaii 
to establish homes. The Hawaiian laws exclude them from homestead rights. 

These constant and powerful causes 3 if annexation were carried 
out the Asiatic proportion of 8 ion would rapidly diminish. There 
is a large element of what are called Portuguese—15,191—but of these, who 
are a quiet, laborious population over 7,000 haye been born there, educated 
in the public schools, and speak English as readily as the average American 
child. They are a useful, orderly people, and rapidly assimilate the Ameri- 
can ideas and institutions which now prevail in the elande. 

The British element, 2,250, the German, 1,432, and others of European ori- 
gin, probably 1,000, are elements with which we are ectly familiar in our 
own country, which readily sympathize and blend with our own peonia: 
They will naturally adhere and cooperate as against Asiatic influence. The 
native Haw race is decreasing from year to year by some mysterious 
law which has been in operation fora century. It is reasonable to su 1 — 
that within ten years af ter annexation the inconsiderable population of these 
islands will not differ widely in character from that of many parts of the 
United States. 

This truthful statement by our committee, FS wr pa clearly 
shows that all this alarm about our nation being flooded with hordes 
of Asiatic people, who these alarmists claim must be taken in with 
these islands, is ey ee in fact as to their present 
population, and when we have taken political control we will at 
once apply our national policy by shutting the gates against a 
further influx of the Asiatic races. 

For the benefit of our sugar producers, of both cane and beets, 
I will read what our committee report about the sugar product 
and its possibilities: 

The only way in which Hawaiian su can injure beet sugar is by bein 

oduced in such quantities as to 1 the bast product of the Dnited 

tates, or by cutting the price so as to lower the of beet sugar to its 

ucers. 

* Hawaii can never produce enough sugar to supplant the beet or any other 
sugar in the United States The sugar consumption of the United States 
was approximately 2,000,000 tons 3 1896, w consumption is rapidly 
inc ng year by 5 During 189 Hawaii produced a little over 20. 
tons, or 5 ly one-tenth of the consumption of the United States. 
This is the highest o tout ever made by Hawaii, and is the best it has been 
able to do after twenty years of encouragement under the reciprocity treaty 
with the United States. 

All of the natural cane lands of Hawaii are already under cultivation. 

The only remaining lands which can possibly be cultivated with sugar 
cane are those now dry and barren, which can only be cultivated by artificial 
irrigation, by pumping water to an elevation of from 150 to 600 feet. It 
withont saying that suchirrigation must be limited in area and problemat- 


ical in profits. 

As to Hawaiian sngar cutting the price, sugar is a world product, and its 
ce is determined the world's price, which is fixed in New York and 
ndon, If the Hawaiian crop were cut off entirely, or doubled, it would not 

raise or lower the price of sugar in the United States one mill. It is sometimes 

suggested that Hawaiian sugar may more than equal the consumption of the 

Pacific coast, and that Hawaiian planters would lower their price rather than 

send it to New York. The reply to this is that the Pacific coast's consump- 

tion is only about 75,000 tons per annum, and long ago the Hawaiian product 
far ex this. About one-third of the Haw: 7 for 1896-97 was 

— w Now York, and probably more than one-half of the crop of 1897-98 will 
sent there. 

Again, the Hawaiian cane sugar planters suffer under many disadvantages 
which the beet-sugar producers do not. It takes from eighteen to twenty. 
two months to grow a crop of sugar cane in Hawaii, during the entire period 
of which it must be irrigated on most of the plantations every week or two. 
It takes the beet-su planter only about six months to make a crop. 

The cane-sugar planter has to emp!oy his laborers all the year round; the 
beet-sugar planter discharges his latorers when the crop is made. 

The cane-sugar planter of Hawaii pays now somewhat less wages per 
month than does the beet-sugar planter, although not as much less as is gen- 
erally su d, the ave: laborer in Hawaii 


Taken all in all, the cane-sugar planter of Hawaii stands on no more favor- 


able basis than does the ae 3 of the United States, and there is 
no reason why their interests should clash mf more than do the interests of 
the corn planter of Kansas clash with those of the corn planter of Nebraska. 


This clear and complete statement by our committee at once 
proves that all this alarm about ruining our sugar industry, like 
every other argument by those opposing annexation, falls as a 
mere pigmy, and especially when we know that for many years 
the sugar product of these islands has been admitted to our mar- 
kets absolutely free from all duty. And in the face of this little 
supply of Hawaiian sugar, our beet-sugar industry has had its 
birth and grown to its present proportions. Hence there is abso- 
lutely no danger to our sugar industry involved in this proposi- 
tion. 

Viewed from whatever standpoint, to my mind, every reason 
and every condition lead me to the irresistible conclusion that 
wisdom demands the annexation of these islands without further 
delay. Therefore I shall vote for this resolution. [Applause.] 


[Mr. MITCHELL addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Bad A I yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
UDD]. 


[Mr. MUDD addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HITT. Iyield to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
KNOWLES]. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted to me 
I shall not attempt to enter upon a discussion of the resolution 
under consideration, I simply desire to express to the House the 
effects upon me of the discussion of this question, to which I have 
listened with interest and attention. 

Previous to the war with Spain, I was opposed to the annexa- 
tion of Hawaii. Ihad conceived reasons and arguments sufficient 
to form such conclusion. I had made up my mind that its acqui- 
sition, instead of being a source of strength, would be an element 
of weakness, necessitating large expenditures in fortifying and 
defending it, and dividing our Navy between its defense and that 
of our own coast. 

How completely 5 and conclusions drawn from a pre- 
conceived theory are knocked out by actual experience has been 
well illustrated in this case. It is true that our war with Spain 
in the Pacitic Ocean has been entirely a one-sided affair. But let 
us for a moment suppose our country at war with England, Ger- 
many, France, Russia, or even Japan, all of whom have powerful 
fleets in the Orient. Then would Hawaii become an element of 
strength or weakness to the nation which possessed it. 

No fleet can sail from the Orient and attack our coast without 
coaling. Hawaii offers the only 8 point for a coaling sta- 
tion in the Pacific Ocean. It is the outpost to our coast, and is as 
necessary to our defense as is the picket line of an army. 

I had been much influenced in my opposition to this measure 
by the very able argument of a distinguished Senator from my 
own State, for whose wisdom, judgment, and integrity I have the 
very highest regard. But when it comes to the final vote on this 
question, I must act for myself in view of all the circumstances 
and conditions, and I state frankly to you that, in view of those 
conditions as I understand them, I must vote for this resolution, 

I have arrived at this conclusion against my prejudice and al- 
most against my will. Ina recent communication to my news- 
paper l 3 doubt in the matter, and stated that I hoped to 
receive additional light from this discussion, and, as I can now 
see, hoped that light would confirm me in my opposition to the 
measure. But so far from this being the case, the more I have 
heard from the opponents of this resolution the more have I be- 
come convinced of the inherent weakness of their case until I have 
arrived at the conclusion just expressed. Every single argument 
thus far produced against this measure can be found in substance in 
the Congressional Globe and RECORD against every acquisition of 
territory from the Louisiana purchase to the annexation of Alaska. 
All the dire calamities predicted in this case were predicted of 
those. And what one of all those acquisitions of territory would 
we rescind or give back to-day? 

Mr. Speaker, in the evolution of society it seems natural that 
any step forward is dreaded by a certain conservative class. I find 
no fault with this spirit of conservatism. It seems useful in pre- 
serving much that is best in human society. But, on the other 
hand, it has ever been a clog upon the wheels of all human prog- 
ress. It is this spirit which would stand in the way of the glori- 
ous future and ultimate destiny of this Republic. It is this spirit 
of conservatism which would build a Chinese wall around our 
country and prevent the spread of the example and benefits of 
free institutions. It is this spirit which seeks to oppose progress 
in our own methods of government, teaching our people that the 
systems, constitutions, and laws enacted in the days of stage- 
coaches and wooden plows are 1 fit, and proper to-day. 

I for one do not believe it. 1 believe there is room for im- 
provement in our governmental machinery, as there has been in 
our industrial machinery, and I would extend these blessings as 
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far and as fast as peaceable means will permit to all the nations 


of the earth. [Applause.] _ 

Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, in ae A at a judgment regard- 
ing the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands I was not hampered by 
any previously formed or expressed opinion concerning thesubject, 
and herefore was able to give the matter a conscientious, careful, 
and unprejudiced examination. Ihave been affected in reaching a 
conclusion, first, by what appears to be the sentiment of the Ameri- 
can people. Ihave great confidence in their good judgment, and 
itis justified by the manner in which they haye met the various 
crises 5 the Republic has passed and the manner in 
which they have shown themselves competent to deal with the 
most complex questions. 

A notable illustration of this we had in the last campaign. 
They sat in their meetings and at the fireside, and even in the 
shops and stores, and carefully delved into the complicated ques- 
tion presented, and, in my judgment, the verdict which they 
finally rendered was well ripened, mature, and wise. They area 
courageous, but a conservative people. They have all due respect 
for the traditions of the fathers, and yet have a well-founded con- 
fidence in their ability to meet the problems of the future, which 
are for them, and not for those departed, to solve. I have ample 
evidence collected during the last few weeks that the great ma- 
jority of the American people are in favor of the annexation of 
these islands in the Pacific Ocean. In the next place, so far as 
the advantages of annexation are concerned as a strategic, mili- 
tary, and naval base, I have yielded to the sage of the ex- 
. perts of the Army and the Navy of the United States, and of the 
Administration. General Schofield, the last one of those surviv- 
ing who were prominent in the late rebellion as a commandin 
officer, and one who by experience and ability has shown himse 
to be worthy of regard concerning a question of this character, 
stated to the House Committee on Foreign Relations that the 
most important feature of all is that it economizes the naval force 
rather than increases it. He said also: 

It is capable of absolute defense by shore batteries, so that a naval fleet 
after going there and replenishing its supplies and making what repairs are 
needed, can go away and leave the harbor perfectly safe to the protection of 
the army. 0 8 fleet on the Asiatic station was the only one of all 
the fleets we could have overcome as we did. Of co that can not in 
happen, for we will not be able to pick up the weakest fellow next time. We 


are liable at any time to 3 war with a nation which has a more pow- 
erful fleet than o and it is of vital importance, therefore, if wecan, to hold 


the point from which they can conduct operations our Pacific coast. 
Especially is that true until the N 5 Canal is finished, because we 
can not send the fleet around from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 


In addition to this, Admiral Walker, who has had an extended 
experience in the waters of the Hawaiian Islands, emphatically 
confirms General Schofield, 2 that it would cost far less to 
protect the Pacific coast with the Hawaiian Islands than without 
them; that it would be taking a point of vantage instead of giving 
it to the enemy. 

It must be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that we have a coast line 
of nearly 2,000 miles on the Pacific, and our Alaskan coast line is 
greater in extent than our Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coast lines 
combined. To my inexpert mind, it would seem that modern 
pe of war and commerce as well require facilities for coaling 
and for frequent docking for repairs, e are entirely without 
this, and that, too, in the great expanseof the Pacific Ocean. With 
millions of ebe miles of water around them, it rises above the 
waves a single and only fortress of the sea and now offered to us 
for the taking. It must be remembered that the Pacific Ocean 
from our own coast is on an average more that 5,000 miles wide, 
twice that at least of the Atlantic and four times in area. Eng- 
land at least realizes the importance of such harbors of refuge and 
bases of supply and has established fortified coaling stations all 
8 roe 6 the pathways of 83 ropes or 

ttle ship with a capacity necessary to carry 4 iles, 
steami va 10 knots 3 will exhaust her coal in less than 
1,000 miles by doubling her speed. With a supply of coal well 
guarded in Pearl Harbor, our war ships and m tmen can 
cross the Pacific at the maximum or concentrate at distant 
points at high speed, thus largely increasing their efficiency, while 
their adversaries, being under the n ty of conserving their 
coal or risking the running out of coal away from their own ports, 
— 5 move at much less speed, thus being placed at great Head 
vantage. 

England, Germany, France, Japan, the United States, and once 
Spain, all have a Pacific squadron. Every one of these is stronger 
than ours, save that of Spain, which was the weakest. But the 
Administration has asked for the annexation, and the President 
has placed the military and naval advantage as one of the causes. 
This has also contributed to 3 my opinion, To-day the 

ple of this country are back of the Administration and the con- 


uct of this war and in all those things which are necessary to its 
successful prosecution as viewed by the Administration as they 
have never been behind any Administration from the commence- 


ment of this Government. Therefore, not being a military 
myself, I yield to the judgment of the Administration upon that 
point. But to me the controlling factor in the determination of 
this question is its importance from a commercial standpoint. 
War is not our normal condition; we desire to pursue rather 
the arts of peace, and when war comes it can never be resorted 
to by the American people except upon justifiable grounds and as 
a necessity, To me, therefore, war is simply an incident, a most 
glorious one, but yet simply an incident in the determination of 
action upon these resolutions for annexation. I think it is unfor- 
tunate that in the discussion of this question the problem of the 
retention of the Philippine Islands should have been brought into 
consideration, I am not afraid that we shall bə hysterical, and 
because we have annexed the Hawaiian Islands shall be intoxi- 
cated with an uncontrollable desire for territorial aggrandizement. 
I do not believe that the decision of the present question will 
influence our judgment when we come to settle the Philippine 
problem. This has not been our history; it has not been the his- 
tory of Congress, But in determining this question it is not the 
acquiring of territory to satisfy pride or the greed of possession 


that influences me. Territo expansion is not the need of the 
hour, but, in my judgment, the central and controlling factor in 
the determination to annex the Hawaiian Islands is t it will 


aid in our commercial expansion. We must remember that mar- 
velous as has been our growth in population, from 3,000,000 people 
at the close of the Revolution to 73,000,000 to-day, itis . 
the wonderful increase of the productive power of this country 
through improved machinery, the product of American genius. 

Whether this fact be a matter of congratulation or regret, no 
1 power can stop it. The difference between the amount 
which could formerly be produced by a given number of laboring 
men and that which can be produced with the machinery of to-day 
operated by the same number comprehension. It is a 
problem to be met. There is much to congratulate ourselves upon 
under present conditions. I believe that we should first take care 
of ourownmarket, as we have done, through the policy of protection. 
But we musi also put our foot upon the sea. We must have our 
share of the world’s commerce. Iam to-day informed by the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DincLry] that the Treasury statistics 
show that from February 1 of the present year to the end of the 
present month each month's receipts under the Dingley bill are 
sufficient to pay the peace expenses of the nation, 1 — 80 those 
expenses upon the expenses of each month corresponding for the 
last year, and leave a surplus on July 1 of $10,000,000, and that, 
too, in the face of the fact that importers, anticipating this pro- 
tection feature of the Dingley bill, flooded our markets, especially 
with one year’s supply of wool, thus materially lessening the pos- 
sibility of revenue receipts during the first year of its opera- 
tion. I give below a table of the e sof merchandise manu- 
factured in this country, not including coin or bullion of an 
kind, with the value of each year’s exportation, commencing with 
the passage of the McKinley Act, in 1890: 


Exports of merchandise. 


It is somewhat significant that of the two years in which we 
sold abroad the od, 75 amount of agricultural and manufactured 


products one should be under the operation of the McKinley Act 
and the other under the Administration of McKinley, and the 
next year will surpass, according to the estimate of the Treasury 
Department, that of the present; for the exports for the nine 
months ending March 31, 1898, are $910,612,651, which would 
make the exports for the year ending June 30, 1898, $1,214,150,201. 
But the struggle is ever necessary and ever unending. Wecan 
not be blind to the fact that the four great European powers, Eng- 
land, Russia, France, and Germany, are endeavoring to o 
commercial supremacy of the world by the ay o colonization. 
The territory of Africais speedily being divided between the great 

owers, and now already has commenced the g out of the 

pire of China between them. More than one-half of the popu- 

lation of the world is in countries upon the Pacific and Indian 
oceans, Hon. J. R. Procter, in an article he wrote for the Forum 
in September, 1897, says: 

The foreign commerce of the countries borde: these exclu 
North 3 already amounts to over 80 00 000 a vee oF 


pound, km 
commerce we as yet have but a f. on. Over 80 per cent of our total 
exports go eastward across the Atlantic and less than 5 per cent westward. 


Nor can we ignore the new constitutional monarchy of Japan 
which has a med from its sleep of centuries and startled the 
world with its proposan and power. Are we to be pre- 
pared for this changing of the front of the world’s market? Are 
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we to forget that we are between two oceans? I verily believe 
that the commercial conflict of the future is to be for the trade of 
the Orient. 

We are no longer simply an agricultural nation, and it is not for 
the interests of the farmer that we should be that alone. The 


splendid victory of Dewey at Manila has not aroused us to dreams 


of territorial aggrandizement, but it has awakened us to the ne- 
cessity of ports of our own under the American flag where our 


vessels may seek refuge and coal all over the world. We wish to 


see the American flag floating on every sea over manufac- 
tured by American workmen and cereals raised by American 
farmers shipped in American bottoms. When the American goes 
to the Orient, or wherever he goes the round world over, we want 
it understood that he is a citizen of a Republic which protects the 
commercial and personal interests of the American citizen wher- 
ever he may be. This is not“ zingoism.“ This is a practical pos- 
sibility. I am not in favor of commercial expansion for any other 
reason than the benefit of the 73,000,000 people whom we have 
within our present boundaries. And if in the annexation of 
Hawaii we can give them the privileges of our Government, to 
our own advantage, we have enough of caution and discretion to 
meet the Philippine problem when it comes upon its own merits. 

We did not seek to wage this war for territory. We entered 
into it because Spain had forfeited her rights to govern the Island 
of Cuba, and because her misgovernment had been an evil both 
to that unhappy people and to our own commercialinterests. We 


sought, accor: to the usages of war, because Spain isted in 
resisting, to strike her wherever we could find a vi ps and 
we certainly are not called upon to allow the expenses of this war, 


prolonged by Spain, to be paid other than out of any of her pos- 
sessions of which we may have control at its close. Our right un- 
der the Constitution to acquire parce tS conquest, annexation, 
or purchase has been too well esta by recedents in our 
own history to be questioned. At the time of the Louisiana pur- 
chase Jefferson wrote to Gallatin: 

There is no constitutional disability as to the 7 of territory, and 
whether, when acquired, it may be taken into the Union by the Constitution 
as it now stands become a question of expediency. 


The Democratic members of this House last night held a caucus, 
and one of their members therein offered a resolution to the 
effect that the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands was dangerous, 
unwise, and un-Democratic. But the word un. Demoeratic“ 
was stricken from the resolution, as it wisely might be, and as 
amended the resolution passed. 

Florida was ceded b Spare in 1819 without the consent of the 
Spanish population of Florida. Louisiana was purchased from 

nce in 1803 without the consent of the French population of 
Louisiana. Texas was annexed in 1845, and that not by trea: 
ratified by the Senate, but by an act of annexation passed by bot 
Houses of Congress, as we are attempting to pass these resolu- 
tions, and yet this method is now pronounced unconstitutional by 
one of the members on the other side of this Chamber. Califor- 


nia was ceded by Mexico in 1848. The Gadsden purchase was | said 


made 1853, and the purchase of Alaska finally in 1867. In con- 
sidering the form of government which we would give to the 
Hawaiian Islands it may be remembered that we delayed admit- 
ting portions of the acquired territory for more than eighty years, 
and parts of it still remain unadmitted as States. 

The total area of the United States at nt is, in round num- 
bers, 3,668,000 square miles, It was originally only about 1,132,000 
square miles. Thus by these acquisitions, after the formation of 
our Government, we tripled our territory and acquired all we now 
have west of the Mississippi, as well as Louisiana and Florida. 
And I am frank to say that the proudest part of the history of the 
Democratic party was that to it was due the greatest credit for these 
acquisitions. It seems to me that it is very inconsistent for them 
now to grow so very conservative over the acquisition of a little 
group of islands in the midst of the sea. It must also be remem- 


that the Whig party suffered by reason of its opposition to | agded h 


the Mexican war which resulted in the acquisition of the Califor- 

nia territory ceded by Mexico; and the same forebodings existed 

then as are brought up to-day, and the arguments made now are 
titions of those days. 

e remember that the way party only escaped condemnation 
by the wise selection of the old hero of the Mexican war, Zachary 
Taylor, who snatched victory from the jaws of defeat. The 
leader of the party on the opposite side of this Chamber would not 
be here were it not for the annexation of Texas. This is not a 
new question. The value of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States has been recognized by almost every Secretary of State for 
the last half century. 

There is a little Republic in Italy 4 miles from the shore of the 
Adriatic, away up in the Apennine Mountains, thirteen hundred 
years old, consisting of five villages, with some 8,000 inhabitants, 
and 22 square miles, entirely mountainous, There is little or no 
use for the prison. She is not a tempting prize to the stronger 
powers of Europe. Her people are industri 
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ous, prudent, and ! tiny,’ the people of Nebraska will, if I mistake not their sen 
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economical. She does not intermeddle with the world outside. 
She shuts ont the telephone, the railroad, and all of the modern 
appliances of thisage. They have been kept insimplicity, yes; in 
liberty, yes; but they also have been kept in ignorance, They en- 
joy liberty bound up within themselyes, but not such a liberty as 
we would or can enjoy. They have no part in the world’s work. 
We can not escape it. If they had existed from the time of Adam. 
we would have lived longer in our hundred and nineteen years of 
national life than they. 
We frequently hear men longing for the simplicity of the primi- 
tive times of the beginning of this Government, Perhaps some 
may think it would be better. It matters not. Sir, we can not 
turn the wheels of progress back, if we would. We must meet 
the problems of the future. We can not rely upon the principles 
laid down for the settling of the problems of the past, when we 
were an tural Republic alone, to meet the problems of the 
future of a great commercial power, except as they may be appli- 
cable to the present time. I have confidence in the present and, 
above all, I have a confidence in the guiding power of the God of 
nations, who has directed us thus far in preseryinga liberty which 
is not one simply for ourselves, not an exclusive privilege, but is 
typified in thestatue at New York Harbor of Liberty Enlightening 


the World. [Applause] 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
5 Sms). 

Mr. SIMS. Mr.S r, I wish to my gratitude to the 


gentleman from Ar [Mr. DINSMORE] for yielding me time 
upon this subject, when I know that there are other members not 
sing for time who, to do justice to the subject, ought to be 


_ [have no desire to make a speech to be printed and circulated 
in oo I have no desire to take up the time of this House 
if it does not help to win a victory for our side. Therefore, hay- 


ing a hearty desire to benefit the cause, to help the country, in 
order that distinguished gentlemen who have not had sufficient 
time to properly di this subject may have that much addi- 


tional time, I yield the time back to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, to give to those whom I hope can do better by it than I feel 
that I can, 1 

But before yielding the floor I wish to in orate as part of 
my remarks the substance of the h of Hon. Willlam J. 
Bryan, delivered at the Nebraska Building, in Omaha, on yester- 
day, which I clip from the Washington Post of this date: 

OMAHA, NEBR., June 14. 


The Nebraska gee F 7 the‘ tion was dedicated to-day witha 
riate ceremony, amid t laudits of thousands of the State's ci 
Governor Holcomb and his staff took in the exercises, along with many 
of the State's most distinguished ents. The speakers of the day were 
Hon. Constantine J. Smith, Hon. William F. — 44 and Hon. William J. 
Bryan. Mr. Bryan's oration was notable for is first public declara- 
tion on the war issue. He took a d on the that 


the war is for humanity, and not for the extension of United States 
In concluding, he said the manifest —, of this nation is not to acquire 
new realms to govern, but to carry out the fundamental principles of democ- 
racy, to the end that equality amongthe citizens may besecured. Mr. Bryan 


War is harsh; it is attended by hardship and suffering; it means a vast 
expenditure of men and money. e may well pray for coming of the 
time, promised in Holy Writ, when the shall be beaten into pruning 
hooks and the swords into plowsha: can not come 


m as a last resort, appeal to force. As long as the res- 
long must the citizen accustom his shoul. 


FORCED TO TAKE UP ARMS. 

“Our nation exhausted diplomacy in its efforts to secure a peaceable solu- 
tion of the Cuban question, and only took up arms when it was compelled to 
choose between war and servile acquiescence in cruelties which would have 
been a disgrace to barbarism. 

“His will vindicate the position taken by the United States in the war 
. Insa this I assume that the er Tee which were inyoked 

ration of the war will be observed in its prosecution and con- 


„To inflict upon the enemy all possible harm is legitimate warfare, but 
shall we contemplate a — for the colonization of the Orient merely bo- 
cause our fleet won a remarkable victory in the harbor of Manila? 

“Our destroyed a Spanish fleet, but can they destroy that self- 
evident truth that governments derive their just powers not from superior 
force but from the consent of the governed? 

“Shall we abandon a just resistance to European encroachment upon the 
plea ve Hemisphere in order to mingle in the controversies of Europe and 


POSITION OF NEBRASKA. 


“Nebraska, standing midway between the oceans, will contribute her full 
share toward the protection of our seacoast; her sons will support the flag 
at home and sbroad; wherever the honor and the interests of the nation ma 
require Nebraska will hold up the hands of the Government while the battle 
rages, and when the war clouds roll away her voice will be heard pleading 
for the maintenance of those ideas which i the founders of our Goy- 
ernment and gave the nation its proud eminence among the nations of the 


“If others turn to thoughts of dizement and yield ce to 
those who clothe land covetousness in the attractive garb of na des- 
timents, plant 
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themselves upon the disclaimer entered by Congress and e 
faith shall characterize the making of peace, as it did the be; 
Goldsmith calls upon statesmen— 
o judge how wide the limits stand 
Betwixt a splendid and a happy land.’ 
“Tf some dream of the splendors of a heterogeneous empire encircling the 
globe, we shall be content to aid in bringing endurin happiness to a homo- 
neous le, consecrated to the purpose of atale a government of 
e people, for the people, by the people.’ “ 
I also wish to read and make a part of my remarks an editorial 
from the American Agriculturist of June 4, which is as follows: 


AN ALLURING TEMPTATION, 


The conquest of the Philippines suggests an alluring policy of colonization 
to the United States. Here are some hundreds of islands endowed with all 


that good 
of war. 


Besides t 
West Indies will give to the Uni 
Their annexation as colonies would doubtless be followed by the “absor 
tion” of Haiti and Santo Domingo. Of course we must capture and hold the 
Canaries, to prevent Spain from 1 an outpost against us, and the tak- 
ing over” of the Sandwich Islands would become a natural part of the same 


recognized as a dominant power, 
possessions at the come 8,000 ‘allen to the 


m over the 
Philippines at the west. With a navy equal if not superior to 
Witla: oe army of hanea a 8 of course we should 


necessary 

shown what we could do for the cause of humanity, there would be a great 

temptation to settle the next outbreak of atrocities in Armenia by attac g 

Constantinople. Uncle Sam would thus smash the European concert, an 

show that the new giant of the West, having succeeded in establishing Ideal 
ene 3 of the way around the earth, now hoped to reform 

e orld. 

The policy of colonial expansion, now so aaea arpa A A ae in interested 
quarters, may not at present contemplate interference in E litics, 
but such interference would be less of a departure from the new —— than 
this policy is a departure from the Monroe doctrine. The new idea sounds 
very grand at first, and in the flush of victory the appeal to extend our domi- 
San — nerona the seas is so alluring that the consequences of such action are 

ost sight of. 

The policy of colonial empire would at once expose us to embroilment with 
other nations. It would vastly magnify the power and expense of Army and 
Navy. It would perpetuate increased taxes. It would inaugurate an era of 
corruption in our toram possessions, a debasement of the blood, that could 
not fail toin time affect the physical and mental stamina of our ple at 
home. It would be un-American, unwise, unconstitutional, and in results 
unworthy of the effort. 

On stil Biher ground a colonial policy is objectionable. It would degen- 
erate the holiest war ever wa, for humanity into a cam of conquest. 
This would lower the Uni States before the world, but its moral effect 
upon our own people would be still worse. 

Again, the more our peoples are led to indorse the policy of expansion the 
more will domestic interests be neglected. Under such a policy no expense 
will be spared on . ena Navy. But how about those home interests that 
vitally concern everybody every day? Better roads and improved water- 
ways, more mails and free delivery, a better banking system, better educa- 
tion, reform of existing abuses, pro’ on against 2 and corporate 
extortion—all these and many other things will be neglected. Monopoly in 
various forms and other enemies of l progress would hold high 
at pome wah 5 national and State legislatures were concerned about our col- 
onies abroad. 

It will be bad for the American farmer should Uncle Sam ever decide to 
embark upon an area of “imperial colonization.” The cooly labor of these 
tropical colonies, directed by capable overseers, and their products manipu- 
lated by world-wide trusts, would close up every beet roposition and 
cane sugar mill in the United States. e wing and manufacture of 
smoking tobacco and cigars, one of the large interests of the United States, 
would be annihilated, and the heavy leaf industry also injured. Rice, cotton, 
hemp, and all fiber crops would be so cheaply produced and worked in the 
East and West Indies as to sound the death knell of these industries in the 
United States, or perpetuate the low prices which have for a year past 
prongnt only disaster to the cotton planter, factor, manufacturer, or opera- 

ve. 

The new problem in politics that may be the outcome of this war bids fair 
tocutathwartall parties even more than did gold and silver. We have briefly 
suggested some of the possibilities that 2 ye involved. Wedo this before 
these matters become political issues, in the hope that they may be so ad- 
justed after the victorious culmination of the war as to avoid any departure 
whatever from the policy of the American nation, and so as to per- 

tuate the perfect harmony among the le of all sections that is such a 

utiful feature of the present and so hopefulforthefuture. _ 

We speak at time and in this way also because agriculturists repro- 
sent the largest body of voters and the most powerful portion of the elector- 
ate. Upon them depends in the future, even more than in the past, the true 
welfare of the Republic. 


Mr, DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from Indiana (Ne. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I shall not consume 
any of the time which has been allotted to me for debate on the 
pending resolution in useless exordium, but shall proceed at once 
to the very heart of the controversy. I affirm, sir, and I shall 
endeavor to maintain before the House and the country, three 
propositions: 

First. That the annexation of Hawaii to the United States is not 
necessary as a war measure in our conflict with Spain. 

Second, That the annexation of the island is not necessary in 
order to prevent it from falling into the hands of some other great 
power, to be used by it to menace and attack our coast. 


val | that have been sent to his relief, coul 


Third. That the annexation of Hawaii is of itself inherent] 
wrong, and that it is the opening wedge which is designed to lead, 
and which will lead to still f er acquisitions of insulated for- 
eign territory, and that such a policy is against the best interest 
of the country, and therefore ought not to be entered upon. N ow, 
sir, let us consider the first of these propositions. It has been con- 
tended in this debate that the present war makes it necessary that, 
in order to maintain ourselves Spain in the Philippine 
Islands and prevent her from sending there for our overthrow a 
new navy and army, which it is claimed she is likely to do, we 
should annex Hawaii for our use as acoaling station and fora 
base of supplies for our operations in the Philippines, 

Mr. Speaker, this war with Spain does not furnish a single ad- 
ditional ent in favor of the annexation of this island that 
did not exist before the conflict was precipitated. It does not 
strengthen the position of the annexationist one particle. It fur- 
nishes 5 a pretext for annexation, not a reason for it. What 
is the condition of affairs in the Philippine Islands to-day? Com- 
modore Dewey, with his heroic sailors, has swept out of existence 
the only fleet which S had in Asiatic waters. His squadron 
lies uno d in the harbor of Manila. That city is under the 
guns of his victorious fleet and is completely at his mercy. 

According to his own dispatches, his sailors are in high spirits 
and excellent health, and his vessels are entirely uninjured. He 
has seized upon the islands at the mouth of the harbor, and has 
fortified them, He has laid submarine mines in the harbor in 
order that he may be protected against any possible contingency 
which may arise. The insurgents are swarming upon the walls 
of the doomed city, cutting off its communications, and anxious 
1 5 with our fleet in bringing about its capture or capitu- 

ation. 

The very last dispatches sent from Manila by the Spanish ca 
tain-general to the home Government at Madrid are filled with tid- 
ings of dismay. He declares therein that while he will make the 
best resistance within his power, it is absolutely impossible for 
him to withstand the combined forces of our fleet and of the 
insurgents. Mr. Speaker, under such circumstances as these, 
what is the simple duty of our Government? That which it is 
already performing, the sending to Commodore Dewey of supplies 
and an army of occupation sufficiently large to enable him to land 
and man the forts which he has captured, and to take possession of 
the city and preserve peace and order. 

Already the Government has sent some troops and supplies to his 
assistance. More troops are being mobilized upon the Pacific coast 
and will soon follow in their wake. We have done more than this. 
We have reenforced him with vessels of war. We have sent to 
him the Charleston, now well on her way. The Monterey, one of 
the most powerful vessels in our Navy, is even now following in 
her trail, and the Monadnock, conceded to be the most formidable 
monitor that we have afloat, is soon to take her departure for the 
same destination. I hesitate not to affirm upon this floor that if 
the combined navies of Spain could be precipitated upon Manila 
to-day Commodore Dewey, thus pe a with the new vessels 

} and would absolutely ex- 
terminate and destroy that entire navy. 

But, sir, is there any man fool enough to believe that Spain can 
send at this time either a navy or an army to the relief of her 
doomed colony in the Philippines—that they will take their slow 
and tortuous passage through the Mediterranean, thence through 
the Isthmus of Suez, out into the Red Sea and Gulf of Aden, and 
on through the Indian Ocean to their destination? And where is 
the Spanish fleet that is able to come to the rescue of Manila? I 
challenge those who demand this annexation as a war measure to 
answer. 

The pride of Spain’s navy is this hour closely blockaded inside 
the narrow-mouthed and rock-ribbed harbor of Santiago de Cuba, 
absolutely incapable of escape or rescue, with an American squad- 
ron far outnumbering it in valor and in power awaiting it upon 
the outside, and the American Army is just about to assail the 
city of Santiago from the land side with a power which is irresist- 
ible. It is only a question of a few days, sir, until those Spanish 
vessels of war will be absolutely destroyed or compelled to uncon- 
ditionally surrender, Is any man fool enough to believe that Spain 
dare send the only other squadron which she possesses, that which 
is designated as the Cadiz squadron and which is now maneuver- 
ing off the coast of Spain, to the Philippine Islands to relieve her 
forces there? 

The very moment she attempts it, she leaves her own coast and 
the Canary Islands, which she owns, and which lie off the coast 
of northern Africa, the one to be ravaged and the other to be at- 
tacked and captured by the formidable fleet which we can with 
perfect ease and safety spare from our naval operations in the 
Caribbean Sea against Cuba and Puerto Rico. Nor is it possible 
to dispatch a Spanish army to the Philippines, for how can an 
army be sent without vessels of war to act as its convoy? 

Mr. Speaker, in view of these facts which I have stated, and 
which can not be successfully controverted, I affirm that the man 
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who declares that there is any military or urgent necessity that 
we should, for the relief of Commodore Dewey, annex the Ha- 
waiian Islands to the United States simply insults the intelligence 
of the gentlemen to whom he makes such an argument. 

And now, gentlemen, answer me for one moment, upon what 
ground do you want Hawaii for the p of holding the Philip- 
pines during this war? Accord me, if you 1 efinite and 
specific reasons. Do not attempt to putme off either by dogmatic 
assertion or by glittering generalities. Doyouexpect to obtain men 
from there to carry on the war in the distant province? Not at all. 
You will not get a man there. Every soldier you get will have to 
come from under the shadow of the American flag, from our own 
domain, on this side of the Pacific. Is it intended to transport 
American soldiers to Hawaii, land them there, and then reembark 
them for Asiatic waters? No, sir; our forces will go direct from 
the great city of San Francisco. : 

You say we want a coaling station at Hawaii. Why can we not 
do as we have already started to do, and as every other nation is 
obliged to do where she undertakes to send her war ships a great 
distance and possesses no intermediate coaling station, load up the 
decks of our war ships, load up their bunkers with all the coal we 
can deposit there, and then take colliers along and load the war 
ships with coal in the open sea? Oh, but you say that this method 
is inconvenient and expensive. Possibly this may be true; but 
the inconvenience is nothing and the expense is nothing to what 
we will have to encounter if we are to enter upon this policy of 
annexing the islands to the United States, You say, too, that the 
proposition to coal at sea involves delay. k 

ou talk as if Spain had a powerful fleet in the waters of the 
Pacific or a great army in the Philippines, and as though our he- 
roic. Navy there was in danger of being crushed out of existence 
by sudden and overwhelming attack, whereas, as I have already 
shown, just the opposite is the case. Our and our war shi 
would arrive at Manila in ample time and without injurious de- 
lay even were the vessels denied coaling facilities at the Sandwich 
Islands. All that can be said as an argument in favor of Hawaii 
as a basis for operations in the Philippines during the present 
war is that it would be a conyenience—a mere convenience. No 
conscientious man who cares anything for his own standing or 
reputation will assert that it is a necessity. Let me put a square 
uestion to the rabid annexationists of this House, who pretend 
that annexation is an imperative necessity 8 out of the war. 

If the Sandwich 1 were in the possession of France, 
Germany, or Great Britain, or any other powerful nation which 
was enforcing the laws of neutrality against us, or was denying 
us the right to coal there, do you not very well know that we 
would, nevertheless, be able to send both war ships and troops to 
Commodore Dewey without appreciable difficulty or delay? 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is admitted that we already possess a coal- 
ing station in this island; that we have collected at Honolulu a 
large quantity of coal, and that, by permission of the Government 
of Hawaii, our war vessels and transports stop there and coal en 
route to the Orient. Gentlemen upon this floor have tried to 
draw on the sympathies of the American — by talking of the 
unselfish and patriotic love which these people have shown for us 
by thus defying the laws of neutrality in our behalf. 

Let us not forget that this is owing to us, from the fact thatfor 
years we have protected the people of Hawaii and have guaran- 
teed and secured to them independence against all foreign aggres- 
sion. Let us not forget that it is our due, because by an unwise 
and one-sided treaty we have put millions of dollars into the pock- 
ets of the Hawaiian people by the admission of their products free 
of tariff duties. It has been said, too, by gentlemen that if we do 
not annex these islands, when peace is declared between Spain 
and ourselves she will claim damages and collect them from these 
people for their violation of neutrality laws in our interest, and 
that she will punish them. ; 

All such talk, sir,is absurd. To assert that weak and impotent 
Spain, Spain who is unable to protect her own possessions in the 
Pacific, who is unable to go to the rescue of her own provinces in 
the Philippine Islands, can levy any damages against Hawaii or 
punish her because she has given us an opportunity to enter her 
ports and coal there during the existence of this war is simply 
ridiculous. Do gentlemen forget that the same fostering care 
upon our part that has maintained Hawaiian independence in the 
past will be exerted, if need be, to protect her hereafter, and that 
in the treaty of peace with Spain, a treaty that will be dictated 
by the United States, a clause can and will be inserted if neces- 
sary, upon our demand, releasing all claims against the Hawaiian 
Government by the Madrid authorities for any aid she may have 
afforded us during the existence of hostilities. 

If Spain desires to visit punishment on the Hawaiian people, we 
can defend them when they are independent as well as though 
they are annexed to our own soil. We can easily come to their 
rescue without the necessity of political union with them. But 
something else has transpired, Mr. Speaker, in connection with 
this flimsy pretext of military necessity for annexation, What is 


it? The Canadian Pacific ee ey; in its excursions 
around the world, starting from England, crosses the Atlantic 
Ocean by a steamship line which runs to Quebec; thence its course 
is across the lower portion of Canada to Vancouver Island, from 
which point its line of steamships ply directly north, right near 
the Aleutian Islands, south of Alaska—islands owned and 

by ourselves—thence to Yokohama, Japan, and on to Hongkong, 
China, very near to the Philippines. 

This is a well-established route, a route over which those seeking 
pleasure, those whose safety is to be preserved, are taken by this 
great Canadian corporation. You will observe this route plainly 
marked on the printed map of the world, with a North Pole pro- 
jection, which now hangs upon the rack in front of the desk of the 
Speaker, marked there by the printers and publishers of the maps 
themselves. We have been by Government officials told—and no 
man can dispute it to be true—that right among these Aleutian 
Islands is a magnificent harbor, in an island belonging to ourselves, 
a harbor that is accessible and deep, well oO on every side, 
and capable of accommodating vessels of the heaviest tonnage, 
and a harbor splendidly adapted for a sens ba 

It is in evidence by gentlemen living on the Pacific slope who 
can rise here, if necessary, and verify the statement—indeed, it is 
a fact quite well known to all acquainted with Pacific coast trans- 
portation lines—that there are three lines of steamships plying 
from that coast near Seattle and Tacoma, which pass close to the 
Aleutian Islands over the same excursion route I have mentioned 
to Yokohama and Hongkong. These lines, sir, transport passen- 
gers as well as freight and run the yearround. One is an Eng- 
lish line, one is an American line, and the other is a Japanese line. 
It is also in evidence here, being certified to by Government of- 
ficials whose 89 5 and duty it is to speak on such subjects and 
who speak intelligently and knowingly, that this Aleutian route 
to the gg ap is 600 to 1,000 miles shorter than the route by 
Hawaii. This fact is also conceded upon this floor. 

It has also been certified to by those who occupy a high position 
as Government officials and who are 1 with the facts, 
that the temperature on this route is not severe, and that at no 
season of the year is that line of travel obstructed by ice or by any 
other 9 Senator PETTIGREW, who traveled to Asia by 
this northern route and came back by the southern route last sum- 
mer, I believe, declares that the length of time consumed by him 
in covering the outgoing route was three days less than that occu- 
par by him on the return vorago by way of the Sandwich 

slands. Admiral Walker, himself a meong annexationist, in his 
hearing recently before the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House, used the following language, which bears directly upon 
the matter I am now discussing, and which is doubly valuable, 
coming as it does from so bi a witness: 

Steamers run both ways, and in crossing toShanghailarge steamers. which 
carry an abundance of go farther north than the islands (Sandwich). 
They sweep up toward the Aleutian Islands, because of the shape of the earth, 
which makes it a shorter distance across. 

I am aware of the fact that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

GROSVENOR] has introduced here a statement prepared by Com- 
modore Melville, a naval officer, in which he states that this Aleu- 
tian route is not a good one, for the reason that it abounds in fogs, 
for the reason that there are rocks along the coast, and for the 
additional reason that at various times of the year the passagewa 
is clogged with ice. The naval officer, sir, who made that certifi- 
cate is as bitter a partisan in favor of annexation as the gentleman 
from Ohio, or as you and I can possibly be in our opposition to 
what we consider to be a dangerous scheme. 
Every word he says is to be taken with a grain of allowance. It 
is not the impartial declaration of a man who has no feeling one 
way or the other and is simply interested in placing all the facts 
before the House, but that of a person with strong prejudice, un- 
duly anxious to promote the passage of the pending resolution. 
His certificate, therefore, is entitled to be weighed as an argument 
rather than accepted as a fact. 

How much importance, Mr. Speaker, is to be attached to the 
statement of this naval officer as against the actual fact that the 
excursionists of the Canadian Pacific road are taken over the 
northern route, and that three different steamship lines for pas- 
sengers and freight travel over it the whole year round. Think 

ou, sir, that this would occur if the line of travel was obscured 

y fog or impeded by shoals, rocks, or ice? Would the pleasure 
of excursionists be enhanced by such a route? Would the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railroad Company transport its tourist passengers 
over lines so perilous? These things * volumes in refutation 
of the evidence which the gentleman from Ohio has presented to 
this House, and clearly demonstrate the existence of at least as 
good and a ier route to the Philippines than the one which 
touches at Hawaii; a route, too, where excellent coaling facilities 
can be easily provided en route at a magnificent harbor already 
our own. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have sufficiently demonstrated my 
first proposition. I say that among all the flimsy pretexts that 
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have been laid before this House of esentatives to induce 
members to vote to abandon our old policy of nonintervention 
and venture into the acquisition of territory, not a an 
one has been so devoid of reason, so false in point of fact, as t 
declaration that it is necessary we should own Hawaii in order 
that we may maintain ourselves in the Philippine Islands during 
the progress of the present war with Span. : 3 

Ah, sir, the annexation of this island is not being urged simply 
because we want to have a base for present operations or in the 
belief that we intend, when the war is over and we have exacted 
from Spain an indemnity, to turn the Philippines back to her, or 
in case she does not pay the indemnity, that we will dispose of 
them to some other nation at something like their reasonable 
value; but annexation is being urged upon this floor because it is 
the purpose of those who urge it that we shall acquire and use 
Hawaii as a base of supplies for the ee Holding of the 
Asiatic territory which the heroism of ey and his victorious 
sailors has delivered into our grasp, $ 

This is one thing, Mr. Speaker, which induces me to declare 
that instead of the war being a reason why we should now proceed 
to annex Hawaii, it furnishes every reason why we should defer 
all action in the matter until a more suitable occasion, when we 
can ascertain all the facts and consequences in the premises and 
come to a deliberate conclusion—one which will not come back to 
plague us in the years that are to come. 3 

Considering the question of the annexation of Hawaii alone and 
as an e proposition, it is to my mind by all odds the 
gravest and most far-reaching progestan in its effect upon the 
American people which. they have been called upon to confront 
since the days of the civil war, not even excepting the very vital 
question of finance itself. ee 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, the annexation of Hawaii is 
not the ultimatum of the annexationists. Itis but the entering 
wedge. Permit this act to be done, and you gain an impetus 
which you will find it difficult to resist. Its avowed purpose, its 
natural tendency, its irresistible consequence means that we are 
to proceed still further in extending our possessions and in the 

uisition of foreign territory in no wise contiguous to our soil. 

nd this above all others is the reason why I am now disposed 
to antagonize it upon this floor. Let no gentleman be vain enough 
to imagine that he can vote to annex Hawaii to the United States 
and then stop short in the career, or hold back from still further 
encroachments his ambitious colleagues whose appetite for terri- 
torial acquisition he has thus whetted rather than satisfied. He 
will awaken sooner or later to find out that he has set in motion 
a current which he is powerless to resist, and which, in spite of 
himself, will sweep him into the yortex below and inflict ares 
his country and his posterity numerous evils far beyond his ability 
ever to repair. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, the question is not simply whether we shall 
annex Hawaii. Gentlemen need not attempt to deny it; they 
shall not avoid it; they must come out squarely from behind the 
breastworks and meet us in the open on this proposition. Even 
now many of the newspapers of the country are declaring that 
we ought anently to occupy the Philippines. This sugges- 
tion is in the very atmosphere that permeates this Chamber. It 
is openly avowed in conversation by many members on this floor. 

A determined effort is gin, $ made in certain quarters to bring 
about a concentration of public opinion in this direction. Its 
promoters are masquerading under the pretense of military neces- 
a They are already pesting about our manifest destiny,” 
telling us that the time arrived for us to assume among the 
nations of the etarh the position to which our great power entitles 
us and seeking to play spoe the vanity and excite the cupidity of 
the people. And something still more ag anaes see by the 
newspa} and I doubt not that it is true, use it is consistent 
with all he has done up to this time upon the subject of annexa- 
tion—that the President of the United States has said that he is 
very anxious that we shall be able to get possession of Puerto Rico 
before Spain has an Sig pecs to sue for peace. 

Upon what ground is this desired? Are not the Philippines 
sufficiently valuable to secure to us any claim for indemnity which 
we can reasonably make against Spain? And how is it with re- 
spect to Cuba? I know it has been said from the White House 
that we do not propose to enter into a war for acquisition of ter- 
ritory, and that such a policy would be a crime against all our 
traditions. 

I know it was declared in the war resolution which passed this 
House and the Senate that we disavowed any purpose to appro- 

iate Cuba to ourselves, and that our only desire and object was 

insure her independence and a stable form of government. I 
am not here to say that every man who joined in that declaration 
was insincere; but I am here to maintain that men sometimes for- 

t and that men sometimes c opinions for reasons 
which they deem sufficient to justify them in such conduct, We 
have always coveted the fair isle of Cuba. Once in possession of 
it, shall we not begin to reflect what it has cost us to gain a 
lodgment there? 


Will we be disposed, with great expense incurred and much 
precious blood shed in her behalf, and with Spain, as you contend, 
practically bankrupt and unable, or perhaps unwilling, to pay us 
a money indemnity, to withdraw from the island? ill we not 
be attracted by its salubrious climate and its fertile soil? If a 
formal tender of the island be deemed necessary to afford us an 
excuse for forgetting our high-sounding declarations and for break- 
ing our promises, will not a nondescript crowd be gathered from 
out of its motley population which will hold itself together, under 
a government —.— paper, long poe to invite ponr avarice and 
secure our acceptance? , sir, alre: we are inning to be- 
little these Cuban patriots, é f x 

Already we are beginning to characterize them as disorganized 
guerrillas, utterly incapable of maintaining an organized warfare; 
already we are talking about their incapacity for self-government 
and the inadvisability of putting any one class of them in control 
for fear it will wreak its vengeance on the other class; already we 
are prating about our obligation to establish a stable government 
if it takes years to do so; already we are felicitating ourselves that 
we did not declare their independence, the significance of which 
omission, sir, is now plainly apparent to even the ordinary mind. 

Mr. Speaker, is there not grave danger that this holy crusade 
for liberty and the independence of Cuba is liable after all to end 
in a disgraceful scramble for spoils, a scramble as disgraceful as 
any that ever characterized the people of ancient Rome? Is there 
not serious danger that this war for humanity, this righteous up- 
rising to save the people of Cuba from starvation, which so far 
has resulted in a blockade under which the Spanish soldiery has 
thrived and many of the remaining 5 have starved to 
death, will yet degenerate into a miserable war of conquest for 
the possession of territory? 

Sir, with all these grave questions staring us in the face, what 
kind of a time is this for us to discuss and pass upon that which 
is intended to be the first step in this “march to empire”? Is 
there a disposition here to commit the American people, sudden] 
and before they can have an e Sapna for ane thought an 
reflection, to a policy which will inevitably result in their injury, 
and which they will condemn when they have the time to grasp 
it in all its aspects and weigh it in all its 8 Are we 
not acting here for posterity as well as for ourselves? 

Why is it that gentlemen rush with indecent haste to pass this 
resolution now? Why is it that they are absolutely unwilling 
even to submit it to the people to be discussed pro fine con at the 
polls at the next election? Such a discussion, I affirm, they have 
never enjoyed. When the first treaty for Hawaiian annexation, 
sir, was sent to the Senate by President Harrison, and was there- 
after soon withdrawn by dent Cleveland, there was some 
discussion of this subject in the papers. 

The matter then, comparatively 2 dropped out of the 
ae mind until the present Chief Executive sent the second 

eaty for annexation to the other end of the Capitol. Every 
word of discussion that was uttered upon the proposition to 
accept that treaty, though it dragged along for weary weeks, was 
uttered behind closed doors, where the American people could not 
hear a solitary word that was said or get the benefit of the argu- 
ments that were made for and against the proposal which involved 
2 them consequences of the most vital and far-reaching impor- 

mce. 

This is the first time in all the history of Hawaiian annexation 
that they have had an opportunity to hear an open discussion of 
this grave subject in Congress, and yet, sirs, you persist in with- 
holding from them the benefits that accrue from it by forcing 
the vote to-day at 5 o'clock, before they can have time to get the 
RECORD into their possession and to weigh the arguments which 
have been and are still being submitted. 

Sir, I insist that this proposition for annexation should be post- 
po ed until after the next election, when our constituents can 

ve the advantage of the arguments which have been made, and 
to the end that we may then come back here as their representa- 
tives, fully advised as to their judgment, given upon due delib- 
5 thereby to execute whatever may prove to be 

eir . 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, it would be the part of wisdom to defer 
this whole matter of Hawaiian annexation until the close of the 
war, along with these other great questions of insular acquisitions 
so closely allied to it, which concern the weal or the woe of the 
great American people, that we may take them up then, not 
amidst scenes of excitement, notin m, not under the coercion 
of discipline or party prejudice, not at a time when men 
have only ee views upon the matter and are forced to 
act upon first-blush impressions, or, having honest opinions well 
matured, dare not declare inst annexation for fear it wi 
said that they are trying to interfere with the just prosecution of 
the war, buf that they may be discussed in times of profound 


peace, under congenial surroundings, when the judgment of the 
propis as finally given will be their enlightened and judicial judg- 
ment. 

Then, if they deliberately favor this crusade for empire, we 
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Mr. S er, I do not believe that the masses of our country- 
men favor this annexation. I do not accept the opinion of the 
Chief Executive as a just exposition of their views. Neither the 
clamor of certain of the press nor the demands of military and 
nayal dignitaries should conclude them. But, even if the major- 
ity of our constituents are inclined to this measure, and we be- 
lieve their conclusion to have been reached without haying the 
facts fully presented for their consideration, and that annexation 
will result in their injury and to the damage of our country, it 
should still be our high prerogative and our bounden duty to in- 
terpose a barrier between them and the evil they are about to 
embrace, until they have had the opportunity to review their 
opinions and make a final decision in the light of all the evidence. 
I protest also against efforts which have been made, both here 
and elsewhere, to make it appear that Hawaiian annexation is a 
party question and that the tenets of the Republican party require 
it to be accomplished. : 

I grant you that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
disavowed the political character of the question the other day 
upon this floor. He was too shrewd a man to be caught in a trap 
like that.. He no doubt had in mind while he was speaking the 
declaration of the last Republican national convention upon this 
subject, and besides he doubtless thought that he could afford by 
his admission to allow several gentlemen upon this side to vote 
against annexation and to exercise the liberty of their consciences, 
so far as party discipline was concerned, if he could only be able 
iil his support some gentlemen on the other side of the 


But Isay tothe gentleman from Ohio, and I say it respectfully, 
that of all men upon the floor, he is the least likely, because of his 
known partisan views, to receive very much consideration upon 
this subject at the hands of those upon the other side of the cen- 
ter aisle. 

But, sir, you have heard it 0 the press, you have heard it 
in private conversation, you have heard it in public discussions; 
it has been dinned in your ears everywhere, that Hawaiian annex- 
ation is a Republican measure; that the ublican party is in 
favor of it; that the President of the United States, who seems 

sed to urge this matter, whatever may betide, is committed 
toit, and that we ought loyally to uphold the hands of the Presi- 
dent, and that he is ct in duty, not only to the Republican 
party, but also to the country, who will withhold this support. 

Unfortunately for this contention the declarations of the Repub- 
lican party in its last national convention assembled are in point. 
When Benjamin Harrison, a Republican President, sent the first 
annexation treaty to the Senate, and Grover Cleveland, in the 
exercise of his good, rugged common sense, withdrew that treaty 
from its consideration, an issue upon annexation was joined 
between the Republican President upon the one side and the 
Democratic President upon the other, and the Republican party 
was invited to define its position in the matte. 2 

At the very next Republican national convention which as- 
sembled, the one which nominated the present occupant of the 
White House for the tion of the Presidency, that convention, 
thus ch to declare itself, responded. But how? Did it 
demand annexation? Upon the contrary, it carefully avoided 
any such ademand. It simply declared that it was in favor of 
the United States controlling the island, and st the interven- 
tion in its affairs by any foreign nation. “And, as if to show that 
it understood the meaning of words and used them advisedly, in 
the very next section it declared that the Nicaraguan Canal should 
be “owned” by the United States. J 

Mr. Speaker, who will pretend that this high declaration of 
Republican principles, by that organization in the party which 
alone has authority to declare its principles, commits the Repub- 
lican party to the project to annex Hawaii? Mr. Harrison had no 
right to commit the Republican to the proposition, though 
he the clear right to his opinion concerning it and the 
constitutional power to negotiate the treaty by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate; and I respectfully call the atten- 
tion of the very excellent gentleman who is his successor and who 
is now in the White House to the fact that the position of the Re- 

blican is to be defined by the party organization and not 
3 om it elects President, and he will do well in this 


tion 
but in the spirit of manly criticism and 
fairness by those inside the pale of his own party organization, 


in their honest 5 deem a been in Holatlon of 
e American people. 


our coast if we now reject it. 

Here is the argument that is made: We are told that foreign 
vessels of war can not carry sufficient coal to enable them to cross 
the Pacific Ocean and attack our western coast; that Hawaii is 
the only place where such vessels can replenish with coal forsuch 
hostile purpose; that it commands our shores and can be used as 
a base for prosecuting war against us; hence that we must annex 
it in order to stop supply of coal to foreigners and prevent it from 
being made a base for their warfareuponus. We are told that if 
we will do this that foreign fleets will be powerless for lack of coal, 
and will lie ‘‘like painted ships upon a painted sea.” 

Of course, sir, such an argument as this can have no application 
to the mother country, with whom, of all nations on earth, war is 
most to be dreaded, for in British Columbia, upon the Pacific 
coast, right above our domain, she has a strongly fortified base of 
supplies to which her vessels could resort to obtain coal, and from 
which they could come forth to menace and attack our coast. 

But these advocates of imperialism are telling us, in answer to 
this suggestion, that the English coaling station, strongly fortified 
though it be, would not amount to anything to England in case 
of war with us, for the reason that at the very opening of the war 
we would take ion of it. Ah, Mr. Speaker, I want to call 
the attention of these omniscient gentlemen to the fact that we 
found it a good deal easier to boast what we would do before the 
opening of the present war, in the way of taking possession of 
the enemy’s country, than it has been to perform that act since 
the war has come upon us. 

We were going to seize Cuba in a few short hours and pull down 
the Spanish flag and emancipate the Cuban patriots without delay. 
But nearly two months have elapsed since war was declared and 
still we have been unable to find permanent lodgment upon Cuban 
soil. Spain is one nation, England is quite another. Shi is mighty 
upon both land and sea, and she could not be dislodged from British 
Columbia except after great expenditure of treasure and of blood, 
and after a „ of time. 

Mr. Speaker, I make bold to assert that I would not regard it 
as a great national calamity if some foreign nation should get per- 
manent possession of the Hawaiian Islands. I am one of those 
who do not believe that this great Republic would perish or 
even ee our safety would be seriously endangered by such an 
even 

With a standing army of reasonable size, at all times well 
armed and equipped, with a strong Navy and coast defenses ade- 
quate and ient, all of which equipment could be maintained 
at a far less expense than would be necessary if we were to em- 
bark upon this policy of territorial acquisition, I do not doubt 
that with our vast population, our immense resources, our base of 
supplies behind us, and our line of communication open and in- 
capable of interruption, we could maintain ourselves with ease 
against the owners of this isle, 

The logic which insists that we shall possess ourselves of Ha- 
waii upon the ground that it can be used as a basis for menacing 
our coast proves too much. It goes too far. The same logic car- 
ried toits natural conclusion would require us to dislodge England 
from British Columbia in the Pacific and from Halifax and the 
Bermudas in the Atlantic, where for years she has held strongly 
fortified positions within easy range of our shores. 

Let me call 1 attention to this very significant fact, 
that we have within easy striking distance of us for years 
these fortified strongholds of this powerful nation, and yet for 
nearly a century we have not had a single war with her. She 
has during all this period been unable to oppress us or deprive us 
of our rights. Every controversy we have had with her has been 
settled amicably and by the peaceful arts of arbitration, instead 
of resorting to bloodshed and the sword. In these modern days, 
sir, it does not follow of necessity that land intersected by a 
narrow frith abhor each other.” It is possible to oceupy adjacent 
territory and still preserve peace. All depends, of course, largely 
upon the circumstances of each particular case. 

Iam well aware, Mr. Speaker, that distinguished mili and 
naval gentlemen disagree with me in the position that it is not 
necessary for us to own Hawaii in order to protect ourselves 

i foreign nations. These gentlemen are in the habit of 
1 those Who disagree with them in this matter, or in 
any other matter relating to our relations with other nations, 
for that matter, with a species of compassion that borders very 
elosely upon contempt. I do not attempt, sir, to disparage the 
services that have been rendered our country by our military and 
naval officers, 

They have always done their duty nobly in the past, and are do- 
ing it now with heroic courage. We canat all times depend upon 

em to valorously maintain the integrity of the country and the 

onor of the country’s flag, whatever may be our territorial policy 
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in the future. But it is well enough for us to remember that 
these gentlemen are but human—that they are by no means in- 
fallible. They have imbibed certain ideas from their education. 
Bred to arms, is it at all surprising that they should desire that 
which will give them oppo ties for employment and distinc- 
tion? In times of profound peace, when our Army and Navy is 
small, and when we have no colonial possessions to garrison, 
Othello’s occupation is gone, and the opportunities for promotion 
are few and far between. A 

Under such conditions one may serve in the Army or Navy un- 
til his head is white with age and yet attain to no very high rank. 
But if we enter upon a colonial policy, and have vast possessions, 
maintained by t armies and great navies, opportunities for 
employment and for honorable distinction in the country’s service 
are multiplied, promotions become rapid, and Othello’s occupa- 
tion is resumed, 4 à y s 

We should remember these considerations, sir, and weigh with 
a grain of allowance what these officers of the Army and Navy 
say upon certain subjects. They are but a small portion of our 
population of 70,000,000 people, and others are quite likely to have 
sensible opinions on subjects which, I fear, they are inclined to 
arrogate wholly to themselves. Even upon mili and naval af- 
fairs we are not required to abdicate our judgment entirely. We 
must reserve the right to test their opinions by our judgments. 
Certainly, on the question of annexations and their wisdom there 
is no monopoly of information; nothing so technical that the lay 
mind can not form quite an intelligent opinion concerning it. 

One does not have to be a graduate of West Point or Annapolis 
to be able to read the p of history aright and to draw from 
them accurate and useful lessons as to the effect of territorial and 
provincial holdings upon the destiny of nations. Our military 
and naval officers may declare until they are red in the face, as 
they did before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that we will 
require a less navy instead of a greater one after we have annexed 
Hawaii, and you and I are at liberty to believe it or not, as we see 
fit. They may assert over and over again that the possession of 
insular territory will add to our happiness, prosperity, and power 
as a people, and still we are not concluded by their opinion. 

But to get back to the point at issue. It is claimed that if we 
do not annex Hawaii its eople will voluntarily transfer the island 
to some other power. Mr. Speaker, I deny it. The whole histor 
of Hawaiishows that such action is wholly improbable. Throug 
all the political vicissitudes of that people, under all the forms of gov- 
ernment under which they have existed, whether native or white, 
oligarchical or republican, if there is any one thing above all others 
which has particularly distinguished them it has been their desire 
for independence of all governments except ourown. Neyer have 
they manifested the least inclination to join their fortunes to that 
of any other nation on earth than ours. They have vigorously 
resisted at all times any suggestion of foreign domination by other 
countries. Their disposition and their trade has uniformly been 
toward us, They have had no inclination whatever toward the 

eat nations of the Old World, from whom they are separated by 

ousands of miles of water. 

For years their absolute independence has been guaranteed by 
the United States and bya joint treatyentered into between Eng- 
land and France, and they have all along had every reason to 
believe that there was no likelihood of that independence being 
interfered with. Are we to believe, then, that just at this time they 
are suddenly disposed, when no nation is moving against them, 
when the treaty between England and France is still in force, and 
when we, stronger and greater than ever before, are still guaran- 
teeing their freedom, they will consent to transfer themselves to 
some other country simply because we do not accept them? The 
idea, sir, is preposterous, as preposterous as many other of the 
assertions whereby men are sought to be carried off their feet in 
considering this 33 measure, which ought to receive the 
closest scrutiny, and which no man should act upon without 
having first canvassed the whole ground, so as to be sure that he 
is 1 right. A . 

Why, if there is any doubt upon this point as to what is the in- 
clination of these people on this subject, look at the declarations 
of President Dole. ey ought to be good authority for annexa- 
tionists on this floor. In an interview submitted to by him at the 
hands of a reporter on the occasion of his recent visit to this 
country, an interview which occurred in 19557 5 and was pub- 
lished in the New Vork Journal of the 24th of last January, he 
was asked what would happen in the event that the United States 
rejected annexation. He answered, Well, the Republic is there. 
I do not know that anything would happen, except that things 
would go on as usual. Ido not see any immediate danger from 
possession by any other country.” 

And yet there are those who conjure up this bugaboo to frighten 
gentlemen from the discharge of their duty and coerce weak 
minds which they can see in advance have not the strength to 
withstand such miserable capu: If, however, these people 
would not voluntarily surrender their autonomy, is there still 


danger that a foreign power may seize and hold Hawaii against 
their will—forcibly annex it, and thus obtain a base of operations 
against us in case of war with us? 

This pretense has also been made, sir. When the report from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs was made to the Senate on a 
resolution for annexation of Hawaii, there was written in the re- 
port a statement that England had designsupontheisland. But, 
sir, the ink upon the paper that contained that declaration was 
scarcely dry before Sir Julian Pauncefote, pursuant to instruc- 
tions from his Government, hastened to make known to the United 
States that nothing of that kind was intended and to disavow all 
such purposes. 

On several occasions after this the leaders of the English Par- 
liament rose in answer to interrogatories and made the same 
frank disayowal. The idea, Mr. Speaker, is inconsistent with 
everything England has done with respect to the islands. Her 
treaty with France in 1843, to which I haye already alluded and 
which she at the time asked us to join, and which she again solic- 
ited us to join as late as 1887, and her uniform observance of its 
terms for fifty-five years is pregnant evidence of the falsity of this 
accusation made against her by the report of the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

It has also been claimed that the Japanese were trying to col- 
onize the island with a view of getting it under control and then 
turning it over to Japan. 

I think the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs [Mr. Hirt] made an intimation of that kind when he ad- 
dressed this House on last Friday. Certainly the Japanese could 
not do this by peaceful methods, for in response to my question 
the gentleman admitted that, under the constitution and laws of 
Hawaii, the Japanese had not the right to vote. It is not denied 
that they are most of them on the island as contract laborers 
under a seven years’ contract, without any political rights what- 
ever. Nosooner, sir, had this claim been made than the Japanese 
minister hastened to make a disavowal, not only on his own ac- 
count, but for his Government. 

He pointed out that the only trouble was that Hawaii herself 
had invited the Japanese by a treaty to immigrate there, and that 
they had gone in pursuance of that request, and that subsequently 
Hawaii had arbitrarily undertaken to expel them. Japan then did 
what any other nation on the globe would have done, demanded 
an indemnity, which Hawaii proposed to arbitrate, and which 
gt ae Japan accepted, 

The Japanese minister has further pointed out to us that Japan 
does not favor emigration of her people and that it has never been 
her policy to extend her territory beyond the zone which immedi- 
ately surrounds her. He has also declared that Japan had no 
designs whatever upon Hawaii—has expressly repudiated the en- 
tire charge; and thus is exploded another of the false pretenses by 
which we are sought to be pushed into rash and precipitate action 
in the passage of the pending resolution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert that there never has been but one 
instance—and if I am wrong I submit to correction; probably I 
had better say that there never has been but one instance that has 
come to my knowledge—where any nation has undertaken to seize 
Hawaii with the intention of retaining it. Indeed, even in this 
instance the nation whose officer committed the act disavowed it. 

What are the historical facts? In 1839 a French vessel landed 
there, not to seize the island, to take possession of it permanently 
for the French Government, but simply for the purpose of re- 
dressing oppressions which were being committed on converts on 
the island made a the Spanish priests, and the purpose having 
been accomplished this yessel instantly withdrew. In 1843 a Brit- 
ish vessel sailed into the harbor of Honolulu and her captain ex- 
torted a deed of cession of Hawaii from the king, drew down the 
ensign of the island and ran up the British flag, but upon a mere 
protest, unaccompanied by threat or show of force on the part of 
our Government, in less than four weeks the British disavowed 
the act, and the flag of Great Britain was drawn down, the Ha- 
waiian flag run up again, and the island left in possession of its 
rightful owners. 

n this very year, 1843, Mr. Speaker, as I have already said, the 
British Government entered into a treaty with France whereby 
they forever guaranteed the independence of Hawaii and bound 
themselves never in any manner to take possession of any part of 
it. Upon England inviting us to become a party to this agı 
ment, we declined to do so, but our Secretary of State at the time 
declared in effect that we were in sympathy with the proposition 
and that it conformed to the American rage That treaty stands 
to-day unabrogated and observed. As late as 1887 England again 
approached us and asked us to join in a treaty with France, Ger- 
many, and herself, guaranteeing the independence of Hawaii. 
Again we declined, at the same time reiterating the declaration 
of our traditional policy in favor of the absolute independence of 
the island, 

I believe, sir, that there was one other instance subsequent to 
this—probably in the year 1849, Some French vessels, for some 
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alleged grievances which Hawaii was unwilling to admit, landed Eatme alliances! Why, the very purpose is to prevent 
ng 


men upon theisland, took possession of the Government buildings, 
and remained there for some time. But these Frenchmen never 
pulled down the Hawaiian flag, and they finally left. They de- 
clared to England they had not violated either the spirit or letter 
of the treaty and had never intended to do so—had never intended 
to take permanent possession of the island. They cited as evidence 
of this fact that they had not pulled down the flag of Hawaii or 
raised the French flag in its place and that they had retired from 
the island. 

Does any man on this floor dare to tell me that when for a vast 
number of years our declaration to the world that the independ- 
ence of Hawaii should be maintained has been accepted and ac- 
quiesced in by all nations—a declaration made when we were a 
young country, a weak country, without much of an army, and 
with a navy of small proportions—now, when we have grown to be 
a powerful nation of 70,000,000 people, with vast and illimitable 
resources, with a great navy, and with a capacity to raise and 
equip in a few short months an immense army—that now these 
nations are getting ready to depart from their old course of con- 
duct and to seize this island and hold it as a base from which to 
attack our coast? The claim is absolutely preposterous. It shows 
how hard pressed these annexationists are for arguments that 
they resort to such a pretense as this for the p of blinding 
the intelligence of the people upon a question so important. 

Mr. Speaker, our traditional doctrine, down to the time that this 

licy of annexation has been agitated within the last few years, 
kas always been in favor not of the annexation but of the inde- 
pendence of Hawaii. The utterances of our Presidents; of our 
Secretaries of State, of our diplomats, of our publicists, of our leg- 
islators down until this desire for new empire has taken possession 
of the minds of some of our people, have been, with but few ex- 
ceptions, in favor of simple independence. As late as 1894, this 
House and the body at the other end of the Capitol practically re- 
iterated this doctrine in separate resolutions which were passed 
by the respective Houses. ee 

Sir, pass the resolution which the minority offers in this instance 
as a substitute for the annexation resolution of the majority, de- 
clare to Hawaii and the world once more our old doctrine that we 
guarantee the independence of the island and will maintain the 
same, and that no foreign nation must lay hands on it, and there 
is not a power in the world that would dare to violate the declara- 
tion, because it would know that a violation of it simply meant a 
terrible and destructive war with the greatest nation of modern 
tim 


es, 

But if there is any doubt upon this point, how easy it would be 
to settle it by an amicable arrangement. I myself had the honor 
to introduce into this House a joint resolution, now pending before 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, which provides that the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall appoint three commissioners on be- 
half of the United States to meet a like number of commissioners 
from each one of the leading nations of the world, at a conveniently 
early day, at Washington, to formulate a plan for an eement, 
to be reported back to the respective governments for their adop- 
tion, forever I dapre mia the entire independence of Hawaii, and 
prohibiting the taking possession of any part of its soil. 

There is not a nation on the face of the earth that would not be 
willing to accept an agreement containing this proposition. Eng- 
land is committed to the 3 France is committed to it; 
Japan is committed to it. I assume, sir, that the President would 
be willing to negotiate a treaty upon the basis of such a plan if 
Congress passed this resolution; that, even if he did not sign it, 
he would be disposed to accept it as an expression of popular will, 
and take the initiative in the matter, thus obviating any constitu- 
tional objections, if such exist, to the joint resolution. 

Mark you, I do not say that such an agreement is necessary, for 
I do not believe the possession of these islands is essential to our 
safety. I do not believe the people of Hawaii, if we reject this 

roposition, will ever give themselves away to any other nation. 
have demonstrated, I think, quite conclusively that there is no 
danger that any other nation will step in and undertake to take 
possession of it by force. 

But, I say, if anyone has any fears on this subject, here is a 
proposition which will accomplish the very purpose of annexation, 
prevent this island from falling into the hands of any foreign 
country, and at the same time relieve us from the terrible bur- 
dens that would come from annexing it to the United States. 

With this proposition agreed to by every nation, making this 
solemn uty, there is not a country in the whole compact 
that would ever dare attempt, in case of war, to seize the island 
as a base for operations against us, Such an attempt would call 
down not only our own resentment and the resentment of the 
people of Hawaii, but the resentment and interposition of the 
other nations that were parties to the agreement. 

Ah, but I have been told by gentlemen to whom this plan has 
been submitted that it involves ‘‘entangling alliances” with for- 
eign Weaken one very thing that we have been warned against 
by Washington in his memorable Farewell Address, 


entangli jances and things infinitely worse. Entangling alli- 
ances! It is just such an alliance as we have to-day with many 
nations upon various subjects which concern us, and if I mistake 
not is something akin to the alliance which we have at this time 
with certain nations with respect to our rights and their rights 
in the island of Samoa. 

I have been told, too, that it involves a surrender of the Monroe 
doctrine, Mr. Speaker, I have never yet been able to find two 
gentlemen who could agree in their definition of this famous doc- 
trine. It certainly is a very elastic doctrine which can be ex- 
tended 2,200 miles out into the Pacific Ocean. But admitting that 
it is capable of such expansion, let us stop and consider for a 
moment whether this objection that has been suggested to the 
scheme is tenable. 

I took great pleasure in reading the other day a memorable 
speech delivered by Mr. Calhoun in 1848 in the Senate of the United 
States, a speech which I had read once before years ago, containing 
an exposition of the Monroe doctrine. He pants out very clearly 
in this speech that which a certain jin ement in this country 
would do well just at this crisis of public affairs to observe, that 
this doctrine had 8 lense baaa misconceived and misconstrued, 
and that individuals had often sought to extend it far beyond its 
proper scope and in a manner that was extremely dangerous to the 
country. He declared that as construed by some the doctrine 
would i it in the power of every petty South American country 
to involve us in all its wars. 

He further declared that the Monroe doctrine did not arbitra- 
rily make each occupation of territory in this hemisphere a cause 
for offense and resistance by us, but that whether an occupation 
was to be so regarded and treated must depend upon the facts in 
each particular case, and he then went on to define the doctrine 
as involving three principles. What were they? First, that the 
Holy Alliance, formed after the overthrow of Napoleon by certain 
European nations, the object of which was to discourage repub- 
lican institutions and to promote monarchical institutions, and 
which was particularly aimed at that time, so far as this hemi- 
sphere was concerned, at the provinces of Spain in South America, 

ould not enforce its peculiar tenets in the Western Hemisphere; 
second, that there should be no oppression by the nations of the 
Old World of the people of this hemisphere, and third, that there 
should te no colonization by foreign nations upon this hemisphere, 
whether a land that was previously occupied or land that was 
unoccupi 

Now, tell me, gentlemen, if you please, which one of these three 

rinciples the plan I have suggested for the neutralization of the 
waiian Islands violates? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. No. The gentleman must pardon 
me; I prefer not to be interrupted, as I have only a little time. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You have an hour; more time than anybody 


else. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman will do me a kind- 
ness and do himself infinite honor if he will drop into his seat. 
he not want to yield to him. IfI had more time, I should gladly 

0 80, 

The holy alliance has gone out of existence. That principle can 
not apply. It would not be an 8 of these pople; for its 
very purpose is to secure their independence. It would not be a 
colonization of them. It would leave them to determine the con- 
ditions of immigration and of residence for themselves. 

If, however, it is thought that by inviting other nations to haye 
a voice in this arrangement concerning Hawaii there would be a 
yielding up of the principles of the Monroe doctrine, how easy itis 
to disavow such a surrendering except in this specific case in the 
r agreement itself, and to declare that the making of it by us 
8 not be construed as a warrant to the contracting nations for 
aggression in our hemisphere. 

ut, Mr. Speaker, it is contended that we already have a per- 
petual right to Pearl Harbor, which is the essential part of the 
Hawaiian Islands, under our second reciprocity treaty with that 
country. This harbor and its immediate environments are practi- 
cally all that is necessary to be held for war operation and a coal- 
ing station. I grant you that whether we possess perpetual right 
in this harbor is a debatable question. Mr. Bayard has said that 
our rights there will expire when the treaty expires. 

But, sir, I see it positively stated that Mr. Sherman has said and 
that Mr. MORRILL has said that it was the understanding, when 
this Pearl River Harbor grant to us was inserted in the last reci- 
procity treaty with Hawaii, that it guaranteed to us a permanent 
right to that harbor. It is also stated that they have said that Mr. 

munds, whose legal ability no man can gainsay, drew the pro- 
vision with this very object ın mind, and that he always put that 
construction upon it. 

But I care not which one of these constructions is accepted. 
The fact remains that we can, if we want to, purchase Pearl 
bor of Hawaii and fortify it, and in my humble opinion we can 
purchase it without any difficulty. [Applause.] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has 


JOHNSON of Indiana. I believe, Mr. S „ that gen- 
eral leaye has been granted to extend remarks in the RECORD, 


$ e that includes the print- 
ing of papers and documents which any gentleman may desire to 
include in an a dix to his remarks. 

The 8 pro tempore. General leave has been granted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will avail myself of that right. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not conceive it ible that the Hawatian 
people, whom, as I have shown, we have always aided to main- 
tain their independence, and to whose products we have granted 
the most liberal admission to our ports, would refuse to sell us 
this harbor if we offered to purchase it, especially as we are looked 
toas one of the nations which will perpetually guarantee their 
absolute freedom from any foreign attempt at domination. 

To be sure, sir, the simple ownershi this harbor will be in 
many ways a burden to us, but it would not be near as bad as the 
ownership of the entire island, for reasons which will readily oc- 
cur from what I have said and what I shall say before I close my 
remarks. The purchase of this harbor I of course only suggest 
as a choice of evils, in the event we are obliged to own any ter- 
ritory in the Sandwich Islands at all. 

I have thus endeavored to maintain the second of my proposi- 
tions—that annexation of Hawaii is not necessary to prevent it 
from passing into the ownership of some other nation and being 
used to menace and attack our coast. If the island remains free 
from the grasp of other countries, the same object, so far as pre- 
venting offensive warfare being waged against us is concerned, is 
attained as would be secured by our annexation of it, and painted 
ships would lie painted seas” for want of a coaling station 
and base of supplies in the Pacific Ocean. 

True, for purposes of defense we would not own the island, but 
would have there only the right of a neutral power; but we could 
well endure this, sir, rather than take upon ourselves the burdens 
whichownership would entail. Besides, what need would we have 
of Hawaii for defense when the enemy could not avail himself of 
it for purposes of attack? What defense is necessary to be made 
against war ships which are powerless for lack of coal and a base 
of supplies in theisland? If, perchance, however, an enemy should 
reach our shores with coal obtained from collieries, or in some 
other way, we could safely trust to our Navy, whose coal supply 
would be at its very back, and to our coast defenses, eee by 
our Army, for an effective defense. 

Much that I have already said, Mr. Speaker, bears upon the 
third proposition for which I am contending. Let me now dis- 
cuss this proposition a little further and submit some remarks on 
other matters closely related to it. 

What disposition, sir, do we propose to make of Hawaii and of 
these other islands which the valor of our soldiers and sailors will 
soon transfer to our possession when we haye obtained them? The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has not condescended to 
give us any light upon this very pertinent inquiry. In the course 
of his remarks yesterday he even exclaimed, “I scorn to discuss 
with any man what is to come of this acquisition.” 

Indeed, all the other gentlemen who have advocated annexation 
in this debate have also ‘‘scorned” to discuss this question, so far 
as I have observed. Generally speaking, they have been careful 
to avoid this phase of the subject, adverting to it only when inter- 
rogated about it,and then dismissing it hurriedly with the declara- 
tion that the question will be solved when the proper time arrives, 
that we can safely be trusted to determine the matter wisely, and 
other answers equally as e and evasive. 

Mr. Speaker, what kind of statesmanship is this which regards 
only present action and gives no thought to ultimate results? Is 
this the kind of leadership” which we are to follow—the leader- 
ship which leaps without looking? Is forethought to be thus 
abandoned and everything in the future thus left so largely to 
chance?, Is this a wise course to pursue? Is it prudent in a mat- 
ter so important as this, so fraught with far-reaching and danger- 
ous possibilities to our people? I for one do not “scorn” to dis- 
cuss the question, and I again ask what do we pe to do with 
Hawaii and these other insular territories w we get them? 
The demand for the immediate passage of the pending resolution 
makes 1 a present problem, and gentlemen can not either ignore 
or evade it. 

Are we going to erect these islands into States, admit them to 
the Union, and confer the right of suffrage upon their inhabit- 
ants? Why, sir, these en a denizens of the Tropics are ut- 
terly incapable of self-control, to say nothing of self-government. 
What, pray, do they know about free institutions, and what can 
they be taught concerning them, for that matter? Confer State- 
hood and suffrage upon them, and they will not only be in confu- 
sion themselves, but they will also work irreparable injury to the 
whole Union. The Senators and Representatives which they will 
elect to Congress under the machinations of the designing kna 


who will control them will be men who are both unscrupulous 
and incapable, and whose only mission will be evil. 

Have we not enough ignorant voters now within our borders 
that we need to increase their number? Is not a more eral 
diffusion of knowledge and an elevation of the standard for citi- 
zenship the imperative demand of the hour? Shall great public 
issues affecting the vital interests of all our people be submitted for 
determination to the Senators and Representatives from Hawaii, 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines? Shall they, by holding 
the balance of power and casting the decisive votes where the 
3 are close, bape Serebe the civil policy and direct the 

estiny of 70,000,000 of people? 

You can not break the force of this objection, sir, by admitting 
these islands as States in the Union and yet depriving the masses 
of the right to vote by the imposition of a restricted ballot. Such 
a policy would establish in Cuba and Puerto Rico a su ion of 
* 8 5 75 to ire which 5 in Georgia and Alabama 

ore the war; it would impose upon Hawaii and the Philippines 
by the force of positive law the same deprivation of ir rote 
which is claimed to exist in the Southern States now, in defiance 
of law, and as a matter of fact; it would establish in this great 
Republic by legal enactment the hateful rule of caste, and create 
an oligarchy under the American fiag as tyrannical and as brutal 
as any that ever flourished in the despotisms of the Old World. 

Can you avoid these difficulties, gentlemen, by creating these 
provinces into Territories after the manner in which our Territo- 
ries have been accustomed tobeadministered? Why, sirs, the same 
incapacity that unfits those alien people for statehood unfits them 
also for territorial form of government, for in our Territories the 
people largely govern themselves and manage their own affairs. 

There is but one other course left open to us. We must govern 
these islands as conquered provinces. We must hold theese be the 
hand of stern repression, by laying upon them the heavy hand of 
mail, according to their inhabitants neither participation nor rep- 
resentation in our Government. It is thus that ancient Rome 
was accustomed to hold her conquered territory. It is thus that 
England now holds certain of her tropical possessions, We must 
have our captains- , our governors-general, our councils of 
administration, and our executive councils. We need not call our 
governing bodies by these very names, but they will possess and 
exercise the precise functions of aches arpi 

But where do we find American ent or authority for such 
a form of government as this? You will search for it in vain, 
though you ransack every archive and depository in the land, 
Nor can you find any sanction for it in the customs of our people. 
The Declaration of Independence, the spirit and letter of the Fed- 
eral and State constitutions, the utterances and writings of the 
fathers, every page in the Federalist, the teachings of our pub- 
licists, the decisions of all our courts, aye, the very genius of our 
free institutions, as well as the invariable practices of our people, 
cry out in vigorous protest it. 

is Government of ours is “of the people, for the people, and 
by the people;” it contemplates no such thing as the holding of 
provinces with no right of local control and no hope of ultimate 
statehood. It was conceived in protest against the holding of 
men in servitude. It hath ever been and ever must be the antith- 
esis to that odious system which holds possessions by the sword 
and draws sustenance from their products. Under our flag indi- 
vidual aspirations for liberty and citizenship are encouraged. If 
men are never to be qualified to participate in the blessings of 
free government, we should studiously avoid extending over 
the folds of our starry fiag. A name will avail us nothing if we 
abandon the essence of our polity. We cannotremaiuarepublic 
and at the same time practice the methods of a aay 

And where, may I ask, have we the machinery for the govern- 
ment of provinces? I know, sir, that we pride ourselves upon our 
capacity for political affairs; that we boast of our genius for ad- 
ministration. I have heard 33 say that Whatever any 
other nation can do we can do also. Notwithstanding all this, 
I venture to suggest that we have no special training for the man- 
stay of colonies and outlying provinces in the region of the 

pics, populated ed alien and mongrel races. Great Britain, 
who has been beyond doubt the most successful of modern na- 
tions in this line, despite the many misfortunes which have 
plagued her in her colonies, is thoroughly equipped for such ad- 
ministration, She possesses a 58 pana vil service, in which 
persons are rae ag educated an ete dor for the government 
of her depen With her favori is unknown in the se- 
lection of theseofficials. 'Themost perfect qualification is required. 

But how 5 tolerate such a system of selection of 
men for the istration of our tropical possessions; we who 
are constantly denouncing our civil service as an undemocratic 
and monarchical institution and are vociferously demanding its 
overthrow and destruction? Ah, sir, of one thing we may well 
rest assured: Whatever form of government we may confer upon 
these islands, the offices essential to the conduct of their affairs 


ves | will be eagerly sought after with wild clamor by the henchmen of 
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yoe men as rewards for political services which they have ren- 
to their masters. Favoritism in men will abound. 
Thorough equipment for the work will be largely ignored. 

We have recently seen the incompetent sons of the wealthy and 
the favored sons of public men appointed to offices created by the 
war through the influences which wealth and public station were 
able to command, while the meritorious sons of the poor and the 
private citizens who were without influence in public affairs were 
passed over in dead silence. Can we expect any different condi- 
tions to prevail in our appointments to our provincial offices? We 
will but augment the opportunities for favoritism and increase 
the number of offices to corrupt men’s consciences. And what is 
to be expected, gentlemen, of an administration of a provincecon- 
ducted by such appointees as these? Away from the scrutiny of 
the home Government, they will prey like harpies upon the igno- 
rant people, who will not only be incapable of defense but even 
incapable of protest. Injustice, peii on, and scandal equal to 
that meek ni ages live and Warren Hastings in India will 
be the order of the day. : 

Our public officials will vie with the unscrupulous adventurers 
who will seek these islands in hopes of bettering their fortunes, in 
schemes for theirenrichment by means of oppression and plunder. 
The t syndicates and trusts will find there a congenial field 
for their operations, where, away from the pressure of that public 

inion which here im a certain of restraint upon 
their excesses, they will pursue their ess and unconscionable 
practices without stint and without restraint. : 

These provinces, too, Mr. Speaker, will become the inevitable 

t- 


a free le will be forged upon these islands, which, in our 
iat — folly, we unconsciously dedicated to this hostile 


urpose. 

{ And thus, Mr. Speaker, this new and unfortunate policy, this 

rash and wholly experiment, will not only inflict 

upon our helpless ndencies tyranny, misgovernment, and ex- 

tortion, but it will entail shame and dishonor upon ourselves 

os hes 1 source of anxiety, irritation, and, I doubt not, 
00! 5 


ort an 
which our population may attain in cen 
variety of soil and climate, diversity of industries, and unbounded 
natural resources and material wealth all at our command. Our 
fields are to bs sown with grain, our mines are to be and 
worked, our factories are to be operated, and there are sufficient 
to occupy our time and our energies and to yield us an ample re- 
turn for ourendeayors. Why should we, then, abandon the deyel- 
opment of that which is our own for these less desirable and less 
profitable lands, where none but those who are e 
climate can cultivate with success? 

We can not afford, sir, to take these le in the Tro into 
gs union with ourselves, but upon this I have y dwelt, 

ey are an inferior race; they are not at all of our habits of 
thought. Unlike the inhabitants of the Temperate Zone, they are 
wholly incapable of assimilation, and without capacity either to 
appreciate or embrace the genius of our institutions. Mr. Gar- 
field was ns when he said,at the time the first treaty of reci- 
procity with Hawaii was 
any extension of our into the Tropics and that to do so 
would weaken both our Government and our people. 

Nor should we annex to our domain, Mr, Speaker, any territory 
whose people are many of them unwilling to consent to the an- 
nexation. Talk, sir, about the authority of the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment as you will (and no one disputes its de facto existence 
nor that it has the bare legal right to form a union with us by 
treaty, as provided in its constitution), the fact, nevertheless, re- 
mains, and it is useless to deny it, that a large number of the 


ding, that there ought never to be | diff 


We oppose the pending resolution, too, because it involves a 
total abandonment of our cherished traditions, traditions which 


and entailed upon us anxiety and e „is 
daries of in- 


matized. 
who impede the onward progress of the ship of state. It has 
been said that we are making now precisely the same arguments 
and predictions which were made against the annexation of all the 
vast territory whose subsequent history has added so much to the 
greatness of the country and has shown conclusively the fallacy 
of the objection urged to its annexation. Mr, S gen- 
tlemen who indulge in this kind of prattle seem wholly incapable 
distinc inctions. 


poopie are capable of inhabiting and cultivating 
and territory whi 


developed until we have 
country upon the goe, far outstripping in 


who 333 practiced 
This marvelous progress 


insist that we shall a 
which, in conscious pride, we have been accustomed to look down 
with philosophy and contempt upon the selfish and costly 
struggles of other nations for spoils, and the frictions and con- 
flicts thus engendered, and ourselves become greedy participators 
in the ignoble strife? 

Mr. Sherman has twice entered his solemn protest against this 
dangerous policy—the first time before he assumed a in the 
Cabinet of the present Chief Executive, and the second time soon 
after his retirement therefrom. On each of these occasions he de- 
clared most emphatically not only against the annexation of 
Hawaii, but also against any annexation of insular territory what- 
ever. 

Concentration, sir, not diffusion, is the desideratum; a nation 
which is compact, not one which is scattered to all parts of the 
om Russia seems to have grasped the force of this A Sgr 

saw in Alaska a segregation which was her weakness. She 
was glad to rid herself of the danger. Her t power to-day 
rests no more upon her vast population and her autocratic rule 
than upon the compactness of her domain, from which she can 


send forth her mighty armies to attack and overpower, and yet be 
undernonecessity of ding distant provinces from the assaults 
of her enemy. 


Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines once a part of 
our domain, they become not sources of strength but sources of 
weakness. They are vulnerable places in our national armor 
which invite attack. They will be constant subjects for irritating 

erences with other powers—powers with whom our present 
isolation makes it easy for us to remain at peace and yet grow 
and prosper with unprecedented rapidity. It is the possession of 
outlying territory faer to-day puts Spain in our power. Her dif- 


fusion is her grea ess. 

With this territory wrested from her grasp, we will be better 
able to defendit than she; butreflect one moment, sir, at what an 
enormous outlay of trouble and expense. Admiral Irwin, himself 
a strong advocate of territorial expansion, admits that the adop- 
tion of such a policy will require us to maintain a navy equal 


Roope there are strongly to this movement. Of this ee to any in the world. Measure, gentlemen, the disparity 
we have ample evidence. ill we now, as a free invoke | between our own Navy and that of the mother country, then 
the technicalities and brush aside the equities of case to the | tell me what it will cost us to build such a navy, to say nothing 


end that we may receive in a spirit of cupidity a gift which the 
Dole Government can not in sed and good faith proffer and 
which we can not in honor and good faith accept? 


of the cost of its maintenance. 
But the Navy is not the only arm of our service which will be 
needed. Our Army must be enormously increased in size, for 
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these various 
garrisoned, An 
and our coast defenses, which must not be neglected, for this 
novel and eran polioy of empire which we are to inaugurate 


es must be both strongly fortified and 
there, gentlemen, is also our increased reserves, 


requires that we s continue to defend our own shores as well 
as defend these islands which we are pase 

Mr. Speaker, this is a brilliantand a ing career thatis being 
marked out for us; but will it pay? Will our people be the hap- 

ier, the more p: rous, the more powerful, if they pursue it? 

he trained eye of Bismarck has been quick to grasp our situation 
and to see our folly, and he has declared that this proposed policy 
would be an intermeddling policy, leading to unavoidable frictions; 
that it would require us to become a military and a naval power— 
which he chara as an Son luxury, rendered unneces- 
sary by our geographical position. He has truthfully declared 
also that our change of front means retrogression in the high 
sense of civilization. 

Mr. Speaker, are we to exchange the tranquillity which has 
been ours for the alarm and anxiety which is the p e of the 
pais who thirst for universal empire? Are we to have war 

urries which disturb business and international differences which 
check development? Our interest clearly requires that we should 
steer clear of an Anglo-American alliance, however much our 
sympathy may bind us to our kindred across the sea. But what 
nation which holds colonies has ever yet been able to avoid alli- 
ances with other powers in order to maintain her possessions 
against nations of envious and . disposition or whose 
interests clash with her own? Does not history demonstrate 
that this is true? 

Gentlemen, there is but one safecoursetopursue. Letusavoid 
the segregation which leads to war and makes defense difficult. 
Let us preserve our territory compact, where our geographical 
position, our immense population, and our great resources render 
us impervious to su ul attack. Our base of supplies is thus 
at our very backs; our lines of communication can not be cut off. 
Let us apply ourselves to the correction of internal grievances by 
the passage of just and wholesome laws, and to the development 
of our wonderful natural resources. That we should have an ade- 
quate Army and Navy and coast defenses is undoubtedly true; but 
let our mission be that of peace, and no nation is likely to disturb 
or tooppress us. It has not been done in the past; it is not at all 
likely to occur in the future. 

But I have heard it said in this debate that we must acquire 
these possessions to increase our trade. Mr. Speaker, neither 
economic science nor human — sanctions the theory that 
trade can only be built up by the annexation of territory. The 
logical way to increase our trade is to produce commodities su- 
perior in quality and cheaper in price than our competitors, and 
then to break down the walls of our tariff, except so far as the 
protection of our laboring population makes it necessary that it 
shall stand, that combines and trusts may not interdict trade, 
oppress the consumer, and grow wealthy upon the monopolies 
which they enjoy. Nor should we forget, sir, that trade is not 
the selling of commodities for money, but the exchange of com- 
modities for commodities. 

I confess my amazement that gentlemen on this floor who are 
stanch Republican protectionists should be urging so strongly 
the annexation to the United States of these tropical countries 
where cheap cooly labor, under the direction and control of great 
syndicates and corporations, can and will produce competing 
products of the American farm, such, for instance, as rice, sugar, 
and tobacco, cheaper than they can be produced here, and then 
transport them to our shores duty free and sell them in the 
American market, 

What is likely to be the effect, sir, upon the American laborer, 
especially the American farm laborer, of such a policy as this? I 
do not wonder, in view of the outlook, that the president of the 
American Federation of Labor has addressed a letter to the Speaker 
of this House protesting against the passage of the pending reso- 
lution. Mr. Speaker, this new policy of imperialism is against 
both the interest of the farmer and the interest of the laborer, and 
for this reason those who eee to be in sympathy with these 
classes should antagonize the poney at the very outset. 

And, then, there is the Monroe doctrine. Gentlemen, has this 
doctrine no corolary? What is it that has induced the trans-At- 
lantic nations to acquiesce in our domination in this hemisphere 
if it is not our disavowal of all intention or right to interfere in 
the affairs of the other hemisphere? And yet it is now openly de- 
clared on every hand by those who believe in this march of em- 

ire” that we propose, having justly pushed our way to the very 

oors of Asia, to remain there after our necessity has ceased and 
5 ourselves forever as a factor in the local affairs of the 
rient. 

Think you that this course will increase 8 t for 
the Monroe doctrine and tend to increase its stability: Ware, 
gentlemen, of the law of retaliation. We must take the burdens 
along with the supposed benefits of this novel doctrine which we 


are to embrace. Let us not be surprised if we become the subject 

of reprisals from abroad and if, in grasping for power there, we 

paige discover that we are in danger of losing power nearer 
ome. 


Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, there is one pathway out of this 
dilemma which is less dangerous than the rest. Why shall we not 
take it? Let us reject the proposition to annex Hawaii. Let us 
retire from Cuba as soon as possible after this war and the estab- 
lishment of an independent and stable government by its people, 
thus keeping faith with the Cubans, the world, and ourselves. 

Let us not hesitate to seize upon Spanish soil Wherever the ne- 
cessities of war may demand it for the sake of victory; but when 
peace is restored and our indemni id, let us restore her lost 
provinces to the Government at id, or, if Spain will not or 
can not redeem them, let us dispose of them to some other nation, 
for we will hardly be able to find a purchaser who will not govern 
them more justly than she. This should be done for our own 
sake, not for the sake of Spain. Having done this, let us turn 
again to peaceful pursuits and to the realization of that glorious 
destiny which awaits.us if we are only true to traditions which 
deserve to be imperishable. 


APPENDIX. x! 
[Mr. Webster's letter to Edward Everett.] 
March 23, 1843, Daniel Webster, then Secretary of State, te Ed 
Everett, our minister to ear dare ity = 
The course adopted by Government in tothe Sandwich Islands 
has for its sole object the preservation of the independence of these islands 
and the maintenance by their Government of an entire impartiality in their 
intercourse with foreign states. The United States desires to exercise no 
undue influence or control over the government of the islands, nor to obtain 
from it any grant of exclusive privileges Whatever. This was solemnly de- 
clared in the President’s message to Congress.” 
[Extract from speech of James A. Garfield.] 


I wish to state distinctly on the general question of annexation of outlying 
islands or „ in the north, and I make an exception there 
that I trust we have seen the last of annexation, and in this remark I include 
the whole group of the West India Islands and the whole of the Mexican ter- 
ritory contiguous to the United States, inhabited as it is by a portion of the 
Latin races, strangely mixed and degenerated by their mixture with native 
races; a population and a territory that naturally enfeebles man; a popula- 
tion and a territory that I 3333 may never be made an integral 
part of the people and a territory of the United States. We occupy a portion 
of that great northern zone which girdles the world and which has been the 
theater of the test achievements of civilization, especially in the history 
of the Angl on races; but should we extend our ions into the 
tropical (Hawaiian) belt, we would weaken the power of our people and Gov- 
ee eee Record, Forty-fourth —— easton: pages 


[Extract of letter from British minister to Secretary of State, 1887.] 

In December, 1881, Mr. Blaine wrote: 

“This Government firmly believes that the position of the Hawaiian Is- 
lands as the key to the dominion of the American Pacific demands their 
benevolent neutrality, to which end it will earnestly cooperate with the na- 
tive Government.” 

` a 5 1887, the British minister gave the following to our Secretary 
0 $ 
“WASHINGTON, December 23, 1837. 

“England and France, by the convention of November 28, 1843, are bound 
to consider the Sandwich Islands as an independent State, and never take 
possession, either directly or under the title of a protectorate or any other 
form, of any part of the 5 which they are composed. 

“The best way to secure this object would, in the opinion of Her Majesty's 
Government, be that the powers chiefly interested in the trade of the Pacific 
should join in making a formal declaration similar to that of 1843, above 
alluded to, and that the United States Government should, with England and 
Germany, guarantee the neutrality and equal accessibility of the islands and 
their harbors to the ships of all nations without preference.” 

Extract from national Republican platform of 1888.) 
FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Our foreign policy should be at all times firm, vigorous, and dignified, and 
all our interests in the Western He here ciel watched and guarded. 
The Hawaiian Islands should be controlled by the United States, and no for- 
t are should be permitted to interfere with them; the Nicaraguan 
Canal should be built, owned, and operated by the United States. 


[Resolution of United States House of Representatives, February 7, 1894.] 


Resolved, * * * That foreign intervention in the political affairs of the 
[Hawaiian] Islands will not be regarded with indifference by the Govern- 
ment of the United States.—Congressional Record, Fifty-third Congress, sec- 
ond session, page 2001. 

(Resolution of United States Senate, May 51, 1894.) 

Resolved, That * * * any intervention in the political affairs of these 
islands righ tid Be f ary other government will be arded as an act un- 
friendly to the United States.—Congressional Record, Fifty-third Congress, 
second session, page 5499. 

[Extract from report of Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs on resolution 
for annexation of Hawaii.] 


ENGLAND DENIES IT. 


The report of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations covering the 
Hawaiian annexation Ox Sache which was presented by Mr. Davis on 
March 16, has called forth a protest from Great Britain, and Sir Julian Paunce- 
fote. under instructions from his Government, has informed the neru 
ment of State that the committee of the Senate are under an entire p- 

rehension, and that there is no ground whatever for the allegations con- 
. in the statement. 

The passage referred to states that “if Great Britain is not industriously 
and openly e in fomenting this concerted movement for the destruc- 
tion of the republic and the restoration of the monarchy on its ruins, her 
agents and the princess, her 8 are kept conveniently near at hand to 
fasten her power upon the islands on the happening of any pretext for the 
protection of the lives and property of British subjects in Hawaii.” 


1898. 
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‘tract from an article entitled The New Ja 2 Mr. Toru Hoshi, 
1 minister of Japan to the United States 


Japan is so new as a factor in the world’s calculations, so little studied, 
and so little understood, that her motives and her actions are sometimes 


seriously misconstrued. This is a topic u which I must with due 

caution: but even at the risk of 3 pera can not allow the 

o ty fo pass of us word upon subjects which have lately been 
a on. 

A No citizen of country should be orant of the fact that among the 

le of Japan there is a genuine an: ly rooted attachment to the 

nited States. It is not a merely sentimen Hiking, buta sted semen 


u the memory of many kindnesses received. The United S 
a friend to 3 helpful in the hour of need, considerate at alltimes. If 
there was a nation upon whose sympathy they could rely in the effort to im- 
prove their condition, and of whose ap on they were certain in what- 
ever successes they might gain, that nation the Japanese people have thought 
was the United States. 7 
Such being the case, the tone of many recent utterances in the American 
press will be to them like an angry blow froma friend. That the American 
people should regard Ja asan , lustful of 5 eager 
to quarrel, and read “i need be, for war, will seem to them incomprehensi- 
ble. And that this or should have arisen because their Government, in 
ursuance of clear and legitimate duty, has chosen to present, in a 1 gu 
fal, calm, and moderate way, certain reasons why & certain thing should not 
be done, will add to the gaan? e There are jingoes in Ja as a distin- 
ed coun of mine said the other day, but I have heard of none so 
orgetful of right, of friendship, and of interest as to make the declaration 
recently attributed to Japan 18 a pois American journal, let us send 
afew bag > to the United States.” 
This is a 


3 sho! 
the welfare of her subjects in 


stipula 
The r much less . of Hawaii has never been en- 
dangered by the operations of that treaty. On the contrary, Japanese im- 


ward torial ag- 
history of the Empire nor in its modern 
t. Formosa was taken 


5 Mi tly Ji tan exped thi 5 
ore recen apan sentan er, 
7 * ish the savages for their 


is the only other instance of th: tion of territory by Japan. 
e peninsula was returned to China, and although the return excited some 
provai, it Mir EEA FA on account of the loss of territory 
e manner of re on. 
I repeat, therefore, that history affords no example of greed of territorial 
aggrandizement onthe part of Japan. It isas sree to the genius of her 
le as it is tothe designs of her government. e that she in- 
Tinta ether eee eee eee e tion, to a pos- 
Session of a country thousands of miles tand totally without he sphere 
of her territorial uence, can therefore only be accounted for in one of 
ignorance or by interested motives. 
another direc 


The watchw. 
people have turned their a 
arts. They realize the adyantages their country possesses, an 

them. They may not yet have reach 


are doin, 
ed the f 


TORU HOSHIL 
Mr. JoHnson’s resolution for independence of Sandwich Islands.] 
For the neutralization of the Sandwich Islands. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in assembled, That the President of the United States be, 
and cog Ms authorized and empowered to ap t three commissioners 
to meet a like number of commissioners ap on the part of each of the 
Governments of Great Britain, 5 ussia ‘France, Austria-Hungary, 
Italy, Japan, and to meet at the city of Washington at as early a date 
as may be practicable, the said oners to formulate and consider and 
— 1 to their tive Governments a plan for the neutralization and in- 
dependence of the dwich Islands and the prevention in the future of any 
nation possession of said islands, either directly or indirectly. That 
pes sum of —— be, pe the same is hereby, 8 oe z pny money 

e Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of defraying 
expenses of the said commission. 


[Resolution ed to House of Representatives by the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs as a substitute for the resolution of annexation 
reported by the committee.] 

May 21, 1898. 


Resolved aie Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in gress assembled, 1. That the United States will view as an act 
of 3 any attempt on ng > sore of any government of Europe or Asia to 
take or hold possession of the Hawaiian Islanda. or to exercise upon any pre- 
text or under any conditions sovereign authority therein. 

2, That the United States hereby announces to the people of those islands 
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and to the world their guaranty of the independence of the people of the 
Hawaiian Islands and their firm determination to maintain the same. 
HUGH A. DINSMORE. 
CHAMP CLARK. 
JOHN S. WILLIAMS. 
fae 8 e WM. M. HOWARD. 
tract from new: rin ew of President Dole at Chi in January, 
1898, 8 the New York Journal January 24, 18985 2 
There is absolutely no foundation for these stories of Hawaii being men- 
aced by Japan. There is absolutely nothing init. There is nothing in the 
relations between our country and Japan that hurries me to 8 
Asked what would become of the present Government should the United 
States refuse annexation, he said: “ Well, the Republic is there. I do not 
know that anything w happen except that things will go on as usual. I 
do not see any immediate danger from possession by any other country. 
[Extract from testimony of Admiral Walker before House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in second session Fifty-fifth Congress.] 
Mr. pega oe. © oar aman was — from San Francisco to Shanghai, 


would he n y touch at the Haw: Islands? 
Admiral WALKER. Not necessarily. He might go far north, up this way 
[referring to map]. 


Mr. BERRY. I supposed it was simply because they did not wish to carry 
coal enough to cross to the Japanese coast and not touch on the Hawaiian 
Islands; to get the advantage of the space and fill up at the Hawaiian Islands 
rather than to make the whole trip without touching anywhere. 

Admiral WALKER. Steamers run both ways, and in crossing to Shanghai 
large steamers, which carry an abundance of coal, g farther north than the 
islands. The: 3 up toward the Aleutian Islands because of the shape of 
the earth, w es it a shorter distance across. 

[Statement of Admiral Irwin, United States Navy.] 

Tha ye expressed myself before as to the wisdom of annexing Hawaii, which 
offers i to us, and the Spanish possessions we may conquer in the pres- 
ent war. The Ladrones, Carolines, and Philippines, in the Western Ocean, 
are in the path of trade to India, and the Spanish islands of West Indies 
should naturally belongtous. The on of these outposts would make 
8 the establishment and maintenance of a navy equal to any in the 
wor 


[Opinion of Bismarck.] 

The result of the war can not be wholesome either to America or Europe 
The United States will be forced to adopt an intermeddling policy, leading 
to unavoidable frictions. She thus abandoned her traditional peace policy, 
and, in order to maintain her position, she must become a military and a naval 
power—an expensive luxury, which her geographic position rendered un- 


D z 
America’s change of front means retrogression in the highest sense of 
civilization. This is the main regrettable fact about this ware 


[Article from the Cosmopolitan of March, 1898, on the subject of leprosy in 
the Hawaiian Islands.] 
SHALL WE ANNEX LEPROSY? 
By a Hawaiian Government school-teacher. 

In the Hawaiian Islands one is never far removed from the seat of govern- 
ment, and the applicants for office are known personally to a majority of 
foreign residents; hence affairs of state assume a N character. while 
the personal matters of citizens often become strangely mixed with the ma- 
chinery of the Government. 

Under such 


foreign residents. : 

ect of leprosy I find the le extremely reticent; indeed, 
ers seem to have en intoa tacit agreement not tomen- 

i mes necessary and to dismiss it with the greatest pos- 

sible dispatch when it is introduced to their notice. 

The sub is closel rded by resident physicians and Government 
officials. The island pu tions om mention it, and when reference is 
made to it by them it is of a vague and noncommittal sort, not at all likely to 
give one a ct idea of the true state of affairs. In truth, every effort is 
made here by the people and press to prevent strangers from dwelling upon 
the fact that — a common thing on the island or that it exists at all. 

Tourists coming here for a short time can form no accurate estimate of its 
poe even though they come for the purpose of learning of it, 

‘or the officials will see to it that no one gives information save one whose 

terests are identical with those of the islands. 

Perhaps no one else has so many opportunities of observing the real state 
of affairs as the Government school-teacher. 

As we neared the islands, on our way from California, we ran quite near 
the north coast of Molokai 8 (land of cliffs), and had a clear view of 
the ja and town of u the latter being the largest leper set- 
tlement. The coast is v. A Its walls of rock rise perpendicu- 
larly from the sea to a height 7 from 1,000 to 3,000 feet, in extreme 

deur and picturesqueness, and are slashed by immense ravines whose 
road mouths form natural lawns down to the very sea waves. 

On one of these green A nepa which extends about a milealong the shore, 
stand the whitewashed c and grass huts of the lepers. On either side 
the perpendicular “palis ” gray and stern. Before them the blue Pa- 
cific stretches away unbroken for 2,000 miles, and behind them the mountains 
tower aloft to meet the clouds in indescribable irre; A jagged peaks. 
Their form speaks at once of a violent and fiery origin, though they are now 
mostly clothed in robes of perpetual green. 

In their sayage roughness they serye as impassable guards on the south 
side of pes por the a access to the peninsula 2 the sea and by 
a slender path cut nong e face of a cliff, so narrow and cult that cattle 
can not be driven down it, and the settlement depends upon schooners for its 
supply of fresh meat. 

n 1865 the Hawaiian Government chose this isolated spot for the centrali- 
zation and pc pe of leprosy. Hundreds of lepers were at that time 
scattered up and down the islands, living in the most intimate relations with 
their friends, who seemed perfectly unaware of or indifferent to the danger 
of infection. But laws were for their apprehension, and it became the 
painful duty of the marshal and board of health to make repeated voyages 
around the d and collect the victims. 

The woes of those who were taken, the dismay of those who were left, and 
the N partings when friends and relatives clung to the swollen limbs 
and the glistering, bloated faces of those who were exiled from them 
forever, formed a scene which, once witnessed, was never to be forgotten; 
and yet it is still a common one on the islands. 

None ever returns from that home of hideous disease and slow-co! 
death. It isa community of doomed beings, socially dead. whose only b 
ness is to perish;“ beings who have no more a portion in anything that is 
done under the sun;” condemned to watch the repulsive steps by which 
their fellows go down to a loathsome death, knowing that they, too, must 
pass by the same way. 
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We felt relieved when we had passed the 
Fr. bathed as it was by the friendly 
sunshine and washed by the lazy waves. 


settlement, though it looked 


granted. 
ort felt much interest in the sub; 
learn the facts of the situation w. 
eine © to = about leprosy, and all 


5 advised by a friend to tak vin Rew 
unan and towels on the Kinau (the gene graph 3 ), no — — — 


ect and made fruitless endeavors to 
I was in Honolulu, but no one had any- 
appeared so indifferent that 1 finally be- 


Peon! the natives. are not fitted, morally or intel 
for intercourse with the ble f. here. They rete 
own churches, with neve and there are gl ys mates schools 
on the 8 71 wi teachers only, who teach the lan- 
2. 1 & f 8 many localities to secure fore — — as there 
no vane Se among the natives. 
My native assistant is . a model for a Hawaiian 


and yet she is scarcely more than half civilized. She has 
becoming familiar 


-ordered ently 
knows little of them. She knows nothing of ä ——— eas 
the ground and boil beef seg ag an stones. She si 


take her meals, and eats with her teense thawte which is com- 
—.— 2 the Whole family. rae has absolutely no know of books aside 
poo ana SRE writing, and a very little arii are all she 
has gained from aiian women me not employed as house servants. Few families 
to have one of them about their homes. So the Hawaiian people are cast out 
from all intimate relations with mes e foreign population 
a with vt though N the etforts of t FT 
ment exce; 
work with them at i om at the schoo gs only. 
When I expressed 


ae see oad know more of the 1 in their 
— — 2 a polite stare and told that it would not be safe to visit 
some o 
On visiting the schools I found SB waning vir Ny the peroo 
room, and ee 8 a ee contact — the children. 
r moral 


found b intellectual a 
bar {his poopie people pot S foreign. society as a their physical foulness. Ru- 
—— — seed reached me more and more frequen . . clearly. I found 
the Ayk — the Government to be less reticent than other fore — | th 
as, 8 as they have little financial interest in the islands, and are often here for 


time. 
Before the new administration, the 1 el the segregation of lepers were 
much what they are oh the present time, but a majority of the sher- 

iffs and officers were natives that it was found to impossible for the Gov- 
ernment physician to apprehend the lepers until they were too bad to be 


re Tho S iya olain would warn them in time that of th might be concealed. 


The le roamed about at will, 8 the 8 = 
28 igh tem fn ac 3 and in the stores. made by the 
them, but after the resolution of F181 the present Govern. 


great 
inaccessible by any other route. 
allowed them to here — 
the all laid to 
were 
— A native heard 
ed their in 
and pakk ea 
rm his friends of their 
When the officers reached the valley Choy found the 


RAA vidence of pitate flight. The poor h e os 
mee of a un: 
ined y ir most ed possessions. They have all been 


peril. 


hid rn fiel raue when es, or under 
‘The natives o their frie cane Sa 22 gulch 1 


only a distance from 
contagion among d 7 Taa oat ent pot 

er 
8 


5 to f 
of leprosy. It has been 
of flies and Lew reared pat bea 5 
done more toward perpe 


I called an intelligent-looking native in from the road as he was passing, 
and with his help as an interpreter, I insisted on their sending for a 8 
sician, but nothing I could say would — . — upon them to do so. I visited 
„ sitting in their house and handling the boy's hand and arm, 
with nosuspicion owas a leper. Yet such he was—hence their aver- 
sion to having the physician see him. 

Inoticed a white scurf on one side of his nose, as if the skin had become 
dry and dead. The old crone with whom he lived tried to explain it to me, 
but I 5 a . — — arnt 7 des language. 

re 0 ool we ga 0 trousers, so uncommon 
th these children as to attract Imp attention at once. One 
day as. he sat in school his limb became exposed and I observed some ugly 
dark- ugi hae ae on 5 ir fre neg them was nearly the size of a silver 
dollar. ey looked ik blisters somewhat, or like the top of a dark- 
„ skin appeared very Phi ck and wrinkled. I thought he 
must suffer with saeh horrid Lok TEDA a „ in school 
F of some sort, I did not yet think of 
PAs T watched him he es up his limb and sq 
the spots in an absent, careless manner. In answer to my questi 
that the spots were 3 sore, that bang e not i him any pain, but he was 


disturbed and to explain that 

J ate 55 hi b T R 3 11288854 

th the end of my pointer ph soon found them to be Menge 
ecided that unless nless the physician . 


from school. 
him, the tears rolled down his cheeks. He is but 
6 years old, and yet seemed to understand fully the consequences of being 


8 
physician came the next hg but our patient did not make 
: ce. The doctor feared that the child had been — "as, he 


concealed, 
„that was a cted ie taste 
5 — suspe: family, r having died shortly before 


no instruction as to detecting disease if it 
eine es Scent : 
officer soon returned 


had one 
were a — 6 of flesh from 
his limb. They said they did it with iece of qo ould 
8 ar shat ove — N 

ovid FT... wines Aol tank the dedia 
„FFF The doctor said that it 


disease 3 

On at the , the doctor said, Ho is in for it. and then I knew 
that it was leprosy. d 

the horrid ay soy 


pa 

9 

wailing — N ie sane 

After years of experience in the 25 
ti and is oppure The 


this ph: 1 
eo — 


do al who appear to be lepers is very 
Se diseases, an 
leprosy as om a great vari it by the most experienced 


C They tried 
the virus on a man who was condemned t De Hanged, and fs Wee cont to 


= physician ot large experience informed that there 
me 

8 nited States without some TCT 
that these islands „ them all. oft 
When a case of de the f. it causes a short- 
Molokai, where he wil 
o where he 
ond th thought from the forelg 
curse is laid upon him or his 

general 


1 5 be as off on 
He will scarcely have a sec- 
igners; ee rake tral who — that the 


They have read of it 
prehend that it is an evra 
8 and 
50: ury. 
not thousands of Americans degrade 

miserably every year from the effect of alcohol? 45d vet it you gs wet warn 
a man to beware of it, and point to thousands of ruined lives to pre the 
ee of your warning, ni times out of ten you would be laug) at for 


your 
On Molokai the 1,400 lepers a ly organized communit 
3 with a leper S 


8, hospi many leper nurses (some of them are not), E hool 
with a hie teacher, mane a church with a leper 
2 1 1 E a ws seen 45 of — and there 
are for dren am: m who have ous paren’ ‘et show no signs 
of the dread disease themselves, ~~ z 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I raii to the gentleman from Iowa 


Doa pava minu 


. Speaker, I have listened with yoy Si a 
0 as has e other member of the House, to my ee 
Foni Indiana [Mr. Jonxson]. It is the second time in this — 
sion of Congress that he has given the House his views and argu- 
ments upon the Hawaiian . a I siege hag will mee be re- 
garded of others to say in the speech 
Eich he delivered Last wi winter * 
y made 


tterance he has the strongest 
that has been 5 proposition that is now DRAE 


1898. 
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Tf that is so, there is a significant lesson to be derived from a 
consideration of the effect of his arguments. 

My friend himself, when the roll call is taken at 5 o'clock, will 
begin to distrust the value of thearguments which he has made when 
he discovers that while the House has accorded universal applause 
to his eloquence, there is, at least among his associates on this side 
of the House, a si absence of votes in favor of the proposi- 
tion which he has defended. Now, while there may not be much, 
there is something in the fact that an argument so able and so 
learned, reenforced by a second appearance of the gentleman in 
this debate, has not been able to command anything except the 


applause of the House. [ienga] f $ 

y friend fears that we are being hurried into a discussion and 
settlement of the Hawaiian question. The first public question 
that I have any recollection of is the question of annexing Hawaii. 
I was engaged in a debate on that subject when I was a boy, and 
was on the side of my friend from Indiana. I do not sup I 
made very much of a speech, but I gathered up all that been 
said on the subject up to that day and putit into my remarks, and 
the fellows on the other side gathered up everything that had been 
said on that side and put it into their hes. 

I recollect that they quoted Daniel Webster y ye me. They 
quoted Marcy. They quoted William H. Seward. Iwas 
a little troubled about that phase of the matter, but at that time 
I thought that I knew more about the business than any of them, 
and I discounted the satonar of any statesman, however t, 
whatever his politics; but the longer I have lived the more I have 
come to value the mature judgment of the great statesmen of the 
last generation. And I say to this House that there can be no bet- 
ter evidence of the merit of the pending proposition than the fact 
that for nearly sixty years it has been the opinion of our great 
Secretaries of State that this thing ought to be done. 

They never expected that we could accomplish it without blood- 
shed, They never expected that we could do it without expense. 
And yet, in the winter of 1892, the hope, the aspiration, and the 
dream of the statesmen of the last generation came true in the 
United States, without the loss of a dollar or the shedding of a 
drop of human blood. This possession in the Pacific Ocean fell 
into the hands of the American people. Unfortunately we had 
that year a change of Administration. ` 

Mr. Cleveland made haste—I had almost said indecent haste— 
to withdraw from the consideration of the Senate the treaty of 
annexation which had been negotiated by President Harrison. 
All through his Administration, while he bore many burdens of 
popular odium and distrust, I think his position on Hawaii did 
more than any other one thing to enable the Democratic party to 
cast him off, ina matter in which he was not only strong, but right, 
without incurring the hostility of the entire American public. 
es and laughter. ] 3 

recollect that I spent four years among the people of my dis- 
trict oy dere the wisdom of the policy of the President of the 
United States on the Hawaiian question, and so far as I was able 

pathy not ony of the 
ut 3 0 
tim 


ag 
My friend from Indiana pir, J 1 complains of the action 
proposed here at the end of a six years’ debate, because, he says, 
it will lead us in the direction of territorial aggression. He says 
that already our high motives in incurring the burdens of war 
haye been diverted in the direction of conquest. To his imagina- 
tion the Administration and the American people have already 
turned aside from the humane purpose with which we entered 
into this war and are to-day waging it with the design of conquer- 
ing and taking possession of the ds of the sea; and yet when 
he comes to the proposition that Great Britain or Germany, or 
some great commercial power, will 3 in the future take pos- 
session of Hawaii, he says such a thing is not to be thought of, 
that it is incredible and not to be anticipated for a moment. 

He seems to see nothing in the action of his own country but 
the evil passions of national greed and injustice, while the other 
commercial and military powers are acquitted of all base schemes 
of selfish aggrandizement. In this he seems to differ from those 
who champion the minority resolutions, upon which we are shortly 
to vote. ey seem to thi t other nations ought to be 
warned away from Hawaii; that we have enough interest in the 
islands to protect them from the world, even at the expense of 
their independence in the matter of choosing their own destiny. 

What a jumble is this! The ee from Indiana is nearer 
right than those whose case he has been arguing. We either have 
an interest in acquiring the islands or we have no interest in 
standing guard over them against oth If they are important 
enough to defend from others, they are important enough to ac- 
quire for ourselves. I for my part have more confidence in our 


own country than Ihave in any other country in the world. We 
know there is no nation in Europe that does not appreciate the 
ee e value of this half way station in the ocean. My friend 
st out with the proposition that it was not necessary for us 
in this war. 

That is not the question. This war is an incident, a noble and 
splendid incident, but only a transient incident in the life of a 
great community like ours. We are not dealing to-day altogether 
with the war with Spain. We are not acting for this hour, or for 
this year, or for this century, or for the next century; we are acting 
for the millenniums yet to come, with our hearts full of the sub- 
lime hope that the institutions planted by our fathers shall endure 
rough ariy Rares ages. [Applause.] The fate of the Hawaiian 
Islands will be settled in the near future, and the nation that gets 
possession of them, if that nation survives, will hold them for 
centuries to come; and, therefore, Isay to my friend from Indiana, 
that even if he had succeeded in showing that they are not needed 
in the emergency of the yent war, a proposition which he fell 
short of maintaining, he only approached the question here 
at stake, which touches all the commercial and military problems 
of the coming generations. Most of us have a little hesitation in 
putting our judgment against the judgment of the great states- 
men of the past. My friend hasovercomethat. Most of ushavea 
little hesitation in putting ourselves against the military authorities 
of our own times. My friend from Indiana has overcome that, 
also. lregret to see so good aman setting himself to write a plat- 
form for all the street-corner strategists of the country to stand 
on. It would seem that we have enough of cheap and furious 
1 orders issued on the dry- goods boxes in the villages of the 

nited States. : 

When I want to get light on a military question I go toa man 
who has made war a study, and for that reason I can not accept 
my friends opinion of the military necessity for the annexation 
of the Sandwich Islands. We have in the United States several 
great soldiers, men trained to the profession of arms, and who in 
the civil war proved that they were masters of all its mysteries. 
All these agree, and their common verdict in this case is against 
the gentleman from Indiana. Ilike the gentleman, and confide 
in his abilities as a lawyer, but in this matter I prefer to go to 
General Schofield, who cays that from a 2 standpoint the 
annexation of these islands is a necessity to the United States. 

We have also the authority of Captain Mahan, in some respects 
the most influential living authority in naval matters, an authority 
on war recognized by the whole world, who says that the annex- 
ation of these islandsis of immense seo gee now and hereafter 
to the successful naval operations of the United States. Now, 
the gentleman from Indiana ridicules this, and says that the offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy of the United States, having been edu- 
cated at our academies, are circumscribed in their outlook and 
liable to give an unreliable counsel in these matters on account 
of the selfish prospect of their own promotion. 

Iam ashamed to listen to such a judgment offered upon this 
floor. Is it any wonder that my friend, who has pored over the 
Hawaiian question until he has lost confidence in the foremost 
statesmen of both paes in the past fifty years, has also had his 
mind poisoned by the atmosphere which surrounds the position 
he has taken, until it appears cređible to him that the opinions of 
our great soldiers and sailors are worthless, because, in his judg- 
ment, they are actuated by a desire for promotion in the national 
service? I do not believe it. I believe Captain Mahan s opinion 
as to the necessity of the acquisition of the Sandwich Islands is 
not only wise, but entirely patriotic. 

In the midst of the thick darkness that surrounds so many of 
these questions to the uninitiated inquirer there is one thing about 
Captain Mahan’s reasoning that I like, and that is that, notwith- 
standing my meager knowl , I can understand this 
man. He says that few ships of war can carry fuel enough to go 
from San Francisco to Asia without stopping to recoal, and he 
says that no ship can come from an Asiatic station to our shores 
to attack our coast and be able to get back without . — a ve 
to coal. Even a landsman can understand that; and therefore I put 
my faith in him when he points out that since these islands must 
harbor the coal supply of the mid-Pacific, they literally command 
that ocean, so that if our country controls them we have in them 
an absolute protection for our coast. [Applause.] Therefore,in 
view of what now is, in view of all that is to come, I favor the 
immediate annexation of these islands, 

My friend says you can go to China and the East by a shorter 
route, If that were true, it would not touch this question. This 
is a question of national defense, not a problem for passenger 
agents, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], in the 
great speech that he madein this House yesterday, quoted the state- 
ment of Captain Bartlett, former Hydrographer and now Chief 
of the Office of Naval Intelligence, in which he points out in plain 
terms the reasons which offset the geographical advantage of 
sending ships from San Francisco to the Orient by way of the 
Aleutian Archipelago, 
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And the explanation which he gives seems in my mind to be 
reasonable and conclusive. Ships going by that route encounter 
a current running at the rate of more than a mile an hour, and 
ships passing through that latitude encounter fogs and foul weather 
at all seasons, and therefore this practical student of the problem 


is convinced that that route is not advan us, evenif it is pur- 
sued by some lines of steamships. If what is said about this Alas- 
kan port is true, it is another evidence of the farsighted wisdom 
of Secretary Seward in boldly rejecting the counsel of the enemies 
of that annexation in his day. But what has that to do with this 
question? What comfort is the United States to get out of this 
Aleutian harbor if a hostile squadron, approaching us from Asia, 
is admitted to the coaling privilege at Honolulu? 

But my friend says we are about to annex all the Spanish islands, 
east and west, as well as this Hawaiian group. Now, the 
tion of the Sandwich Islands arose fifty years ago, and, as I have 
indicated, it has been up in the United States ever since. It was 
here in a lively form before we had any problems in the Philip- 
pea We have an interest in the Orient to-day. Itis not our 

ault. When we entered on the war with Spain we entered apon 
a duty to strike Spain wherever we could find her, and in the dis- 
charge of that duty the Philippine question has come suddenly 
upon us. We have a little squadron of our Navy there, with the 
most famous admiral of the world on our flagship in the harbor 
of Manila. [Appian f 

Nothing has happened at Manila for which I shall ever be per- 
suaded by friend or foe tomake an apology. Weare there in the 
providence of God, and not by any human design. I sometimes 
think that we have been caught in a great current, an inscrutable 
movement of events not altogether subject to our poor guidance, 
but I have faith to believe that if the American people will go 
forward in the discharge of their duty, the same Providence that 
has guided us until this hour will direct us in a wise solution of 
every question that is created by our new relations to the civili- 
zation of the world. And yet, my countrymen, there is no excuse 
for a man who rises upon this floor to make what he complacently 
describes as a dispassionate argument on the subject of annex- 
ation of Hawaii to say that those who favor the 5 are 
insincere, and that their real A N is to force the country into 
a wicked policy of conquest all over the a AS 

The American people will take care of the P pone Islands 
when our campaign in the Orient is at an end, They will take 
care of Puerto Rico; they will take care of Cuba, and that afflicted 
community will find in the hearts of our people, when our work 
in Cuba is done, the same sympathy, the same anxiety for their 
welfare, that persuaded the great Republic to enlist an army and 
send its Navy on its mission of mercy and peace in the West 
Indies. [applause | -My friend need have no fear. Every ques- 
tion that arises will be taken care of; but we must take care of 
the question of Hawaii first, because it had the floor fifty years 
before the other questions arose. [Laughter and applause.] 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor now and here of making an 
end to this controversy and raising in that fortress of the Pacific 
the old flag of our fathers, once hauled down, but about to be run 
up again, forever afterwards to glorify the skies of the Southern 
Ocean. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH]. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, it is with some mis- 
giving and trepidation that I rise toward the close of this discus- 
sion, so full of interest and enlightenment, I do not take part, 
however, with any expectation of affecting the vote soon to be 
taken, but solely for the purpose of reflecting public sentiment in 
the district which I have the honor to represent and to discharge 
my duty as a Representative upon this flour. 

h four sessions of Congress I have willingly followed the 
wise leadership with which we are favored, and in much of my 
public work have been blessed with the wisdom and experience of 
older Members, whose right to lead has been earned by long and 
faithful service in legislative affairs. 

Even now, were the latitude less circumscribed and the subject 
under discussion less important, I would not venture to take the 
time of the House, but as a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, charged with the preliminary . for this legis- 
1 I owe a duty to you, which it shall be my privilege to per- 

orm. 

Our action to-day will mark a new era in national affairs. God 
grant that it may be wisely performed, and that the century now 
closing may lose none of its luster thereby, and the proud and 
honorable achievements of our country may be made more secure 
and enduring by our legislation of to-day. 

„The world will little note nor long remember” the petty strug- 
gles of individuals for honor and place, but in the world’s grand 
pipon of glorious and progressive enlightenment, along whose 

ul highway nations travel in their onward march, these epochs 
constitute the century marks upon eternity’s dial. 

Not a determined navigator upon unknown seas, not a faithful 


explorer in darkness and gloom, not a struggling genius whose 
mind, clogged with cumbersome detail, finally bursts into practical 
invention, not a sturdy pioneer in the march of progress, who has 
not builded better than he knew. 

Perhaps, sir—who can say nay?—we are building better than we 
know for the future grandeur and greatness of America. 

The important question of Hawaiian annexation is not new to 
the country. Nearly fifty years ago our Government undertook 
negotiations for its annexation, and the American minister to 
Hawaii was at that time instructed that we were ready to receive 
the formal transfer of the territorial sovereignty of the islands, 
and there has never been a time since when important negotia- 
tions were not pending for their absorption into the Union. 

- Why have we delayed? Through whose instrumentality have 
we been influenced? 

With a constancy born of sincere desire, this little group of 
Pacific pearls have maintained their friendship for us through 
strife, revolution, and disaster, refusing alliances from others, 
helpful and honorable. 

our times she has been seized in eighty years—once by Russia, 
once by England, and twice by France. Hostile demonstrations 
upon her own part and the t tening attitude of our country 
caused her release. Finally, for fear and in dread of conquest, 
the absolute cession of her sovereignty to the United States was 
5 and delivered in 1851, and a treaty was negotiated in 

Jt. 

Mr. Speaker, there is not a nation in the world that does not 

recognize the importance of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States. Are we blind to our interests when the disinterested 
vision of others is so clear? Will we longer neglect this plain 
duty, now so near consummation? 
For one, let me say that no obstacle is too great to be overcome 
in the definite and distinct purpose of this hour, and the weak 
and foolish prejudices of men have no terror whatever for me in 
the performance of plain public duty. 

Long before the independence of America from England, the 
question of island ownership was one of the utmost importance 
among European nations. ith an eye to the extension of her 
trade and commerce, every island in the Atlantic Ocean, the Ca- 
ribbean Sea, and the Gulf, which they could trade for or easily con- 
quer, has been brought under the English flag, It is not my 
purpose to criticise this upon her part, for I believe it to have 
been wise, farsighted, and ious, and worthy of emulation. 

Is it not essential that we should be vigilant as to our true in- 
terests at this point? Would it not be wise to seize the opportu- 
5 to us by Providence and the logie of our national 

‘ate? 

It has been urged that we have no constitutional power to 
annex new territo In what line of the Federal Constitution is 
this prohibited? ho knew more than Thomas Jefferson or 
Gouverneur Morris, whose pens put the Constitution into form, 
about the meaning and the purpose of this instrument in the mat- 
ter of territorial acquisition? At the time of the Louisiana pur- 
chase Morris wrote, ‘‘No decree de crescendo emperio,” especially 
emphasizing the fact that limitations were not insertedin the in- 
strument, because no boundaries could be safely assigned to our 
future extension; and he further says: 

“I knew as well then as I do now that all North America must 
s: w h be annexed tous, Happy indeed if the lust of possession 
stop there. 

ile the great Jefferson, whose fertile mind is reflected in so 
much of our Constitution, wrote, in reply to the letter of Gal- 
latin, regarding the Lonisiana purchase: s 

“There is no constitutional difficulty as to the acquisition of 
territory, and whether when acquired it may be taken into the 
Union by the Constitution as it now stands, will become a ques- 
tion of expediency.” 

The turning point in that great question of territorial aggran- 
dizement was solved upon the question of whether or not our 
young Government wanted a portion of its contiguous soil occu- 

ied by the French—whether we wanted to take the chances of a 

apoleon at the head of a French army ascending the Missis- 
sippi River to reconquer, if possible, a new world: and Jefferson, 
out of the wisdom of his experience and the courage of his can- 
viction, made a purchase which the American people have ap- 
proved every moment since it was consummated; and never in 
the history of the Republic was fifteen millions of American 
money better invested to secure wise territorial addition and to 
secure the peace of our border. 

When Spain offered to this Government the Floridas, or at 
least a quitclaim of her title and pretensions, in 1819, the Su- 
pramo Court of the United States, called upon soon thereafter to 

efine our relation to the new acquisition, held, to the great sur- 


priseof some of the strict constructionists of the Constitution, that 
the right of the United States to wage war and to make treaties 
necessarily implied the right to acquire new territory, whether by 
conquest or purchase. This decision came from our greatest 
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Chief Justice, John Marshall, and has been repeatedly affirmed by 
his successors upon the bench. (See 136 U.S, Rep., 1-42.) 2 

While Chief Justice Taney, in the celebrated Scott deci- 
sion, said: 5 

We do not mean, however, to question the power of Congress 
in this t. The power to expand the territory of the United 
States by the admission of new States is plainly given; and in the 
construction of this power by all the departments of the Govern- 
ment it has been held to authorize the acquisition of territory, not 
fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as its 
population and situation would entitle it to admission. It is ac- 
quired to become a State, and not to be held as a colony and goy- 
erned by Congress with absolute authority; and as the propriety 
of admitting a new State is committed to the sound discretion of 
Congress, the power to acquire territory for that purpose, to be 
held by the United States until it is in a suitable condition to 
become a State upon an equal footing with other States, must 
rest upon the same discretion. It is a question for the political 
department of the Government, and not the judicial; and what- 
ever the political department of the Government shall recognize 
as within the limits of the United States the judicial department 
is also bound to recognize, and to administer in it the laws of the 
United States, so far as they apply, and to maintain in the terri- 
tory the authority and rights of the Government, and also the 
personal rights and rights of property of individual citizens, as 
secured by the Constitution.” 

In 1886 there came an application from the Republic of Texas 
for admission into the Union as a new and equal State. The dom- 
inant population there had always been composed of emigrants 
from the United States. President Adams had tried to purchase 
it from Mexico in 1827; while Andrew Jackson offered $5,000,000 
for itin 1835, A year later Texas claimed to have achieved her 
independence, and sent commissioners to Washington to negotiate 
a treaty of annexation. Mexico had not relinquished her claims 
of ownership, and our Government delayed recognition until 
Texas had proven its ability to defend its separate existence and 
diplomatic relations had been established between that independ- 
ent Republic and the United States, and many arope powers. 

In 1838 John Quincy Adams introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives a resolution denying the power of the United States to 
annex the people of any independent state into the Union, hold- 
ing that no such authority resided in the Constitution or Govern- 
ment or any department thereof, and that this exercise would be 
an assumption of power unlawful and void, even going so far as 
to hold that if Texas were annexed, it would inevitably result in 
a dissolution of the Union. The situation there presented, the 
resistance offered, and.the encouragement given were sharp, tire- 
less, and effective. Nevertheless, sir, in 1844 a treaty of annexa- 
tion was concluded, which the Senate rejected by a vote of more 
than two to one. 

Texas was the issue in the succeeding Presidential election, and 
the Democratic party scored a great and decisive victory; which 
President Tyler promptly ratified by recommending an act of an- 
nexation. e history of that controversy is well known to those 
conversant with public affairs. Congress authorized the erection 
of Texas into a new State of the United States, and President Ty- 
ler promptly affixed his signature to the act of union, and this in- 
dependent Republic, the cause of so much contention in the past, 
entered the Union over a new legislative highway which has been 
blazed so wide and so straight that in the present emergency we 
have a precedent ample indeed. 

While there can be no question, Mr. Speaker, but that treaty 
making was especially lodged by the Constitutionin the President 
and Senate, and that the composition of the Senate was so framed 
that each State should have an equal voice, nevertheless, the exi- 
gencies which at times confrontthe Republic warn us of the im- 
portance of the popular branch of Congress, coming direct from 
the people; and the Texas precedent has made the votes of a ma- 
jority of both branches of Congress sufficient. 

I am well aware, sir, that Jefferson has expressed doubt as to 
the wisdom of our Government receiving acquisitions which it 
would take a navy to defend, but the necessity for a strong navy, 
able to give absolute security to our commerce upon the sea, has 
forced its way permanently into the public mind. Secretary 
Adams, in his instruction to our minister to Spain, once wrote 
that Puerto Rico was the natural appendageand Cuba had become 
an object of transcendant importance to the commercial and po- 
litical interests of our Union. The commanding position of Puerto 
Rico with reference to the Gulf of Mexico and the West India seas 

ve to it advantages which could not be easily ignored, while 
Cuba, because of its situation between oursouthern coast and the 
island of San Domingo, with its splendid harbor at Havana, front- 
ing our shores, almost destitute of the same advantage, its produc- 
tions and its necessities, with mutually profitable commercial ad- 
vantage, gives this territory national interest with no parallel in 
either ocean, Atleast one President (Polk) has tried to purchase 
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it, adding his testimony to the right and ability under the Consti- 
tution for our Government to acquire foreign territory. 


At the close of the Mexican war we paid fifteen ion dollars 
for New Mexico and California, while the Gadsden purchase of 
1853 added southern Arizona at a cost of ten millions more. 


These acquisitions, understood and appreciated by the American 
people, have increased our interest at advantageous and desirable 
points. It has stimulated our desire for a canal across the Isth- 
mus, in accordance with the spirit of progress and development 
of me Ay iiy 1 

early years ago the advantages of this project were 
hedged about by diplomatic agreements, which during much of 
the intervening time have been onerous and unacceptable, 
Whether the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty shall be the basis of such an 
enterprise and its realization I do not care to say in the present 
controversy; but Edward Everett in 1852, referring to one of the 
islands in the Gulf and the effect that a canal might possibly 
have upon it, said that— 

Territorially and commercially it would in our hands be an 
extremely valuable possession; under certain contingencies it 
might be almost essential to our safety.” 

While the Ostend manifesto of 1854 emphasized these consider- 
ations quite strongly, that if a final cession can not be accom- 
plished, that conquest of valuable territory might be dictated by 
the law of self-preservation. The interests of the American people 
in properly protecting our Government by the acquisition of for- 
eign territory is reflected 1 5 the statute books to-day, where- 
Title LXXII of the Revised Statutes expressly lodges in the hands 
of the President the right to acquire foreign territory by right of 
discovery, and to take ion of any guano deposits on any 
island, rock, or key, which does not pains to any other govern- 
ment, expressly providing that such island, rock, or key may, at 
the discretion of the President, be considered as appertaining to 
the United States. Thus our Government 9 
over and title to the island of Navassa, two miles long and lying 
between Jamaica and San Domingo, discovered in 1857, and for 
crimes committed upon that island, the courts of the United 
ae have in the past assumed jurisdiction and punished the- 
offender, 

Mr. Speaker, when President Lincoln recommended to Com - 
gress the advisability of some colonization scheme, he said that. 
the plan which he proposed might involve the acquiring of terri- 
tory and also the appropriation of money beyond that to be ex- 
pended in territorial acquisition, adding that— À 

Having practiced the acquisition of territory for nearly sixty 
years, the question of constitutional power to do so is no longer 
an open one with us. On this whole proposition, includ- 
ing the appropriation of money for the acquisition of territory, 
does not the e iency amount to almost necessity, without 
which the Government itself can not be perpetuated?” 

The purchase of Alaska from Russia in 1867 for §7,200,000 
brought us into possession of large territory remote from our own 
over two thousand miles. The question of contiguity was by this 
act finally and completely abandoned, there being but two votes 
in the Senate against the ratification of the treaty. 

The same year that marked the extension of our territory b 
the eee of Alaska marked the negotiations with Denmar 
by Secretary Seward for the cession of the West India islands of 
St. Thomas and St. Johns for a consideration of $5,700,000, and 
President Johnson thus tersely and effectively gives the reasons 
for our course: 

In our Revolutionary war, ports and harbors in the West India 
islands were used by our enemy to the great injury and embar- 
rassment of the United States. We had the same experience in 
our second war with Great Britain. The same European policy 
for a long time excluded us even from trade with the West Indies 
while we were at peace with all nations. In our recent civil war 
their piratical and blockade-breaking allies found facilities in the 
same ports for the work which they were successfully accomplish- 
ing, the injuring and devastating the commerce which we are 
now engaged in rebuilding. We labored especially under this 
disadvantage, that European steam vessels employed by our ene- 
mies found friendly protection and supplies in the West India 
ports, while our naval operations were necessarily carried on 
from our own distant shores. There was then a universal feeling 
of ‘the want of advanced naval outposts between the Atlantic 
coast and Europe. The duty of obtaining such an outpost peace- 
fully and lawfully, while neither doing nor menacing injury to 
other States, earnestly engaged the attention of the executive de- 
partment before the close of the war, and it has not been lost 
sight of since that time. i : 

“A not entirely dissimilar naval want revealed itself during the 
same period on the Pacific coast. The required foothold there 
was fortunately secured by our late treaty with the Emperor of 
rative that the more obvious neces- 


Russia, and it now seems im , 
ould not be less carefully provided 


sities of the Atlantic coast 
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for. A good and convenient port and harbor, capable of easy de- 
fense, will ply that want. With the possession of such a sta- 
tion by the United States, neither we nor any American 
nation need longer apprehend injury or offense from any trans- 
Atlantic enemy. I agree with our early statesmen that the West 
Indies na y gravitate to and 3 expected ultimately to 
be absorbed by the continental States, uding our own. Lagree 
with them also that it is wise to leave the question of such ad 
tion to this process of natural political gravitation. The islan: 
of St. Thomas and St. Johns, which constitute a part of the group 
called the Virgin Islands, seemed to offer us advantages immedi- 
ately desirable, while their acquisition could be secured in har- 
mony with the principles to which I have alluded.” 

Because of the inharmonious relation existing between Presi- 
dent Johnson and the Senate, a treaty for the acquisition of these 
islands was rejected, and the first disturbance of our peace fore- 
shadowed in the recent declaration of war with Spain was suffi- 
cient to call the Senate of the United States into executive session 
for the very purpose of considering the annexation of the Danish 
possessions, undertaken by Secretary Seward and unsuccessfully 
carried on under the Administration of President Grant. 

The question of the annexation of San Domingo did not turn 
upon the wisdom or unwisdom of such a course upon the part of 
this Government; its fate was decided within the narrow confines 
of spitefulness and personality, and our action to-day must not 
„ or opposed by the temporary exigencies of party 

ities. 

“We far back as 1843 an English officer, without any authority 
from his Government, took possession of Hawaii in the name of 
the Queen, but England’s young Queen, who still, by the grace of 
a generous Providence, occupies the throne, promptly disavowed 
the movement, when Mr. Legare, writing to our minister to Eng- 
land, said that the Hawaiian Islands bore such peculiar relations 
to us that we might feel like interfering by force to prevent their 
acquisition by any of the great powers of Europe. 

reat Britain and France immediately thereafter agreed with 
one another never to take possession of the Islands, or assume a 
protectorate over them. 3 

Following that, Mr. Marcy, our Secretary of State, in 1853, 
thus addressed our minister to France: 

It seems to be inevitable that they must come under the con- 
trol of this Government.” 

And two years thereafter he informed our minister to Hawaii 
that this Government was ready to receive the formal transfer of 
the territorial sovereignty of the islands; while in 1868 negotia- 
tions were again undertaken, and Secretary Seward, in view of 
his failure io impress the Senate with the necessity of annexing 
the Danish West Indies, wrote our minister to Hawaii that the 
time for consideration of annexation by the United States was 
not propitious. 

The attempted annexation of these islands by President Harri- 
son is familiar to nae citizen of our country, and the course of 
his successor, in withdrawing the treaty then pending in the Sen- 
ate, has been the cause of severe criticism and sharp comment 
ever since. 

However honest President Cleveland may have been, his course 
with reference to this subject, in my opinion, has never met with 
favor among the people. : , 

Annexation is not new to our country. The area of the United 
States before the Louisiana Purchase consisted of a million square 
miles, according to the estimate of Morse’s American 8 
while the subsequent acquisition of Louisiana and the Floridas 
doubled our territory, and Texas brought us three hundred thou- 
sand Ka ai miles, while Mexico in 1848 and 1853 ceded a larger 
number, 

In Alaska we received in 1867 a large addition, and thus our 
total area in , under this policy of territorial acquisi- 
tion and annexation, from a million square miles in 1792 to more 
than three millions five hundred thousand square miles at the 
8 posed that i la 

t has been gen ysu at our possessions were large 
enough, but the area of Eada and Newfoundland, owned by 
Great Britain in this hemisphere, excels our own by several 
hundred thousand square miles. 

Under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty we haye practically pledged 
our Goyernment against further extensions in South America, but 
in my humble opinion the whole North American continent and 
every island in the gulf and the Caribbean Sea, and such islands 
in the Pacific as may be deemed desirable, are worthy of our ambi- 
tion. Not that we are earth hungry, but, as a measure of national 
protection and advantage, it is the duty of the American people 


to lay peaceful conquest wherever opportunity may be offered. 
8 j 8 
It has been argued that our Constitution makes no provision 
for a colonial system, but, Mr. Speaker, if President Monroe had 
been merely a lawyer, if he had contented himself by looking for 


ent which he was unable to find, if he had consulted the 
urisprudence of his time and planned his action along academic 
pdt the greatest doctrine ever announced to the civilized world, 
which now bears his name, though in unwritten law, but in the 
inspiration, the hope, the security of every American heart, would 
have found no voice potent enough and courageous enough to 
have encircled the Western Hemisphere with his ceful edict. 
Precedent, sir, may do for a rule of law upon which a fixed and 
definite superstructure must be built, but it is the duty of states- 
manship to cease looking at pa public questions with a micro- 
scope, and sweep the world’s horizon with a telescope from a 
commanding height. [Applause.] 

Avoid, if you can, sir, by specious reasoning the history of your 
own country, but tell me what ent Thomas Jefferson relied 
upon when in 1803 he took $15,000,000 out of the Federal treasury 
and purchased isiana? 

This great and worthy act of one of the most enlightened of our 
constitutional authors gave to the country a territory which now 
composes the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Kansas, 
Nebraska, and Minnesota; west of the Mississippi, Colorado, the 
Dakotas, Wyoming, and Montana. 

Naturally it would have been opoe that Jefferson would 
have been praised for his courage and foresight. On the contrary, 
he was denounced with bitterness and partisan rancor almost 
unknown in the discussion of our public affairs to-day. 

Notwithstanding the limitations with which he was hedged 
about, Jefferson believed that each generation was competent- 
to manage its own affairs, and his peaceful accomplishment in 
1803 was the most important achievement since the Revolution, 
and furnished a precedent by which Florida was purchased in 
1819 for five million dollars, California and New Mexico in 1848 
for fifteen million dollars, Arizona in 1853 for ten million dollars, 
and Alaska in 1867 for seven million two hundred thousand dol- 
lars, The grand total of this territorial investment foots u 
fifty-two million two hundred thousand dollars—a sum so sm 
as not even to attract the attention of the House of Representa- 
tives in a day’s debate, in the present gm of our country’s 
affairs; and yet the investments made thereby constitute living 
monuments to the statesmanship that foresaw their importance 
and the Americanism that prompted their acquisition. 

_ The spirited rivalry among nations for trade early found expres- 
sion in the exclusive charter given by Queen Elizabeth to the 
Great East India Company in 1599, and their general monopoly of 
the market from the Cape of Good Hope to the Straits of Mapel- 
lan was the resultant effect. 

The importance of this company in establishing British suprem- 
acy in the East is well known to every student of history. The 
ostensible object of charity in the Empire of Hindoostan gradu- 
ally brought the entire Empire into the 88 of that com- 
pany, thus christening Queen Victoria Empress of India.“ 

Who is not familiar with the escapades of Dr. Jamieson and the 
South African Company, who undertook, in the interest of trade 
and conquest, to overthrow the South African Republics and make 
Victoria Queen of Ethiopia. 

Can you read of England's efforts in the Celestial Empire with- 
out detecting the important trend of events? Chinese resistance 
to English opium smugglers opened the way for the English to 
bombard the forts at the mouth of the river and effect an entrance 
to Canton, where an indemnity of $6,000,000 was demanded and 
collected, followed by the siege of Pekin, which netted the English 
Government $21,000,000, and secured for her the cession of Hong- 
kong, thus securing the commerce of southern China, and plac- 
ing herself in position to command the trade of 400, 000, 000 frugal 
and industrious people. 

Mr. Speaker, territorial and trade conquests are world-wide. 
Russia and England have appropriated the continent of Asia 
from the Indian to the Arctic Ocean, where our trade is one of 
purchase only. The Dutch own the great islands of the Indian 
Archipelago, and England holds the balance, absolutely control- 
ling their commerce. 

We must recognize the fact, sir, that England holds the whole 
of the Australian continent and its neighboring islands, and 
nearly half the area of our own continent. 

Within the last three years the nations of Europe have by 
mutual agreement divided among themselves the entire area of 
Africa. gland has added t to her other African domin- 
ions; France has 8 a ge part of North Africa be- 
tween Egypt and tlantic; all the equatorial region is now 
divided among Italy, England, , Germany, and Austria. 

South America and the Orient are the natural trade allies of the 
United States. Their relation to us must grow more important 
and desirable in the years to come. Then why talk of an Anglo- 
American alliance? Who is so short sighted as to wish us to 
assume any pony, however remote, for the faithful per- 
formance of the multitude of agreements, treaties, and protocols 
of England? To be sure, they are our natural kin, and we are 
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proud of our ancestry, but our friendship will be more enduring 
and our burdens easier to bear if we refrain from entangling alli- 
ances with any powers across the sea. Such territory in the ocean 
or in the Gulf as naturally belongs to our Government we can 
make our own in due season, and wisdom would seem to prompt 
us to leave no natural or willing ally, weak and def nseless as it 
may be, to become the mere toy of an aggressive empire, imperil- 
5 peace and good order. d 3 

e Pacific Ocean, unfettered by European subjugation, can be 
made indeed pacific, if we are wise enough to garner the harvest 
now so ripe for our sickle. : $ 

Who opposes this wise policy that has received the sanction of 
many Presidents? Thesame halting, hesitating conservatism that 
admonished Washington against taking on the Northwest Terri- 
tory, and prompted Benjamin Franklin to favor its relinquishment; 
the same doubting conservatism that deprived us of Canada 
the war of 1812, and defeated by a tie vote in the Senate the treaty 
for the annexation of San Domingo. [Applause.] : i 

Our military school taught Grant the value of strategic points 
of defense and attack. His campaigns were marvels of exact- 
ness and keen eption, executed with prowess and true mili- 
tary genius. His keen appreciation of the advantage of American 
ownership and control of the Island of Santo Domingo wasin line 
with his record so amply demonstrated in the field of military 
triumph. He decided that it was wise for the American nation 
to accept this island, freely offered by its inhabitants; he believed 
the acquisition of Santo Domingo to be a strict adherence to the 
Monroe doctrine—a measure of national protection. 

From the formation of our Government it has been important 
that the American nation control, as far as possible, the West 
Indies. Our Presidents have expressed an almost universal desire 
of the le for an advanced naval outpost between the Atlantic 
coast and Europe. The Dominican pow longed fora higher 
civilization; they had fought for and established their govern- 
ment against oppression and conquest, just as the Hawaiian 
Republic has since done, and they turned to us as a Mussulman 
turns toward Mecca. The Commission of 2 appointed by 
our Government, and of which the honorable chairman of the 
Committee upon Foreign Affairs of this House was identified, 
made a most searching, critical in tion into the condition, 
character, and resources of that island, and reported back that 
the people were courteous, , and polite; that crime was 
aeaea ee dali that no pauper class existed; that intem- 
perance and were more common among the enlightened 
nations of the world; that the resources of the island were vast 
and various, making it one of the most fertile regions on the face 
of the globe. Fanned by trade winds, they were constantly sup- 
plied with pure air from the sea, while the bay of Samana was 
the most important in the West Indies, being 30 miles long and 
5 ue broad, commodious enough to accomodate the largest 

ects. 

Why did we need this island? For this good and sufficient 
reason—it sits like a sentinel in the Caribbean Sea, guarding the 
Mona Passage, destined to be the eastern avenue of communica- 
tion between two great oceans when the Nicaragua Canal shall 
be an accomplished fact. A trained military eye 5 
the importance of this outpost, and President Grant d have 
made it part of the American Union. How clearly he saw, how 
courageously he acted, and with what patriotism was he inspired! 

Sir, the countries of the Western Hemisphere stand face to face 
with the necessity of dealing with one another as Americans. 
This entire group of magnificent islands is naturally a part of the 
American territory. 

„The West India Sea corresponds to that of the Mediterranean 
from Syria to the Pillars of Hercules. The Mediterranean is di- 
vided into an eastern and western basin, and as Italy, Sardinia, 
and Tunis divide the basin there, so Cuba, Jamaica, Santo Do- 
mingo, and Yucatan divide the Gulf and the Caribbean Sea. As 
the former is fed by the venerable, ancient Nile, so ours is aug- 
mented by the 3 artery of the Mississippi. The Mediter- 
ranean is a world’s sea, lying in the temperate zone, amid an an- 
cient civilization, and our southern basin is destined to be a 
world’s sea when an international waterway shall pierce the 
isthmus connecting the Eastern and Western Hemispheres by 
direct and rapid communication.” 


This has been the dream of trans-Atlantic thinkers for two hun- | try 


dred and years. Indeed, its importance was first su 
by Charles V after the discovery of America by Columbus, and 
later by Phillip II, to whom Cortez reported that the test 


service he could render to the King was to find an opening through 
the Isthmus to the Pacific, 

The idea of constructing a canal hii Lake Nicaragua was 
first suggested in 1665. Thus we see why European countries have 
always been alive to the importance of island ownership in the 
vicinity of the Isthmus. Its construction will raise the i to 
an importance beyond calculation, A lavish nature, tropical cli- 


mate, and prolific soil haye rendered their possession valuable, 
They will be the cause of contention and competition in the future. 

Is it not essential that we should be vigilant as to our true inter- 
ests at this point? Great Britain already holds the keys to navi- 
ei ecg West 1 on van Ji apr aig Tar eer 
i m sg wea 55, and Kingston is the base of opera- 
tions of the British West India fleet. Her flag floats rule ths 
Caman Islands, Trinidad, St. Vincent, the Barbadoes, St. Lucia, 
and the Bahamas, as well as the eastern coast of Yucatan and 
British Honduras, all — fortified. Spain with dying „ 
scarcely felt in her benum extremities, clutches at her ish- 
ing dominion in this hemisphere; but the realization of the hopes 
and desires of hnmanity here will soon light this dark 
corner of the world with the bright flame of indignant liberty, 


[Applause] 

‘rance owns the Islands of Guadaloupe and Martinique, lying 
well up toward the Mona Passage; but Santo Domingo rises above 
them all, with special advantages and with special prominence. 


Had President Grant's fervent wish been granted, our flag 
would to-day wave over the island, and from the folds of its stars 
and stripes, dedicated to liberty and union, would float out over 
the and sea a 7 of patriotism tempering the entire archi- 
pelago. Should it have been accepted when tendered? Then, is 
it not our duty to accept the Hawaiian Islands, situated with ref- 
erence to our own varied as advantageously in the Pacific as 
Santo Domingo is at the Gulf? The faintest encouragement would 
have been sufficient for some countries to have encircled these 
islands, And this eration will be unfaithful to those that 
follow if we do not lessen the possibilities of war by taking into 
the National Union such naval outposts in both oceans as are 
naturally a part of our country. [Applause.] 

Mr. ia the United States is a great manufacturing nation; 
eventually we must find new markets for our energy and enter- 
prise; such desirable territory is fast ing under the control of 
other nations; our history is filled with unaccepted opportunities. 
How much | shall we hesitate? Is it not time to take new 
observations of the world’s affairs, and be guided by more pro- 
gressive enlightenment? Just as the mariner scans the firma- 
ment, when the compass is doubted, and follows the familiar 
planet into his true course, so we, in this new iod of the 
world’s affairs, should look up from the ledger and receive new 
inspiration and guidance from the movement and course of 
nations with whom we share the world. [Applause.] 

Sir, the proverbial friendshi the great Empire of Russia, 
with its population of nearly a hundred and thirty million people, 
must not be impaired. She is to-day one of the most powerful 
nations of the earth—a devoted, worthy, and unselfish friend to 
our Government. When the fate of this nation was struggling 
in the balance, the Emperor of Russia sent a fleet to our door with 
instructions to conserve the peace at any hazard, should European 
unfriendliness become ifest. “Russia wasnever so powerful, 
so wealthy, so full of exultant confidence in herdestiny; never was 
there such profound peace and general wellbeing within the Em- 
pire; never were her counsels of such weight abroad. Thepotent 
and patient genius of Alexander III has made Russia the arbiter 
of Europe, as Napoleon once made France, and Bismarck made 
United y.” We rejoice in her progress, and no alliance 
must be made that will in the slightest degree impair the friend- 
ship we hold most dear. 

Commercial scope—internal improyement—an American for- 
eign policy, vigorous and humane—are the necessary accompani- 
ments of greatness. The annual productsofourcountry amounted 
in 1890 to nearly $14,000,000,000; and is rapidly increasing from 
day today. In the present fiscal year the balance of trade in our 
favor will be $600,000,000; our exports are double our imports, 
while our total foreign commerce will, upon the 80th of the pres- 
ent month, reach the enormous sum of 81, 800, 000, 000. Our best 
customers are Great Britain, Russia, Germany, and France. If 
we will take in the Hawaiian Islands, hold on to the Philippines, 
and cultivate good neighborship with the Orient, to which they 
are the key, the expansion of our commerce will be augmented a 
thousandfold, and the artisans, mechanics, and laboring men of 
our own country will then supply much of the genius and the 
handiwork of the whole world, thus realizing the fulfillment of 
the prophecy of Gladstone, who, a few years ago said of our coun- 


“Tt is she alone who, at a coming time, can and probably will 
wrest from us that commercial supremacy, we have no title. I 
have no inclination to murmur at the prospect; if she acquires it, 
she will make the acquisition by the right of the strongest, but in 
this instance the strongest means the best. We haye no more 
title against her than Venice or Genoa or Holland against us.” 
Our manifest destiny is the heritage of mankind; then let us 
neglect no opportunity to strengthen and conserve our proud and 
responsible ition. The twentieth century will open upon 
ics, ours being the first, and perhaps—who knows? 
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before another century has gone the world may be crowned with 
anew diadem, sparkling with the jewels of humanity, enthroned 
and elevated, and empowered with the natural and divine right 
to govern themselves. What then will our position be? Shall we 
lead by virtue of being the conservator of government and 
the champion of human rights? or shall we, sordid-like and indif- 
ferent to the welfare of others, content ourselves to live alone and 
apart from the rest of the world? From whom did we receive the 
cup of liberty? From the oppressed and bound of every land. 
Can we, then, refuse to pass this cup to those thirsting for self- 
government, liberty, and peace? No, Mr. Speaker, our duty is 

lain; we must lift up, by example and otherwise, our weak and 
e neighbors; we must take them into the Union when 
opportunity offers, thus strengthening ourselves and helping 
those less fortunate, 

The Hawaiian Islands possess advantages in the Pacific which 
can not be ignored; Pearl Harbor is the only great land-locked 
harbor, aay defended, in the Pacific; we have no rights there 
that are not determinable upon one year’s notice by either party; 
we should take immediate steps to utilize this great harbor, lying 
at the intersection of the commercial routes from Vancouver to 
Australasia, from the Isthmus of Panama to Japan, and from San 
Francisco to Manila and Honko These watery highways 
mark the course of commerce in the future. More than one-half 
the population of the world is bounded by the Pacific and Indian 
oceans, while the commerce countries bordering these oceans, not 
including North America, amounts to over $2,250,000,000 a year, 
of which we get but a small part, 

Over 80 per cent of our exports sgo eastward, across the Atlantic, 
and less than 5 per cent westward, We grow 80 per cent of the 
raw cotton in the world, yet with the cheapest power in the world 
and the most efficient labor we have only 15 per cent of the spin- 
dles of the world. China, Japan, Korea, and India are cotton- 
using countries, and with changing conditions there is a market 
worth striving for.” Already Russia sees the advantages which 
will accrue to her in the Pacific, and the construction of its trans- 
continental 1 St. Petersburg to the Pacific foreshadows 
her intentions in that rich but long-neglected field. Sir, I favor 
the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands, because it will prevent 
the establishment of hostile sovereignty at that advantageous 
point, and will tend to straighten our western border and con- 
serve its peace. [Applause.] 

The nearest English station is 4,600 miles distant from San 
Francisco; the nearest French station is 3,600 miles distant; the 
nearest Spanish station is 4,700 miles distant, and will soon be re- 
moved, thank God, more than twice as far. Russia is 4,700 miles 
away, and Japan 4,500 miles away, while China is 5,500 miles from 
our coast. Take these islands into the Union and you will remove 
other nations far from our door and insure more permanent 
andsecurity. It was upon this theory that the oldseersand prophets 
advocated annexation of contiguous territory as a peace proposi- 
tion; but it has been said by some opposed to annexation that the 
population is undesirable; possibly that may be so, but the same 
argument was used against the admission of California and Texas 
into the Union, but the undesirable element in both States was 
soon lost sight of in the sturdy immigration that stable govern- 
ment attracted, and so it will be with theseislands. Strengthened 
by absorption into the Union, they will become attractive and 
inviting fields to American ped Sar 

The strategical importance of the islands has been attested by 
scientific, military, and naval oS without number, while the 
ripe testimony of Mahan, Schofield, and Belknap must be ac- 
cepted as of great value. Some concern has been manifested re- 

arding the character of the government to be established there. 
it will be such in my opinion as the wisdom of Congress may de- 
termine, and the power and authority of Congress in this regard 
has just received enlarged and high judicial sanction in the de- 
cision of Judge Morrow, of the United States circuit court of Cali- 
fornia, which says: 

Congress may legislate in accordance with the special needs 
of each locality and may vary its regulations to meet the circum- 
stances of the people. 

„The Territories of the United States are entirely subject to 
the legislative authority of Congress. They are not organized 
under the Constitution, nor subject toits complex distribution of 
the powers of government as the organic law, but are the crea- 
tion, exclusively, of the legislative department, and subject to its 
supervision and control. : 

It may legislate in accordance with the special needs of each 
locity: and vary its regulations to meet the circumstances of the 
peop e” 


A hundred years ago it was predicted of our nation that it would | ti 


some day stretch its arms upon two oceans, and direct the vessels 
from one to the other by an artificial route through Lake Nica- 
ragua that would change the course of the commercial world and 
the fate of empires. At such a time how important our action to- 


day may become and of what vital value the undisputed posses- 
sion of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Let us rise to the occasion to-day, meet this important exigency 
in our national affairs with courage and patriotism, and, inspired 
by the glorious achievements of the past, prepare for greater vic- 
tories in the years to come, and thus prove ourselves worthy the 
proud legacy fortune gave us by inheritance. Wave proudly and 
grandly, O of our country; from each of thy folds let some 
arauon go out to melt away prejudice and avoid friction; in 
each star let ares republic find its hope and every empire see its 
duty! [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. : 

Mr. LACEY. 3 3! er, the Constitution of the United 
States, in section 2, Article II, provides that the President shall 
have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
cur, 

It seems evident to me that the word “treaties” in this connec- 
tion means diplomatic agreements with foreign nations. 

But when in pursuance of a treaty it is proposed to annex addi- 
tional territory the question is not one for the President and Sen- 
ate, but the people through their Representatives in Congress 
should be consulted. 

Annexation should be made by law and not by treaty. Where 
annexation heretofore has been attempted 15 treaty it has been 
immediately followed by the enactment of law passed by both 
Houses, and thus all question of authority has been removed by 
ratification through act of Congress. 

The question as to whether territory might be constitutionally 
annexed without the authority of Congress is an interesting one 
and one that is not likely to be decided in such form as to be 
deemed closed. 

I feel confident that a fair and reasonable construction of the 
Constitution would sa that the House of Representatives 
should act before any additional territory could be annexed. To 
assume the contrary might lead to endless confusion. 

Suppose a treaty should be made by which a tract of territory 
shall be ceded to the United States, and by the terms of the treaty 
such additional territory shall be at once admitted into the Union 
with Senators and Representatives in Con and the number of 
Representatives agreed upon; we would then have representation 
in the House of Representatives determined by the President and 
Senate. Or the Senate and President might agree to annex the 
Sandwich Islands as five separate States, with ten Senators, and 
change the entire complexion of our Government, without the 
people haying any chance to protest 1 their Representatives 
in Congress. Such possible results will show the impropriety of 


peace | annexation in any method other than that of the enactment of a 


law by both Houses with the approval of the President. I think, 
therefore, that this question has now been brought up in the proper 
form, and should be considered on its merits by both Houses. 

In the Fifty-third Congress I took occasion to speak in behalf of 
annexation. The opinions I then expressed are only strengthened 
by subsequent events. I will not repeat the ar ents then 
made, These islands are the key to the trade of the Pacific Ocean. 
We must take them with some incumbrances of population. 

There are elements among the inhabitants of these islands 
which we would not admit to our shores as immigrants, but for- 
tunately the population is not large enough to involve us in any 
difficult social problems. The importance of these islands to our 
people for either commercial purposes or for defense entirely over- 
shadows the conceded disadvantages which are involved in the - 
addition to our population of a considerable portion of their pres- 
ent inhabitants. 

No change of policy is involved in this annexation. 

For fifty years the final incorporation of this 5 has 
been anticipated, and their commercial annexation has already 
practically occurred. 

The Pacific, with our present rapid means of communication, 
has become a great lake, and the central location of Hawaii makes 
it the controlling center of the commerce of the future. 

Conceding the disadvantages involved in taking nearly a hun- 
dred thousand people of an alien race into our population, | feel 
sure that this is a small incumbrance when compared with the 
great importance that these islands must be to our commerce on 
the one hand and to the defense of our Pacific coast on the other. 

It is contended that by annexing these islands the country will 
become committed to a new colonial policy. The sameargument 
might have been made as to Alaska. The extension of our do- 
main into the far East is not at all involved in the present ques- 


on. 
The Hawaiian bebe? hen made five years ago, when we were 
free from the present difficulties with Spain. It can and should 
be settled i aye its own merits, entirely independent of any of the 
problems which grow out of the Spanish war. 
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Mr. DINSMORE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Michi oes Topp]. : 

Mr. TO D. Mr. Speaker, the importance of the pending resolu- 
tion, by which it is proposed to annex to the territory of our Union 
distant islands of the sea, many of whose inhabitants differ from us 
in language, religion, and social customs, can not be overestimated. 
I have therefore listened with interest to the arguments of those 
gentlemen who have so ably opposed the resolution, actuated by 
motives which, I trust, are patriotic, and for reasons which, in 
their judgment, are for the best interests of the American people. 

And, sir, I too should view this action with alarm if I thought 
their fears and objections were well grounded and that it was the 

urpose of this measure to inaugurate an era of imperial aggran- 
. — by an aggressive colonial policy through military con- 
quest over weaker nations, resulting in riveting a more rigorous 
and centralized government upon our citizens, enforced bya great 
standing army. If I thought this was the inspiring motive, I 
should give both my vote and yoice in opposition. 

But, sir, I am glad to say that, highly as I personally respect the 
opponents of the measure, I believe their fears arelargely ground- 
less and that a careful survey of the entire question ishes an 
overwhelming evidence in favor of annexation. 

£ NO CONQUEST CONTEMPLATED, 

It is known to everyone that the proposed measure does not con- 
template any invasion of the islands by force of arms or their 
conquest by what is often a more dangerous power, subtle diplo- 
macy. On the contrary, the contemplated action is one that was 
first urged by the Hawaiians themselves nearly fifty years ago 
and which they have ever since had constantly in view. Itis no 
new question or policy of either our nation or the little common- 
wealth that seeks the protection of our flag, the fellowship of our 
people, and the benefits of our civilization. I shall briefly review 
the history of these interesting negotiations, the reasons in favor 
of annexation, with a glance at the history and nature of the 
islands, and the objections urged against the adoption of this reso- 
lution. 

THE CONTEMPLATED ANNEXATION THE 
ATIONS. 

In 1851 the King, hard pressed by the aggressions of England 
and France, first formally sought the protection of our nation by 
delivering to our representative a deed of cession of the islands to 
the United States. In 1854 our Secretary of State authorized a 
treaty of annexation, but the negotiations were broken by the 
death of the King while ay were pending. In 1893 a new annex- 
ation treaty was negotiated, but while eon in our Senate a 
change of Administration caused its withdrawal by the President 
before ratification. June 16, 1897, a treaty was again negotiated 
similar to the pending resolution, and which, with other papers 
related to the subject, I will submit as an appendix to my re- 
marks. This treaty has been already approved by the people of 
Hawaii and ratified by their Senate. 

There is, therefore, no hasty action by either party to the com- 
pact; no undue stress; no objection by foreign nations which 
would lead to international complications. It is only the natural 
and logical result of intelligent negotiations for many years be- 
tween two sovereign nations, through their accredited representa- 
tives, acting in friendly concert to promote the mutual interests 
of both nations. 

WE SHOULD BE GOVERNED BOTH BY ENLIGHTENED SELF-INTEREST AND 
THE CLAIMS OF HUMANITY. 

Mr. S er, I believe that nations, like individuals, should be 
actuated by the highest considerations both of their own welfare 
and that of humanity. The law of nature, through which we 
have life, makes it the first duty of every being to protect and ex- 
tend its own existence so that it can best f the mission of its 
Creator. As the Creator has placed under the control of every 
person the development of his own faculties and holds him re- 
sponsible for their proper use and preservation, it may be well said 
both of nations and individuals that ‘‘ self-preservation is the first 
law of nature.” But while our first duty is to ourselves, it can 
not be severed from our obligations to a world-wide humanity, of 
which we are all a part. 1 wish, then, to discuss this question 
both from the standpoint of American interests and welfare and 
of mankind at large. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, the motives which led us to the present 
war with the dom of Spain are analogous to those which 
have brought forward the present méasure. In both resolutions 
the protection of the rights and interests of our own nation stand 
side by side with the interests of humanity. In the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 209) which I had the honor to introduce in Congress 
March 30, declaring the independence of the Cuban Republic, to 
be enforced by armed intervention, if necessary, the outrage to 
the humane and Christian sentiments of the American people, 
through the barbaric cruelties of the Spaniards toward an op- 
pressed people beyond the jurisdiction of our Government, were 
placed side by side with the assassination of our own seamen, the 


RESULT OF FRIENDLY NEGOTI- 


destruction of an American battle ship, and the interests of Amer- 
F iri 

nd, sir, the tof the magnanimous t and lofty mo- 
tives which inspired our nation to 3 an — the 
continuance of Spanish atrocities on the Western isphere has 
been that in this struggle of arms we have had the m pie abd 
of the great nations of the earth. Had we been actuated by 
merely selfish motives or a desire for conquest, the nations of 
Europe would have found in our aggressiveness a menace to the 
security of their own territorial possessions. Nor could we then 
have implored the bl of Almighty God upon our causey 
nor would His Providence have so ordered events that the strug- 
gling native islanders of the eee as well should be freed 
from the barbarisms of the land of the Inquisition. Nor could we 
have hoped for the 1 and speedy triumph of American 
arms in the Pacific Which has inscri the name of Admiral 
Dewey and his brave seamen above that of Lord Nelson, and 
made Manila Bay more historic than Trafalgar! [Applaus.] 

THEIR STRATEGIC IMPORTANCE. 

Our war with Spain has emphasized the fact that our national 
safety and prosperity gir increased harbors for vessels both 
of war and commerce. e opposed to inaugurating an era of 
imperial conquest at the expense of our free institutions, yet be- 
lieving that this nation has a God-given mission to perform as the 
standard bearer of civil liberty and progress for the ultimate ad- 
vancement of all the nations of the earth, it becomes our duty to 
use all the means which Providence has placed before us for main- 
taining the integrity of our eee and due respect for our 
demands, always to be founded on justice. The hostilities in which 
we are now engaged demonstrate that, as war may be sometimes 
unavoidable, it is necessary that our ships, both of war and peace, 
should haye convenient harbors of refuge for safety in times of 
storm, accident, or war, as well as convenient stations for coal 


and supplies. 
England, withrare foresight, many years agosecured insular and 
littoral ions in every corner of the earth, by which her inter- 


ests and power on land as well as sea have n advanced. 

On the other hand, the lack of adequate ing stations has, 
1 for us, greatly crippled the efficiency of the Spanish 
navy. It is well known that modern men-of-war, especially those 
which attain high speed and whose engines in some cases 9 
18.000 horsepower, rapidly consume enormous quantities of 
and, owing to their special construction, have coal storage but for 
short trips only. In fact, the question of coal supply has per- 
plexed the Spanish thus far on the Atlantic more, perhaps, t 
any other condition relative to their naval strategy. 

ut aside from the necessities of our Navy, our merchant vessels 
as well need, both in peace and war, both in accident and safety, 
harbors under the protection of our fiag for all of the needs of 
commerce, travel, and the advancement of science, to be liberally 
encouraged by our Government. s 
: A BRIEF VIEW OF THE ISLANDS. 

The Sandwich or Hawaiian Islands lie about 600 miles north of 
the equator, their capital, Honolulu, ape Heed miles southwest 
from San Francisco, 3,399 miles west of Yokohama, 4,917 miles 
west of Hongkong, and about 4,000 miles from the Philippines, Aus- 
tralia, and New Zealand. Their combined area is about 7,000 

uare miles, two-thirds of which is contained in the principal 
island, Hawaii. The capital city, Honolulu, is located on the 
island of Oahu, and on the coast of this island, 12 miles away, 
is situated the famous Pearl Harbor, now under control of our 
Government, said to be the finest natural harbor on the globe, 
capable of floating all the navies of the world, This harbor con- 
sists of a large inland lake, broken by islands which maintain a 
smooth surface of water, 8 by hills from storms and the 
guns of hostile fleets, and connected with the sea by a long and 
narrow channel, easily fortified. 

It is objected that we have already a shorter route to China and 
Japan, with opportunity for a coaling station at Unalaska, in the 
Aleutian Islands, about 2,000 miles north of Hawaii; but that route 
is rarely taken, owing tostorms, fogs, and floating ice from the polar 
sea prevailing there, dangerous to navigation. the other hand, 
the route via Hawaii is an ideal one in every respect, and its free 
dom from storm is typical of the name of the ocean trayersed— 
Pacific. In the event, also, of the completion of the great Nica- 
ragua Canal, through which all of our ships of commerce and 
war will quickly pass from ocean to ocean, these islands will be on 
the most direct route to China, Japan, and the Philippines. pare A 
are also on the direct route to Australia and New Zealand, wi 
whom we have a large commerce. 

Regarding the climate and the other physical and natural at- 
tractions of the islands, an enthusiastic traveler says: 

„It is simply Fairyland,’ ‘Rainbowland;’ a land of perfect rest 
and repose; a land of color; a land of magnificent hills, cloud- 
topped, of a thousand valleys and ravines, of streams and water- 
falls, of glorious sea and sky.” 
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Thad the pleasure recently of spending an evening with the 
able and statesmanlike minister of the Hawaiian Republic, Hon. 
— = re 9 me an se series of photo- 
grap. ustrating islands, their People, products, vegetation, 
etc., and it certainly seemed like fairyland indeed. 

Each island consists of one or more mountains, with valleys and 

ins between. The soil is decom lava, irrigated by moun- 

streams and wells. The principal products are sugar, coffee, 

and frnits. About 80,000 acres are devoted to sugar cane, and in 

1896, 221,000 tons of sugar were exported. If annexed to this coun- 

tsy, this sugar will reach American consumers free of duty, and 
the combine of the oppressive sugar trust may be broken. 

The healthful and y climate has given these islands the 
appellation of The Paradise of the Pacific.“ The temperature is 

ild and even, averaging about 82° in summer and 74° in winter. 
The lowest temperature at the level of the sea in winter is about 
56° and the warmest in summer about 88°. The cool northeast 

trade winds blow eight or nine months in the year. 

With all these gifts of nature inviting us, as well as the entreat- 
ies of the citizens of this little Commonwealth, who desire to enjoy 
our institutions, how can we refuse? As the muse best expresses it: 

O how canst thou renounce the boundless store 
Of charms which Nature to her votary yields: 
The warbling woodland, the resoun ore, 
The pomp of groves, and garniture of fields; 
All that the genial ray of morning 
And all that echoes to the son; even, 
All that the mountain's — 22 bosom shields, 
And all the dread magnificence of heaven: 
O how canst thou renounce, and hope to be forgiven? 


THE NATIVE RACE. 


When Capt. James Cook discovered (or rediscovered) these 
islands December 8, 1778, while circumnavigating the globe with 
his armed vessels, the Resolution and Discovery, as so interestingly 
narrated in his famous Voyages, he found a confiding race of 
aborigines, who welcomed and afterwards worshiped him 
as a god, the number of whom he estimated at 400,000. Duri 
fierce wars for supremacy among rival chiefs nearly one-half of 
the Peas lost their lives about the beginning of the present 
century. 

THE DESTRUCTIVE EFFECTS OF “MODERN CIVILIZATION” UPON THE 

ISLANDS. 


Itisasad fact that although in 1840 King Kamehameha III, called 
„The Good,” granted the people a constitution, abolished idolatry, 
77. eat mace ephdatiy Ge TODOR 

‘ough contagious „and more y the on 
of 3 liquors, with the art of producing them, has so 
decimated the population that in 1896 but 31, 000 native Hawaiians 
remained! And all authorities agree that in but a few years a 
once happy people of trustful and confiding children of nature” 
will be extinct, with no trace except in history! What a commen- 
tary on our civilization! Our own e fee witnessing a like 
passing of the Red Men of the Forest.” d if the influence of 
strong drink has so rapidly decimated the aborigines, inured to 

rivations and hardships, who can measure the extent of its bane- 
fal effects on the happiness, the power, and the lives of our ‘‘ciy- 
ilized” Anglo-Saxon nation! 
POPULATION. 


The census of 1896 shows the population to be 109,020. 
In round numbers the different nationalities are represented as 
follows: 


rede e cate 31, 000 


e Rpt Abie E Ree ie Nad WE ete 24, 400 
PURI a Sd 15, 100 
7777 oon wees nanan ceeaueneon 21, 600 
Part Hawaiian and part foreign blood , 400 
(ASHOVICATIN <i pcan aces —T—TTTſT—TC—T—T0T—T—T—TTTTTTTT 8, 400 
Wyritigh 25s o A soc an een EN S E O Er N T, 2,200 
T EN O A SE Se AE E S SE A 1,400 
Norwegian.and c once e n aaan 479 
All other nationalitiisssssss4õ4% 1,055 
Expressed in percentage the population is as follows: : 
cen 

Noro Hanun Ole v ͤ 28 
e ß ne ae ieee anes 22 
„ cancer E . E T 20 
Americans and Europeans by birth or descent .........------ 22 
Milman Hood e aan 8 


FORM OF GOVERNMENT, PAST, PRESENT, AND AS PROPOSED BY ANNEXATION. 


Early in the present century the tribes of the various isles were 
united in a Kingdom by Kamehameha I, chief of the most power- 
ful tribe. This, said to be the ‘noblest of all savage dynasties,” 
ended in 1872 by the death of Kamehameha IV. The Govern- 
ment, however, remained a monarchy until January, 1893, when 

een Liliuokalani attempted to abrogate certain constitutional 
rights and to disfranchise the white population. 
Thereupon a provisional government was established and a con- 


stitution framed and adopted, which was promulgated on July 4, 
1894, the people desiring that the two nations should be united 
by the same historic birthday. Thus by every avenue open to 
them the Hawaiians show the sympathy and love for our country 
and its institutions. 

CHINESE WILL BE EXCLUDED. 

Objection is made that Asiatics will be thus allowed citizen- 
ship, and that the interests of American labor as well as the 
safety of American institutions will be jeo ized. If this were 
true, I should op the measure with all my power. Happily 
both the facts and effects are the opposite, for it will be seen by 
referring to the resolution of annexation that the islands are to be 
“ annexed as a part of the territory of the United States, and are 
subject to the dominion thereof,” etc. . 

It is also further provided that, There shall be no further im- 
migration of Chinese into the Hawaiian Islands except upon such 
conditions as are now or may be hereafter allowed by the laws of 
the United States; and no Chinese, by reason of anything con- 
tained herein, shall be allowed to enter the United States from 
the Hawaiian Islands. 

The President [of the United States] shall appoint five com- 
missioners, at least two of whom shall be residents of the Hawaiian 
Islands, who shall, as soon as reasonably practicable, recommend 
to Congress such legislation concerning the Hawaiian Islands as 
they shall deem necessary or proper.” 

It is also stipulated that ing the above legislation the pres- 
ent laws of the Republic of Hawaii shall be in force, so far as they 
do not conflict with the Constitution or laws of the United States. 
By the present laws of Hawaii, Asiatics are not eligible to citizen- 
ship or to a vote. Thus the interests of labor as well as the in- 
tegrity of our institutions seem to be fully protected. Further- 
more, labor should be benefited by the enlarged market for its 
products and the decreased cost of the sugar it consumes. 

The present government is almost identical withour own. The 
members of its senate and house of represéntatives are elected for 
the same terms as ours. Their president, whom many of us have 
met, is of American parentage and a graduate of Williams Col- 
lege, The foundation of their laws, like ours, is the common law 
of England, and their courts are founded on the American system, 
Thus they are already accustomed to our institutions and laws, 


THE CONSTITUTIONAL ARGUMENT. 


But objection is made that there is no authority in the Consti- 
tution for acquiring foreign territory. If this were true, Mr. 
Chairman, a great part, more than half our present territory, in- 
cluding some of our most important States, is not properly within 
the Union. Who shall say that the many States comprised in the 
Louisiana purchase, and California, Texas, and New Mexico 
should have been repelled? 

But, sir, on this question as on others we have the highest au- 
thorities for saying not only that foreign territory can be annexed 
when done for just reasons, withouta violation of the Constitution 
as li y construed, but where the Constitution is defective by 
reason of contingencies not thought of by its framers, it is our 
duty then, as always, to be guided by an enlightened conscience 
as needs of our nation and those of humanity shall dictate. 
The Constitution was intended to secure civil rights and enlarge 
the benefits of free government—not to abridge them. 

But happily we have many high constitutional authorities as 


well as historic precedents for the proposed annexation. These 
haying already been brought to public attention, I shall only 
briefly refer to a few instances. 


When the Louisiana purchase was under consideration, the 
great Jefferson, who, as the author of the Declaration of Inde- 
peer. on which the Constitution was afterwards based, should 

the highest authority, said: 

There is no constitutional difficuly as to the acquisition of ter- 
ritory, and whether when acquired it may be taken into the Union 
by the Constitution as it now stands, will become a question of 
e ency.“ 

esident Lincoln also said: 

“ Having practiced the acquisition of territory for nearly sixty 
years, the question of constitutional power to do so is no longer 
an open one with us. On this whole pr ition, includ- 
ing the appropriation of money for the acquisition of territory, 
does not the expediency amount to almost necessity, without 
which the Government itself can not be perpetuated?” 

In the Dred Scott decision Chief Justice Taney said: 

The power to expand the territory of the United States by the 
admission of new States is plainly given; and in the construction 
of this power by all the departments of the Government it has been 
held to authorize the acquisition of territory, not fit for admission 
at the time, but to be admitted as soon asits population and situa- 
tion would entitle it toadmission. It is acquired to become a 


State, and not to be held as a colony and governed by Congress 
with absolute authority; and as the propriety of admitting a new 
State is committed to the sound discretion of Congress, the power 
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to acquire territory for that purpose, to be held br the United 
States until it is in a suitable condition to become a State upon an 
equal footing with other States, must rest upon the same discretion, 
‘It is a question for the political department of the Govern- 
ment, and not the judicial; and whatever the political department 
of the Government shall recognize as within the limits of the 
United States the judicial department is also bound to ize, 
and to administer in it the laws of the United States, so far as 
they apply, and to maintain in the territory the authority and 
rights of the Government, and also the personal rights and rights 
of roperty of individual citizens, as secured by the Constitution,” 
„according to this learned judge, the power of Congress in 
regard to territorial acquisition is supreme, and not subject to 
the review of the Supreme Court. ; $ la 
It simply remains, then, to decide! What is for the highest inter- 
ests of our nation and humanity?” Having faith, Mr. Speaker, 
that the American people will continue to be inspired with hu- 
mane and lofty motives, I trust the proposed measure will pass 
and that our action in rescuing the ys waar people both of the 
West Indies and the Philippines, joined to this, will be the auspi- 
cious introduction to a century of advancement for us and for all 
mankind. [Applause.] Sees 
Mr. S of Arizona. 3 inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SMITH of j ere Is it proper at this time to offer an 
amendment to this resolution, to come in at the end, to include 
what is known as the home-rule bill for Arizona? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks, from the gen- 
tleman’s description of the amendment, that it would hardly be 
e to this bill, even if it were proper to offer it at this time. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, while the House is waiting for gen- 
tlemen to proceed on the side of the negative, I will ask the House 
to adopt a formal amendment to the resolution, to strike ont, on 
page 3, line 12, the words of the exchange.” It was a mistake 
co 


pying the bill. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 3, line 12, strike out the words “of the ex go that it will 
read: “the public debt of the Republic of Hawaii la ly existing at the 
time of the passage of this joint resolution.” 


The SPEAKER w tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to, 

There was no objection, ‘ 

Mr. DINSMORE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the minority resolutions, reported as a substitute and printed 
with the views of the minority, be considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the substi- 
tute will be considered as pending. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Iyield ten minutes to my colleague from 
Arkansas [Mr. bag oe 

Mr, TERRY. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time allowed, I can 
only briefly touch a few of the points involved in the question be- 
fore the House. I can see no present necessity, Mr. Speaker, for 
the passage of the pending bill for the annexation of Hawaii, and 
I think that I can see in it the beginning of a policy of territorial 
aggrandizement, 5 and imperialism that bodes no good 
to this Republic. I am in favor of seizing and holding such 
islands and dependencies of Spain as may be necessary toindemnify 
us for the costs and sacrifices of the present war. 

If, after we have completed their seizure and occupation, the 
annexation of Hawaii should become a military necessity to enable 
us to reap the benefit of what we have taken, it will then be time 
enough for us to consider that proposition, but the unseemly man- 
ner in which the padena of the Americo-Spanish war is being 
taken advantage of to press the passage of this bill, in advance of 
any real necessity for the same, is but an additional proof to the 
multiplying evidence that a war solemnly declared for the cause 
of humanity, justice, and the vindication of the national honor 
and the national flag is being perverted from the plain and proper 
53 for which it was authorized by Congress and indorsed 

y the American people. 

The bond grabber, the boodler, the land grabber, and the spoils- 
man are gathering to the front and exercising their baleful influ- 
ence in every quarter that can be reached. They have forced the 
needless issue of $400,000,000 of bonds, and in a bill imposing 
onerous burdens and taxes upon the plain people of the land they 
have obtained practical exemptions and immunities for them- 
selves. In the matter of supplies and transportation they are 
bleeding the Government at every point where possible, so that 
nearly one-half of the appropriations voted here will never inure 
to the benefit of the patriotic men who have gone and are still 
going to the front of war to offer their services and their lives for 
the upholding of the honor and glory of the flag, 

That flag, sir, was unfurled and uplifted for a high and holy 
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purpose, and under its inspiration the American people were read 


at once to leap to arms. They want that purpose preserved an 
carried out, and in the end, sir, you will that their wrath and 
indignation will be kindled against all of those who have perverted 
patriotism for the unholy purposes of greed and speculation, 

That flag, sir, in all its history, was never uplifted in a foreign 
war for unjust conquest and aggression. It has always been 
glorious and honored among all the nations of the earth, use 
wherever it floated, upon the land or upon the sea, it was recog- 
nized as the emblem and very symbol of freedom, humanity, and 
justice. A God grant that it may ever continue so to 
be! In all its baay of blended colors and glorious emblazonry 
of stars, it is honored and respected throughout the world. 

Of all the flags of all the governments of all the kingdoms, prin- 
cipalities, empires, and nations of this earth, there is no other flag 
that shines so resplendent with the light of human freedom, none 
that is lifted higher in the march of human progress, and none 
that is greeted more gladly in its coming than the banner of the 
great Republic. Let us stand true to the lofty principles of those 
who gave it to our keeping. Let it continue in the future, as in 
the past, the symbol of honor, of equity, humanity, freedom, and 
justice, and it will continue throughout the centuries to be hon- 
ored among all the nations of the earth, and will go forth leading 
the van of that mighty march of civilization and enlightenment, 
which, moving out in ever-widening circles toward the uttermost 
parts of the earth, is as resistless in its advance as the tides of the 
ocean and as glorious in its glad coming as the waves of the morn- 
ing light. [Applause.] 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. ea 


[Mr. GAINES addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. DINSMORE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. Surg]. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, at this time I offer and 
ask the Clerk to read the following amendment to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be read for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I ask the Clerk to read it in my time, 
and whatever purposes I can make of it afterwards I shall do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


torial officers shall be elected by the qualifi 
electors of said Territory, who shall hold their a offices for the 


before 
board of equalization, of the number of persons now constituting 
said board, VVVVVVVVVCVVCCCCC ee 
scribed by the laws of said Territory. 

All other Territorial officers not herein named shall be appointed by the 
3 by and with the consent of the Territorial poms The clerks of 

© district court in each county shall be elected by the qualified electors of 
the county in which he resides and is to serve. 

Nothing in this act shall be 


sr DINGLEY. I understand that this is only read for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is not my only purpose, as I 
stated. I wish to know, . inquiry, whether there 
is now or Whether there will be an opportunity to offer amend- 
ments to this resolution. I Want that amendment voted on by 
the House, if I can get the Pg gl pe a it is germane. If, in 
the opinion of the Chair, it is not germane, I should like to be 
heard a minute on that whenever itis in order. I do not wish to 
interrupt the orderly proceeding of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say that the get 
tleman from Arizona was not recognized for the purpose of offer- 
ing the amendment, but was recognized in the time of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE], and the so-called amendment 
could only be read for information in the time of the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not know for what purpose I was 
1 but I know for what purpose the floor was accorded 

me. ; 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


omora] ten minutes. 3 
Mr. GS. Mr. Speaker, no man rejoiced more than I 
did when I heard that the bestial Queen of the Sandwich Islands 
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had been dethroned and a provisional governmentestablished. No 
man rejoiced more than I when the President of the United States 
recognized that provisional government. No man rejoiced more 
than I when that provisional government became a republic. And 
no man felt a greater tinge of shame than I when an ex-member 
of Congress from Georgia went to those islands, by direction of 
another President of the United States, and hauled down the 
American flag that had been placed there for the protection of 
American citizens. [Applause.] But as an American I felt a 
greater tinge of shame when that same President made an effort 
to destroy the little Republic and reestablish in authority the 
bestial Queen—a fit companion for Queen Isabella of Spain—and 
was only deterred in his attempt because the Queen insisted upon 
butchering the patriotic men who had dethroned her and estab- 
lished a republic upon the ruins of her barbaric monarchy. Fitly 
was he repudiated by his own political party and fitly was his 
course disapproved by the American people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that Republic has opened its ports to the 
ships of the American nation. We are at war, and this sturdy 
little Republic has made its ports practically American ports. 
She takes all the risks of trouble foreign nations to prove 
her sympathy with the American Republic in its hour of trial; 
and I am not the man to give her a blow in the face in return for 
that Sepsis ot voting against this bill. 5 

Sir, territorial acquisition is the desire of every people. With 
the English-speaking race it is not only a passion, but the source 
of all their s and greatness. Nota foot of ground do they 
demonstrate on but what was taken from strangers. It was not 
a national movement that planted them on these shores at first. 
It was a movement of groups, instigated by a desire to escape op- 
pression. From this 1 came our nation, not by pre- 
conceived designs, but as a result of the movement. When the 
thin line was planted on the Atlantic coast there was no idea of 
overspreading the continent. A commission sent out from Bos- 
ton to explore the wilderness went as far as Beaver Creek, Wal- 
tham, and returned with the report that civilization would proba- 
bly never extend beyond that limit. But the impulse to expand 
was at work, and colony after colony appeared. hen we sepa- 
rated from Great Britain the idea of continental supremacy was 
so weak that Jefferson’s purchase of Louisiana met with bitter 
resistance; but with the victory of Andrew Jackson at New Or- 
leans the tide set in, and shortly thereafter we assumed political 
guardianship of the New World, Then came the Spanish treaty, 
which gave us Florida and completed our coast line on the Gulf, 
and also the Spanish confirmation of the French grant, to which 
up to that time in had laid claim. Texas was next admitted. 


en came the Mexican grant, after the war with that country, 
which gave us our possessions on the Pacific. And then the Gads- 
den pu 


These were Democratic moves, resisted by 
chase of Alaska was a tremendous leap over British domain, and 
was a Republican measure, which has caused us considerable 
trouble, and which has resulted in no permanent benefit, 

the Klondike gold mines, it is hoped, will bring us out. 
It was an out of the way purchase. This objection does not lie 
against the Sandwich Islands. Theyare in the strict line of com- 
munication, and, except for mere distance, have much the same 
connection with us as Brooklyn had with New York before the 
two were made one. The ferry is longer, but the business and 
government of the island are essentially American. 

Moreover, sir, distance on the ocean is fast being annihilated. 
It does not take much longer now for one of our wave-splitting 
steamships to go from San Francisco to Honolulu than it did a 
century ago for a Dutch sloop to run from New York to Albany. 
The business over the former route is infinitely greater and of 
vital importance to this nation. Steam has practically condensed 
the globe and is fast obliterating ocean barriers. 

In every essential respect the Sandwich Islands are already an- 
nexed. “the laws, the manifestoes, and the proclamations there— 
indeed, all of their political literature—are already in our language. 
The islands have been civilized by Americans. They are gov- 
erned by Americans, men of our kith and kin, anxiousfor the union. 
They are an essential outpost of the United States. The objec- 
tions to their annexation are weak indeed compared with those 
urged against former acquisitions; yet who would give up a single 
foot of the territory already acquired? Experience has shown 
that the web and woof of our system grows stronger with terri- 
torial extension instead of weaker, as was formerly urged. It is 
the history of all nations that when they begin to lose territory 
they decline. The Roman Empire and the Kingdom of Spain, 
once a province of that Empire, are conclusive on this point. So 
is the fact that we have not a foot of territory that we have not 
taken from others. A higher power than that of the sugar kings 
has decreed that these islands shall become an integral part of the 
United States. It is the decree of the King of Kings, the Ruler of 
the Universe. His missionaries rescued the Sandwich Islands 


position, Thepur- 


from barbarism, and He will preserve them for ages in the bosom 
of the American Union. [Loud applause. ] 

ere Mr. CuMMINGS's time s . 

: DINSMORE. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi 


twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I have listened, 
as I al do, with much interest to the various utterances of 
my frien m this question, and with especial interest to what 
was said by the gentleman from New York, especially a friend of 
mine. The gentleman, however, is not so 3 to-day in the 
conclusiveriess of his logic as he sometimes is. fact, his zeal 
for Hawaiian annexation has led him to indulge in some of the or- 
dinary fallacies in which men indulge when they are actuated by 
overzeal. About the last thing my friend said was that the whole 
history of the world proved that whenever people began to lose 
1 they began to lose weight in the affairs of the world 
and to decline. 

My friend has simply put the effect in place of the cause. 
Whenever people begin to lose weight in the world, then they be- 
gin to lose territory. That is the proper way to state it. But 
wherever people have fairness enough and foresightedness enough 
to know what is their proper territorial limit and to stop within 
this limit, they gain strength and do not weaken themselves, 
The Roman Empire grew stronger when its rulers concluded not 
to go beyond certain bounds. As long as it had attempted to 
carry the eagle into lands too far distant it was a source of weak- 
ness and death and destruction to the army, the legions, and the 
people from whom they were drawn. But when Hadrian con- 
cluded to stop further conquests and defend its possessions as far 
as they had gone in the Orient on the one hand and to the Rhine 
and Danube on the other, it showed itself capable of maintaining 
an unheard-of stability, of perpetuating itself absolutely in the 
West or East for a thousand years—longer than any other gov- 
ernment ever lasted on the face of this globe. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman reads Roman history differ- 
ent from what I do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ithink most people will agree 
with me that when the rule was laid down that the imperial pos- - 
sessions should be confined within certain limits that was the be- 


ginning of the stability of the Roman Empire, and as great aman 
~ a n agrees with me, and not with the gentleman from New 
ork. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, I say it did not last a thousand years. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, yes; the Roman power 
lasted fully a thousand years, much over it, before it was dis- 
rupted by the barbarians. Now, the tleman says these people 
in Hawaii “have taken the chances of a war with Spain in order 
to be favorable to the United States in the present war.” In that 
assertion there are two mistakes. In the first place, the le of 
Hawaii have had no to do with the action of the Hawaiian 
Government; secondly, the Government itself has not run the 
slightest chance of war with Spain. We have coaled in our own 
harbor, to which we have not only the right to proprietorship, 
but the right of sovereignty, and we have coaled from our own 
coal, and we had just as much right to do so as we have to coalin 
New York Harbor. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You can not sail a vessel into Pearl Har- 
bor, sog this House has refused to make an appropriation to clean 
it out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You can not sail through the 
reefs; I know that. Now, I want to dwell on that point a mo- 
ment, because there seems to be a great deal of difference of 
opinion and confusion as to our rights at Pearl Harbor. I take it 
that when a sovereign grants another sovereign ‘exclusive right 
to enter“ a place, it carries with it, from the very necessity of the 
expression and the very necessities of the condition of the two 
parties, a right to sovereignty, unless it is bounded and limited in 
express terms so as to confine it to the right of proprietorship. 
Moreover, if I could be mistaken, and we have only a proprieta: 
and not a sovereign right in Pearl Harbor, the peace to follow this 
war will be of our dictation, and Hawaii knows that we will not 
forgot to protect her. 

ow, my friend has indulged, as have other gentlemen, in a 
discussion of previous territorial acquisition, eminently irrelevant 
to this particular question. If the purpose and nature of ter- 
ritorial acquisition now under discussion is of like character to 
the others, if it is to be brought about in the same manner, then 
all of these arguments will be relevant; but in the first place they 
were not of like character in many regards, all of which points of 
difference I discussed and explained at a previous time on the floor 
of this House. Now, I want to call attention to the fact that the 
contemplated Hawaiian annexation is not to be accomplished by 
like methods; and when Isny that, I want to first call the attention 
of the House to the only possible methods by which, under our 
form of government, with a written Constitution of limited and 
granted powers, we can accomplish territorial acquisition. 
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Mr. CUMMINGS, I do not like to interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, I never refuse to be inter- 
rupted, and I like to be interrupted by one for whom I have so 
high a personal regard as for the gentleman from New York. 

Ar. CUMMINGS. Was not Texas acquired by resolution? 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. Undoubtedly; but I will show 
the gentleman so plainly that, in its nature, it nothing to do 
with this matter, that he, with his clear head, never will ask the 
question again. I will come to territorial addition by joint reso- 
lution later, and to the manner of admitting Texas. The Consti- 
tution gives to the President and Senate the right to make trea- 
ties. Of course any power under the sun giving the right to make 
a treaty at the conclusion of a war (which is one of the occasions 
when the making of treaties is absolutely necessary) carries with 
it as a necessary incident the power of ceding territory, because 
it may be absolutely necessary to cede and give up territory in 
order to conclude a treaty securing peace. $ 8 

Thus the power to make a treaty of peace carries the right, 
therefore, to cede territory. E con verso, any government having 
that power has the right also to acquire territory. Mr. Jeffer- 
son was at first somewhat in doubt as to whether even this right 
existed; but he came to the conclusion in his old age that he had 
been mistaken. And at the time when the acquisition of Louisi- 
ana was a live issue, the great majority of his party conferees— 
the party of strict construction—differed with him in his then 
opinion and candidly told him so, holding that it was unnecessary 
to amend the Constitution in order to make the acquisition of 
Louisiana constitutional. 

Now, there is in addition to this power as an incident to the 
treaty-making power one other method given in the Constitution 
for acquiring territory; that contemplates the acquisition of a cer- 
tain kind of territory only. The power to which I now refer is 

iven in that clause of the Constitution which empowers Congress 
joint resolution to admit new States. Now, answering the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cumminas], Texas was not an- 
nexed” in the sense in which we to-day are talking about ‘‘annex- 
ing” Hawaii. Texas came into this Union by joint resolution 
under an express power given to Congress in the Constitution, to 
admit new States.’ She came as a State, She came under an 
enabling act passed in order to let her come in asa State. It is 
only a popular confusion of terms that calls the admission of Texas 
“annexation.” 

Mr. Speaker, I would not care to set my view on a constitutional 
question before this House as worthy of its sole consideration; 
but when I am borne out by the United States Supreme Court, I 
dare set up that view in which the court sustains me, The 
United States Supreme Court, in the Dred Scott case, takes ex- 
actly the position I have stated. Then it goes one step further, 
and only one step further, and that step is an obiter dictum—not 
a necessary part of the decision—and being an obiter dictum, 
and not being binding in law, it seems to me it is not entitled 

to be 8 as a correct construction of the constitutional 
question, But admitting for the sake of argument that it is so, 
let us inquire what the obiter dictum is. The Supreme Court 
says that under the power to admit newStates into the Union Con- 
gress may admit Territories which are in contemplation of for- 
mation into States. Now, there is not a man on this floor, there 
is not aman who hears my voice, who will say that he or this 
Congress contemplates the acquisition of Hawaii for the purpose 
of making a State of it. There is not a member of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee that will risk his reputation in the judgment 
of men or put his sincerity to the point of criticism by making 
that statement. On the contrary, this House is full of men who 
would not vote for this resolution except with the understanding 
in their own minds that Hawaii is not to be introduced as a State 
into the Union. 

Now, while Iam talking about the constitutionality of this step, 
I want to talk about thedemocracy of it. And when I say democ- 
racy I do not mean democracy spelled with a big “ D,” ina partisan 
sense; I mean W with a little d,“ in the sense of 
popular government. . Speaker, in order to get at the democ- 
racy or nondemocracy of this proposition, let us resort to the New 
England mode of argument; let us ask a question —a question 
which has been asked on this floor, not once, but four or five times, 
which the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs will not 
undertake to answer, which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] will not undertake to answer, which the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. SmırH] will not undertake to answer, which 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pearson] will not un- 
dertake to answer, which not a man here will dare undertake to 
answer. That question is: How are the Hawaiian Islands, after 
admission, to be governed in a democratic way? If they can not 
be governed in a democratic way consistently with the-Constitu- 
tion, then their annexation is undemocratic. What possible con- 
ception of popular government is to be applied to them consonant 
with the Constitution of the United States? Remember that you 


can not now, since the enactment of the fifteenth amendment, 


discriminate against people with regard to the exercise of the 

right of suffrage “because of race, color, or previous condition of 

servitude.” 

a A WM. ALDEN SMITH. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
ion 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I desire to call the gentleman's at- 
tention to arecent decision of Judge Morrow, of the United States 
circuit court of California, who has expressly held that Congress 
cor | legislate in accordance with the special needs of each locality, 
and may vary its regulations to meet the circumstances of the 
people.“ That is a decision fresh from the United States circuit 
court of California. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of dee I understand the gentleman to 
say that the person who made that decision has declared that Con- 
gress has the right to legislate broadly, without any limiting or 
qualifying words, to suit the necessities of each locality.” If 
that is his declaration, then that judge onghs to collect his opin- 
ions in a volume and ought to dub them The curiosities of judi- 
cial announcement.” There is not aman who ever lived in the 
blindest, the wildest days of federalistic saturnalia, when the alien 
and sedition laws were ee through the country, who ever 
dared take the position that the Congress of the United States 
could ‘legislate to suit the wants of particular localities,” except 
only when it had a power granted to it, either expressly or by 
ye aang and proper intendment, in the Constitution of the United 

ates. 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH rose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One moment. Now, the Con- 
stitution of the United States says to-day that there shall be no 
discrimination in regard to the exercise of the right of suffrage on 
account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. There 
is, therefore, no way of disqualifying from su these Kanakas 
in the Hawaiian Islands unless they be disfranchised in some indi- 
rect way. Now, in the State of Mississippi we were confronted 
with that problem; but we had a different race to deal with—a 
race that abhors a book just about as much as a Comanche Indian 
abhors a prayer meeting. > 

We put an educational qualification into our State constitution, 
and it had the effect of disfranchising a great number of those 
people. But the Kanakas are not that sort of people, although 
they are racially and hereditarily unfit for self-government, be- 
cause no race ever existed that could equip itself in the short time 
of one or two generations with those magnificent traits of self- 
control and comprehensive information that make people capable 
of self-government. Capacity for self-government comes by long 
heredity, by 1 long time. Although those people 
in the Hawaiian Islands are not fitted for self-government, they 
happen to be a people who educationally possess a higher percent- 
age of literates, and will continue to do so, than does the State of 

ichigan or the State of Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the 
gentleman one more question, with his consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Judge Morrow, in this decision, 
which is likely to become a notable one, said: 

The Territories of the United States are entirely subject to the legislative 
1 Congress. They are not organized under the Constitution, nor 
subject to its complex dist: tion of the powers of government as the or- 
ganic law, but are the creation, exclusively, of the legislative department, 
and subject to its supervision and control. 

It may legislate in accordance with the special needs of each locality, and 
vary its regulations to meet the circumstances of the people. 

There is a judge, occupying a distinguished place in the judi- 
ciary of the Government, and who has jasoari, i a seat upon this 
83 with honor and credit, and that is his view upon this ques- 

ion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I thought the gentleman was 
going to ask mea question, Now, I understand him to say that 
this gentleman says that territorial government and the rights of 
citizens and people in the Territories are exclusively within the 
powers of Congress. Well, if he said that, you are doing him 
great injustice to take it for granted that he meant it regardless 
of constitutional limitations, powers, and defenses. [Applause 
on Democratic side.] Do you believe that the Congress of the 
United States could dispense with the e of trial by jury, with 
freedom of the press, with freedom of religion, or with any other 
constitutional right in the Territory of Arizona, and that that ve 
judge, if he had as much sense as would filla mustard seed, woul 
not decide, if Con attempted either of these things, that the 
law res to do it was unconstitutional? 

Mr. G. There have been dozens of decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States to the effect that all of the personal 
constitutional guaranties extend to the Territories and the citizens 
of Territories. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Why, of course, there is no 
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doubt about that in the mind of any boy that ever read the Fed- 
eralist, or who ever had the opportunity of talking half an hour 
with somebody who did know something about the constitutional 
a of our Government, [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one other way in which territory 
may be acquired, although it does not a in express terms in 
the Constitution itself. That is when the territory is a mere at- 
tachment to the person of the citizen. If I were to go out, for 
example, and discover an uninhabited island, as was done by 
American citizens in the case of Midway Island, and in the case 
of Navassa and some of these other islands—the Guano Islands, 
for instance—to which gentlemen have referred, I being a citizen 
of a State, and therefore, under the Constitution of the United 
States, a citizen of the United States, and being upon that island 
without any adverse or prior governmental auth or 
sion to conflict with that of the United States, I would cree my 


th 

it at home and I have felt it with the National Government. I 
have sometimes felt dissatisfied with the expression of the will of 
the people; but back of it all was the consoling reflection that 
here was at least one country in the world that was honestly and 
sincerely trying to make an experiment of having “ ajust govern- 
ment founded upon the consent of the governed.” And I had 
hoped until very lately that the time would never come when the 
United States Government would step out into the arena of na- 
tions, under the plea of military necessity or any other necessity— 
the plea of tyrants now, as always—and undertake anything in 
direct violation of the very ean, oR upon which you founded the 
Union, the very principle upon which you founded the independ- 
ence and the liberty of the colonies and the liberty of the citi- 
zens—the principle embodied in the general announcement that 
all just government under God is a government that is founded 
upon the consent of the governed, and that no power from the 
outside has a right to come in to me or to you, our ancesters in 
the colonies or to us now, and superimpose a government which 
we do not want. > 


gentleman as a lawyer: Where there is a go 


e Pr 
urts are open and where there is 
a regular machinery for collecting the taxes by which the 
rst supplied, is it not the ene ia ieee juris = de 5 is 

© pro overnment, an you can not go i 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There is undoubtedly a bare 
technical legal presumption to that effect, which, by the way, 
would have justified the recognition of the government of Nero 
see have justified that of any other government that ever 
existed. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes; but in the light of present civilization and 
as a lawyer, is not that presumption conclusive? 

Mr. LIAMS of issippi. I was trying to answer the 
gentleman's question. I say there is a bare legal presumption 
which every government will make in dealing with another, that 
the de facto government is the government of the legal represent- 
atives of the inhabitants of the country. But that is a presump- 
tion originated for technical purposes, and you and I are not now 
trying to violate the maxims and principles of our ancestors by 
bringing in naked technicalities. Now, I say, and I say that the 
gentleman from North Carolina knows, that the present Govern- 
ment in Hawaii is not founded upon the consent of the le of 
Hawaii. And Isay that he and you all know that long ago if the 
Hawaiian oli y had had the slightest idea that the people of 
Hawaii would have voted in favor of annexation to the United 


oe Hey would 5 as 3 a vote of the peo - 
ple for 0 g very $ 

Mr. LINNEY. Now, one other question, if the gentleman will 
allow me, and I ask it not with any intention of stirring up any- 
thing — or anything sectional. You say only one-tenth or 
8 ly only one-thirtieth of the Hawaiian people have voted. 
Wasipi nos more than one-third of the people have voted. 
Now, that being so, and I take that from the Congressional Direc- 


tory —— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Never mind about that; just 
make your statement as broadly as you please. 

Mr. Y. I make that statement. Now, would you not 
think it transcending the powers of this Congress if in any course 
of igh f oe it m to refuse to recognize e Te — 
ment in Mississippi as a proper one, upon groun t the 
majority of the AT. pieg have not voted? 

Mr. of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, that question is 
totally unworthy of the intellect of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and not altogether worthy of his heart nor of hisa 

earance of sincerity. The State of Mississippi is a State in t 
Federal Union, with certain rights growing out of the same 
an ent from which the Federal Government itself derives its 
rights, 

. LINNEY. I admit that. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Except that one is derived by 
reservation and the other is derived by expression, and when our 
forefathers, wiser, perhaps, than you and I, left the question of the 
qualification of the voters to the States it was left without an 

limitation in any way under the sun, except by the fifteenth 
shall make no discrimination 


Mr. LINNEY. You do me an injustice in that. 

es 5 Ma — Mississippi. 3 aoe are 
overlying questions some grea principles, and I 
want to to you a little utterance which in my opinion 
expresses very well indeed the general principle controlling the 
determination of questions of territorial acquisition, and within 
the boundaries of the expression of which may be found a proper 
solution of the Hawaiian question itself, The words come from 
that matchless and magnificent tribune of the 
soldier, Ihope, soon to be, in the esteem of all of his fellow-citizens, 
William J. Bryan [applause on the Democratic side and laugh- 
ter on the 5 side], in a speech made the other day in 
Nebraska. Here it is, I want you Republicans who are so in 
the habit of laughing whenever there is any attempt to go back 
to the real principles of popular government and li and the 
rights of the masses against the c or at any mention of the 
name of a friend of the people, and who think you can, in the 
arrogance of temporary success, safely afford to laugh, to listen 
to this. It may do you good hereafter if it does not do you any 
good now, when you are run mad with the war craze and the 
urging of war emergencies. Here it is: 

The manifest destiny of this nation is not to acquire new realms to gov 

t th i of dem to 


the end tha 

equality among the citizens ref be secured. Mr. 2 

W ;iti by hardship and ering; it means a vast 
expenditure of men and money. We may well — ea the coming of the 
time, promised in Holy Writ, when the shall be beaten into pruning 
hooks and the swords into pl ; but universal peace can not come 
until justice is enthroned throughontthe world. Jehovah deals with nations 
as He deals with men, and for both decrees that the wages of sin is death.” 

And, by the way, the test sin I know whose wages has been 
death in all history has been the sin of overgreed and overexpan- 
sion. Macedonia and Greece were comparatively happy and free 
until they undertook to enslave other people—until they under- 
took to extend Greece all over the East. Rome was compara- 
tively free and her citizens were comparatively happy until by 


ple, that brave 
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undertaking to dominate the entire world she brought to the 
homes and household of Rome the corruption and degeneracy of 
the Orient and into her senate the bribery of rich es from 
all over the world who wanted to be ‘‘annexed” in friendly al- 
liance.“ Carthage was a respectable power until by the Sicilian 
and Spanish colonizations she had overspanned herself and excited 
envy, hatred, and war. Rome pursued the same course until the 
barbarians, pressed and pushed behind the wall, where they con- 
tinued to multiply, came down for safety and from greed both 
for position and for food itself, and overwhelmed with hatred and 
contempt the proud oppressors of all mankind. x . 

Yes; it is true with nations as with men that the wages of sin 
is death,” and that the greatest of all sins is blind areon and self- 
ishness and covetousness. ‘‘ Whom the gods would destroy they 
first make mad.” But to continue reading from Mr. Bryan: 


rnments m as a last resort, appeal to force. As long as the oppressor 
FVFTFCVFCFGCCFCC San ge accustom his 


will vindicate the position taken by the United States in the war 
with S. In ng ee ee that ee ANI aS invoked 
in the inauguration of the war will be observed inits prosecution and conclu- 
sion. If a contest undertaken for the sake of humanity degenerates into a 
war of conquest, we shall find it difficult to meet the charge of having added 
h togreed. Is our national character so weak that we can not with- 
Se SRR Sx RECON ne Se SEN. Dees O TENaca eEFRER 
our 
To inflict upon 5 is legitimate warfare: but shall 
‘we contemplate a scheme for the colonization of the Orient merely because 
our fleet wona remarkable victory in the harbor of Manila? 


made to serve the of the other. 
Mr. BRUCKER. Do 0 from Missis- 


ty of so obvious a mistake. But I did 
say this was an admirable expression of general principles milita- 
ting against colonial acquisition, within the boundaries of the 
consideration of which would come the Hawaiian question. 

Mr. BRUCKER. But the gentleman from Mississippi knows 
that when Mr. Bryan was ing this utterance he had in view 
territorial acquisition in the Orient, and not in the West Indies; 


and let me say to the gentleman 

Mr. of Mississippi. We are not talking about the 
West Indies. The gentleman is taking my time. l 

Mr. BRUCKER. I want to ask the gentleman this question: 
Had Mr, pran desired to make it understood that he was against 
the annexation of Hawaii, would he not have said so in language 
that would have been unmistakable? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The question before the House 
at the present is not Mr. Bryan’s opinion as to whether Hawaii 
should or should not be annexed. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Then why should you read from his letter? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is a question of the right of 
annexing Hawaii; and Mr. Bryan has given utterance to certain 
of general principles on territorial acquisition and colonial estab- 
lishment and conquest, and I was reading them, and I thought 
them a fit subject to introduce as 5 principles 
as a deduction from which and within the limits of which the 
right determination of the Hawaiian question is included. 

het ere protempore. The time of the gentleman has 

1 . 
r. DINSMORE, I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi 
Buch time as I have remaining, that is, seven minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, this is going to 
be the first time since I haye on the floor of the House that 
I have eyer declined to yield to interruptions, but the continuity 
of my argument has been broken. I have not reached, and in the 
seven minutes remaining will not be able to reach, the point I 
wanted to discuss. I decline, therefore, to be interrupted here- 
after, though I do not want to be discourteous to anybody. I 
want to put the balance of what Mr. Bryan said in the RECORD, 


but I will read this much of it: 

Our destroyed a Spanish fleet. bht can they destroy that self-evident 
truth that g vernments derive their just powers, not from superior force, 
but from the consent of the go W 

[Applause. ] 


That is where he drops the Hawaiian questions within the gen- 
eral principle most beautifully. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [am aware that gentlemen in favor of the 
annexation of Hawaii say it is not a first step in any scheme of 


colonization or the acquisition of a colonial empire. Some of 
them say that. But the gentleman from Michigan „Wu. 
ALDEN SMITH] this evening, honest, brave, bold, st out and 


gave them the denial. He boomed Santo Domingo as a thing we 
ought by all means to have. He concluded that everything in the 
Caribbean Sea and eve: ing in the Gulf of Mexico ought to be- 
long to us. He bewailed the fact that the Bermudas threatened our 
Atlantic coast, and he was in favor of taking about 3 
heard him mention during his remarks. I believe he is one of the 
very fairest weather vanes. I do not mean that in any sense de- 
rogatory, and I did not mean to use the word at all, but his stand - 
ing on any question is one of the very best indications of the av- 
erage sentiment of the men upon that side of this Chamber that I 
know of. From the fullness of the heart, without any express 
intention, the mouth spoke. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when I made a some time ago in op- 
positioa to Hawaiian annexation, I said that when we got as far as 


to | annexing Hawaii we should want to go from island to island un- 


til there was no end to the places that would be annexed; each 
place would be an outpost to the next one. Now gentlemen are 
crying for the Philippines. Why? Simply because Admiral 
Dewey happened to demolish a Spanish fleet there—happened to 
land some marines at Cavite. I suppose if he had happened to 
fight off the coast of Spain itself, and had won a victory in the 
Bay of Biscay, these gentlemen would have been contending for 
Spanish annexation, and would haye contended most 5 
day for the annexation of the Canaries, as a bridge between the 
two on the way over, so that we might call there more con- 
veniently. [Laughter.] = 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in this connection every single effort made 
by the gentlemen on the other side to show that there is a com- 
mercial or military necessity for the possession of the Hawaiian 
Islands has failed. Admiral Walker was before the Foreign Af- 
fairs Committee of the House and testified that very few of the 
ships that sail to the Orient from San Francisco do land at Hawaii 
at all, and that they do not land there because commerce does not 
justify it and because it would make a detour and consume more 
coal. So much for the coaling-station and commercial-necessity 
argument. 

Now, let us see about the military necessity. Gentlemen, in 
giving their general opinion, like General Schofield, said it was 


important—aye, n as a matter of strategy to the United 
States. Now, although I am not a mili man, I am a lawyer, 
‘acts 1 cross-examined 


and as a lawyer or in getting at 
General Schofield. This morning one of the gentlemen on the 
other side, my friend from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], was laughing 
at regiei dba a man in Bee 2 pee? te u 15 opnan 
as 5 of the officers of the Army.” 
We have not done t; we have merely taken the liberty of 
cross-examining them, just as the gentleman from Iowa has cross- 
examined an expert medical witness on the stand, not because he 
knew more about medicine than the witness, but because he was 
better qualified in getting at facts. What I want is not the opin- 
ion of these men so much, but the facts upon which they base 
their opinion. : 

Now, Iam going to publish the cross-examination of General 
Schofield made by me before the committee, and I do not believe 
there will be a member of this House who will not agree that 
General Schofield did say that ‘the only essential thing I am 

uoting his Mp Aas es A „the harbor at Pearl Harbor.” 
tho possibilities of fortifying this positon, and he Saul it mena 

© possibilities o g posi and he said it wou 
cost $500,000, and with that amount of money all the navies in 
the world could not take it if we did not own anything else in the 
Hawaiian Islands. [Applause.] 

The following is the cross-examination of General Schofield re- 
ferred to, quoted from the committee's publication of the hearings 
had before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs on May 10, 
1898, beginning on page 4: 


Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the capacity for defense of the harbor alread 
ted tothe United States? How far does it extend, how isitsituated, an 
could it be defended? 

General SCHOFTELD. As it exists to-day it has no capacity for defense at 
all, but its natural adaptability is very pet, and it is naturally as perfect 
as any harbor I know of in the world. It consists of a narrow channel sev- 
eral miles long from the ocean into a deep bay, where there is ample 
3 for all naval fleets of the world. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. tis our present grant there? i 

„General SCHOFIELD. Just the right to hold and use, and improve and for 
that harbor, as I understand. 
5 tion about th tuity 
OFTELD. ve there is some ques a e 
qu perpe 


General 
of it, but that is a 
aerae e areara 3 
a gran e Of War as W peace 
General SCHOFIELD. U) Y, and yet the condition of the grant is 
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that it shall be improved in time of peace. When a time of war comes on, you 
could not improve it. z 
Mr. WILLIAMS. We have the right to hold and fortify and use it in time of 
war as we choose? 


General SCHOFIELD. That is the original grant. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is there any difficulty, say, in a fleet sailing from San 
Francisco to relieve the Philippine Islands going in that 

General SCHOFIELD. You can not get in there; you have to cut open a 
channel before you can get into a safe harbor. The harbor at Honolulu is 
absolutely worthless as a war harbor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The reason you can not get in there is on account of the 
pugue trouble in the channel, not a political or soyereignty trouble? 

neral SCHOFIELD. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You speak of the e: defense of the harbor in your 
main statement. Does that Cae Bia of the harbor apply with equal force 
to the defense of all these islands? 

General SCHOFIELD. They need no defense. There is no other harbor in 
all the islands ex this one valuable for a naval harbor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If there is no other harbor in these islands of any value to 
any saree force, there is noother harbor where they can make a depot against 
us in time of war; soif we hold the harbor without h the Nands they 
would have no place that e use as a basis of supplies and attack us: 

The CHAIRMAN. I would like to ask the General if he has finished his gen- 
eral statement? 

General SCHOFIELD. toatl Thad gone as far as I intended at that point. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I took it for granted that he had. A sapa question, and 
Iam through. As you say, it we can hold it and fortify it the foreign powers 
could not take it, and that applies to the harbor, as I understand. 

General SCHOFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It does not apply, to all the Hawaiian Islands because, as I 
understand you, we could not fortify them because they have no harbors and 
nobody else could use them as a basis of supplies tus. Now, one other 
thing. You say that if we do not perfect our title in due time others will 
take those islands. What do Rigs mean by “due time?” 

General SCHOFTELD. I think that is a matter that is beyond my political 
acumen. J should think probably a week, hap oo 

Mr. WILLIAMS. When we first took that ‘bor, I understood you to say 
that you were one of the gentlemen who made the negotiations? 

General SCHOFIELD. I did not negotiate, but I made an official report—a 
purely official report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You thought it was wise to get the harbor because that 
was about the only thing valuable to us? 


General SCHOFIELD. The only thing essential to us. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Are you still of the opinion that the harbor is the only 
thing essential to us? 


General SCHOFIELD. From a military standpoint; the others I did not dis- 


cuss. 
Mr. WILLIAus. A military or a naval standpoint is the only standpoint 
on which we want these islands at all, as far as your evidence t 
General SCHOFIELD. No; I did not wish to Aionas that matter. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What I mean to say is, the only standpoint from which 
you would justify it is that? 1 
General SCHOFIELD, Yes. i 


Testimony of Admiral Walker (ibid., page 14): 

We found we could come down without the slightest trouble as deep as we 
wanted to go; but this is fine sand, which can be sucked off with a suction 
dredge with the test ease. That entrance through the reef was in its 
narrowest about 500 feet, as I recollect. When t should be opened, 
which could be done at small a would leave an entrance varying, 
say, from 800 or 1,000 feet to 500, eve ch of which would be covered by the 

laced tions on the beach, and it would not be astraight 


the fortifica: 
es anda few guns 


snannel, it would be a ourved channel; and by means of min 
on the beach all the navies in the world could be stopped from entering in 


ere, 
Mr. DINSMORE. What distance would these batteries be from Honolulu! 
Admiral WALKER. They would be about 7 or 8 miles from Honolulu. 
Mr. DINSMORE. And at what distance from the entrance to the harbor 
would the batteries be? 
Admiral WALKER. The batteries would be right at the entrance; they 
would be on either side of the entrance. 
Mr. DINSMORE. I understand now; the entrance to this |; 
Admiral WALKER. ee, Os it is called Pearl Harbor and it is called Pearl 
ae ee is called Pearl Lagoon. It is practically a lagoo 
. NEW 


* — * * + . - 
Mr. Cousrss. How much would it cost to make the Sandwich Islands im- 
pregnable to a fleet such as com: 
Admiral WALKER. 


P 

How much would it cost to fortify this harbor? 
i ALKER. That is a question I could not answer. It would not 
be very heavy of * fortifications for Pearl Harbor so it could not be 
taken at all. and the y other secure 5 place would be at Honolulu, 
which is from 7 to 10 miles away, and it is perfectly easy to fortify that suf - 
ficiently to prevent an yew from landing there. 

Mr. RY. It woul less than to build a battle ship now? 

Mr, PARGO | euppons half « ra{llion to dsepen It and half a mill 

R N. I suppose a on to ani a ion more 

to build fortifications, = 

Admiral WALKER. Ican not speak as an engineer as to the fortifications. 
I anoa a a half million would put up all the fortifications we would 


Advocates of annexation strive strenuously to produce the im- 
pression that the issue to be met is the alternative either to annex 
the islands or to leave them a prey to any nation—leave them as 
H VIII left Woolsey, ‘‘naked to their enemies.” 

Not at all. We have a policy. It is that of more than a half 
century, announced by our Presidents and our Secretaries of State; 
announced awkwardly, it is true, but sufficiently by the last Re- 
publican national convention, which dared not for annex- 


ation, though Republican Representatives in the Fifty-third and 
; Congresses prated much about it. 


Fifty-fourth 


That all may understand, I here insert the report of the minor- 
ity members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, giving their 
“reasons for the faith that is in them,” and terminating with the 
resolutions which they offer as a substitute for the majority reso- 
lutions of annexation, The Hawaiian plank of the last national 
Republican platform, above referred to, is as follows: The 
Hawaiian ds should be controlled by the United States, and 
no foreign power should be permitted to interfere with them.” 


REPORT AND RESOLUTIONS OF MINORITY. 


Be es hacen undersigned members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
port adversely to the passage of the joint resolution, for the following reasons: 
5 people of Hawaii have not been consulted about the proposed 

n on. 

Second. The people of the United States have not been consulted about 
the poe annexation. In fact, we believe and charge that the only hope 
for Hawaiian annexation, and therefore the desire of the annexationists, is 
to consummate their scheme under the cry of “war 8 ” before the 
American e can be consulted. In the case of Texas t w boven of an- 
nexation had been one of the issues before the le and been decided 
by the nomination and election of those favorable thereto, 

‘Third. annexation in the manner p isunconstitutional. There 
are two constitutional methods of increasing the domain of our country. 
One is under the treaty-making power, as all 
Lo uired. to 

The other is 


under that clause of the Federal Constitution which gives the power to “ad- 
mit new States.“ The power ae only to States, not to territory avow- 
edly not wanted for purposes 9 not to colonies, not to military or 
naval stations. Itis true that the Supreme Court, in an obiter dictum, has 
construed the langu: “new States.,“ beyond its manifest intendment, to 
mean territory avowedly proposed to be erected intoa State or States. Even 
granting, for the sake of argument, that this obiter dictum is court-made 
constitutionality, it does not apply to the case of Hawaii, because the adyo- 
cates of its annexation not do not avow any purpose to erect it intoa 
State, but base their argument upon a contrary intent, and thereby obtain 
9.845 Sri many who would otherwise be against the scheme. (19 How. 
8. : 

Fourth. The islands are too remote, being 2.100 miles from the nearest point 
of our coast, and furnish too much additional coast line to be defended, t the 
patrol line around them being over 800 miles. 

Fifth. The population is not racially, nor religiously, nor otherwise homo- 
geneous with our own. 

Sixth. Political dominion over the islands is not commercially necessary. 

Seventh. The islands are not froma naval or military standpoint neces- 
sary toour defense, as was admitted by General Schofield before the com- 
mittee when he said there was but one harbor on the island which could be 
fitted up as a point d'appui against us. That harbor we already have. Nor 
are they in any manner necessary, unless we wish as a people to take a new 
departure from our historical course and become a colonial power,” and 
therefore, one of the troublesome and entangling ‘concert of great wers.” 
If that course shall ever be wise, we are not ready for it now, and are not 

or 5 to get ready for it. At least fifty years of home 

‘hthe: and home govi may well be given our people before 
eparture, inimical to our present, if not to our 

not only to the teachings of our fathers, but 
we haye been so marvelously successful 


ha . 
hth. Even if, for the sake of ent, it be ted, that Hawaii 
wo be a source of material danger toe 1 N prt. in 


ted diplomatic declarations of our tion with rogard to the islands to 
cur the dangers of war with us in order to seize or hold them—and we refer 
to history, including diplomatic ce 


islands under the sovereignty of — powers for a disproof of both asser- 
tions—then this r may be met when the first overt act or open declara- 
tion shows its existence, or may be prevented and fo ed now by 


the passage of the following resolutions, which we offer as a-substitute to 
those reported by the majority, to wit: 


“Joint resolution to announce — ! of the United States relative to the 


any attempt upon the of an vernment of Europe or Asia 
he E or to exerciae upon any 


0 5 
JOHN 8. WILLIAMS. 
WM. M. HOWARD. 


Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. BURN. Mr. Speaker, re has been made by 
ponen as to the inadequacy of time devoted to this discussion. 

t will be remembered that four days have been given to the dis- 
cussion now. Five years ago this same subject occupied the at- 
tention of the country for many weeks. During the period from 
that time to this on various occasions our relations with the Sand- 
wich Islands, their importance to us, haye been a matter of dis- 
cussion here and elsewhere. I think I am justified in saying that 
no subject of general importance is more thoroughly understood 
by the American people is the one involved in the resolution 
now pending before this House, 

I have been rised during this debate, now and heretofore, 
at the character of the objections made by gentlemen who oppose 
the resolution. In every instance, Mr. Speaker, their arguments 
have been based not upon conditions existing, not upon realities 
as they are, but on foe ant fulfillment of a prophecy that they 
indulge in. They us that we are now starting upon a new 
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departure, that the counsel of the fathers to maintain close rela- 
tions only with those nations that are near to us on this continent 
and to avoid all entangling alliances, to confine ourselves, our ef- 
forts and our hopes, to home interests, is about to be abandoned, 
and we are starting out now upon a new rôle of colonial acquisi- 
tion. They do not tell us that they object to the acquisition of 
these islands except as this is the entering wedge to a policy which 
they assure us must be disastrous in the extreme. For one I 
commit myself to no policy of that kind in a giving an affirmative 
vote upon this resolution. I can distinguish between a colonial 
policy and a commercial policy. Jean distinguish between the 
policy that would scatter colonies all over the islands of the sea 
and the lands of the earth and that policy which would secure to 
us simply those facilities of commerce that the new commercial 
methods make absolutely essential. There is a broad distinction 
between colonial possession and the possession of frequent friendly 
rts. The last I want; and I commit myself to nothing more 
than that by the vote I now give. à 

But, Mr. Speaker, is it not true that the Sandwich Islands in 
their relations to us stand alone as a type? It seems to me their 
acquisition does not present the same considerations as would the 
acquisition of the Philippine Islands. We not only want to pos- 
sess all commercial advantages and all warlike advantages that 
are incident to the ownership of the Hawaiian Islands, but we 
want to prevent every other nation from having the same rights 
in those islands. [Applause.] If we could take Pearl Harbor 
and by that means exclude all other nations from those islands or 
from proximity to our western coast, I would be content. But 
wo can not ao that. We 5 — 1 et have all of the 
a 3 possession by us and exclusion of others. 

Mr. WILLI as of Mississippi rose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I prefer not to be interrupted; I have only 
seventeen minutes, 7 : 

Mr. S er, gentlemen tell us and they seem to derive gratifi- 
cation from the illustrations that they make—that if we pursue 
this course, of uisition of these little islands, the fate of 
Greece, the fate of Rome, the fate of all the old empires or repub- 
lics will surely be ours. Iam not sure, Mr. § er, that the fall 
of those ee was not a blessing to mankind. Iam not sure 
that their self-aggrandizement, carrying their civilization, as they 
did, to all parts of the world, was not a blessing to mankind, 
although it might have resulted (yet no man can say it with cer- 
tainty) in their own ove W. 

ere did Alfred get the knowledge of law and jurisprudence 
that enabled him to found the British Empire save from Rome; 
and how could he have had that knowledge had it not been for 
this lust of power that gentlemen now so much condemn? Where 
did Charle: e learn that which enabled him to lay broad and 
deep the foundation of the French Empire? Wasit not this same 
“greed” which carried the eagles of Rome and the civilization of 
Rome into those far-distant provinces? 
Who dares to say that, even if we should enter upon this new 
licy, the fate which befell the Roman Empire would be ours? 
k at England, What would she be to-day if confined to her 
insular domain? What could she be? The mistress of the seas? 
Ah, no! One of the leading nations of the earth? Ah, no! Giv- 
ing her laws, her literature, and her civilization to all the world? 
Ah, no! She would have been powerless for this great end. Had 
there not been a Frederick the Great, who can say that the little 
Duchy of Brandenburg would have extended itself into the great 
German Empire of to-day? This same “greed,” this thirst for 
annexation, this desire for new territory, this passion for extend- 
ing civilization, has blessed the earth. 

And while I listen to gentlemen here who are full of forebod- 
ings—while I have great respect for their learning—yet I have 
more respect for the statesmanship of England, of Germany, of 
Russia, of France, nations that are to-day pursuing successfully 
and to our detriment this same colonial system that gentlemen 
here tell us is to be ruinous to us if we follow their example. The 
statesmanship of the earth to-day is in favor of this system of 
colonization, of territorial expansion, of breadth and greatness 
and grandeur, of extension of empire. All the statesmanship of 
the world, save that of the Democratic party here in the United 
States, says “‘ aye” to the proposition; they alone are halting in the 
procession. [Laughter. | 

But, Mr. Speaker. how strange is this attitude of the Demo- 
cratic party! Gentlemen, what inspires you now to this new de- 
parture? I say it is a new departure. Heretofore you have been 
the annexationists. Every argument that you have made here 
to-day or during this debate was refuted by the friends of Mr. 
Jefferson in 1803; again in 1819; again in 1845; again in 1848—re- 
futed over and over again. Let me read a sentence or two of 
Democratic doctrine to remind you gentlemen how far you are de- 

ting from the faith of the 5 fathers, not mine. 
thank God! 3 Mr. S er, I read from a document 
that forty-odd years ago occupied more of public attention, that 
commanded more of the respect of the Democratic party, than 
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any other single document that you can find, unless it is the Dec- 
laration of Independence: 

It must be clear to every reflecting mind that from the 1 of its 

15 $ Cuba — nec- 

orth American Republic as any of its present membe: 

that it belongs naturally to that great family of States of which the 


and 
ni 

is the providéential nursery. Its immediate ge hr arig our Gorevuteuat 
is of paramount importance, and we can not doubt but that it is a consum- 
mation devoutly to be wished for by the inhabitants. Our past history for- 
bids that we should acquire the Island of Cuba without the consent of 
unless justified by the t law of self-defense. After we shall have offe: 
Spain a price for Cuba fa pogona its present value, and this shall have been 
refused, it will then be time to consider the question, Does Cuba in the pos- 
session of Spain seriously en our internal peace and the existence of 
our cherished Union? Should this question be answered in the affirmative, 
then ef ad ras human and divine, we shall be justified in wrestingit from 
Spain if we possess the power. 

Gentlemen, do you remember who penned those words? They 
were not the utterances of obscure individuals. Let me read the 
names: James Buchanan, J. Y. Mason, Pierre Soulé, They were 
addressed to Hon. William L. Marcy, Secretary of State. The 
three gentlemen first named were at the time—the first, the 
minister to England; the second, to France; the third, to Spain. 
They were instructed by the Secretary of State, by order of the 
President, to formulate the statement of the United States with 
reference to the acquisition of Cuba. They met at Ostend. This 
is from the Ostend manifesto, one of the sacred canonsof your 
party, one of the documents that all Democrats revere. This is 
not ancient history. That paper is dated October, 1854, and re- 

nsive to that paper your Democratic convention—or both of 

em, for in the multitude of blessings that year, 1860, you had two 

conventions—both in their platforms made expressions upon the 
subject. One of them says: 


Resolved, That the Democratic Romie thease in favor of the acquisition of the 
Island of Cuba on such terms as honorable to ourselves and just to 


Spain. 

The other one says: 

That the Democratic are in favor of the acquisition of the Island of 
Cuba on such terms as honorable, etc. 


That was your doctrine, gentlemen, only a little while ago. 
What now has become of your then passion for territorial aggran- 
dizement? What has given birth to these new fears of yours? 
There was no fear in 1854 or in 1860 that through the acquisition 
of Cuba we should have implanted in the system of the body pol- 
itic that thirst and hunger, that greed for territory which would 
lead us on to that kind of expansion that resulted in the destruc- 
tion of Rome. No man seemed to care a continental“ then 
about Rome [laughter on the Republican side]; no Democrat in 
the land was howling then about the example and fate of Greece; 
no man was fearful that we should extend our territory over Af- 
rica and Asia and the islands of the sea. Are you gentlemen 
wiser? Ah,no. Those gentlemen—all Democrats—who assem- 
bled in this Hall last night after the adjournment of the House 
paid a tribute to the old doctrines of the Democratic party. They 

a resolution that declared “ that the annexation of Hawaii 
is dangerous and unwise.” 

Mr. Speaker, the morning print informs us that when that res- 
olution was introduced it read: “That the acquisition of Hawaii 
is dangerous, unwise, and un-Democratic.” 

But they struck out the word “‘un-Democratic.” [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] Why did you do that except in recognition 
of the time-honored policy of the party? This time-honored policy 
was established when James Buchanan, when Pierce, when Soulé, 
when Hunter, when Douglas, when men of that class were the lead- 
ers of the pea Democratic party, and before the era of William J. 
Bryan, of Nebraska, and Mr, BAILEY, of Texas. [Laughter onthe 
Republican side.] The old men thought that what brought about 
the grandeur of their country, territorial expansion, was Demo- 
cratic. The new men are unwilling that anything of that kind 
shall be done by a Republican Administration. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam not prepared to say how Hawaii would be 
governed if a part of the United States, but I undertake to say 
that if the Republican party isin power and has control that it 
will be well governed. If there is slavery there now. as gentle- ` 
men tell us, it will be obliterated. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] I can apa you that. If there are unjust laws there 
now, they will be repealed then. I can not tell you whether 
Hawaii will be a State of the Union, or when. I undertake to 
say, however, that with the experiences that we have recently had 
they will be permitted to undergo such period of probation as will 
assure us that they are fitted for republican institutions. — 
plause on the Republican side.] I do not know howlong that time 
will be, but I am reminded that the State of Louisiana was kept 
in vassalage,“ as the gentleman from Arizona would say, for 
nine years; the State of Arkansas for seventeen years; the State 
of Montana for eighty-six years before it was given Statehood. 
We have an abundance of illustrations, if we choose to follow 
them, that we can take such time as will fit those people for self- 
government, 


The 1 being taken on the substitute, 

Mr. DINSMORE and others demanded the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 204, an- 
swered ' present“ 2, not voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—96. ; 
Bailey,” De Graff nreid, Kleber Bova’ 
ey, e: 2 

Baird, ore, Knowles, Robe La. 
Ball ery, Lamb, Robinson, Ind. 
Bankhead, Elliott, Sayers, 
Bartlett, į Lester, Settle, 
Bell, e Little, Shafroth, 
Benton, Fowler, N. C. Lloyd. Shuford. 
Bland. Fox, Love, —.— ` 
Bodine, Gaines, McAleer, Slayden, 
Bradley, Griffith, M 8) 
Brantley, G McDowell, 8 
Brewer, Handy, M Stark, 
Bro 2 1 McRae, oo aa Tex. 
Carmac! „Miss Martin, Strait, 
Clardy 5 H Tex. Maxwell, Strowd, N. O 
Clark, Mo. Hinrichsen Meyer, La. m, 
Clayton, Howard, ‘Ala. NM. 
Connolly, Howard, Ga. Ogden, Underwood, 

ey, Jett, Osborn Vandiver, 
Cru i 70 Vi J. Ries 3 ee ee 

m on a. 
8 Kelley, Richardson, Wilson. 
NAYS—204 

Acheson, Bre Crump, 

8. Broderick, Cu: if Fowler, N. J. 
Aldrich. Bromwell, Curtis, lowa bson. 
Alexander, Bro Gillet, N. Y. 
Babcock, x 
Baker, III. Brucker, Danford, Greene, Mass. 
Baker, Md. Davenport 
Barham, Davidson Grosvenor 

ney, Burleigh, Davison, Ky. Gront, 

Ws, Butler, parks. Grow, 

oldt, on, De Yries, Hager, 
Belden Ca > Dingley, Hamilton, 
Belford, Dolliver, Hawley, 

Clark, Iowa Dovener, Heatwole, 

Bennet Clarke, N. H. Hemenway, 
Bing : Cochrane NY Ermentrout, Hense 

e, N. ' 

3 Faris, Henry, 
Boose. Connell. Fenton, Hepburn, 
Botkin, J , Wis Fischer, Hicks, 
Boutell, III. Cor! Fletcher, Hilborn, 
Boutelle, Me. Cousins, Foote, Hill, 
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Mr. Speaker, there are three methods of acquiring territory—by | Hitt, McCall, Stevens, Minn. 
discovery, by conquest, by purchase. Each 4 is legitimate and rec- | Hooker, T Sieg reas AS 
ognized by the family of States in the law of nations. We are | Howe. McDonald, Pitney, Stang. G W. 
now engaged in war against Spain. It is our duty to cripple | Howell, McEwan, Powe’ Strode, Nebr 
in her navy, in her army, in her revenues, in her posses- eel —— Fach Rollowsy, 
ons. We hope, srar patriot hopes, that Cuba, Puerto Rico, the | Jonidee 3 Ras, —.— 
eure Islands be ours by conquest. [Applause on the Johnson. N: Dak. Marsh, Reaves, Taylor, Ala. 
i i ones, arshall, orp, 
* eee that this should be. When yougentle- | Carr, eee Robbin odd,’ 
men say that you will havenone of it, are you praying that disaster | Ke Mesick, Sauerhering, Updegraft, 
shall come to our fleets and to our armies—that we may fail in . gad ck, Miller, Shannon, yan oorhis, 
conquering those islands? Surely I know that you do not mean | Kuip” h 8 ttuo, aE en 
that. Therefore you must be consenting that we may acquire in | Lacey, Mitchell, Sherman, Walker, Va 
legitimate and lawful ways—by conquest—these possessions of | Lan Moody, Showalter, wage 
Spain. What we will do with them afterwards is a question for Taxis ga. Morris —.— nd 
e statesmanship of this great nation. That we will act wisely | Lewis, Wash. Newlands, Smith, III. Weaver, 
I have no doubt. But whatever we do with that territory, I am | Linney, Northway, Smith, . W. Weymouth, 
persuaded that this side of the House, and I believe that side, will 1 Becton! 0. „ whine a 
- insist upon retaining such portions of that territory as will enable | Loud, Otjen, Southa: Wilber, 
us to meet all of the requirements of modern commerce. In the | Loudenslager, Packer, Pa. Southwick, Williams, 
old days, with the old instrumentalities, we did not need the fre- Lovering, —.— N. J. Spak y — 
quent friendly port. Now we do. We must have it or drop ont | Lybrand. Pearce, Mo. Sbeele, Tea 
of the procession of nations in their great effort to capture the £ fi 
commerce of the world. olonged applause. ] ANSWERED “PRESENT”—2, 
Here the hammer fell. Norton, Ohio Zenor. 
r. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the order of the House, which is 
equivalent to the previous question, require no motion, but NOT VOTING—53. 
3 the resolution to a vote, first on the substitute and then Allen, Colson, Hunter, Smith, Ky 
= — a resolution recommended by the committee, to the final Barber dane Tex. e ene 
: f ow, n turtevant, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o'clock having ar- | Barrett, De Armond, r, Sutherland, 
rived, under the order of the House made on Friday last the time — Eddy ee o 
has now come to take a vote on the resolution. The first question | Brenner, Ohio Evans, Mahant y za 
will be upon the ađoption of the substitute offered by the minor- | Brosius, Miers, tha Vincent, 
ity of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, which the Clerk will paria, Gale a Sgen, Walker, Mass 
report. Greene, Nebr. Overstreet, : 
The Clerk read as follows: oa Gunn, Quigg, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of tatives of the United States of | Catehings. Harmer, 8s. 
e Tate Unie Sate wi view anak | So the aubetitute was rejected. 
en’ 
85 take a pe the Hawatian islands or to exercise Apon any | Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I have received a tel 
pretext or under any conditions sovereign authority the: from the gentleman from New York, Mr, MCCLELLAN, ng 
33 United States hereby announces to the people of those islands | me he has missed the railroad connection, and it was impossible 
and to the world their guarantee of the independence of the people of the | for him to get here in time to vote, and requesting me to say that 


he is paired with the gentleman from Pe lvania, Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE, and that if present and not he would vote “ yea” 
on this motion and yote against the annexation resolution. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is paired. 
Mr. BURKE, . Speaker, I have voted “yea” upon this 
1 I have a general pair with the gentleman from 
daho, Mr. Gunx. I do not know how he would vote upon this 
roposition, I know how he will vote on the original proposition. 
P therefore withdraw my vote, and ask to be marked present.“ 
Mr. KING. I voted BF ian I desire to withdraw my vote and 
be marked “ present.“ I am paired with the gentleman from 


have trans- 
ir to the eee from Nebraska, Mr. SUTHER- 
LAND, and I have therefore voted “ yea” on this proposition. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘yea’’ on this resolution, but 
Iam pe with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my col- 
league from Ohio, Mr. BURTON. If he were t, he wo 
vote nay“ upon this . and I should vote “ yea.“ 

Mr. G OSVENOR. r. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TAYLER, 
is absent, and he requested me to say that if he were a he 
would vote ‘‘nay” on this proposition and “ yea” upon the passage 
of the joint resolution. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Royse with Mr. Zxxon. 

Mr, SPRAGUE with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Surra of Kentucky. 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. CASTLE with Mr. Hunter. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. Terry, 

Mr. GREENE of Nebraska with Mr. KING. 

Mr. BURTON with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. Brenner of Ohio. 

Mr. Cotson with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr, ODELL with Mr. Dz ARMOND, 
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Mr. HARMER with Mr. ALLEN, 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. COOPER of Texas, 

Mr. W. A. Stone with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Cox. 

Mr, OVERSTREET with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 

Mr. QuicG with Mr. CRANFORD. 

For this day: 

Mr. GARDNER with Mr. LATTIMER, 

Mr. Brosivs with Mr. OTEY. 

On this question: 

Mr. Gunn with Mr. BURKE. 

Mr, STURTEVANT with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. BARLOW, on Hawaiian annexation. Mr. 
Reeves for annexation and Mr. BARLOW against it. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. MADDOX. Mr, WALKER 
would vote for and Mr. Mappox against the resolution. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Carchuxds, on Hawaiian annex- 
ation. Mr, TAYLER would vote for and Mr. CatrcuinGs against it. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that 
my associate, Mr. OVERSTREET, is absent. If present, he would 
vote ‘‘nay” on this proposition, and would vote in favor of an- 
nexation. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
ne ers 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon the 
engrossment and third ing of the joint resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The yeas and nays. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentleman with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays, and take the vote on the pas- 

of the joint resolution. 
r. GROSVENOR. Very well. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Withoutobjection, the order for 
the yeas and nays will be vacated. 

There was no objection. 

The question was then taken, and the joint resolution was ordered 
to be en for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the pas- 
* ig the joint resolution. . 

. HITT. Upon that I demand the yeas and na 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 209, nays 91, 
answered“ present” 6, not voting 49; as follows: 


YEAS—209. 
Acheson, Davidson, Wis. Knowles, Pugh, 
Davison, Ky. Ray, 
Aldrich, Dereon Kulp, Ridgely, 
Alexander, De Vries, 2 Robbins, 
Babcock, Dingley, Lan Russell, 
Baker, Ill. ver, Lawrence, Sauerhe: 
Baker, Md. Dovener, is, Ga. Shannon, 
Barham, Driggs, Lewis, Wash. Shattuc 
Barney, Ellis, inney, Shelden, 
3 Ermentrout, Littauer, 
Faris, Showalter, 
Belde: Fenton, d, 
Belf Fischer, Loudenslager, Skinner, 
Fletcher, Lovering, Smith, III. 
Benner, Foote, Low, Smith, S. W. 
Bern hve Smith, Wm. Alden 
Fowler, N. J. cCall, nover, 
Bink Gillet, N. ¥. Mocormck, Southwick, 
Boom $ McDonald, Spalding, 
Botki Greene, Mass, McEwan, 8 4 
Boutell, III. riffin, McIntire, Steele, 
Boutelle, Me. Griffith, Mahany, Stevens, Minn. 
5 N Mahon, Stewart, N. J. 
Broderick, Grout, Mann, Stewart, Wis. 
Bromwsgll, Grow, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Brown. Hager, Marshall, Strode, Nebr. 
Brownlow, Hamilton, Meekison, Sulloway, 
Nee Heatwale, Mesick, —— 
eatwo wney, 
Bull, way, Miller, Taylor, Ala. 
Burleigh, Hend Mills. 
Butler. Henry, Minor, Todd, 
Cannon, Henry, Ind. Mitchell, ‘Tongue. 
Capron Hepburn, Moody, U: 
2 Morse Van Voorhis, 
Clark, Iowa Hilborn, Mudd, Vi 
Clarke, N. H. Hill, Newlands, Walker, Va. 
Cochran, Mo. Hitt, Northway, Wi s 
Cochrane, N. Y. z Norton. S. C. W. 
— Olmsted, Warner, 
Conne Howe. Osborne, Weaver. 
— a Howell, Otjen, We 
— Hull, Packer, Pa. m. 
Cor! Hurley, Parker, N. J. White, N. C. 
Cousins, Jenkins, Payne, j 
Crump, Johnson, N. Dak. Pearce, Mo. Williams, Pa 
© Jones, Wash. Pearson, 
Curtis, Ilowa 2 — To, 
Cur — ey, ters, oung. 
Danford, Ketel Powers, 
Davenport, — EA Prince, 


NAYS—OL 
ae m. De Graffenreid, Lamb, pais, Ind. 
ey, ore, rs, 
Baird, Dockery, 5 Settle, 
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05 
Bartlett. Fleming. Love, 8 
Bell. Fowler, N. C. x Slay 
Benton, ox. M Sparkman, 
Bland, Gaines, McDowell, § 
rant Aan Nelas 8 ios, Tete. 
rantley, 8 5 — — 
—— Hs -4 Maguire, oe TA 
Brondidge, Henry, Mis. Maxwell, Strowd, N. O. 
Henry, Tex. Meyer, La. Swanson, 
y; ichse: Moon, Tate, 
Clark, Mo. Howard, Ala. Ogden, Underwood, 
Clayton, Howard, Ga. „Tenn. Vandiver, 
Cooney, ett, Rhea, Wadsw: 
Cowherd, Johnson, Ind. Richardson, Wheeler, Ky. 
Crumpacker, Jones, Va. Rixey, Williams, Miss 
Davey, Kitchin, Robb, Wilson. 
Kleberg, Robertson, La. 
ANSWERED PRESEN T- 
T 3 Zenor. 
Barke : Norton, Ohio ai 
NOT VOTING—49. 
Allen, Cooper, Tex. Hunter, Smith, Ky. 
Arnold, cm Latimer, § 5 
Barber, Cranford, Lentz, W. A. 
Barlow, De Armond, Lorimer, Sturtevant, 
Ba Dorr, McClellan, Sutherland, 
Beach, Eddy, Maddox, Talbert, 
Brenner, Ohio Evans, Miers, Ind. Tayler, Ohio 
Brosius, Fitzpatrick, Odell, Vincent, 
Burton, Ga: } Otey, Walker, 
Campbell, Gillett, Mass. Overstreet, T, 
Castle, Greene, Nebr. 
Catchings, Gunn, ves, 
Colson, er, Royse, 
So the joint resolution was passed. 


Daneg the announcement, the following took place: 
Mr. BURKE. Mr. g c I desire to withdraw my vote and 
ee e am paired with the gentleman from Idaho, 

r. GUNN. 

Mr. DE VRIES. Mr. Speaker, I am requested by my colleague 
Mr. CASTLE, to say that he is unavoidably absent, but that if 
present he would vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. I 
voted upon this roll call, Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT. he were present, he would vote 
“aye” and I would vote no.“ 

. Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my colleague, 
Mr. Lormier, is detained at home by illness. If present, he would 


vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. 
GREENE, is absent. Ihaveageneralpairwithhim. Not knowing 
how he would vote, I desire to be marked present.“ I think he 
would vote no,“ and I would vote “aye.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. MCCLELLAN, is unavoidably detained. If present, he 
would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair 
with my colleague, Mr. Burton, and I wish to vote present.“ 
I think if he were present he would vote ‘‘aye,” and I think I 


would also. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. S. , I wish to say on behalf of my 
colleague, Mr, VINCENT, that he is temporarily absent. I am sat- 
isfied if he were 7 07 he would vote “ aye.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my col- 
league, Mr, TAYLER of Ohio, is unavoidably absent. If present, 
he would vote“ aye.” 

The SPEAKER ee evap 9 (Mr. DALZELL). Before announc- 
ing the result of the vote I desire to say that the Speaker of the 
House is absent on account of illness, He authorizes me to say 
that if present he would vote “ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HIT T, a motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion I want 
to say that I have this day reported a bill from the Banking and 
Currency Committee, and I ask, as agreed upon in the committee, 
that the minority have ten days to file their views. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is that the agreement of the committee? 

Tho SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 

ə pro tempore. Is there objection e requ 
of the gentleman from Minnesota? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
anno that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
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in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 


tested: 
. 4764. An act tor so much of the act approved July 31, 
a m Columbia certain 


1876, as forbids publishing in the District of 
advertisements for contracts; 

8. 2059. An act to authorize a retired list for enlisted men and 
appointed petty officers of the United States Navy; 

3795. An act for the relief of Hubert Nyssen; 

8. 4340. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader; 

S. 8701. An act authorizing the President of the United States 
tonominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, now on the retired 
list, to be a commander on the retired list; 

8. 4036. An act to amend an act entitled An act granting to the 
Des Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, construct, 
operate, and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power station in 

e Mississippi River, in Hancock County, III.;“ and 

8. * An act to provide a home for aged and infirm colored 

6e. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6098) to correct the 1 of 
N. Ward Cady, late major, Second Mounted Rifles, New York 
Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable discharge; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10423. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
mote the administration of justice in the Army,” approved Octo- 
ber 1, 1890, and for other pu i 

H. R. 6679. An act to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to perfect 
the military record of James T. Hughes;” and 

H. R. 1807. An act to correct the naval record of G. K, Knowl- 
ton, late of the United States Navy. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
see committees as indicated below: 

. 4764, An act to re so much of the act approved July 31, 
1876, as forbids publishing in the District of Columbia certain ad- 
vertisements for contracts—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 2059. An act to authorize a retired list for enlisted men and 
appointed sec officers of the United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 3795. An act for the relief of Hubert Nyssen—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

S. 4340. An act for the relief of Charles T. Rader—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, ; 

S. 8701. An act authorzing the President of the United States 
to nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, now on the re- 
tired list, to be a commander on the retired list—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

S. 4036. An act to amend an act entitled An act granting to 
the Des Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, con- 
struct, Py sala and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power station 
in the Mississippi River, in Hancock County, III.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

8. 2821. An act to provide a home for aged and infirm colored 
people—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. VINCENT, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, for five days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. SHurorp, for two weeks, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
important business. 

7 2 Mr, TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. : 

The motion of Mr. Hirt was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5o’clock and 46 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow 
at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Supervising 
Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service submitting esti- 
mates of appropriations for additional clerical services, was taken 
from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


nder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
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to me Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: i , 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8140) to reimburse the State of 
Wyoming for money expended by the Territory of Wyoming in 
protecting and preserving the Yellowstone National Park durin 
the years 1884, 1885, and 1886, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1571); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10691) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 1574); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCLEARY, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10289) 
to provide for strengthening the public credit, for the relief of 
the United States Treasury, and for the amendment of the laws 
relating to national banking associations, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a — (No. 1575); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4439) to relieve own- 
ers of mining claims who enlist in the military service of the 
United States for duty in the war with Spain from performing 
assessment work during such term of service, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 1576); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 421) providing 
for an additional circuit judge in the sixth judicial circuit, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1577); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8272) providing 
for the extension of the Loudon Park National Cemetery, near 
Baltimore, Md., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1578); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10667) to 
change name of Capital Railway 8 reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1582); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. McEWAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9191) for the relief of Philip 
Hague, as administrator of the estate of Joseph Hague, late of 
New York City, N. Y., reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1569); which said bill and report 
were ref to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was res 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 3261) for the relief of P. F. Dundon, 
of San Francisco, Cal., reported the same without amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1570); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6545) for the relief of Smith 
R. Mershon, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1572); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6971) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of E e Ellard 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied a report 
(No. 1578); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 
Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Milit: Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6127) for the re- 


lief of Henry C. Rawson, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1579); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate 45 2035) for the remuster of Francisco V. De 
Coster as captain of Companies A and D, Mississippi Marine Bri - 
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gade Cay: Volunteers, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. re said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DAYTON, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 6188) to amend the naval record of Lieut. Commander 
William L. Stone, reported the same adversely, eee wt bya 
report (No. 1581); which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CANNON (from the Committee on iad riations): A 
bill (H. R. 10691) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for 

rior years, and for other purposes—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. : 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10692) supplemental to acts 
mg to internal revenue—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10693) directing the enlistment of 
cooks in the Regular and Volunteer Armies of the United States— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 10694) to pro- 
vide for increasing the military establishment of the United States 
in time of war—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (House Res. No. 322) to retain on 
the rolls as employees until the beginning of the third session of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress the two folders in the Clerk’s document 
room—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 10695) to correct the military 
record of Francis D. Morrison—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 10696) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Ingram—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 10697) granting a pension to 
Erasmus L. Wenz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10698) for the relief 
of Francis Mooney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10699) for the relief of Samuel Liverpool—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10700) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Judd, of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committe on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVISON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10701) for the 
relief of James Madison Martin—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 10702) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Lucas, of Viola, Mars County, W. Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 0 

By Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10703) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Comer—to the Committee on 

‘ensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 10704) for the relief of George 
P. Morton, late private Company H, First United States Cavalry 

Regiment to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10705) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William M. Walker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 10706) ting a pension to 
Johann G. Fleckles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 10707) for the relief of James 
Ledford, late private in Company H, Eleventh Regiment Ten- 
nessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 10708) for the payment of the 
heirs of the late William A. Wheeler, of Yonkers, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of Thomas B. Fellows, of Syracuse, 
N. Y., to refer his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of J. H. Norcross and 
19 other citizens of the State of Maine, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


By Mr. CANNON: Petition of John A. Witcher, of South 
McAlester, Ind, T., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of judges of the county 
court of Crawford County, Mo.,to refer case to Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Alexander Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Oak- 
land, Cal., in favor of the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Stockton Grange, No. 70, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, San Joaquin County, Cal., urging the completion of the 
Nicaragua Canal by the Government—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ As- 
sociation of New York City, asking that the Evans-Bromwell bill 
be amended by striking out sections 4 to 9, inclusive, and the bill 
be expeditiously pased—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, : Paper of Henry A. Fleckles, to accompany 
House bill granting a pension to Jo 


nn G, Fleckles—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, : 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 16, 1898. 
Prayer by Rev. W. R. StRICKLEN, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


` MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing the Ha- 
waiian Islands to the United States; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


SEIZURES OF TIMBER BY SPECIAL AGENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the geht Be the Interior, transmitting, in response 
toa resolution of the 10th instant, a report from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office relative to the instructions | 7 85 to 
Charles E. M. Schlierholz, special agent, General Land Office, at 
Batesville, Ark., as to seizing timber, etc., together with a copy 
of Instructions to Special Agents of the General Land Office Re 
tive to Timber on Public Lands, and a copy of Compilation of 
Public Timber Laws; which, on motion of Mr. Joxxs of Arkansas, 
was, with the accompanying paper, ordered to lie on the table, and 
to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4741) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi, reported it 
with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1114) for the establishment of a light and fog signal on or 
near Sabine Bank, Texas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 4774) for the settlement of Piute war claims, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 4774) entitled “A bill for the settlement of Piute 
war claims,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bring- 
ing of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved Mare 
8, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with 
oe provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance there- 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R, 1046) to correct the military record 
of James P. McGee, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent mses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. FAIRBANKS on the 30th of 
March, 1898, proposing to pay $150 to John Brady, an emplo 
of the Senate, for injuries received while in the discharge of his 
duties, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency spore ri- 
ation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be refe to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the. bill (S. 4625) to regulate insurance 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 4712) designating Titusville, Pa., a subport 
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of entry in the customs district of Erie, Pa., reported it with 
amendments. Re 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4728) to change the time of holding the 
United States courts in the eastern district of North Carolina, 
reported it without amendment. 

. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4757) to grant the right 
of way through the Indian Territory to the Gulf, Chickasaw and 
Kansas 1 Company for the purpose of constructing a rail- 
way, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4742) providing for the appoint- 


ment of a military secretary to the Secretary of War, reported it | Arm 


with amendments. 
JAMES A, STODDARD, 


Mr. CARTER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3071) for the relief 
of James A. Stoddard, to report it favorably and without amend- 
ment. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to correct the mili record of James A. Stoddard, late 
corporal in Company B, Eight Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, by 
removing the charge of desertion therefrom and granting him an 
honorable discharge; but no pay, bounty, or other emoluments 
shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4759) to author- 
ize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company to straighten 
and restore the channel of the South Canadian River, in the In- 
dian Territory, at the crossing of said railroad, to report it favor- 
ably, with an amendment. I ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that the bill may be considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was, in section 2, page 3, line 11, after the words for the,” to 
strike out northern or central district” and insert district in 
which the lands lie;” so as to read: 

In case of failure to make amicable settlements with 9 the 
railway company may file its petition in the United States court in Indian 
eee for the distriet in Which the lands lie, reciting its failure to make 
such cable settlement, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. FRYE. Does this interfere with navigable waters? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir. This is for a bridge across 
the South Canadian River, which is not a navigable stream. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 5 A 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

CLAIM OF METHODIST BOOK CONCERN SOUTH. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER on the 14th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims, or any subcommittee thereof, 
be, and it hereby is, authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer to investigate the alain of the Meth- 
odist k Concern South, as authorized by Senate resolution No. BD; aud 
that the eee eee incurred therein be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of said 
committee. 

EDWARD T. MATHEWS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. SEWELL on the 2d instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the ae of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Sally T. Mathews. Margaret S. Mathews, and Harriet 
E. Mathews, daughters of Edward T. Mathews, deceased, late clerk to the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the Senate, a sum equal to six months’ 


at the rate per annum allowed by law to the committee clerk aforesaid; 
sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. ALLIson, May 27, 1898, reported it 
without amendment; and the resolution was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before 
a eet cee Te a e 
Wu. an 
aud of the Senate. 


à MARY BROGGAN, 

Mr. TURNER. direction of the Committee on Pensions, I 
report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 7844) to in- 
crease the pension of Mary Broggan. I ask unanimous consent 
for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was, 
in line 5, after the word “month,” to insert “the same to be in lieu 
of the amount she is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase to the sum of $14 per month, the same 
be in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. the pension of Mary B 5 
widow of Francis Broggan, late a corporal, Ordnance Corps, United States 


y. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 4782) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Comer; which was read ried be its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment relative to the pay- 
ment of George H. Smathers for professional services rendered 
the Eastern Band of North Carolina Cherokee Indians, and 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to confirm a contract 
between said George H. Smathers and said Indians, intended to 
be proposed by him to the 8 deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian irs, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
He also submitted an amendment relative to the payment of the 
claim of J. B. Fortune for fees earned as clerk of the United States 


district court intended to be proposed by him to the general de- 
ficiency 9 bill; Which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNEXATION OF HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the joint resolution from the House of 
Representatives just communicated to the Senate may be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands 
to the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the joint resolution may be read the 
first and second times by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The joint resolution was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrentand other resolutions are 
in order. [Apause.] The morning business appears to be closed. 
ELIAS B. BELL, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2844) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Elias B. Bell. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to remove the charge of desertion now borne on the records 
of the War Department against the name of Elias B. Bell, formerly 
a member of Company E, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Usually there is inserted in such bills a pro- 
vision “ that no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall accrue by vir- 
tue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is provided for, as I understand. The 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] reported the bill favorably 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave always understood that all of these 
bills should contain the provision I have stated. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I moveto add to the bill the following 

roviso: 
x Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall accrue on account of 
the passage of this act. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF RHODE ISLAND AVENUE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4571) to extend Rhode Island avenue. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INSPECTION OF FLOUR IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3941) regulating the inspection of 
flour in the District of Columbia. 5 f 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, on page 5, section 7, line 11, 
after the word “merchants,” to strike out two of whom shall be 
residents of that part of the city of Washi m formerly known 
as Georgetown and one a resident of Washington east of Rock 
Creek: and in line 21, after the word “commissioners,” to strike 
out ‘‘or” and insert of; so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to appoint three and competent judges of flour 


(practical millers, bakers, or flour me ts) as ioners of flour in- 
tors, whose duty it shall be on the Ist day of September, and monthl: 
5 to select the standard for pose flour n: in the sixt 


for each 
in 


The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, on page 8, section 14, line 4, after 
the word “laws,” to strike out “applying to the inspection of 
flour in the District of Columbia” and to insert ‘‘in conflict with 
the provisions of this act;” so as to make the section read: 

Src. 14. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provistons of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ST. LOUIS, OKLAHOMA AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. . 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. The Secretary will state the first bill. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 4070) to amend an 
act granting to the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern Railway 
Company a right of way through the Indian Territory and Okla- 
homa Territory. and for other purposes; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sxc. 2. That the said St. Oklahoma and Southern Railway Company 
be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered to construct a branch line of 
railroad, and telegraph and telephone lines, starting at a point on the main 
line of said road at or near Little Blue Creek and running in asonthwesterly 
direction to a point on the Santa Fo Railroad at or near Dougherty, and then 
southwest to a point on Red River to be selected by said company, with all 
the rights, privileges, and conditions rtaining to the main line of said 
road. and heretofore granted by the act of which this is amendatory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator reporting 
the bill if there is any real necessity for striking out section 2, 
which simply extends the time for the construction of the road? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The reason the committee struck that sec- 

tion out was that over that same line exactly another road is par- 
tially constructed; and it was the impression of the committee 
that this company wanted to get the right to build over the route 
and compel the other company, whose road was seat con- 
structed, to sell to them upon their own terms. ile we were 
willing to extend the time, we were not willing to extend it so as 
to give that advan over the people who had partially con- 
structed their road. the time of the old company will expire 
very soon, if this right were granted the new company, they would 
have the old company entirely at a disadvantage and where they 
could make such terms with them as they chose. That was the 
committee's reason for 5 the second section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, e question is on the amendment 
of the committee striking out section 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

The bill (S. 8969) to extend the time for the construction of the 
railway of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany through the Indian Territory was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, at the end of the bill, in line 16, after the 
word act,“ to insert: 

Provided, That said company shall build at least 50 miles of its railway in 
said Territory within one year after the passage of this act: And provided 

urther, That the right of for s 
4000 feet for each station. eS ee emcee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

' RESERVOIR DAM AT LAKE WINNIBIGOSHISH. 

The bill (S. 4079) providing for the immediate repair of the res- 
ervoir dam at Lake Winnibigoshish, Minnesota, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator introducing the bill isnot pres- 
ent, and I ask that it may be passed over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iwill say in reference to that bill that, 
in company with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], I 
visited the point where that dam is located, and if we are to retain 
the reservoirs on the Northern Mississippi River, this improve- 
ment ought to be made, and it ought to be made speedily. The 
dam is in 8 shape, as I know from having personally in- 
spected it. I hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. e bill is a very necessary bill. The dam was 
pontea by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
and my colleague [Mr. NELSON] last year, and this bill is the re- 
sult of their observations. The bill was introduced yay col- 
league, who is not now present, and I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill been reported by the Committee 
on Commerce? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mycopy of the Calendar does not show that 
the bill has been reported. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that it was very carefully con- 
sidered by the committee, the subcommittee having made a report 
to the full committee on the subject. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which proposes to appro- 
priate $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be im- 
mediately available, for the purpose of making immediate repair 
and renewal of the reservoir dam of the United States at Lake 
Winnibigoshish, Minnesota, to be expended under the direction of 
2e War Department under such plans as the Department may 
adopt. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRADE OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL, 


‘The next business on the Calendar was the joint resoluticn 
(S. R. 123) to revive the grade of Lientenant-General in the United 
States Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will probably lead to discussion, and it 
ought to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. WARREN. Do I understand that there is objection made 
to the consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I said it would probably lead to discussion 
and thatit had better be passed over for the present, without losing 
its place on the Calendar. 

. WARREN. T have no disposition to discuss it on the stand- 
point of its ee 

oie L, I know, but some others do desire to dis- 
cuss it. 

Mr. WARREN, Of course, if objection is made, I suppose the 


joint resolution will be over without prejudice, 

Mr. COCKRELL. t is what I ask, that it be passed over 
without 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie over. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN ALABAMA, 

The bill (S. 3890) to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College of Alabama for 
Negroes and the State Normal College at Florence, Ala., was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

8 PETTUS. I ask that the bill be considered, unless there is 
objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator's colleague has asked that it be 


over. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope objection will not be made to the consid- 
eration of the bill. It was reported by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Berry], and a similar bill passed the Senate during the 
last Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN, I withdraw my objection to the bill. 

1 Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 

e bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ANNA MERKEL, 

The bill (H. R. 9856) for the relief of Anna Merkel was consid- 
ered as in ommittee of the Whole. It directs the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to refund and repay to Anna Merkel 
or her legal representatives, $77.27, being the residue of in 


and ties upon of general taxes paid by her on lot 
800, in square 131, for the fiscal years 1892, 1898, ¢ and 1804. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. There is some discrepancy about this mat- 
ter. I have on my Calendar as Order of Business 736, Senate bill 
$142, Doubtless it arose from the fact that when the House bill 
was re’ 
this bill was substituted in its place. The Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia recommended that the Senate bill should be 
amended, but the House bill took the exact form of the Senate 
bill as OK ERE to be amended. 
ane LINGER. The Calendar seems to contain the House 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I said. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Itis reported without amendment. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FEES IN SUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


The bill (H. R. 5879) to amend sections 1 and 2 of the act of 
March 3, 1887, 24 Statutes at Large, chapter 359, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whoie. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to strike out section 2, in the following words: 


Sec. 2. That section 2 of the act aforesaid, approved March 3, 1887, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto at the end thereof the follow- 
ing: “ The j tion hereby conferred upon the said circuit and district 
courts not extend to cases arenes. to recover fees, salary, or compen. 
sation for official services of officers of the United States or brought for such 
in by ipeo claiming as such officers or as assignees or legal repre- 
Se: ereof.” 


ntatives 

Mr, COCKRELL. In the print I have of the bill section 2is 
not stricken out.. I ask that the section be retained. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to remark that the proper 
parliamentary action would be to disagree to the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF SUBWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 4107) for the protection of subsurface pipes, cables, 
wires, and other metallic constructions in the District of Colum- 
bia from r by electrolysis, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be éngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM B. REANEY. 

The bill (S. 3723) for the relief of William B. Reaney, surviving 
partner of the firm of Reaney, Son & Archbold, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to anne riate $97,128.78 
to William B. Reaney, surviving partner of the of Reaney, 
Son & Archbold, of Chester, Pa., in excess of the contract price 
for work done and materials furnished in the construction of the 
iron double-enders, hull and machinery, Suwanee, Wateree, and 
Shamokin, being the amount found to be due Reaney, Son & Arch- 
bold by the naval board convened by the Secretary of the Navy 
May 25, 1865, by virtue of a resolution adopted by the Senate of 
the United States March 9, 1865, and called the Selfridge Board, 
which shall be in full discharge of all claims against the United 
States on account of the above-named vessels, upon which the 
board made their allowance as per their report, Senate Executive 
Document No. 18, first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF THE CENSUS BILL. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that there be printed 
the usual number of Senate bill 4545, the census bill, as it passed 
the Senate. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the request? 

Mr. CARTER. The request is that the usual number of copies 
of the census bill as it passed the Senate be printed. The bill, I 
am told, has not been referred in the House of Representatives to 
any committee, and consequently it has not been printed as it 

the Senate. There is a great demand for copies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There e demand for copies, and we 
ought to have more than the number printed. Let the usual 
number be printed, and that will give the House their share, and 
then let 1,000 additional copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. I modify the request so as to embrace the print- 
ing of 1,000 extra 1755 for the use of the Senate. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the modi- 
fied request? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to, 
DR. JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask for the consideration of the bill (S. 3872) 
for the relief of Dr. John B. Read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $17,000 
to Dr. John B. Read, his claim as royalty on all rifle projectiles 
with iron sabots furnished, as found by the board of Army offi- 


ed the Senate bill was stricken from the Calendar, and | hi 


cers, to the United States, under resolution of Con 
to be received by John B. Read as royalty upon all such projec- 
2 785 so furnished to the United States and in full satisfaction of 
s claim, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4326) to regulate the sitting of the 
United States courts within the district of South Carolina. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF SIOUX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock has arrived, and 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the bill (S. 
3698) for the restoration of annuities to the Sisseton and Wahpe- 
ton ds of Dakota or Sioux Indians. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs with an amendment, to add at the end of the bill as a new 


ess, the sum 


- | section the following: 


SEC. 2. That the annuities of the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota bands 
of Sioux Indians, otherwise known as the Santee Sioux Indians, arising under 
and by virtue of the treaties with them of September 29, 1837, and August 5, 
1851, between said bands of Indians and the United Sta which annuities 
were declared forfeited the act of Congress approved February 16, 1863, 
be, and the same are hereby, restored to said Indians and their descendants 

to the full extent and effect as if a ak ot 

„all o 

to commence from the last 5 ol the same actually 
made and not diverted to other uses under any of said treaties, and to continue 
until the expiration of the same by the terms of said treaties; and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is hereby directed tostate an account between the United 
States and the said bands of Indians, giving them credit for the unpaid install- 
ments of annuities arising under and by virtue of the above-named treaties 
made with them, and ing them under and by virtue of said treaties since 
the mgress of February 16, 1863, and the amount, if any, 
found due them under and by virtue of the treaties of Au 851, up 
and including the Ist day of July, 1902, and the amount, if any, found due 
them by virtue of the said treaty of tember 29, 1898, shall placed to 
their credit on the books of the ‘Treasury, of which amount found due and 
placed to their credit as herein provided there shall be, and aeroby is appro- 
priated the sum of $300,000, to immediately available, and out of which 
sum so appropriated the Secre of the Interior shall pay attorneys’ fees 
on the amount found duesaid Ind and placed to their credit on the books 
of the Treasury in accordance with contracts with said Indians approves by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and on file in the office of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and the balance of the sum so appropriated remaining after 
paying attorneys’ fees as herein authorized be paid per capita fo said 

ndians, and the balance of the amount found due to said Indians and placed 
to their credit on the books of the as herein provided and not 
hereby appropriated shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 
and shall at alltimes be subject to appropriation by Congress for the use and 
benefit of said Indians: Provided further, That this act, and all its Sones, 
shall apply to and include all Dakota or Sioux Indians who were members 
said Medawakanton and Wahpakoota bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians at 
the time of the making of said treaty of August 5, 2 their descend- 
ants, whether PE full Indian or mixed b who are living in any part of 


the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope there will be some explanation made of 
this bill by the committee. It is an important measure. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a typographical error in the amend- 
ment. On page 4, in line 6, ‘‘ninety-eight” should be stricken out 
and “thirty-seven” inserted; so as to read 1837.“ The date is 


wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a clerical error, I suppose. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the committee amendment, in line 6, 
page 4, by striking out ninety-eigbt and inserting “‘ thirty- 
seven;” so as to rout 


And the amount. if any, found due them by virtue of the said treaty of 
September 20, 1837, shall be placed to their credit on the books of the Treasury. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
to the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is simply a clerical error. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before the Senator from South. 
Dakota begins, I should like to ask him if he will not accept an 
amendment which I think should come in at the end of line 9, on 
page 2, in the following words: 

Provided, That in any statement of account with said Indians under said 
treaties there shall be deducted from the aggregate amount found due them 


all sums paid to said Indians under the treaty proclaimed May 2, 1867, and 
appropriations made in pursuance thereof: And. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from South Dakota accept 
the amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I desire to add some other amendments 
if this is accepted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut be read. 


1898. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Insert the amendment before the 
word Provided, and after the word Provided” insert the word 
Further.“ : 

Ine SECRETARY. Before the word Provided,“ in line 9, page 
2, insert the following: 

Provided, That in any statement of account with said Indians under said 
treaties there shall be deducted from the aggregate amount found due them 
all sums paid to said Indians under the treaty proclaimed May 2, 1867, and 
appropriations made in pursuance thereof: And. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then where the word “provided” 
follows in the bill make it read “‘ provided further.” s 

The SECRETARY, Insert ‘‘further” after the word “provided,” 
so as to read “And provided further.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, The Senator from South Dakota 
accepts the amendment. y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is accepted by the 
Senator from South Dakota. It is agreed to without objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have action upon the com- 
mittee amendment. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs to insert as an 
additional section section 2. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— y E 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment now which will 
come in at the end of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the end of the committee amend- 
ment? a 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Les; at the end of the committee amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the committee amendment in- 


t no person who was actuall a ae Y the 
eea Tos hal be entitled to te in the benefits of this 
act or receive any of the moneys hereby appropriated. F 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by adding 
“or his or her descendants” after person.“ 

The SECRETARY. Amend the amendment by inserting after the 
word person,“ where it occurs, or his or her descendants.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 8 is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs to insert section 2 
as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not objected to these 
amendments simply for the reason that, as I look at the situation 
respecting the bill, no part of it should pass. I might say in the 
beginning that I oppose the bill with some hesitation from the 
fact that I learn it comes to the Senate on the report of at least a 
majority of the Committee on Indian Affairs, if not practically 
with the assent of all the members of that committee. 

The bill involves a sum or sums exceeding $5,000,000. I can 
not ascertain Seer the amount that will be involved, because, 
unfortunately, in the bill as reported amounts are not stated, 
except the amounts to be paid for attorneys’ fees, but from the 
best data attainable the first section of the bill involves about 
$2,800,000 and the second section involves over 82,000,000. As I 
look upon it, both these sums are pure gratuities and do not rest 
upon any treaty or law and have no foundation in equity. 

My attention has been called to this subject for a good many 
years. It has been, in various forms and ways, a subject before 
the Committee on Appropriations for several years. Itrests upon 
the theory and idea that in 1863, during the period of general ex- 
citement in our country, and during the period of absolute un- 
rest among all the Indian tribes, the Congress of the United States 
declared a forfeiture of certain annuities to the Sisseton and Wah- 

m tribes and the Medawakanton and one other tribe now 
nown as the Santees, because of an outbreak in the State of 
Minnesota, resulting in the loss of a good many lives of men, 
women, and children, and that it was the result of a combination 
of these two tribes of Sioux Indians. Itis argued by those who 
favor the bill that, inasmuch as in other instances we have re- 
stored to other tribes their rights which had been forfeited by 
war or by participation in the civil war, we should do the same 
thing with these tribes. 

Mr. President, as I look upon these treaties, that is not at all 
the situation as respects these tribes. Although the statute of 
1863 does use the technical word . forfeiture,” it was not, in fact, 
a statute of forfeiture and has not been treated as such from that 
time to this, either by the Government of the United States or by 
these Indians. 

It is necessary, therefore, for me in what I have to say to exam- 
ine somewhat the treaties, and I will do so, having the treaties 
before me. I will say to Senators who are interested either for 
or against this gratuity of $5,000,000 that they will find interest- 
ing information in Senate Document No. 9. Fifty-fifth Congress, 
second session, being the present Congress, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. And the present session? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; and also in Document No. 67, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, second session. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is Document No. 68? 

Mr, ALLISON. That is the first print. This is the second 
print, with the maps. 

This report was made by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress 
in pursuance of a pera which was inserted in the Indian appro- 
priation act in the last Congress. The matter had been pressed 
upon the Committee on Appropriations and was not assented to 
by that committee, although an amendment was reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Committee on 
Appropriations, however, were willing that the matter should 
have fair consideration and a fair trial, and therefore they desired 
information, and a portion of the information desired is found in 
the two documents to which I have alluded. The amendment 
proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, and agreed to, provides: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to report to Congress 
as soon as practicable, or at its next session, ies of all treaties or 
agreements made with the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux 
Indians spror to and since 1863; also a statement in detail, as far as practica- 
ble, of all amounts or sums paid to said Indians under said treaties or other- 
wise, including amounts for subsistence since said period; also the extent of 
reservations granted to them by said treaties or ents, or any of them, 
and amounts now in the g from sale of their reservations or 
eer „ of — „ made for or on their 

It is in response to this provision in the Indian appropriation 
act of last year that these two documents are presented. They 
contain copies of all the treaties made with the Sisseton and Wah- 
peton bands of Sioux Indians before 1863 and after to the present 
time. Whatever the rg weary of the United States may be, and 
whatever the equities of the Indians may be, so far as the Sisseton 
and Wahpeton bands are concerned they are found practically 
within these documents, Hence it becomes necessary for us to 
examine those treaties and to ascertain from them first what the 
United States to do. As the Sisseton and Wah- 

ton Sioux, they do not claim under any treaty prior to 1851. 

erefore it is not necessary to make an examination of any of 
the treaties with those bands before that time, 

In 1851 we made a treaty with these bands for the relinquish- 
ment of certain lands, which it is not necessary for me to describe, 
but 3 are found 3 the eigr £ mo and delineateđ 
upon the map accompanying the report. that treaty we agreed 
to pay to these Indians a fixed sum of money annually for a period 
of fifty years. By a supplement or an additional treaty that 
amount was increased, so that under the two treaties it amounted 
to seventy-three thousand and some hundred dollars per annum, 
to continue for fifty years. The method of the payment and the 
disposition of the fund were provided for in thetreaty. Iamnow 

ing of the treaty of 1851, which was ratified with an amend- 
ment in 1852, and there was a modification of it which added 
$112,000 to the principal fund. It was provided in those treaties 
that this fund should be paid annually, and should be disposed of 
as stated in the treaty, namely: For a general agricultural im- 
provement and civilization fund, the sum of $12,000, out of the 
$73,800; for educational purposes, the sum of $6,000, making $18,000 
for these two purposes; for the purchase of goods and provisions, 
the sum of $10,000; and in addition to these several sums which 
were to be used, as will be seen, for the general comfort and im- 
provement and education of the Indians, there was to be an annu- 
ity of $40,000 pe annum paid, That was the treaty of 1851, sup- 
plemented, as I said, by a treaty made a year later, whereby there 
was the sum of $112,000 added to the principal sum. 

This sum was to be paid in installments of about $73,000 per 
annum, continuing for fifty years, and it was paid faithfully to 
the Indians by the Government of the United States until 1858, 
when another treaty was made with them Which materially 
changed the provisions of the treaty of 1851, adding to it some 
very important provisions. It provides, among other things, that 
the sums which were to be devoted to particular objects under 
the treaty of 1851 might be expended in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior without reference to the provisions of the 
treaty of 1851. In other words, the $40,000 that was uired by 
the treaty of 1851 to be paid to them as annuities annually might 
be diverted or used in any way the Secretary of the Interior 
thought wise to use it for the purpom of promoting the civiliza- 
tion, education, and material comfort of the Indians. But there 
was also another very important provision in the treaty which, in 
Mehdi the outbreak of 1863, must have had great significance, 

is this: 

ART. 6. The Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians 
acknowledge their dependence on the Government of the United States, and 
do hereby pledge and bind themselves to preserve friendly relations with 
the citizens thereof, and to commit no injuries or depredations on their per- 
sons or property, nor on those of the members of any other tribe; but in case 
of any such bet bat or 3 full compensation shall, as far as practica- 
ble, be made therefor out of their st wey in the hands of the United States, 
the amount in all cases to be determined by the Secretary of the Interior. 

By the treaty of 1858 these bands pledged themselves that the 
annuities which had been given to them in 1851 by treaty should 


6026 


be held as a bond for peace on their part 

kept, the annuities constituted a pledge that shoul 
paying for injuries and losses to persons and p 
arise out of the disturbances, if 
people in the State of Minnesota. 


. If the 2 my was not 
be devoted to 

that might 
1 occur, with the white 
us the sum provided by the 
treaty of 1851 became by the treaty of 1858 absolutely panged for 


the maintenance of the , or in case of failure, annuity 
should be devoted to paying the losses that might occur to the 
white people in the State of Minnesota because of depredations. 
When, therefore, in 1863 these disturbances occurred in the State 
of Minnesota, the treaty of 1858 was naturally and rly re- 
curred to on behalf of the men who had been m in cold 
blood, and the women and children as well, and whose houses and 
barns and other I ey oa had been destroyed. It was said to the 
cakes ws e 0 nited States: Be madè A 83 with these 
ban 1858 whereby you agreed to give them $73,000 per annum 
for fifty years. Good. faith requires that you shall redeem that 
pledge to the le of Minnesota.” And the United States, in 
the act which is called an act of forfeiture, reimbursed the citi- 
zens of Minnesota for the loss of life and property destroyed by 
the act of these tribes. Not only was that done, but they pro- 
ceeded virtually to say that it should be paid out of these annui- 
ties so far as Seg stent be applied to that purpose. 

Mr. GRAY. was a pl . 

Mr. ALLISON. It was an absolute pledge by the treaty of 1858. 
It was a pledge that was as binding upon the Indians, and there 
seems to have been a reason for requiring the pledge of them, 
which developed in 1863. 

Now, the vernment of the United States paid out of its 
Treasury to the citizens of Minnesota for these losses $1,900,000. 
The Government could not secure it from the Indians and they 
had to pay it out of the Treasury, and in this act of Co $ 
which is now called a forfeiture and which is technically called a 
forfeiture in the law, reimbursing those people for losses they 
said, We will take it out of these treaty obligations to these In- 
dians, whereby we agree to pay them $73,800 per annum for fifty 

ears. ” 


z This bill now as it stands proposes that the Government of the 
United States shall credit these Indians on the books of the Treas- 
ury with two million seven hundred and some odd thousand dol- 
lars, and pay them 3 per cent interest from now henceforth and 
forever, or until we appropriate money for their use and benefit, 
save and except that $400,000 of it is to be reserved to pay attor- 
neys’ fees in this case as to one tribe and $300,000 as to another. 

Mr. SPOONER, Seven hundred thousand dollars for attorneys’ 
fees? 

Mr. ALLISON, Four hundred thousand dollars in one case 
and $300,000 in another. It is, I agree, not provided in the bill 
that that shall be done, but it is said that there shall be appropri- 
ated out of this fund $400,000 for the Sisseton and Wahpetons, as 
follows: 

That of the amount placed to the credit of said Indians on the books of the 
Treasury as herein provided, there be, and Lada bre appropria out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of „000, 
out of which sum so appropriated the Secretary of the Interior shall pay at- 
torneys’ goo Sp — — with contracts with said Indians, on the amount 
p to their credit up to July 1, 1902, as herein directed, and the balance 
remai after payment of said fees shall be paid per capita to said Indians 
or expended for their benefit as the Secretary of the Interior may direct. 

What that balance is is not disclosed in the bill, and I do not 
know that it will be disclosed in the debate, That applies to the 
Sissetons and Wahpetons. An appropriation of $300,000 is made 
in the amendment to the bill for the Santee Sioux in the same 
phraseology. f 

We see now that in 1858 these Indians solemnly pledged them- 
selves to keep the peace or forfeit to the United States for the 
benefit of the citizens of Minnesota the annuities which had been 
provided for in 1851. While there may be in the phraseology of 
the statute a technical statement of forfeiture, the purpose and 
aim of that statute was to use the annuities to pay the citizens of 
Minnesota for their losses, and they were so paid out of the 
Treasury. This outbreak did not occur until 1862, and up to that 
time the annuities were paid. 

Mr. President, in seeking this information we find, on page 21, 
in Document No. 9, the first document, statement No. 13 

Mr. COCKRELL. The document which the Senator calls No. 
9 is really No. 68. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; No. 68. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, 9 is only one page. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is on page 21 ofthe documentI have. There 
may be a difference in the paging. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; it is 21, 

Mr. ALLISON. It is called Statement No. 13, and it is the state- 
ment upon which this bill is based as to its first section, now some- 


what modified, it is true, by the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. But Statement No, 13-dis- 


closes that we are to put into the Treasury, if this bill shall 5 
on account of the Sissetons and Wahpetons 52, 721, 482.36. I 
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it can not be said that we have dealt harshly with the Indian tribes 
in this body in the last few or that we have so dealt with 
them since 1867, when, after close of the war, the people of the 
United States and the Government of the United States entered 
r a new Indian policy. ` 
As rapidly as we could, after the close of the war, we under- 
took to make treaties with al! the Indian tribes, and in 1866 we 
made a large number of treaties with the tribes in the Southwest. 
In 1867 we made a treaty with these Indians, having practically 
supported them, or all of them that could be brought within our 
reach, at the expense of the United States from 1863 to 1867. A 
portion of these Indians, perhaps 1,200 or 1,500 of them, went far 
to the Northwest and lived for three or four years by hunting 
when game was very plentiful, as it was plentiful in the years 
following 1863. There was a wide area of country, extendin 
practically from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, w 
was, except in a few spots here and there, uninhabited; and in 
1867, with my own eyes, Mr. President, I saw at. least 20,000 buf- 
falo in a single herd crossing through the State of Nebraska to 
the north. So these Indians had every opportunity of living upon 
game in all that region lying northwest. A large portion of these 
Sissetons and Wahpetons fied there. In 1867 we endeavored to 
pursue the policy as to them which we had pursued with other 
tribes, and we undertook to call them back again within the re- 
gion of civilization and to place them safely upon reservations, in 
order that we might give the benefit of our schools and give 
them an opportunity to live by agriculture and not by hunting. 
So we made a treaty in 1867 with these Sissetons and Wahpe- 
tons, and I have that treaty here, which was made by the com- 
missioners sent out in that year. It was a more liberal treaty 
respecting the amount of money they should receive than was 
thought wise by the Senate of the United States; and therefore, 
when that treaty came up for consideration, it was modified to a 
considerable degree by the Senate; but it was in no way sought 
to impair the power or the will and p of the United States 
to appropriate a’ sufficient amount of money to enable those 
Indians to engage in agriculture and to give them the benefit of 


schools. 

I will not go over that treaty of 1867, but the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLarr] in the i of this debate asked the 
Senator from South ota [Mr. PETTIGREW] having charge of 
this bill to allow him to put in an amendment which would de- 
duct from this $2,271,000 the sum of $616,000, which arose under 
the treaty of 1867; and I was somewhat surprised to see the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota yield so willingly to an amendment which 
changed this bill $616,000, when it had come with such unanimity 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, without any notice or care 
having been taken as respects that enormous sum of money, which 
now without debate is conceded to be just and right in the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to correct the Senator at this point. 
I do not think it is just and right to subtract $616,000 from the 
sum due these Indians. Under the treaty of 1867 they granted to 
the United States valuable rights and valuable concessions which 
the $616,000 was to pay for and was the consideration for the 
treaty; and it ought not to be deducted; but I think these people 
had better receive a ag of that to which they are justly en- 
titled rather than to lose it all, and so I simply yielded for the 
popan of assisting in the passage of the bill, which is just and 
right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, of course my criticism may not 
be quite correct, but if I believed those Indians had any claim 
upon this whole amount of $2,721,000, I should look very care- 
fully into any suggestion which proposed to diminish the amount 
by $616,000. That is the only reason why I alluded to the matter 


at all. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question, as he is very 
familiar with this subject, while a many of us are not? Do 
I understand that this $2,721,000—all or any large part of it—was 
agreed to be paid by the United States to those Indians for conces- 
sions of rights and privileges by the Indians in the land that they 
occupied su nent to 1863 and to the so-called forfeiture of 
annuities to which they were entitled by the treaty of 1867? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the treaty of 1867 related to lands to which 
the Indians had claimed to have a possessory title, but which had 
been, as was also claimed, forfeited under the act of 1863: but this 
very treaty of 1867 confirmed those lands to them, with certain 
reservations respecting railroads, etc. Therefore their title to 
those lands ically depended on, or at least was confirmed by, 
the treaty of 1867. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwish the Senator would allow me to state 
that the lands in Dakota were not forfeited in 1863, but only the 
lands in Minnesota. Therefore there was no confirmation of their 
title to the lands in Dakota under the treaty of 1867. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa will pardon me for inter- 
rupting him, because this is an important question, and it is very 
important that we should understand it. 


1898. 


Mr. ALLISON. It is very important, and I want the Senator 
to understand it. Ihave the treaty here. I confess myself that I 
have not had time to study this subject as fully as I would desire. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand generally and broadly that by the 
treaty of 1851 or 1852— 

Mr. ALLISON. The treaties of 1851 and 1852 together. 

Mr. GRAY. These Indians, or some of them, became entitled 
to payment from the United States of an annuity of $73,600. 

r. PETTIGREW. For fifty years. a 

Mr. GRAY. For fifty years; and that the treaties of 1851 and 
1852, which secured that annuity to these Indians for that term 
of years, also had a provision in it by which the Indians on their 
part stipulated that if they should make war against the United 
States or upon the inhabitants of the United States, should break 
the peace, or commit depredations on life or p these an- 
nuities then should be practically forfeited, and that the United 
States could use them so far as they would goin recoupment to 
those who had suffered losses by the depredations of these Indians. 
Is that true? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true of the treaty of 1858; and it is not 
only true respecting these Indians, but it is practically true as to 
nearly ali of these Indian treaties. We now haye a committee 
here which annually makes up our appropriations for Indian dep- 
redations, because there are no annuities out of which the sums 
can be paid, and so they are paid out of the panen Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand, further, that in consequence of the 
outbreak of 1863, that massacre, which shocked not only this 
country, but the world, and by these very Indians, as I under- 

d 


stand—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY, The United States, by an act of Congress, about 
that time proceeded to declare this forfeiture in ce with 
the stipulations of the treaty itself and appropriated a large sum 
of money, nearly $2,000,000, to pay the bitants of Minnesota 
for their losses by reason of thatoutbreak. Isthat true? 

Mr. ALLISON, That is true. The exact sum can easily be as- 
certained. It was paid at different times when the allotments 


rtained. : 

Mr. eet I understand it amounted to something like 
$2,000,000. 

: 5 8 ALLISON. It was over $1,900,000, according to my recol- 
ection. 

Mr. GRAY. And that was paid out of the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that was paid out of the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. To persons who had suffered loss by reason of the 
de e A en Indians, in contravention of their 

0 

Mr. ALLISON Tes 

A 1 70 Sera in or ee. =. 3 under this 

ill it is pro ay them, or credit them, wi ose annui- 
ties JFF of a period of fifty 
years, with interest, notwithstanding these pee on account 
of depredations, and notwithstanding the forfeiture which, ac- 
cording to the treaty, they. stipulated should be made? 

Mr. ALLISON, t is what is proposed, except there is no 
provision for interest as these annuities occur. amount the 
annuities aggregate is to be put into the Treasury of the United 
States, and from por: Tornan Epor cent is to be allowed upon 
the amount with the exception of the deduction. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, the question I wish to ask the Senator, if he 
will allow me, is whether there was anything in the treaties sub- 
sequent to 1863—the treaty of 1867, for instance—by which the 
United States engaged, notwithstanding all that passed be- 
fore, notwithstanding all the history which had transpired, to 
pay these Indians the sums of money which were included in this 
amount by reason of any concessions they had made about that 
time of lands, or rights in lands, to the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. The answer tothe Senator is that a number of 
these Indians have, as I said, fled to the Northwestern Territory 
and others fled westward, In 1867 they made a new treaty. In 
that new treaty the first article provided as to friendly relations. 
The second article provided—and this will be found on page 42 of 
Senate Document No. 68, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session— 
that they cede to the United States ‘‘the right to construct cer- 
tain bp en roads, railroads, mail stations, telegraph lines, and 
such other public improvements as the interest of the Govern- 
ment may require” upon these lands, to which they claim to have 
the possessory title in what is now the State of North Dakota; 
and the Government J yaar by this treaty to pay them certain 
sums of money, and did pay them certain sums of money, in addi- 
tion to these rights. 

Mr. GRAY. In consideration of these rights? 

Mr. ALLISON. For these rights and for other That 
treaty is a friendly treaty and was executed 3 The ex- 
yen onic priek t will 5 in Statement vos 3, on page fi. 

agreed to pay a certain sum of money ann A 
diminishing from year to year as time progresses, a 7 
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Mr. GRAY, Now, let me ask one further question. Is any 
portion of the sum that issought to be appropriated by the pres- 
ent bill on account of the obligations incurred by the United States 
under the treaty of 1867? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothing. That is not in this bill. 

Now, having touched on the question of the treaty-of 1867— 


and I do not wish to prolong this debate—I may as well into 
the question of what we have done for these Sisseton and Wahpe- 
ton Indians, because it can not be gainsaid that at every step we 
took respecting these Indians after the excitement of the massacre 
had expended itself locally, the Government of the United States 
took these Indians in its hands as its an for them 
from year to year and from time to time as it deemed wisest and 
best for the promotion of their civilization and for the promotion 
of their self-support. So that the treaty of 1867 is only one of a 
series of treaties which followed relating to these identical Sisse- 
ton and Wahpeton bands. 

In 1872 we made a treaty with them whereby we 1 that 
we would pay them $80,000 a year for ten years, specifically, and 
this sum was paid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair informs the Senator from 
Iowa and the Senate that the hour of 2 o'clock has arrived, and it 
becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, which is Senate bill 3414. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I desire to secure unani- 
mous consent to have the bill which has been pending taken u 
to-morrow morning, immediately after the routine morning base 
ness, 3 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill will not be laid aside until the 
* from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has an opportunity to finish his 
remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have no wish to proceed now, but I wish to 
say that I desire to occupy a sufficient length of time to explore 
this whole subject. I do not know how long it will take, but I do 
not wish to interfere with the unfinished business. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I desire that the unfinished business 
may be taken up. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
which has been rp since 1 o'clock be taken up to-morrow 
morning, immediatel the routine morning business. 

Mr. FORAKER. Not to interfere with the unfinished business. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. So as not to interfere with the unfinished 


business, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will fix the hour at i o'clock, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well; I will say 1 o'clock, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be laid aside until to-morrow at 1 o'clock. 

Mr. PETTUS. I inquire what is the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment which has been asked for? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota has 
asked consent that the Indian bill which has been under discus- 
sion may be laid over until to-morrow at 1 o'clock. 

Mr. PETTUS. So far as unanimous consent is concerned, I am 
not consenting myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then unanimous consent to take up 
the bill in charge of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
9 1 o'clock to-morrow is not given. 


Mr. PETTUS. Ihave. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the Chair's understanding. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. One objection, of course, prevents the 
order being made. I give notice that I will move to take up the 
bill at 1 o'clock to-morrow. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. z 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3414) to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tions of the International American Conference by the incorpora- 
tion of the International American Bank, the pending question 
being on the amendment submitted by Mr. PErros, in paragraph 
7, on page 11, line 51, after the word “ person,” to strike out: 


And to act as trustee in any mor i to such 
—— bred 5 — tgage given to secure bonds, and to 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia 2 
DANIEL] desires to address the Senate upon the bill, and will be 
here in a moment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Might not the pending amendment be voted 
upon without our waiting for the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. PETTUS. I do not think we can have a vote on the amend- 
ment until the Senator from Virginia comes in. 
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Mr. DANIEL. I understand, Mr. President, that the amend- 
eg k of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] is now before 

e Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending amendment, as 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer a more comprehensive amend- 
ment than that. I move to strike out the seventh clause, on page 
11, from line 45 to and inclusive of line 53. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virgini 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the seventh para- 
graph, on page 11, beginning with line 45 and ending with line 53, 
as follows: 

Seventh. To act as the financial agent of any nation, government, State. 
municipality, corporation, or person, and to perform any and all acts an 
duties not incon: nt with law that it may undertake and assume as such 
financial mt, including the sale, exchange, or other disposition of any 
bonds or other evidences of indebtedness issued by any such government, 
State, municipality, corporation, or person, and to as trustee in any 
mortgage given to secure such bonds, and to countersign the same as trustee. 

Mr. DANIEL, I offer this amendment, Mr. President, because 
it brings us face to face with the fact that this is a private charter 
for gain to be conferred upon certain individuals. The enumer- 
ated items of gainful occupation that this corporation is to be em- 
ployed in are set forth in a number of provisions that include the 
conferred powers, and some of them are these: 

To act as the financial agent of any nation, government, State, municipal- 
ity, corporation, or person, and to perform any and all acts and duties not in- 
consistent with iaw thnk it may undertake and assumeas such financialagent, 
including the sale, bong ot other disposition of any bonds or other evi- 
dences of indebtedness issued by any such government, State, municipality, 

ration, or person, and to act as trustee in any mortgage 

bonds, and to countersign the same as trustee. 

This 5 pares ii of =o m Soren re oo than is 
sugges this enumeration. It proposes to incorporate an in- 
ternational Sank It also proposes to incorporate 8 
broke establishment. It does not seem to me that it has any 
association whatsoever with the Government of the United States, 
except to get the sanction of its name and the benefits of its su- 
pervision. 

It presents to us, Mr. President, a subject of vast and far- 
reaching 5 It is a subject that has not been debated 
before the people, except in certain financial journals and circles. 
It has not hoon called for by the political platforms of any of the 
parties of the country. It is so comprehensive, so far-reaching, 
and so important that it demands from us the most careful bag 
and the most painstaking care in its consideration. I regret, Mr. 
President, that it should come before us at this season. The 
country is occupied in war; the energies of the Government are 
engrossed in war; the time of Representatives and Senators is 
almost wholly absorbed in their relation to war questions and 
war duties. I have not been able to spend that time upon this 
subject that its dignity demands, but I shall endeavor, Mr. Pres- 
ident, in such brief and crude manner as I may, to state some 
objections which I have to it. xo 

I do not know that any written report has appeared with this 
bill. If so, I have not seen it. It has been presented to us with 
great ability, learning, and skill by the distinguished and able 
Senator who is its patron, and he seems to predicate into constitu- 
tionality upon the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, 
if I correctly apprehend him. I beg to state, however, that the 
utmost scrutiny of this bill will not disclose that it is aregulation 
of commerce. Neither does it disclose to my mind that it is the 
appointment of an agent to regulate commerce in the name of the 
Government or as one of its selected subsidiary deputies. I can 
not see that it is a regulation of commerce or the appointment 
of aregulator of commerce. Itis simply the clothing with cor- 

rate attributes of certain persons to engage in commerce. That 
as very different matter from the regulation of commerce; that 
is a very different matter from appointing an agent to regulate 
commerce—the simple investiture with corporate faculties of cer- 
tain persons to themselves engage in commerce for their private 
gain and behoof, with no governmental faculty, with no other 
governmental relation, with no other governmental agency con- 
cern than that which the Government has in the success and good 
fortune of every one of its citizens. It presents to us a new ques- 
heer in jurisprudence, as it is indeed a new phase of national 


polity. 

1075 true that the First Congress of the United States incorpo- 
rated a bank. It is also true that various Congresses have char- 
tered banks. It does not follow that because those charters were 
constitutional this charter is, for this charter differs materially 
from those which have been sustained by adjudication. 

I have before me the text of the great case of McCulloch vs. 
The State of Maryland, reported in 4 Wheaton. I read a pas- 
sage from the text on page 422. A great discussion preceded the 
opinion rendered in that case. It is a leading constitutional argu- 
ment. In the course of that argument it is said, and I shall not 
controvert the doctrine, that the Government in carrying out its 


given to secure 
su 


governmental functions may charter a corporation for the pur- 
pose of assisting it in the execution of any of its powers. Phat 
passage is as follows: 

If a corporation may be employed indiscriminately with other means to 
can be seslgned for excluding the use — —e— 
operations. 2 e 

This is the 2 of Chief Justice Marshall and the opinion 
of the Supreme Court. Here is the git of this decision. the 
Government of the United States, which is sovereign in its sphere, 
needs the assistance of a 8 to carry into execution its 
own powers, it may create that corporation just as it would ap- 
point any other agent to execute those powers. 

I would ask the learned and able Senator who is the patron of 
this bill what power of the Government of the United States is 
the bank to be created by the bill appointed to carry out? Cer- 
tainly not to assist it in its fiscal operations. There is no pretense 
of that as matter of fact. There is not a glint of that as matter 
of theory as disclosed by the bill. This Government has no fiscal 
operation to-day in which it needs or claims to need the assistance 
of this banking Corpanto. There is no shadow or color of claim 
in the bill that the bank thereby created is to be appointed a Gov- 
ernment agent or is desired or is needed by the Government to as- 
sist it in any fiscal operation. We have just provided the most 
ample means for the conduct of this war. The Government has 
all the agencies that could be possibly suggested to assist it in its 
financial operations. 

. So, sir, I contend that under the decision which has sustained 

the charter of a United States bank this bill would not have been 

sustained. The bank whose charter was sustained was a bank of 

issue. It was also a fiscal agentof the United States. Itwas the 

1 affiliant, ally, helper, and adjunct of the Government in its 
usiness. 

This bank is not so designated. This bank in its structure is 
not so designed and intended. It is a mere private corporation 
for commercial adventure, for ation, for brokerage, for en- 
terprise, for money-making as its chief object and end. It is a 
great trust company to make money in that fashion, acting as 
trustee in deeds of trust to secure bonds. So far from the Gov- 
ernment needing it as an agent or looking to it as an agent it is 
empowered in one of the sections, section 7, clause 7, to act as the 
financial agent of any nation, government, state, municipality, 
corporation, or person; and is thus divorcetl, according to the 
one fitness of things, from being the fiscal agent of the Govern- 
men 

Mr. President, there may be advantages to be derived to cer- 
tuin citizens of the United States from being invested by the 
Government of the United States with such a charter as this, for, 
as was said by the Supreme Court, in Paul vs, Virginia, 8 Wallage: 

A t of te existence is a t of 

eee 

D and ex à z 
individual liability. 2 j a a 8 

Under what plea are we invited to confer special privileges upon 
a set of enterprising gentlemen who want to 1 the earth in 
commercial adventure solely for private gain? hy should we 
re g them from individual liability? For no reason in the 
worl 8 that they want to make money and want us to help 
them to make money. They are not appointed to execute any power 
of government, to aid any operations of government, or to sub- 
serve any governmental purpose whatever. The fact that they 
may have a relation to commerce does not make it appropriate 
that Congress should attempt to ate them as instruments of 
commerce. Horses are instruments of commerce, the most fre- 
queasy used of all animals in creation in commerce between 

tates and nations; but because horses are used in commerce it 
does not give to Congress the power to charter a livery stable. 
Baskets are used to carry fruit from one State to another. It 
would not be a regulation of commerce between States to incor- 
porate a basket company or to regulate the size of baskets, 

I know it is extremely difficult to define the limitations of the ~ 
interstate-commerce clause in the Constitution, but on either side 
of the twilight line there are things plain to be seen, and it seems 
plain to my mind that the mere incorporation of persons who are 
going to engage in commerce is not a regulation of commerce, as 
to incorporate a society of basket makers would not be a regula- 
tion of the commerce conducted by various persons using baskets 
as a vehicle of their wares. 

It seems to me that such thoughts as these were fully upon the 
minds of the Supreme Court of the United States when it came to 
consider the case of Osborn vs. The Bank of the United States, in 
9 Wheaton, a case which I think has already been referred to by 
one of the Senators who has spoken on this subject. It will be 
seen that the court in delivering its opinion in that case had in 
mind the distinction which I have already taken between a bank 
such as is here to be incorporated and the charter that was then 
under advisement. The court in that case, in speaking of the 
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charter of the United States Bank, asked, Is the law constitu- 
tional which levied taxation upon them?” It goes on to say: 


The foundation of the argument in favor of the right of a State to tax the 
is laid in the sup character of that institution. The argument 
su: the corporation to have been originated for the management of an 
individual concern, to be founded upon contract between individuals, having 
private trade and private profit for its great end and principal object. 
0 pee premises were e, the conclusions drawn from them would be 
table. 


Mr. President, no one can read this bill without-perceiving that 
private trade and private profit are the great end and principal 
object of this incorporation; it is to be founded exclusively“ upon 
contracts between individuals“ having that purview, and that be- 
ing the case, the Supreme Court of the United States declares 
that its conclusion as to the unconstitutionality of the measure 
would be inevitable.“ So it seems to me. 

This incorporation would seem to be the incorporation of a 
great international syndicate to take charge of matters financial 
in the United States and to aspire to a powerful place in their 
control. The minimum stock of the bank is 85,000, 000; the maxi- 
mum $25,000,000. It is to be incorporated, according to the 
amendment offered by the committee, for fifty years. It is to 
have all manner of powers as bank and as broker. Itis to be 
empowered to hold stock in foreign banks, and it is to establish, 
or at least it is in contemplation to establish, eight branches in 
the United States. It is also required of it, or it is at least em- 
powered, to haye branches in Central and South America, in Mex- 
ico, and in the West Indies, and here at our own gates it is to be 
invested with the power of a great trust company to act as trustee, 
with 8 given to secure public bonds. It is to officiate as 
the agent of foreign nations. It is to buy and sell securities. It 
is toloan money. It may borrow money to the extent of one-half 
ofits stock. It is to hold real estate in ample and liberal measure 
under the various conditions which are enumerated. Iam not 
sure that such an institution would not entirely dominate the 
finances of the United States and, by its various branches in the 
a and in foreign nations, put society largely tributary to its 


We do not seem, Mr. President, in this country to be in need of 
new banks to be incorporated. We have 3,671 national banks 
in the United States. e have 3,857 State banks in the United 
States. We have just a bill for the borrowing of $500,- 
000,000 upon bonds which will become the basis of new banks. 
All preexisting banks have a relation to the Government. The 
existing national banks still have a relation to the Govern- 
ment. They are banks of issue. They have been sustained and 

tronized as such, and on account of their characteristics have 

n regarded as constitutional. This bank does not their 
distinctive features. It does not hold any security of the United 
States nor come in contact anywhere with the Government as its 
servant, and in no respect, except accredited by its charter and 
supervision to get the prestige in the world which will come from 
its patronage and favor. Inno sense is it a fiscal agent” of Gov- 


ernment. 

I was reading not long since an article in the North American 
Review of June, 1895. Its author was the Marges of Lorne, son- 
in-law of Queen Victoria. In that article he ussed, to some 
extent, the union of the English-speaking races, and gave it as his 
opinion that there is little doubt that, were it not for the school- 
books which teach Young America that Great Britain was a 28 
rant, we might have the wider union to embrace America. He 
asked this question: 

ld we not make each school, through its history books, a means of 
Pr how dur race can be kept together ty united Pot Bh pot th near 

Mr. President, I am sure there is no Senator here who has 

eater admiration for the people of the British Isles than I have. 
tars sure there is none who desires more to cultivate the ameni- 
ties and the friendships and the courtesies and the confidences of 
life with them than I do. Their recent ressions of good will 
to this country intensify this feeling. But I should look with dis- 
may and alarm upon a union with any nation that subordinated 
our independence in any respect, and especially our independence 
in the matter of pers fi 

It has been well said that the fisc is the state, The purse must 
be as independent as the sword, and any union of financial ar- 
rangement upon a scheme of conquest which would subordinate 
this great Republic in any respect whatsoever or in the least de- 
gree to any nation upon this broad earth would mark the decline 
of a great people who may well aspire to lead the world in all the 
arts of development and of civilization. 

It is not for us to imitate the examples of other t nations 
who, to suit their schemes of conquest, have put their financial 
fortunes under the control of banks. The of England may 
suit Great Britain. It does not follow that such a bank or any- 
rp fea it would suit our people or their genius. The individ- 
ual should be the constant subject of our favor, of our prea, 
of our encouragemgnt—the man who stands on his own feet, speaks 


with his own name, assumes his own responsibility, and challenges 
the world by his individual enterprise and his personal integrity 
and 5 in all the marts of trade and commerce; he is the 
man to be honored and upheld. Nor are we lacking in such men, 
nor are they without facilities of proper combination in partner- 
ships and corporations. 
here are American bankers in London to-day, where every fa- 
cility known to most enlightened commerce can be readily sup- 
pli There are American bankers in Paris. A man can travel 
nowhere amongst mercantile nations that he does not find the 
American merchant and the American banker. There is no trou- 
ble about international ane that we need to build up a 
grees tinancial overtowering and overpowering syndicate to con- 
uct the affairs, not of the Government, but of the American peo- 
ple. Not only have we American bankers everywhere that com- 
merce goes, but we have distinguished American banking houses 
who have achieved their great position in the world, whose names 
are credited all over the world, who can meet any kind of a de- 
mand made upon them by an American or anyone else, who are 
not the pampered favorites of government, but who have got in 
them the blood and the brain that have made this Government 
great without the patronage of prince, potentate, legislature, or 
Congress. 
I do not speak thus, Mr. President, as an enemy of corporations. 
I believe that the corporation in its proper sphere forms one of 
the most beneficial agencies of our modern 8 They have 
enabled people of small means to aggregate their little holdings 
under a common head and to share in the advantages which come 
from being able to make large investments at the fitting oppor- 
tunity and to conduct large enterprises that require many hands 
year after year. 

But, Mr. President, the United States of America does not lean 
to-day upon any corporations. It does not need ret ve inves 
in its fiscal operations. It is a perfectly free and independent na- 
tion, with a firm and safe reliance in the spontaneous and gener- 
ous patriotism of its people. We do not want to send corporations 
forth to conquer the earth and to subject struggling peoples to 


Egyptian liens. We do not want to corral either the islands of 


the sea or 2 portion of the world's territory which may be in- 
habited by inferior races with a network of financial jugglery or 
with mortgages from which shrewd adventurers will derive profit. 
If we go to a foreign nation with the gallant spirits of our Army 
and Navy, we want to go with the flag of hope and not to prac- 
tice the arts of usury upon them. 

We want to go withsuch valiant and great-hearted ambassadors 
as tread the quarter-deck in the smoke of battle and with men who 
stand forth as the champions of a great, free, and memmy people, 
They will be the convoys of our commerce, They will protect 
individual enterprise. But we do not want either here in Wash- 
ington or yonder in New York great masses of aggregated capital 
tied up in the service of the different nations of this earth, when 
perhaps if we were to appointit as our financial agent there would 

crossing of interests from its preengagement in the service of 
foreign potentate or king. 

Mr. President, I see no necessity or occasion for this bill. Our 
merchants, our manufacturers, our bankers, our enterprising men 
will fix the lines of their commerce in every new country and on 
every fitting shore that invites enterprise. ey do not need this 
great, massive movement to go and preempt the opportunities 
which will be opened up in territories which may come under our 
sway. They do not need forehanded and speculative eyes that 
can sway the million by the touch of a pen to monopolize and to 
absorb and to dize where others have done the chief and the 
ee work of conquest or of progression, whichever it may be 


I do not regard this measure as republican. It is not demo- 
cratic. It is not according to the genius of a democratic, individ- 
ualistic people. It is uncalled for by any public exigency. It 
does not even disguise itself in the shape, form, or name of any 
public agency. It does not affect even to be national. The very 
terms of the title of the bill show to us that it is something extra- 
national. lt is to carry into effect the recommendations of the 
International American Conference by the incorporation of the 
International American Bank. In so far as it is patronized by our 
own people, it deserves respect; but the recommendations of other 
nations, although in the line of friendship and comity and the fur- 
therance of trade and all that, are not the main considerations 
which should influence an American Congress. We had better 
oe a policy in strict line with our own thought and our own 

diosyncrasies, consistent with the genius of our people, and guard- 
ing above all things else the spirit, the habitudes, and the prece- 
dents of individual independence and human liberty. 

It has been said, What shall it profit a man if heshall gain the 
whole world and lose his own soul?“ What shall it profit the people 
of the United States if they shall garner wealth from all the quarters 
of the globe and lose the manly, upright spirit of individuality and 
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independence? Riches are to be desired for their uses, but great 


riches and the power of congested riches have been bane of 
ati pega and instead of extending such far-reaching factitious 
id to the great and powerful to spread themselves over the earth 
I would always prefer to extend the helping hand to the poor and 
to the weak to struggle up into competence and to spread before 
them the opportunities of self-development. Such development 
may not be quite so rapid as the splendid schemes of which this 
bill is a type, but all great and true growths are slow. The self- 
containment, the r for principle, the denial of opportunity 
to make haste and get gain are as educative, and as expanding, and 
as ennobling as such schemes of monopolistic mercantile enter- 
prise and domination. I 
subject. Thus far we have waxed and prospered without such 
charters as that now proposed being granted. There is no reason 
to believe we shall cease to expand if they be now denied. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in the remarks of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] yesterday he quoted disapprovingly 
the expression of the Senator from ae A FRYE] that it is 
for the p of getting the prestige and the authority and the 
sanction of the United States that this act of incorporation is 
asked for at the hands of Congress. The Senator from Georgia 
seemed to think and argue that in getting the authority and sanc- 
tion of the United States to this act of incorporation some great 
wrong were done or would be done to the country. It is precisely 
because a corporation of this kind is concerned with a function 
falling within the power of Congress that this sanction and this 
approval are asked and demanded, 

he Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] denied that this act 
was aregulationofcommerce. He contended that it was a simple 
act of incorporation to carry on a private business without in- 
cluding any power whatever in the terms of the act to regulate 
commerce. No one can read the extensive and elaborate and mi- 
nute provisions of the bill without coming to the conclusion that 
the subject-matter of the corporation is very extensively regu- 
lated, and if the subject-matter of the corporation relates to inter- 
state commerce, then the bill does regulate interstate commerce, 
and, in my opinion, just because the business to be transacted is 
of a foreign and international character, and because the dealers 
with this bank ought to be assured of its credit, of its solvency, of 
its integrity, the seal and approval by corporate act of the United 
States Government are appropriate and necessary. f 

I find no difficulty in my own mind as to the constitutionality 
of the act of incorporation. I find commerce of a very high and 
extensive character to be re ted, I find that it is interstate 
and foreign commerce. I find that the bill does regulate it, and I 
find therefore something that I can stand on of a constitutional 
character. As to the policy or impolicy of the bill, that is a mat- 
ter upon which Senators exercise their individual judgment, As 
to its constitutionality, that clause of the Constitution which gives 
the right to C to te commerce among the States is 
full support and sanction for the bill. 7 

Mr. LER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERT. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. In what way do we regulate commerce in this 
bill? What is the provision by which we regulate commerce? 

Mr. CAFFERY. This bill prescribes in nearly every ono of its 
provisions how the business of the bank is to be carried on. It 

cribes, for instance, that 10 cent of the stock subscribed 
for shall be paid at the date of subscription. It prescribes that 15 
per cent more of the amount of the subscription shall be paid 
within thirty days thereafter. 1 that within two years 
the full amount of the capital s shall be paid in. It prescribes 
that the whole operations of the bank s be under the super- 
vision and control of the Comptroller of the Currency. It there- 
fore prescribes in my opinion ample regulations of a commercial 


character. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if the bank 
could not do all those thi and never do a particle of business 
that touched commerce? the simple fact that the Comp- 
troller of the Currency may pass upon the question when they 
shall do business make the bank an agency of commerce? : 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana, in this 
connection, if it has not been uniformly held that the encourage- 
ment and promotion of foreign commerce constitute a ion 
of it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator another question. 

Mr. CAFFERT. I have not answered the first one. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I will call his 
attention to one provision of the bill which I think will furnish a 
complete answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would, 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the provision in regard to the sale of 


bills of exchange. This commerce which we are talking about 
can not be carried on without the instrumentality of a bill of 


exchange. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I do not think that is 
an sgan of commerce any more than making a promissory note 
is. Iwill have something to say about that later. 

Mr. FORAKER, I have a different opinion about it, and I 
think the Supreme Court has held that bills of exchange are in- 
strumentalities of commerce, 

r. . The Supreme Court has held just the reverse 
of that, If the Senator can show any case where they ever held 
mas way, I will be glad to see it. They have held the reverse of 


believe in the ancient landmarks on this | tha 


Mr. FORAKER. Day before yesterday I cited an authority to 
that effect, as I unders it. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to see it. 
Mr, FORAKER, Ishould like to see where they held to the 


contrary. 

Mr. CAFFERY,. I do not think there is any question that the 
authority of the Supreme Court has been uttered in a number of 
cases that the regulation of commerce includes every instrumen- 
pact of commerce. ButI want to answer the Senator from Col- 
orado, 

Mr. TELLER, TheSenator doesnot understand me. The point 
I make is that there is no regulation of commerce in the bi 
none whateyer. There is no attempt to regulate commerce, 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is the very controversy,and of course it 
can not be decided by direct statement one way or the other. The 
provisions of the bill, in my opinion, te | minute regard, special 
regard, to foreign commerce and controlling the actions of thi 
bank in every particular, appear to my mind to regulate commerce 
of a foreign character. 

Mr. TELLER, If the issue of a bill of exchange, I will say to 
the Senator, is a regulation of commerce, then of course there is 
regulation, but I insist that the issue of a bill of exchange has 
nothing whatever to do with the commerce of the country. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exactly. I will come to that point. 

The Senator from Colorado wants to know, if the functions to be 
performed by this bank can be performed by a State bank—for 
that is the purport and substance of the question—what there is 
in this charter that gives the bank a character to be regulated. 
There is this in the charter: It is true that State banks may be 
incorporated in such a way and be supervised in such way by 
State authorities as to make it safe to deal with them, as to guaran- 
tee the creditors and those dealing with the banks of the solvency 
and Integrity of the bank, But J appeal to every Senator on this 
floor to know whether or not in the days of such banking the 
banking was not carried on more on wind than on capital. This 
act is to assure the dealers with the bank that the and sanc- 
tion of the United States are not placed upon it in vain, that they 
indicate a character of solvency and of security. That is all it is 
needed for, and that is the N and the power of which the 
Senator from Georgia complains— that this bank is to be inaugu- 
rated under such circumstances, with such a guaranty of a paid- 
up capital, with such supervision over its operations, that those 
cone ae it can have abundant guaranty that they will not be 

efrau 

Mr, DANIEL. Will the Senator tell me how the United States 
merely in a charter, and allowing anybody to get a charter of the 
same kind, givesa mty that nobody will be defrauded or that 
the bank will not break? The Pacific railroads were chartered 
by the United States, and they not only broke, but broke in their 
debt to the Government that chartered them. We did not by the 
charter get any giatan against their breaking. How is this 
any guaranty that the bank will not break or any assurance of 
the solvency of the bank any more than if it were chartered by 
anybody else? 

. CAFFERY. When the Senator can show me the parallel 
between a Pacific railroad and a bank of discount, then perhaps 
Imay answer him more closely, If a railroad discounted bills or 
performed the ordinary functions of a bank, I imagine his ques- 
tion would be somewhat pertinent, 

Mr. DANIEL. There is a distinct parallel in the i point I put to 
the Senator. Both were chartered by the United States. What 
I ae to know is what efficacy the charter had on the question of 
soly 8 
Mr. CAFFERY, The efficacy of the charter of this bank is 
that before the bank can go into business such an amount of its 
capital stock must be subscribed for and paid up as will guarantee 
that ss is — solvent institution, such supervision over its affairs 
must — 

Mr. HOAR, And the personal liability of stockholders for the 
debts, besides. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exactly. 


There must be such su 


pervision 
over its affairs as amounts to a constant guaranty that the Uni 
States itself stands guardian over the bank aud prevents banking 


1898. 


(CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD—SENATE. 


6031 


on wind, prevents fraudulent banking, and guarantees to the deal- 
ers with the ba 

Mr. MALLORY. State banks do the same thing. 3 

Mr. CAFFERY. They may, Mr. President, but the history of 
the United States shows that they have not done so. 

Mr. HARRIS. Wil the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
uestion? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to know what amount of respon- 
sibility falls upon the Government of the United States in the 
event of the failure of this guaranty? 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill provides that there shall be none, 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is no liability upon the part of the 
United States except a moral liability, except in providing effi- 
cient Comptrollers of the Currency, except in making a personal 
liability upon the part of the shareholders. I think that is suffi- 
cient, for, Mr. President, be it known that this is only a bank of 
deposit. This is not a bank of issue. When the capital stock is 
pana up—and it must be paid TER two years—when this bank 

oes 8 supervised by the Comptroller of the Currency, it 
must doa safe business, and the history of banking shows that 
when the business of a bank of discount is carried on with ordi- 
nary prudence, the bills receivable of the bank, being commercial 
paper, always respond to its ordinary liabilities. 
ow, sir, with this capital of $5,000,000, which may be increased 
to $25,000,000, with this bank receiving deposits upon which it 
discounts paper, together with its own capi with this minute 
direction for supervision of its affairs by the Comptroller of the 
Currency, who at any time can put it in liquidation and wind up 
its affairs, if not done according to banking rules, I see ample 
arantee and ample security for the dealers with the bank. 
State banks may do this business, but do gentlemen want to know 
what State banks have not done? Is not the history of the past 
filled with the wrecks of State banks? After this furious on- 
slaught on the old Bank of the United States and after the inflexi- 
ble will, the indomitable purpose of Jackson had crushed the old 
bank, and the public deposits were removed from that bank and 
placed in State banks, whatfollowed? Universal wreck, universal 
ruin. It may be that the bank overspeculated; it may be that 
there was a panic, but the very fact that they held the deposits of 
the United States as a gratuity tempted them to overdiscount 
paper, tempted them to inflation. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] invoked 
the shades of the old Bank of the United States. He quoted from 
the Thirty Years’ View of Benton to show what a monstrosity that 
was, but ever since 1861 or 1862, after the United States organized 
the national banks, the present national banks have held and now 
hold more or as much power as ever the Bankof the United States 
held. They are the depositories of the public money. They issue 
currency to the extent of 90 per cent of their bonds. They are 
banks of depositand discount. They wield as much power as the 
old Bank of the United States, and it is useless to about the 


defunct institution of 1830. 

Mr. President, it is charged first that there is no constitutional 
warrant for this bank. e bank is incorporated to deal in for- 
eign exchanges. Itis said that foreign exchanges have nothing 
to do with the interchange of commodities; that dealing in for- 
eign exchanges is not dealing in commerce. Foreign commerce 
is bottomed upon foreign exchanges. Foreign bills of exchange 
transfer title to goods to the purchaser of the bills. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator if he means to say that a 
bank ae bills of exchange is engaged in commerce by that act? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, for the bills of 3 are bought by 
the customers of the bank to use in settling for their purchases or 
sales of goods. They are grounded upon property. ey are not 
fictitious notes or bills. They represent just so much of com- 
moditx. and the bill transfers property. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask if a shipbuilder is engaged 
in commerce when he is building a ship? He is providing an in- 
strumentality of commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; there is no parallel between a skip- 
builder building a ship—— 

Mr. TELLER. The Supreme Court of the United States said 

he was not engaged in commerce, but said he had greater claim 
to that than the man who issued bills. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I think that foreign bills of exchange trans- 
fer more property than the currency of the United States banks. 
I think the course of trade will show it. We have more than a 
billion of foreign trade. I think it safe to say that 90 per cent of 
the pro of that trade is transferred by foreign bills of ex- 
change. If these banks and the banks organized under this char- 
ter or those branches were to absorb the whole of that trade, they 
would effect a much greater p in transferring commodities 
than the $200,000,000 which the national banks of the United 
States now issue as currency. 


Mr. PETTUS. I desire toinquire of the Senator from Louisiana | th 


whether he can not see the distinction between the power to reg- 
ulate commerce and to regulate the instruments of commerce and 
the power to charter a corporation for the purpose of engaging in 
commerce? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I see this distinction, Mr, President: That 
wherever a foreign commerce is carried on by an institution con- 
ducted by an individual or voluntary tion engaged in a 
business that needs no regulation, then I do not believe that the 
power of Co ought to beinvoked; but when I finda business 
that is a foreign business, and that does need the supervision of 
Congress, then I think Congress ought toact. I donot think that 
every dealer in New York purchasing grain to be shipped to Eu- 
rope, or any number of dealers, ought to be incorporated. I be- 


lieve that that business had better be left to the individual enter- 
prise of the parties en; in it. But a bank is an institution of 
a different character. Everybody deals with it; everybody can 


not inspect its affairs. It is of that character of public institution 
which requires governmental s ision, and the only question 
is whether the United States or the State should make the super- 
vision or undertake the supervision. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is the Senator contending that this bank is 
to be established because there is a necessity for itin our trade 
relations with Mexico, the West Indies, and South America? 

Mr. CAFFERY.. Lsay there may be a necessity for it. 

Mr. MALLORY. Because there may be a necessity? 

Mr. CAFFERY. There may be a necessity, Lam not ce eee 
to say right now whether there is a necessity or not; but I do not 
think that is very material. If there is not a necessity, the bank 
will not do any business, and if there is a necessity, it will facili- 
tate business. 

Mr. MALLORY. If it is necessary, would it not also be neces- 
sary between the United States and the Continent of Europe, be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States, the trade with which 
ee than it is with the countries which I have men- 

on 

Mr. GRAY. A thousand times larger. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Many times larger. ‘ 

Mr. MALLORY. Why not, then, establish a bank with refer- 
ence to the Continent and Great Britain? 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator asks me my opinion, I will say 
I think it would be r to do so. 

Mr. e very much if a bill for that purpose 
could be got through the Senate. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is another question. My individual 
opinion is asked. 

Mr. President, I fail to wey danger to the institutions of this 
country by the establishment of a bank. If a bank established to 
do business between the United States and South America at the 
present time is not needed, that bank will dono business. A bank 
incorporated by the United States to do business of a foreign 
character with England perhaps would do a large business; but, 
sir, if these banks now doing business between the United States 
and land—the London banks on the one side and the Ameri- 
can banks on the other—are not a menace to our institutions, I 
fail to perceive how a bank incorporated under the United States 
authority, lms w United States officials, should be any 
menace and danger to the institutions of the country. 

A bank is not a trust. A bank does a purely commercial busi- 
ness upon legitimate lines. It charges so much percentage for 
discounting bills, for granting credit. If it transcends the proper 
limit, other banks spring up and compete with it. It can not be 
an oppressor of a community; it follows commercial needs: it is a 
handmaid of civilization; it is as necessary to the civilized world 
as currency itself; it stimulates trade; it makes active the capital 
of a community, and I donot see how a bank of a private charac- 
ter, not having the fisc of the Government in its not con- 
trolled by governmental influences for governmental purposes, 
can be any danger whatever to a community. The very reason 
urged by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], that because 
the seal, approval, and sanction of the United States might give 
to this a better send off in the countries where it is to do 
— = an 5 8 to the . He “pa opinion, its chief 
merit, and o e groun its chief su t. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President oe 

Mr, CAFFERY. Before I sit down, I will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio an amendment which I propose to offer, which I 
hope he will aan It is in the section providing for the estab- 
l ent of branch banks in the United States, providing that not 
more than eight be established at any one time. 1 think the Sena- 
tor would obviate some objections, pean, by consenting to an 
amendment at that point. I have heard the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL] object on that score. I wish the Senator 
would limit the branch banks to eight decisively, and strike out 
e words “at any one time.“ 
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Mr. FORAKER. I accept that amendment, if it is offered as] Mr. TELLER. I should like to read a brief extract from the 


an amendment. . 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; I offer the amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment will be that the words “at 
any e time” be stricken out, in line 7, on page 15, after the word 

eight.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. So that it will read 
. eight, at points to be approved by the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLARK in the chair). The 
rue ici proposed by the Senator from Louisiana will be 
stated, 

The SECRETARY. In section 11, on page 15, line 7, after the 
word eight,“ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘at any one time.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the 
Senate, except only very briefly to answer the suggestions of the 
colloquy which occurred a moment ago with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I do not know that I exactly understood 
the Senator from Colorado, but I can state how I understood him, 
and I will be obliged to him if he will correct me if I misunder- 
stood him. I understood him to deny that bills of exchange are 
instruments of commerce. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I did not say that. I said they were not 
commerce, They may be instruments of commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER. ButInever contended, and I have never heard 
anyone else contend, that bills of exchange are commerce; but it 
has been contended from the beginning of this debate, throughout 
this controversy, that bills of exchange are instruments of com- 
merce. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly they are, but there must be more than 
that in this bill, in my judgment, to make an act of incorporation, 
that the persons to be incorporated are en in creating simply 
instruments of commerce. I said a shipbuilder is doing the same 
thing, and the man who gets out the masts of a ship is doing the 
same thing; but the getting out of masts from the forests of ka 
or some other 18 5155 does not make that occupation commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER, The Senator from Colorado is quite right 
about that; but inasmuch as ships are designed to be instruments 
of commerce, it would be quite competent for Congress to pre- 
scribe howships should be constructed and what kind of masts 
should be provided in order that there might be security in the 
navigation of ships and in order that the transaction of commer- 
cial business might be facilitated. 

Mr. TELLER. That would be an entirely different thing. 
That would provide what should be the main instrument, of 
course, of commerce, and Con can undoubtedly legislate as 
to what shall be the character of shipping, and all that. 

Mr. FO Then it would be legislating concerning an 
instrumentality of commerce inits relation to commerce, and 
that would be a regulation of commerce, So, too, I answer the 
Senator from Colorado that the mere issuing of a bill of exchange 
would not, of course, be commerce; but when a bill of exchange 
is issued in connection with a commercial transaction that it is 
competent for Congress to provide a regulation for, then it isa 
commercial transaction, which the Congress is competent to regu- 
late under this constitutional provision. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will suggest to the Senator from Ohio that 
ships are regulated. i 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I know they are. 

Mr. CAFFERY. They have to run in a certain way; they have 
to have a certain number of pilots; they have to have a certain 
number of lights; they have to keep the road in a certain way; 
and they are regulated down to the most minute particular. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not denied at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood the Senator from Colorado to 
call upon me to cite him to an authority showing that bills of ex- 
change were instruments of commerce. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I had no idea of that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I quote from 7 Howard 

Mr. TELLER. It is not commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will come to that in a moment. But, inas- 
much as the authority was called for, as I understood it, I want it 
to go into the RECORD. I stated when that colloquy occurred that 
Thad cited an authority in the course of this debate to the effect 
that bills of 8 are instruments of commerce. I find I have 
cited a number. The authority I had particularly in mind was 
the case of Nathan us. Louisiana, in 7 Howard, page 73, the second 
paragraph of the syllabus of which is as follows. 

Mr. TELLER. I have that case before me, 

Mr. FORAKER. It is as follows: 


Foreign bills of exchange are instruments of commerce, 
That is as much as I need read of it, 


same case, where the court say: 

The individual thus using his money and credit— 

Say the court— 
is not en; in commerce, but in suppl instrum 
Heis 8 with it the e riers 8 
commerce could not be carried on. 

Mr. FORAKER. I apprehend there is really no difference of 
opinion between the Senator from Colorado and myself as to what 
a bill of exchange is in its relation to commerce; certainly it is 
= ve that a bill of exchange is an instrument of commerce. 
That being the case I call attention to the provision with respect 
to the issue of bills of exchange found in this bill on page 15. 
Senators must have observed that, after enumerating the powers 
of this proposed Me! oa a the bill then goes on to prescribe 
certain duties it s perform, certain things it shall do. Among 
other things it must do is the following: : 

The directors shall also, within two years after the commencement of the 
existence of said esr nde open one such branch office in Mexico, one in 
the West Indies, and two in South America, at such points as the directors 
shall determine, for the regular sale of bills of exchange drawn upon the 
principal office of the company, and for the transaction of such other classes 
of business as the directors may designate; and from and after the establish- 
ment of each of such branch onloss the said corporation shall rly sell 
bills of exchange at its principal office, drawn upon the said branch offices. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
Congress gets jurisdiction of this question by reason of the fact 
that this corporation is authorized to have a branch in Mexico, 
for instance? If he does, then I should like to Loe another 
question: What becomes of our jurisdiction if Mexico declines to 
allow the establishment of such an exchange there? 

Mr. FORAKER. It would not affect the constitutionality of 
this bill if Mexico should decline. I do not apprehend that 
Mexico will. 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. It would not make any difference if every 
foreign country should decline to enter into a convention to allow 
the bank to go there; it would still remain the fact that it would 
be a law authorizing an agency to be used in the regulation of 
commerce between the States, and that would be sufficient, so far 
as its constitutionality is concerned. It does not depend, there- 
fore, if I may answer that proposition further, upon what we are 
to do in foreign countries, because we know if this bill becomes a 
law, and is upheld, then it creates a governmental agency to aid 
in the regulation of commerce between the States, and that the 
law will be upheld as constitutional on that account, without re- 
gard to what foreign countries may do. The law will be enacted, 
if enacted at all, with knowledge to the lawmaking power that 
foreign countries may decline to enter into any convention. But 
we know the States can not decline; they have no voice about it; 
this being a company of the character that has been indicated, the 
National Government has a right to say it shall go into any State 
where it may see fit to send it for its purposes. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that if the Senator is right in 
his contention that the issue of bills of exchange is commerce 
within the meaning of the Constitution, then every bank in the 
State of New York, every private bank, every State bank, without 
issuing money, but which issues a bill of exchange on another 
State or another country, is subject to national control. That, it 
seems to me, would be news to the country. 

Mr. FORAKER, I have not said or intimated that the mere 
issuing of a bill of erga is commerce. What I have said is 
that they are instruments of commerce; and if I can get an oppor- 
tunity, I want to show that this bill provides with respect to them 
in their relation to commerce in such manner as to amount toa 
regulation of commerce. But, Mr. President, recurring to the 
Senator’s remark, I have no question that Congress has the right 
to regulate bills of exchange issued by private banks. I do not 
see, with all respect to the Senator, that there is any force in that 
suggestion. The power of Congress to regulate the issue of these 
instruments of commerce does not depend on the character of the 
bank that issues them. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not simply to regulate bills of exchange, 
but the company is authorized to issue them, which I have as- 
serted again and again it can not do. I have said here before, and 
I repeat it, that it is a common-law right for any association or 
individual to issue a bill of exchange, and it was settled years and 
years ago that it did not require any authority for that. The law 
merchant gave that right, and that has entered into and become 
a part of the common law of England. 

. FORAKER. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me 
to proceed in order, I will try to answer the suggestion he has 
made, for I have the most profound respect for the Senator's legal 
opinion. : 

Par. TELLER, I do not want to interrupt the Senator so as to 
interfere with him, because really I should like to support this 
bill, if I could see my way clear to do so. 


Mr. FORAKER. I do not want the Senator to support it unless 
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he can see his way clear todoso. I do not think there will be 
any real difference between us when we fairly understand what 
the propositions are. 

e roposition which I wanted to cite an authority to was 
that bills of exchange are instruments of commerce. The second 
proposition that I wanted to cite an authority to was that this 

wer to regulate commerce extends not only to the regulation of 

gaining and selling, but also to the regulation of all the instru- 
ments of commerce, and therefore to the regulations of bills of 
exchange. I claim, Mr. President, that it is a regulation of com- 
merce within these authorities for Con „with respect to an 
instrumentality of commerce, so to legislate as to facilitate the 
use of that instrumentality or the providing of that instrumen- 
8 those who may have necessity to use it. 

What was the case in 135 United States Reports, Which was 
commented on to some extent here a day or two ago? That was 
a case where the State of Kansas had incorporated a railroad. 
That railroad wanted to extend southwardly through the Indian 
Territory and beyond. The Congress by an act conferred the 
power of eminent domain upon that State railroad company, au- 
thorizing it to condemn a right of way and acquire it in that 
manner through the Indian Territory. It did not say anything 
about regulating commerce, It was simply a conferring of the 
power of eminent domain upon a State railway company to be 
exercised in the Indian Territory. 

Litigation arose when it undertook to exercise that power; and 
when it did. the question was raised whether or not it was com- 
petent for Congress to pass such an act as that. It was contended 
that there was nothing in the act that made it p rt to be an 
act for the regulation of commerce. There was nothing said about 
commerce. It was the mere conferring upon a railroad of the 
right to condemn and take property for a right of way. There 
was not anything said about how freight or passengers should be 
transported; but the Supreme Court said, in answer to that, it 
does not make any difference if nothing is said in the act; it is for 
the court to judge whether or not the power which Congress has 
undertaken to exercise has any relation to any of the constitu- 
tional powers with which Congress is invested. ; 

The court said this is an act passed by Congress under its au- 
thority to regulate commerce. Why? Not because it provided 
how that railroad should be used. Not alone because it was a 
railroad and, as such, an instrumentality to be used in commerce, 
As a railroad, pure and simple, it was not commerce. The man 
building a rind is not engaged in commerce any more than 
the man who is building a ship, any more than the man who is 
issuing a bill of lading. The mere creation of a railroad is not 
commerce. But, said the Supreme Court, this is an instrumen- 
tality of commerce, and whenever the Co; facilitates the 
creation of this instrumentality, the Con is en, in regu- 
lating commerce. That is all there is of it. The mere making it 
possible for the road to acquire its right of way was to facilitate 
commerce, and, the road being interstate, that was enough. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not like to interrupt the Senator, but I 
think he has rather lost the force of what I was trying to make 
him understand. I mean to say that the power to issue a bill of 
exchange would exist in this corporation 8 nothing 
was said about it. Therefore the mere assertion that the pro- 

bank may do what it can do without any grant from the 
overnment of the United States can not bring it within the 
jurisdiction of Congress, 

Mr. FORAKER, I have not lost the force of what the Senator 
said, but I am coming to that particular phase of it. Just now I 
want to impress nyoh the Senator from Colorado—for I want him 
to support this bill; I have the profoundest respect for his legal 
opinion, and I do not see how it is possible for us to differ in re- 
gard to it—what I want to impress upon him again is that while 
the mere issuing of a bill of exchange is not commerce, while the 
mere building of a ship is not commerce, while the mere building 
of a railroad is not commerce, yet when the Congress undertakes 
to facilitate the use of the ship or the bill of exchange or the rail- 
road in connection with commerce, it is then regulating commerce. 

Mr. TELLER. But the citizens who own a railroad in Kansas 
had no right by the common law or any other law to build a rail- 
road in the Indian Territory, and they had to have the assistance 
of the United States in that particular. The Government then 
had exercised that right—a right which I never doubted they 
could exercise. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the right to build a railroad 
was not a regulation of commerce, but the grant of the power to 
acquire the nen of way was a regulation of commerce because 
that was the facilitating of commerce, because it promoted an 
sgonoy for the transaction of commercial business, That was 
enough. 

Mn President, you can not carry on commerce with the South 
American States, the West Indies, and Mexico without having the 
necessary incidents of commerce. You may get along, possibly, 
Without having allof them, You can barter and sell, you can 
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exchange . but I mean you can not conduct com- 
mercial tions and enjoy modern conveniences in connection 
therewith unless you employ commercial instrumentalities such 
as bills of exchange. 

Bills of exchange are brought into use to facilitate commerce. 
That is their vag! use. They are a recognized necessity of com- 
merce. While the mere issuing by a bank of a bill of exchange 
is not commerce, and the mere issuing of it not a regulation of 
commerce, yet when the Congress steps in and says, Here is a 
necessity for bills of exchange in order that we may advanta- 
geously conduct our commercial relations,” and therefore pro- 
vides that there shall be banks established as branch banks of a 

arent bank established in this country, a branch located in the 
est Indies, one in Mexico, a number scattered throughout the 
South American states, and then requires that each and every 
one of those banks shall at all times provide bills of exchange so 
that people having commercial relations with the United States 
can be provided with them, making that an absolute requirement, 
I say that is a regulation of commerce. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] says the fault in my 
argument is that banks have a right to issue bills of exchange 
without that provision in this proposed law. That is true. Every 
bank has a right to issue a bill of exchange, and a bank has a right 
to refuse to issue it, too, if it wants to do so. But the point of 
this whole matter is that we not only incorporate the bank and 
fix its office here and its offices 3 this country, but we fix 
its offices in the countries with which we want to trade, and we 
require that those offices shall be maintained there and these bills 
be issued. Why? In order that we may facilitate the transaction 
of our commercial business with those countries where we are 
now trading and relieve ourselves of the necessity which we have 
been under for years past, to our véry t disadvantage, of oper- 
ating through the banking honses of London and the banking 
houses of other countries of Europe. 

It is said there is no necessity for this measure, There does not 
have to be a necessity for it. You might very well have said in 
the Supreme Court case in regard to the Kansas railroad that 
there was not any necessity for that railroad to go through the 
Indian Territory. Certainly there was not, but it was a con- 
venience to have it there: it facilitated commercial transac- 
tions to have it go there; and the Supreme Court held that that 
was a regulation of commerce, not because it was providing 
something that there was a necessity for, but because it was pro- 
viding something that facilitated commercial transactions, 

There is not any necessity for us to establish banks in South 
America, the West Indies, and Mexico, or these particular branch 
banks throughout thiscountry. There isno necessity in the sense 
that that kind of business can not be transacted if we do not do 
this thing. But, Mr. President, the validity of this provision is 
not measured by necessity. While there is no necessity, it is 
thought to be a t convenience to the people who will patron- 
ize these banks to have the banks established and to have these 
facilities created. That, as I understand the authorities, is suffi- 
cient to make valid and constitutional the provision which we are 
asking the Congress to enact. 

Now, to what extent is it desirable? It has been said here that 
you can get all the exchange you want from the private banks 
and get it as conveniently, and I think it has been stated with as 
little cost, as you can get it from the bank, after we shall have 
established it, which we are 22 to establish. Such is not in 
accordance with the information that was given to the Foreign 
Relations Committee. We were made to understand, and I be- 
lieve it to be the fact, that when the merchants of the United 
States trade with the Central and South American states and with 
the West Indies we trade at the great disadvantage of having to 
pay double exchange rates as compared with the exchange that 
we would haye to pay if we had this bank established and the 
principal bank and the branch banks were required to deal directly 
with each other in the matter of giving bills of exchange, as this 
bill does provide. 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator from Ohio it me to ask 
him in what particular this proposed bank will have any facilities 
for 1 with foreign countries not now enjoyed by any na- 
tional bank or State bank in the city of New York if it has the 
capital with which to do the business? 

. FORAKER. Iam very anxiously looking for the appear- 
ance of my messenger. I sent him a few minutes ago to my resi- 
dence to get a letter which came to me through the mail this 
morning, in which the Senator is answered far better than I can 
answer him. I looked in my pe for the letter, eases, to 
have it read; but finding that I had left it I sent for it. It will be 
here in a few moments, and then I will have it read. I shall be 
pleased to pass that by, if it will suit the Senator as well, until 
the letter comes. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a letter in which a merchant of New 
York gives an account, simply for purposes of illustration, of a 
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transaction had by his house with some point in Brazil, showing 
the extreme 1 to which they are subjected in their 
trade with those countries. 

Mr. BACON. Conceding it to be true that there was an instance, 
and that possibly there are daily instances, in Which there was 
this inconvenience, I am sure, however, in the absence of the let- 
ter, which 3 this particular instance, the Senator 
can tell us how this particular proposed bank can have the oppor- 
tunity for exchange which is denied to a bank in the city of New 
York at this time. In other words, what power is now lacking to 
a bank in the city of New York to establish agencies in any one 
of those countries the authority to establish which is proposed to 
be rat by this bill? 

r. FORAKER. To begin with, I deny the proposition of the 
Senator from Georgia that any bank incorporated in this country 
under a State charter has authority to go into foreign countries 
and there set up banking. To do that would be as clear a case of 
exceeding corporate authority, it seems to me, as could be sug- 
gested, unless the constitutions of other States are different from 
the constitution of Ohio. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, to answer the Senator from Georgia a 
little further, if you will allow me, the bill provides that these 
branches shall draw bills of exchange directly on the principal 
office and the principal office on the branches, respectively. ‘There 
shall be but one transaction and but one charge. When a mer- 
chant ships goods he can step into the bank here and by deposit- 
ing his bill of lading and drawing a bill of exchange against it get 
his money on the spot. 

But now I am very happy to be able to inform the Senator from 
Georgia that the letter I spoke of a moment ago has just arrived, 
and I send it to the desk and ask that it may be read, I invoke 
the attention of Senators toit; for if you will allow me, before 
the Secretary commences the reading, you will find that thisis an 
enterprise not for the benefit of the people who are the incorpo- 
rators of this bank alone. Of course they will have some benefit 
or they would not engage in it. Ido not know the measure of 
their benefit. But that is not the concern of the Senators who 
reported the bill from the committee. On the contrary, it is an 
enterprise for the benefit of all the people of the United States, 
and our only concern has been to remove such disadvantages as 
the letter speaks of. Now, if the Secretary will be kind enough to 
read it, I will suspend a moment for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Dear Sin: According to press reports of 
14 on international bank, Senator TELLER claims that any of the large banks 
in New York by virtue of agencies they have in all parts of South America 
zan offer the same facilities to exporters in the United States of America 
as would the international bank or as do the large English banks in Europe. 
This is a t mistake, as you will see. We inclose letter of Bank of New 
TOE of 8 9, 1893, offering to attend to collections of drafts in South 

merica for us. 


Mr. FORAKER, If the Secretary will suspend for a moment, 
in order that Senators may fully understand what is meant by the 
circular letter of the bank, I send it to the desk and ask that the Sec- 
retary read the letter referred to, which is a solicitation on the part 
of the bank of their patronage in the matter of foreign exchange. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE BANK or NEw YORK, New York, February 9, 1398. 


DEAR Sirs: We begtoinform you that we attend to collection of drafts on 
South America, and respectfully solicit a share of your patronage. 


Yours, very truly, : 
THE BANK or New York, N. B. A., 
Per C. 8. MACALPINE, Aftorney. 
Messrs. KURZMAN BROTH 


8. 
No. 38 Peart Street, City. 


Mr. FORAKER, Now let the Secretary resume the reading of 
the letter from Kurzman Brothers. a 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the letter, 
as follows: 


We availed ourselves of this offer and were compelled to draw in pounds 
sterling against our shipments of butter, which drafts were sent by the Bank 
of New York, through the British Bank of South America, to the Banco de 
Pernambuco, which alone charged three-fourths of 1 per cent collecting com- 
mission, and then remit a draft on London in pounds sterling, which draft, 
after long delay, was sent to us, and even the Bank of New York refused to 
buy the returned Bank of Pernambuco draft on the London and County Bank! 

e inclose memoranda of George O. Gordon, agent of London and River 
Plate Bank, by which you will see that on a . 500. 0 draft on Bahia we had to 
draw in pounds sterling and pay heavy collecting commissions, and finally re- 
ceived remittance via London, netting us a loss in exchange and banking 
commission of $48.77, or over 1} per cent, and not counting loss of interest due 
to the remittance going via London. 

Itisall very wellfor Senator TELLER and others in Washington tosay that 
the New York banks offer facilities on the strength of such letters as the 
Bank of New York sent us, which ca us the loss of the use of our money 
at least 5 — 5 days longer than if the United States of America had direct 
banking facilities with South America. Furthermore, the heayg collection 
charges are too great, and the loss in being forced to draw in pounds sterling 
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and then on receipt of remittance toagain sell the ge sterling so as to ob- 
tain United States dollars, is also a great drawbac. 

The above shows you at what a great disadvantage exporters in United 
States of America are as compared to 


European houses. 


Now let us — out to you an even greater drawback. . 
In order to facilitate our export trade of butter in South America (in try- 
ing to supplant the Frenchand Danish butter), we asked our South American 
friends to oe for us bank credits, so that on delivering shipping documents 
to the New York agents or New York banks we could obtain our money on 
the spot, and not be forced to send drafts for collection, which compels us to 
be out of our funds for three to six months, as in the collections made by 
Bank of New York and London and River Plate Bank. 

Nota cars bank doing business in Brazil would grant a letter of credit on 
the terms that such credits are opened for European trade, even to houses 
that have the highest rating in Brazil. 

First. The banks demand a1 per cent commission on the amount of ths 
credit, whether used or not. 

Second. The banks demand security for 25 to 59 per cent of the credit the 
moment it is granted, whether it will ¥e used or not. 

Third. If the drafts age the letter of credit are drawn as shipping doc- 
uments at ninety days' sight, the moment the goods arrive in Brazi the Sanka 
there demand prue or the drafts before they deliver the documents 
( “brads notwithstanding that the credit and draft entitles the receivers to 
ninety days’ time. 

Such documents the banks doing business in Brazil call credits, and we 
hope you, Mr. FORAKER, will not allow yourself to be deceived by statements 
that United States exporters have ample facilities for doing business in 
South America. 

Such banks as the London and River Plate Bank and London and Bra- 
zilian Bank have in the past twenty-five years paid dividends of 10 to 15 per 
cent, besides accumulating a surplus of 75 per cent or more, and most of it at 
the expense of United States merchants. 

We are not interested in the proposed international bank, and we write our 
experiences to you in the hopes that you will be able to enlighten Senators 
aud Representativesin Washington. 

at we (United States of America) need is an international bank, United 
States steamship lines, and reciprocity. 

Is there any prospect of reciprocity with Latin America, from whom we 

buy three to four times as much as we (United States) sell to it? 
anking you for theinterest you display in trying to increase the foreign 

commerce of our country, which means increased prosperity to the United 
States, we are, 

Yours, respectfully, 

KURZMAN BROS, 
Hon. J. B. FoRAKER, N 

U. S. Senator (Ohio), Washington, D. C. 

Mr. FORAKER. I had the letter read only that we might have 
the benefit of that part of it which portrayed the disadvantages 
our merchants now contend with in carrying on their transac- 
tions with these foreign countries and that I might give to the 
Senate the benefit of that merchant's opinion as to how it would 
be corrected by the institution of such a bankas is here proposed. 
As I understand him, his contention is that now it is not only dif- 
ficult to have his bills of exchange cashed, being compeiled to 
wait from thirty days to six months, as he states, but he is com- 
pelled under present arrangements to submit to double charges 
of rates of exchange, three-quarters of a per cent here and some- 
thing else yonder, making in the aggregate a cent and a half, 
which is so burdensome as to make it practically impossible to 
carry on the business satisfactorily in competition with other 
countries where they have these facilities provided. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, the 
point I make I do not think is answered by that letter. It is that 
whatever may be the present difficulties, and nobody disputes 
their existence, there is no possible power that we can confer upon 
these banks which can not be equally exercised by a State bank 
so far as foreign exchange is concerned, and so far as furnishing 
all facilities for foreign exchanges is concerned. There are but 
two things necessary. One is the corporate power, and the other 
is the requisite amountof money. The requisite amount of money 
can be secured in the one case as well as in the other, I repeat 
what has been said before, and which nobody has ever successfully 
answered and which can notbe successfully answered, that thero 
is no corporate power, so far as foreign exchange goes, at least, 
which we can confer upon this bank which the State of New York 
can not confer upon a bank chartered by it. 

Now, if the Senator will pardon me just a minnte, and I do not 
desire to interrupt him further or to be heard further on this bill, 
I want to call attention to one little striking coincidence, or rather 
remarkable fact, it may be called. The Senate will remember that 
on yesterday I read a very remarkable charter embodied in a bill 
which had been introduced by the Senator from Pennsylvanis 
[Mr. poar] The Senator from Pennsylvania in the course of 
the discussion read a telegram from Theodore C. Search. Now, 
that was for the most unlimited charter that was ever heard of 
in any legislative body. I notice that Theodore C. Search is one 
of the incorporators in this bill. , - 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. Search is the president of the National Asso- 
ciation of Manufacturers. He is the head of the association. and 
it would be supposed that he would be one of the incorporators. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; and I notice that he is one of the incorpo- 
rators named in this bill. 

Mr, FORAKER: I have no apologies to offer for the presence 
in the bill of the name of Mr. Search, 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. x 

Mr. FORAKER. You will find Mr. Search’s name written all 
over this country in connection with its business interests. He is 
a live, wide-awake, progressive man, at the head of the Manufac- 
turers’ Association, and a man who has been engaged for yearsin 
trying to build up and develop our trade with South American 
countries. Heis just the kind of a man who would seek out and 
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find out a way whereby to facilitate our trade with those coun- 
tries, to the end that we might be on an egun footing with other 
countries, He is just the kindof a man who would find out what 
the advantages are of an international bank, and he is a man en- 
joying the confidence of his fellow-men to such an extent that he 
can associate them with him in business. There is no question 
about what his purpose is. It has been pronounced in many 


ways. 

Mr, BACON, If the Senator will permit me, Iam not speak- 
ing in any disparagement of Mr. Search, but I am simply calling 
attention to the fact of the kindred character of these two bills, 
in which it is sought to confer upon incorporators powers gigantic, 
colossal, dangerous to the public interests and even to 
libe 


o public 

Mr FORAKER. I want to add only one other thing about Mr. 
Search, and that is that I do not know him personally. I never 
saw him in my life. Ihave no relations with him; but I know of 
him as everybody else knows of him who paysany attention to what 
is going on in the business world in this country as an active, 
progressive man. d 

As to the bill the Senator from Pennsylvania had in charge yes- 
terday, or that was referred to yesterday as his measure rather, 
we will discuss that when we come toit. I was not aware when 
it was referred to that any such bill was pending here. But I do 
not see any objection to that bill in the sense that the Senator from 
Georgia objected to it. There may be a question as to the consti- 
tutionality of that proposed measure. I do not want to commit 
myself about that until I have time to examine it further. But 
so far as there being any danger to this country from having that 
done which the incorporators under that bill are proposing to do, 
I do not see it at all, I think it is all intended to advance and 

romote the interests of the country. And so it is about this 
k. Ido not find here in this bill any dangerous powers. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. eee 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator to say that he does not 
see anything dangerous in that bill. Of course it is not now under 
discussion, but the Senator has taken occasion to say that he sees 
nothing in the bill to which allusion has been made that would be 
dangerous to the interests of this country. Now, the question I 
wanted to ask the Senator is this 

Mr. FORAKER. I should have stated, I intended to state, and 
if I did not I will now state, that as interpreted by the letter or 
telegram from Mr. Search which was read yesterday by the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator from Ohio will understand, of 
course, that the charter is not to be construed by the letter of Mr. 
Search, but it is to be construed by the language used in the 
charter. That is a proposed charter which, without any limita- 
tion as to amount, gives to that company the right to buy and 
hold in unlimited amount all kinds of property, real and mal, 
which would include all property in the whole United States. 
The question I want toask the Senator is if he considers that that 
sort of a charter is a proper one to grant? 

Mr. FORAKER, As I have already indicated to the Senator 
from Georgia, I pate to discuss that bill when it comes up for 
consideration. I have not read the bill, Idid not know sucha 
bill was here until yesterday. I did read or heard read the tele- 
gram, however, from Mr. Search, saying what it was that the 
company desired to do if they could get a charter, and I did not 
see anything that was dangerous to the liberties or the business 
interests of this country or the rights of individuals in anything 
that he proposed, 

And so it is with respect to the powers of this bank. Senators 
are speaking about the great and the extraordinary powers con- 
ferred upon this bank. There are no great or extraordinary 
powers, as I understand the bill, conferred upon the bank. The 
powers are only those powers which are n to the conduct 


of the business which the bank is in rated for the p e of 
doing. The powers that are given tothe bank are not given to 
the bank with a view to the profits of the men who may be asso- 


ciated with the bank, but with a view to making it possible for 
the bank to successfully accomplish the purposes it is intended to 
subserve, and we want those p subserved not for the 
benefit of any particular individual but for the benefit of all the 
people of the country who are interested in international com- 
merce of the character that the bank is intended to deal with. 

As I was about saying when the Senator from Georgia inter- 
rupted me, and that is all I have to say about this matter at this 
time, bills of exchange are instruments of commerce, The Su- 
pm Court has so held, and Senators now, whatever may haye 

n their differences of opinion, agree to that, The Supreme 
Court has also said that it is a regulation of commerce to legislate 
with poor to an instrument of commerce so as to facilitate the 
use of it. 

What I claim is that the bill does provide that bills of exchange, 
instruments of commerce, shall be provided under such circum- 


stances and in such a way to the people who have need of themin 
this trade as to facilitate their employment. The facility which 
is thus afforded over that which they now have in the use of bills 
of exchange is necessarily calculated to promote our international 
commerce with those countries; and that being the case, it is 
clearly a regulation of commerce under the decisions to which I 
have been referring. 

Lask that there may be a vote on the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to strike out 
paragraph 7, at thetop of page 11. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. PETTUS. There is an amendment prior to that, but I 
think it would be well to vote on the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia as the Chair states it, because it includes the part 
proposed to be stricken out by my amendment, I ask for the 
yeas and nays upon the amendment, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the amendment stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 7, on 
page 11, in the following words: 

Seventh. To act as the financial agent of any nation, government, State, 
municipality, corporation, or person, and to perform any and all acts and 
duties not inconsistent with law that it may undertake and assume as such 
financial agent, including the sale, exchange, or other disposition of any 
bonds or other evidences of indebtedness issued by any such government, 
State, municipality, corporation, or person, and to act as trustee in any mort- 
gage given to secure such bonds, and to countersign the same as trustee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are demanded 
7 55 agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] to strike out the paragraph which has been read. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from 88 Cuay]. I will transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Rhode ana WETMORE], and that 
will enable the senior Senator from rgia [Mr. Bacon] and 
myself to vote. I vote *‘nay.” 

r. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. If he 
were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and 
vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 
pm with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 

ot knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. If he were 
here, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], who 
is absent. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called), I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and 
withhold my vote. ; 

Mr. TIL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. He being absent, 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr, TUR I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming . WARREN], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont Ar. MORRILL], who is absent. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Utah [Mr. RawLINs]. If he were present, I should vote 
é nay.” 

Mr. CLARK. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. HARRIS]. As heis not in the Chamber, I withhold 
my vote. If he were here, he would vote yea” and I should vote 
“nay,” a 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. Mints]. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], 
who is absent from the city, is paired with the Senator from Loui- 
siana [Mr. McEnery]. I suggested to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana that he should vote, which he did. I transfer my pair to my 
colleague and will vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. BACON. The junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
WETMORE], with whom I am paired, is absent. Under the ar- 
rangement announced by the junior Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. LODGE], by which he and I exchange our pairs, the junior 
nator from Rhode Island will stand paired with my colleague 
[Mr. CLAY]. Iam therefore at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Surrhl. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], who is paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], and I will vote. I vote “nay.” 


Mr. TILL . Under the announcement just made by the 
Senator from Iowa, I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. I make the announcement for to-day and 
will not make it again. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In order to make a quorum, I will vote. I 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—l4. 
Bacon, Gray, Money, Teller, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Pasco, Tillman. 
Cockrel McEnery, Pettus, 
Daniel, Mallory, Roach, 
NAYS—25. 

Allison, Elkins, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 
Baker, Fairbanks, Hoar, quay, 
Burrows, Foraker, age. well, 
Caffery, 2, McBride, Wilson. 

rter, Gallinger, McMillan, 

m, Gear, Morgan, 
Deboe, Hansbrough, Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—50. 

Aldrich, Hanna, Morrill, Sullivan, 
Alien, Har: Murphy, Thu: 

rry. Jones, Ark. Nelson, Turley, 
Butler, Jones, Nev. Pe: Turner, 
Cannon, Kenney, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Chandler, Kyle, Platt, N. Y. est, 
Chilton, ndsay, Pritchard, arren. 
Clark, McLaurin, Proctor. Wellington, 
Clay, Mantle, Rawlins, Wetmore, 
Davis, Mart Shou White, 
Faulkner, Mason, Smi Wolcott. 
Gorman, Mills, Spooner, 
Hale, Mitchell, Stewart, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum of the Senate has not 
voted. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- Call 


swered to their names: 


Aliso Fairbanks, McBride, 

Bacon,” Foraker, McEnery, Patt Conn 
Baker, Frye, MeLan Prite 
Bate, Gallinger, c Quay, 
Caffery, z Mallory, 

Carter Gray, Mantle, Sewel 
Clark, Hanna, Money, Shoup, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, organ, 8 
Cullom, Hawle Nelson, ller, 
Davis, Heitt Pasco, Turner, 
Deboe, oar, Perkins, Wilson. 
Elkins, ge, Pettigrew, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will call 
the roll on 1 5 the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I desire to announce 
my pair with the Senator from Kansas [Mr, Tam gebs 

. DAVIS (when his name was 8 I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I in an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Texas 4 51 
which I transfer to my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER]. That 
enable the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY] and me to 
vote. I vote “nay.” A 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWIIxs J]. 

in. LODGE (when his name was called), I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay]. I make the 
same transfer that I did before, enrian Se pair to the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], so that the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island will stand paired with the junior Senator from 
Georgia, which will enable the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

Bacon] and me to vote. I vote “nay.” 
`~ Mr. MALLORY. I 7 755 announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. I transfer my pair to the 
senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and will vote. I vote 
t yea. ” < 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I have a general 

air with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. Ido not see 

nim in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I transfer my 
pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH], and 
will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I son announce my 
pair with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 


Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. : 

Mr. McLAURIN Byer Mr. TILLMAN’s name was called). I 
desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. TILLMAN] witli 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], 
and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. BACON. Under the announcement made by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts, I will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CLARK. My colleague [Mr. WARREN] is 1 8 from the 
Chamber, and, I understand, is paired with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. TURNER]. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Kansas Mr. Harris]. I suggest to the Senator from Washing- 
ton that we transfer our pairs, which will allow both of us to vote. 

Mr. TURNER. Very well; that is agreeable, 

Mr. CLARK. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURNER. I vote yea.“ 

_ Mr. HANNA. By arrangement, I transfer my pair with the 
unior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins] to the Senator from 
inois [Mr. Mason], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. = (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote. 

r. SULLIVAN. My pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason] having been transferred, I will vote. I vote yea.“ 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bacon, McEnery, Pasco, Teller, 
Bate, MeLa Pettigrew. Turner. 
Coe Mallo; Pettus, 
Gray, Mitchel Roach, 
Heitfeld, oney, Sullivan, 
NAYS—238. 
Allison, Deboe, Hansbrough, Ne 
Baker, Elkins, Hawley, Perkins, 
Burrows, Fair Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Caffery, Foraker, Lodge, Pri 
Carter, Frye, McBride, Quay, 
Clark, G ger, McMillan, we 
om, Morgan, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—H4. 

Aldri Gear, Mason, Stewart, 
Allen, Go Mills, Thurston, 
ITY, Hale, Morrill, Tillman, 

Butler, Harris, Murphy, Turley, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Penrose Tu 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. Ve 

Chilton, Kenney, octor, Warren 
Clay, Kyle, Rawlins, Wellington, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Shou Wetmore, 
Davis, Mantle, Smith: Whi 
Faulkner, Spooner, W. t. 


So Mr. Dax IELs amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama (Mr. 220 J. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
wait until we can have a vote on this amendment, at any rate. 
Another amendment has been offered, and I think it is the last 


one. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator thinks he can secure a vote, I have 
no objection to withdrawing the motion. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the 
Senate any great length of time. I merely wish to say a few 
words on the bill. 


It seems to me that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] con- 
founds the re an instrument of commerce with commerce 
itself. Because this bank can make a bill of exchange, he as- 
sumes that it is engaged in commerce. I read to him the case 
that he had before where the court said distinctly that the 
making of a bill of exchange was not commerce. I will read as 
little as I can in order to give it sense: 

Now, the individual who uses his money in buying and selling bills of ex- 
ee 8 and who 3 realizes a profit, may be taxed by a State in propor- 

o his income, as other persons are taxed, or in the form of a license. He 
is not engaged in commerce, but in sipping aa instrument of commerce, 
He is less connected with it than the shipbuilder, without whose labor for- 
eign commerce could not te carried on. 


If because this bank is authorized to issue a bill of exchange 
we are authorized to giveit a charter, we can as well charter 
corporations to build * build railroads, and to engage in a 
thousand things that nobody would expect or undertake to have 
the United States Government interfere with. Ihave another 
case decided in 1868. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the case the Senator has read from? 

Mr. TELLER. It is the case of Nathan vs. Louisiana, found in 
8 Howard, e 81. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator at some convene 
ient time a question on that point, 
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Mr. TELLER. Now is as well as any time. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the AEDE if he has adverted 
to this distinction: It is true that the man who merely e in 
the buying and selling of bills of exchange in Boston or New York 
is not ing in foreign commerce, although those bills of ex- 
change may be instruments of foreign commerce, coy bee l 
a man who in Boston or New York buys and sells or ds ships 
is engaged in foreign commerce, X £ 
ment of commerce. Buta man who engages in buying and sell- 
ing ships from foreign countries, made there, is engaged in for- 
eign commerce, because a citizen domiciled in one country is 
dealing with one in another. This bank is to deal with bills of 
exchange, with persons abroad as well as persons at home. It is 
not the mere fact that the bills of exchange are instruments of 
commerce, but it is that the bank is dealing with persons abroad 
in those instruments of commerce which makes it foreign com- 
merce. That does not come within the decision of the court. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it does. I call attention toanother case, 
where the court passed upon this very question, and in order to 
save time I will read briefly from the opinion of the court. I 
simply say that I am not one of those who are inclined to deny any 

wer to the General Government that may be necessary. I be- 
ewe that the Government of the United States possesses every 

wer that is necessary to carry on a great national government. 

ut I do not believe it is necessary that we should have the 

power to authorize the incorporation of a bank to issue bills of 
exchange. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator it me to ask him a 
question? It is whether Congress has wer to direct that all 
ships engaged in foreign commerce shall be built in a certain 
manner, and whether or not the power to regulate commerce 
does not involve the power to create instrumentalities of com- 
merce? 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt the Government could regulate 
the character of shipping, but this bill does not attempt to regu- 
late the character of bills of exchange. A bill of exchange 
had a character for the last two thousand years, and it has not 
been changed and it has still got it. If we were to create some 
new kind of bill of exchange, perhaps there might be some pro- 
priety in it. Here is a case which I think is pertinent, and I will 
read what was the point before the court: 


An act of the legislature of V on the 3d of Feb A 
rovided that ap! ce ee ee under the laws of the 
Btate should carry on its business within the State without previously ob- 


taining a license for that and that it should not receive such license 
79 sit with the treasurer of the State bonds of a specified 
ousand dollars, accord- 


to consist of 6 per cent bonds of the State, or other bonds of pu 1 
the 


residents of th 
executed for money lent or debts contracted after passage of act, 
bearing not less than 6 per cent per annum interest. 


This is very interesting, but I will not read it all. There were 
two questions in the case. I will deal with only one, however. 
First, they settled what the pore of the State was as to incorpo- 
ration. e court then finally got down to it, and said: 


222 ae e S the open of the EERO of counsal 
ew York are corporations to orce e counse 
The defect of the arg at es in the chatgoter of thelr basinean: Issuing a 
policy of insurance is not a transaction of commerce. 


It is not an instrument of commerce at all. It may excite com- 
merce; it may stimulate commerce. 

indemnity against loss b: tered 

into between the corporations and the posers if fora — 1 — paid by 


of commerce in any proper 
meaning of the word. They are not subjects of trade and barter offe in 


transfer of the š ontrs an ions, 
though the parties may be domiciled in different States. The policies donot 
take effect, are not executed contracts, until delivered the agent in Vir- 
They are then local transactions, and are goyerned b 
ey do not constitute a part of the commerce between the States any more 
than a contract for the purchase and sale of goods in V; by a citizen 
of New York whilst in Virginia would constitute a portion of such commerce. 
In Nathan vs. Louisiana— 


The case from which I have read— 


this court held that a law of that State imposing a tax on money and exchange 
brokers who dealt entirely in the purchase and sale of foreign bills of ex- 
change was not in conflict with the constitutional power of a 
late commerce. The individual thus using his money and t,” said the 
court, is not engaged in commerce, but is suppl an instrument of com- 
merce. He is lessconnected with it than the ship , Without whose labor 
foreign commerce could not becarried on.” And the opinion shows that, al- 
instruments of commerce, they are the subjects of State re; 
erentially, that they may be subjects of direct State taxation. 

In dete: ing,” said the court, “on the nature and effect of the contract, 

where it was made or where it was to be performed. 

And bills of exchange, foreign or domestic, constitute, it would seem, no ex- 
ception to this rule.” 2 


That was in 1868, 


Some of the States have adopted the law merchant, others have not. The 
time within which a demand m gies oho a the 


ust be made on a bill, a protest entered and 
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notes are as com- 
the eommerce of the Union- And ifs tax 


much more so may contracts of ce t — $ 

We perceive noi in the statute of which conflicts with the 
Constitution of the United States; and the j t of the supreme court of 
appeals of that State must therefore be affirmed. 

Mr. President, that is stated as clearly as it can be stated, and I 
will not waste the time of the Senate at this hour of the afternoon 
by making any remarks upon it. Lonly wish to say that the mak- 
ing of a corporation of this kind is not a mere idle thing; it is not 
a thing that ought to be passed over lightly. What the power of 
the General Government is with reference to corporations I think 
has been very fairly settled by the courts; and I think the Senate 
of the United States ought to keep itself within the lines of such 
herman I =a clear that = can be no authority found for 

e exercise of such power as is here proposed by anything that 
the courts have determined. The case which the Senator cited in 
135 United States Reports of the condemnation of land in the 
Indian Territory is not a case in point at all. 

I will not spend the time of the Senate in going overit. The 
Senate has given practically no attention to this case. We have 
discussed it here, of the time with only ten or twelve Senators 
in attendance and at no time during the day, I believe, were there 
more than twenty Senators present until the roll was called. It 
seems difficult to get the Senate to take hold of a question of this 
kind, and yet we are starting with a system which, with the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY], 
may become the general banking system of this country, under 
which may be built up a hundred, a thousand, or two or three 
thousand great banks. They are banks that must have $1,000,000 
and, I believe, not less than $5,000,000 of capital, and in a coun 
as rich as this, if there are special privileges given and some ad- 
vantages to be obtained under such an act, there is no doubt but 
the number of banks will be increased and our financial system 
may be entirely upset, entirely put out of joint, by the passage of 
a bill here to which I say not one-third of the Senate given 
any attention. 

is bill ought to go to the Committee on Finance, and it ought 
to be very carefully considered. It comes from a committee which 
is not naturally charged with the question of the banking system 
of the United States, If this bill passes, whenever we come to re- 
vise the banking system of this country, it must be in keeping 
with the system here proposed. 

I know this bank is not to issue money, is not to issue bills, but 
every bank which issues credit issues money in the proper sense 
of the term. That bank, when it shall have the power to put on 
its books a credit to its patrons of $20,000,000 or $50,000,000 or an 
other number of millions of dollars it may think is prudent, will 
affect the currency of this country to that extent, because when 
a bank has said to me or to anybody else, We iiss, geo your right 
to draw a draft or a check upon us for a hun thousand dol- 
lars,” it has practically extended the currency of the country to 
that extent. When the bank has got out the great issue which it 
may get out, and then calls upon every one of its customers to 
repay, and draws in the money it has out or the credit that it has 
out, it may contract the currency millions and millions of dollars. 
That such a bank should be created here with so little attention, 
so little consideration, satisfies me that our financial system is be- 


ded froct | ing trifled with, to say the least, 


. President, I should like to vote for anything and everything 
that would extend our commerce. I noticed particularly the let- 
ter which was read in which I was referred to, and I want to say 
to the Senator who has this bill in charge, as I said to the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the other day, the trouble does not lie in 
lack of bills of exchange; it lies in the fact that you have no 
communication with those countries. If you charter this bank, 
it will send every one of its bills of exchange by way of London 
or Paris or some other foreign city, and you will get no commu- 
nication so that you can draw directly upon Rio de Janeiro orany 
other South American city. You may draw er Rio de Janeiro, 
but you will send your draft through some London banker, because 
vou have got to send it by a ship to England, and then you have 

t to send it from England by some other ship which goes from 
there to South America. 


If I believed it was within the province of the Government of 
the United States to create this bank, if I believed that it would 
create any additional amount of commerce, that it would stimu- 
late and enco commerce, I should be very glad to vote for it, 
for Iam one of those who realize that the time has come when 


people have to look for foreign markets. I appre- 
a not knowingly Sada 


and ! ciate that as much as anybody, and I woul 


6038 


any obstacle in the way of any agency which was a Se er and 
peop agency for the extension of commerce. I did not like 
without some explanation to vote against the bill when it was be- 
ing asserted here so positively that this bank is one of the agen- 
cies to extend our commerce, and to have it c that I am 
not in favor of every movement which is made in the interest of 
the extension of our commerce and the increase of our exports. 
That is my excuse for haying detained the Senate. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I shall not occupy the time of 
the Senate more than a minute. 

As I understand, the main object of this bill is to create a bank- 
ing system, not for our own country, but for exchanges, particu- 
larly with South America, and the establishment of branches in 
lip America, in order to facilitate the drawing of bills of ex- 

nge. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] says we have no 
steamers. If we have no steamers, it is largely because we have 
no banking facilities. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the Senator’s statement? 

Mr.SEWELL. We have no steamers largely because we have 
no banking facilities in South America. The object is to advance 
money to encourage steamships. We ought to have at least ten 
lines of steamers to South America. We have got to start one or 
the other. We have got either to start the steamers first or the 
bank; but if we are not able to start the steamers first, we will 
51150 his 177 ted to the gentl h posed to 

this power is gran o the gentlemen who are pro 

be incorporated by this bill, who control a large amount of capi- 
tal, it will not interfere in any sense with the banking interests of 
the country, but will encourage our foreign trade, which we sadly 
need, As the Senator very properly said to-day, we have no bank- 
ing facilities with South America except through exchanges with 
England, but these men, who are amongst the most active and 
posse men of the country, propose to establish just such re- 

tions as will encourage American shipments direct and Ameri- 
can exchanges direct. If you will look at the foreign shipments 
in New York, the money exchanges, you will find they are almost 
entirely in the hands of foreigners; that they are controlling the 
capital of this country at the present day, and that our popie 
have not gone into it because we have not encouraged them. Thi 
is the first active, earnest attempt in a direction that will aid in 
the establishment of American commercial facilities in Brazil, in 
the Argentine, so that the bills for the payment of the coffee and 
the hides and the wool which are shipped from those countries 
may be drawn on New York or any other point in the United 
States where they have their office. 

As a business man, I commend the bill to the favorable consid- 
eration of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not say that we lacked 
banking facilities. I do not understand that we do. I do not 
understand the reason my ee do not sell more goods to South 
America is because of the lack of banking facilities. I think it is 
just the reverse of that. We have plenty of banking facilities, 

ut we have not the transportation facilities. This pro bank 
is not only an international bank, according to its charter, but 
it is a national bank, a bank to do business in this country. It 
can do an unlimited business in this country and do it under this 
ohars and not do anything in a foreign country unless it sees 

t to do so. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I have listened to the discus- 
sion of this measure, although I have not heard the entire debate, 
I desire to indicate very briefly the views which will govern my 
vote on the bill. 

I notice one thing in the votes which have been taken on this 
measure, when we haye been perfecting it, which strikes me as a 
little remarkable, and that is that there is no division of senti- 
ment whatever concerning this measure upon the other side of the 
Chamber. Every amendment has been carried with entire una- 
nimity by the votes of Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber; and it strikes me as remarkable that every time the question 
of the incorporation of a company or the question of the protec- 
tion of capital is involved, the Republican members of the Senate 
should be found voting solidly and unanimously upon the side of 
the corporations, of capital, and absolutely ignoring very grave 
constitutional questions, upon which, at least, it would seem there 
ought to be some division of sentiment on that side, as there ap- 
pears to be a division of sentiment on that subject on this side of 
the Chamber. 

Mr, PETTUS. With the leave of the Senator from Washing- 
ton, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

w FORAKER. Will the Senator yield to me for just a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER, I was hoping that we might be able to get a 
vote on the bill to-night. I did not know the Senator from Wash- 
ington desired to speak, 7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 16, 


Mr, PETTUS. The Senator from Washington desires to de- 
bate the subject, and therefore I think the bill ought to be laid 
over. 2 
Mr. FORAKER. I hope we may now be able to agree upon 
some time when we can take a vote, if that will suit the Senator 
from Washington. se 

Mr, PETT US. There will be no delay about it. 

Mr. FORAKER, I wish we could acre upon an hour. I ask 
unanimous consent, in order to get it before the Senate, that we 
vote upon the bill to-morrow at 8 o'clock, say. 

Mr. ETTUS. No; I shall not agree to that. There has been 
no 8 indeed, there has been hurry. 

Mr. ORAKER. I know there has not been any delay; I am 
not complaining; but it will be a great accommodation to me if a 
time can be fixed for the final vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have no doubt the Senator can get a vote to- 
morrow on the bill, but I do not see that we ought to agree to it 
now. 

Mr. FORAKER. It would be a great personal accommodation 
to me if I could get an agreement to vote upon the bill. Of course 
that should not be taken into consideration; but that was my ex- 
cuse for making the request. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. PETTUS. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 17, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 16, 1898, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM, 
To be majors, to date from April 26, 1898. 


Capt. Henry R. Brinkerhoff, Fifteenth Infantry, to fill an origi- 
nal sarge 

Capt. J. Milton Thompson, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to fill an 
original vacancy. - 

Capt. John W. Bubb, Fourth Infantry, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Charles L. Davis, Tenth Infantry, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Frank D, Baldwin, Fifth Infantry, to an original 


acancy. 
Capt. Charles R, Paul, Eighteenth Infantry, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

Capt. Carroll H. Potter, Eighteenth Infantry, to fill an original 


vacancy. 
Capt. Hugh G. Brown, Twelfth Infantry, to fill an original 


vacancy. 
Capt. Alfred C. Markley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to fill an 
original vacancy. ; 
pt. Lyster M. O’Brien, Seventeenth Infantry, to fill an origi- 
nal vacancy. 
Capt. William Auman, Thirteenth Infantry, to fill an original 
vacancy. 
Capt. Jesse M. Lee, Ninth Infantry, to fill an original vacancy. 
Capt. James Miller, Second Infantry, to fill an original vacancy. 
Capt. Thomas Wilhelm, Eighth Infantry, to fill an original 
vacancy. 
Capt. Henry C. Ward, Sixteenth Infantry, to fill an original 


vacancy. 
Capt. Leopold O. Parker, First Infantry, to fill an original va- 


cancy. 
Capt. David J. Craigie, Twelfth Infantry, to fill an original va- 
cancy. 


Vv 


To be captains, to date from April 26, 1898. 


First Lieut. Walter A. Thurston, Sixteenth Infantry, vice 
Coolidge, Seventh Infantry, 5 

First Lieut. Edward H. Plummer, Tenth Infantry, vice Hartz, 
Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry Kirby, Tenth Infantry, vice Dempsey, Sec- 
ond Infantry, promoted. 


To be first lieutenants, to date from April 26, 1898. 


Second Lieut. John L. Hines, Second Infantry, vice Chynoweth, 
Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Guy H. B. Smith, Fourth Infantry, vice Thurs 
ton, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Matthias Crowley, Fifth Infantry, vice Plummer 
Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Jacques De L. Lafitte, First Infantry, vice Kirby 
Tenth Infantry, promoted. 


1898. 
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CAVALRY ARM, 


First Lieut. Parker W. West, Third Cavalry, to be captain, May 
81, 1898, vice Hennisee, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 
Second Lient. Harold P. Howard, Sixth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 31, 1898, vice West, Third Cavalry, promoted. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. Robert J. Gibson, assistant surgeon, to be s m with 
the rank of major, April 23, 1898, vice Shannon, retired from 
active service. : 

PAY DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. Asa B. Carey, deputy pa iter-general, to be as- 
sistant paymaster-general with the rank of colonel, June 10, 1898, 


vice Candee, deceased. 
Maj. Charles I. Wilson, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 
neral with the rank of lientenant-colonel, June 10, 1898, vice 
arey, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
PAY DEPARTMENT. 


Jerome A. Watrous, of Wisconsin, to be paymaster with the 
rank of major, June 15, 1898, vice Wilson, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ‘VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
SECOND REGIMENT, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 
Franklin A. Meacham, of Utah. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS. 


To be captain. 
Horace C. Keifer, of Ohio. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Frederick M. Barstow, of Vermont. 


THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 


To be first lieutenant. 
Walter Kirkpatrick Brice, of Ohio. 
The nomination of Walter Kirk Brice, of Ohio, for the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 13, 1898, is 
hereby withdrawn. 


SIXTH REGIMENT VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 


: To be major. 
Spier Whitaker, of North Carolina. 


TO BE BRIGADE SURGEONS WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 


George W. Crile, of Ohio. 
Edward Martin, of Pe Ivania. 
Calvin H. English, of Indiana. 
George B. Bunn, of Ohio. 

George H. Penrose, of Utah. 


TO BE COMMISSARIES OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 


Joseph F. Evans, of California. 

George B. McCallum, of Pulaski, Tenn. 

Mr. McCallum was nominated to the Senate on the 19th ultimo, 
and confirmed on the 24th ultimo, under the name of George B. 
eens. This message is to correct error in name of the nom- 

ee. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Charles C. Cole, of New York, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the Twenty-first district of New York, to succeed William 
A. Beach, remov 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Isaac L. Patterson, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon, to succeed Thomas 
J. Black, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 16, 1898. 
CONSUL. 


Hans J. Smith, of South Dakota, to be consul of the United 
States at Bombay, India. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Robert Smalls, of South Carolina, to be collector ‘of customs for 
the district of Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS, 


Ralph J. Whitiedge, of Missouri, to be supervising inspector of 
steam vessels for the Fourth district, 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


George A. McKenzie, of Stockton, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Stockton, Cal. 
F. W. King, of Dighton, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Wakeeney, Kans. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenants. 
John Williams Black, of Illinois. 
Walter Kirk Brice, of Ohio, 
To be assistant quartermaster with the rank of captain. 
Edward Willis, of South Carolina. 
FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 
Louis Livingston Seaman, of New York. 
TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 
William Morton Fuqua, of Kentucky. 
FOURTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
The Rev. Samuel F. Chapman, of Virginia. 
To be majors. 
Henry H. Landon, of New Lork. 
Theophilus Parker, of Virginia. 
SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS. 
To be second lieutenant, 
Charles Kern, of Colorado. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Charles D. Comfort, of Missouri. ' 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 
John G. Davis, of Illinois. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 
Maxine Landry, of Louisiana, 
Rollin T. Burr, of California. 
TO BE ENGINEER OFFICER WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 
Josiah Pierce, jr., of the District of Columbia. 
TO BE CHIEF COMMISSARIES OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF 
MAJOR. 
Herbert Katz, of New Jersey. 
Joseph H. Heatwole, of Indiana. 
TO BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 
William M. Ekin, of Kentucky. 
TO BE ENGINEER OFFICERS WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 
Capt. James A. Irons, Twentieth United States Infantry. 
lar Lieut. Spencer Crosby, Corps of Engineers, United States 
TO BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN. 
Homer F, Aspinwall, of Illinois. 
TO BE COMMISSARIES OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN. 
ieee Lieut. Albert S. Brookes, Eighteenth United States 


try. : 
William W. Statham, of Virginia. 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS, 


To be captains. 
Samuel S. Sample, of Missouri. 
Robert S. Thompson, of South Carolina. 
Ambrose Higgins, of Pennsylvania. 
Henry H. Canfield, of Iowa. ; 

To be first lieutenants, 

Charles de Forest Chandler, of Ohio. 
Samuel M. Butler, of New York. 
Rollo B. Oglesbee, of Indiana. 


To be second lieutenants. 

Meldrum Gray, of Ohio. 
Henry C. Baldwin, of New York. 
William T. Davenport, of New Jersey. 

To be additional paymasters. 
Clifford Arrick, of Indiana, 
William J. Black, of Delaware. 
Henry Byron May, of Massachusetts. 
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FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be captain. 
Azel Ames, jr., of Massachusetts, 
POSTMASTERS. 
William H. Arthur, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Michigan. 
Edward Hirsch, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Marion and State of Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, June 16, 1898. 
The House was called to order at 12 o'clock m. by the Clerk, 
ALEXANDER MCDOWELL, who read the following communication: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 16, 1898. 
I 8 8 2 Jonx DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, to preside dur - 
ing the session oi y. oe 


The SPEAKER pro tempore thereupon took the chair. . 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupkx. 

ea Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

roved. 
k AMENDMENT OF WAR REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 10692, an amendment to 
the war revenue bill, unanimously reported from the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill supplemental to acts relating to internal revenue. 

Be it enacted, etc., That every person, firm, company, association, or cor- 
poration liable to any special or other internal-revenue tax, or ha 
session or control of any article or thing on which the tax imposed bylaw 
not been paid, and every executor, administrator, trustee, or other fiducia: 
having in nee trust ay legacies or distributive shares, shall file wit 
the collector of the district such inventories, schedules, or returnsin duplicate 
and at such times as the Commissioner of Internal Reyenue may require. 
And the rarer pk — mi we = Revenue may also require 
statement under oath to be made by every person, company, 
or corporation 9 in any business or occupation as to which a special 
tax is imposed, where exemption from such tax is claimed on the ground of 
any limitation as to the amount fixed by law or for any other reason. 

Bec. 2. That the act approved June 13, 1898, entitled “An act to provide 
ways and means to meet war ditures, and for other p po, and 
the same is hereby, amended as follows: At the end of the paragraph relat- 
ing to “Insurance (casualty, fidelity, and guarantee), insert the following: 

“Provided, That — 2 fidelity, an: tee companies car- 
rying on said business solely for thelr own protection and not for profit, and 
having no capital stock, shall be the tax herein p i 

SEC. 3. That all internal-revenue taxes imposed by an act entitled “An act 
to provide ways and means to meet war ditures, and for other pur- 

” approved June 13, 1898, shall, when not paid by stamp or in the man- 
ner required by law, be assessed and collected as other internal-revenue 
taxesare assessed and collected; and all existing provisions of law relating to 
the assessment and collection of internal-revenue taxes, inclu assessable 
return of the tax du 


denoting the 
where such FAND is pe Bhar a i! y law to be affixed, or w 


Sec. 5. That the gross annual receipts taxable under the provisions of an 

internal-revenue law shall be held to be the gross annual receipts for 

al tax year beginning on the Ist day of July and ending on the 30th day 
of June following, and the first monthly return of such gross mept re- 
quired to be made shall be made and rendered for the month of July, 1898. 

Sec. 6. That the tax im law on original domestic money o 
issued by the Government of the United States shall be payable by stamp to 
be affixed to such money order by the person to whom at the time such 
money order is issued. 

SEC. T. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may make all needful rules and regulations 
for carrying into effect any provision of law relating to internal revenue. 

Mr. BAILEY. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is the unanimous report of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, but the gentleman from Texas 
was not present, 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwas not in attendance on the Ways and Means 
Committee at the time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill is made necessary in the judgment 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue by what he are 
omissions in the Senate amendments to the war revenue bill, bear- 
ing upon the stamp tax im npes sleeping and parlor car 
tickets in the first place, and secondly on the tax upon the gross 
receipts of refineries of sugar and of oil, there being inadequate 
provision for returns in such cases, and also by certain other pro- 
visions relative to the enforcement of the law. It is found that 
in the Senate amendment imposing a tax on refineries of sugar and 
oil there is no specific statement as to what constitutes the year 
for which the tax is to be assessed. In order to make that definite, 
one of the amendments proposes that in such cases it shall be for 
the fiscal year. Another amendment relates to postal money 


2 


orders, It will be remembered that the amendment inserted by 
the Senate, and agreed to by the House, provided that the stamp 
should be added to the cost of the order. That this cost of the 
stamp is to be added to the price of the order is made definite. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, Ican see but one amendment about 
which there might be a question, and that is the one relating to 
insurance companies. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was about to call attention to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman to that point, 
will he allow me a question on another matter? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. i 

Mr. DOCKERY. AsI — . —.— the statement of the gentle- 
man, the war revenue bill recently passed imposes a tax on do- 
3 money orders, the tax being added to the amount of the 
order. 

Mr. DIN GLE. That provision was added to the bill by a Sen- 
ate amendment; that has already been agreed to. amend- 
ment now eee relating to that subject simply makes it clearer. 

Mr. DO RY. Allow me to ask whether that bill imposes 
any tax on express money orders? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly; and that was why the tax was 
put on postal money orders, because we had imposed this tax on 


express orders and telegraphic orders. 


ow, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to what is the only 
substantial modification proposed in the war revenue act, the 
others being merely administrative provisions. In ing the 
war revenue bill, the rule was adopted as to the stamp tax im- 
posed upon policies of insurance that purely mutual or coopera- 
tive companies, without capital stock, and doing business for the 
benefit simply of the policy holders, should not be required to pay 
the stamp tax. We provided a specific exemption in the case of 
mutual life-insurance companies and fire-insurance companies, 
But when we came to casualty and guaranty companies, we were 
not aware that there were any mutual casualty companies in the 
country. When the bill went to the Senate, it was ascertained 
that there were such companies; but by an inadvertence ee 
that body intended to adopt an amendment on that subject) the 
amendment was not adopted. The amendment to which I am 
now referring provides simply for porting mutual casualty, fidel- 
ity, and guaranty companies on the same basis as mutual fire- 
insurance companies and mutual life-insurance companies. Of 
course the principle should apply to all mutual companies if it is 
to apply to 2275 

Mr. BAILEY. I agree with the gentleman on that point; but 
although I can understand that there might be a mutual casualty 
company, it is difficult for me to conceive how there could be a 
mutual guaranty or fidelity company. I am very free to say I 
did not know there were any such companies. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwas not aware at first that there were any 
mutual casualty companies; but the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Tope Fi president of such a company; and he has 
informed me as to the methods of their organization, which brings 
it within the rule to which we agreed exempting mutual and co- 
operative companies. This N as I think gentlemen will 
recognize, ought to be applied to casualty, fidelity, and guaranty 
companies where they are organized as purely mutual companies 
having no capital stock and not being carried on for profit. 

This is the only new legislation outside of administrative fea- 
tures that there is in the bill. AsI have already said, the bill is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and has been unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The first ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment, which the Clerk will 


e Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, in lines 19 and 20, strike ont S do by stamp to be affixed to 
ering money order“ and insert “added to the fee required by law and pay- 
able.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a 
ly read the third time, and passed, 
a motion to reconsider the last 


third time; andit was accordi 
On motion of Mr. DINGLE 
vote was laid on the table, 


SUBPORTS OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY, TEXAS. 


Mr, PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 8209) making Sabine Pass and Port Arthur, in the State of Texas, 
subports of entry and delivery. 

Be it enacted, ete., That Sabine Pass and Port Arthur, in the State of Texas, 
shall be, and are hereby, made subports of entry and delivery in the enstoms 
district of Galveston, and a customs ofticer, or such other officers, shall be 
stationed at each of said subports, with authority to enter and clear lang 
receive duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform such other services an 
receive such compensation as in the judgment of the of the Treas- 
ury the exigencies of commerce may require. 
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ships carrying the grain of the great valleys of the West out from 
that port across the Atlantic Ocean to Liverpool and other Euro- 
pean points. More foreign commerce has gone out upon lighters 
and been floated down from Port Arthur to deep water within 
the last year than ever went out of Sabine Pass during its entire 
existence. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Ways and Means 
was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following in lieu 


— . entry and delivery in the customs district of Galveston, and a 
ther officers, 


officer, or such o shall be stationed at said subport, with N : 
l i ferret ged _Now, what are we asking? We simply ask that this Senate pro- 
ro i down’ seh services ot yor ae 5 “as in the | vision g ving a subport of entry to of these places stay in the 


other ve 
— of the Secretary of the Treasury the exigencies of commerce may 
req * 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill just reported? : 

Mr. COWHERD.. Reserving the right to object, I wish to know 
whether, if this bill be taken up, we be given an opportunity 
to discuss it and to offer am ents. If not, I shall object. 

Mr. PAYNE. As the gentleman is no doubt aware, the whole 
controversy arising in connection with this bill is upon the amend- 
ment which has been reported by the committee. The contro- 
versy is whether there shall be twosubports of entry and deliver 
established, or simply one, to be at Sabine Pass. The Senate bi 
having provided for two ports of entry, one at Sabine Pass and 
the other at Port Arthur, the Committee on Ways and Means has 
reported an amendment providing for the establishment of only 
one port, which is to be at Sabine Pass. So that the amendment 
which the gentleman from Missouri, as I understand, desires to 
have ding, will be before the House, if the bill be taken up. 
As I take it, the gentleman is in favor of establishing both su 
ports, as 8 in the Senate bill. 

Mr. COWHERD, That is true. Iam in favor of both subports, 
but I do not like to put myself in the on of objecting to the 
consideration of the bill. I should like, however, to have an op- 
portunity to place my views on the question before the House, 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, five or ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman if the House grants 
consideration to the bill, : 

Mr. COWHERD. Then, as I understand, the proposition will 
first come on the amendment to the Senate bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. On the amendment to substitute Sabine Pass for 
both. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, I yield, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] ten minutes. 

Mr. COW. Mr. S r, I should like to have the atten- 
tion of the House for a few minutes in the discussion of this 
measure, and for that reason, Mr. Speaker, I ask for order before 


I begin. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. COWHERD. This bill, as originally introduced, made both 
Sabine Pass and Port Arthur subports of entry. Neither are cities 
of at importance, commercially or otherwise, at this time. 
Sabine Pass is a small port on the Gulf that has never done any 
import business of any importance whatever, and almostits entire 
export business consists of lumber. Within the last two or three 
years a railroad has been built extending from Kansas City to the 
Gulf in a direct line, terminating at Port Arthur. Over $25,000,000 
has been expended in constructing the road and in preparing 
for terminals at Port Arthur. There is no deep water at this 
time at that point. Some contention arose between the proprie- 
tors of the land at Sabine Pass and the builders of this road as to 
where they should put the terminus. Gentlemen will say that 
the desire to fix it at Port Arthur isa land scheme. Possibly 
that may be true; but I wish to say to this House that the desire 
to force this road to put its terminals at Sabine Pass is another 
land scheme, and what I wish members to remember is this: That 
it is no part of the business of the Government of the United 
States to promote one land scheme over another land scheme, 

I say here that the men who desire to build a city at Sabine Pass 
have put these amendments onto this Senate bill; and if there is a 
desire to build a city at Port Arthur, and my constituents are 
willing to spend $3,000,000 to bring deep water to that port, what 
business is it of the Government of the United States to say that 
it willnot give them an opportunity because some man wants to 
build a city at some other place? hen did the Government of 
the United States rightly become a party to these transactions? 

Now, the railroad company whose terminus is at Port Arthur 
are to-day dredging a canal from deep water at Sabine Pass to 


bill. We 8 that these two towns be put upon an equal 
footing. We ask no favors. We simply ask that w ou put 
a deputy at one pee, you put a deputy at the other and let the 
fittest survive. say that if you will do that, the future will 
show that within one year, for every dollar of revenue received 
by the Government of the United States upon imports at Sabine 
Pass, there will be $100 received at Port Arthur. Sabine Pass 
never has been and neyer will be a port of entry for imports or 
for exports, except lumber and possibly cotton, unless they come 
by way of Port Arthur. Is it fair or is it right to demand of the 
merchants at Port Arthur when that port is built that they shall 
travel 12 or 15 miles down to Sabine Pass every time they wish to 
receive or send out their merchandise? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have a few minutes left, and I 
want to reserve the balance of my time until I hear what gentle- 
men have to say upon the other side. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course after I conclude I shall move the pre- 
vious question. If the gentleman wishes to use his time, he had 
better do so. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the gentleman advances any argument on 
the other side, he should give me an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman knows very well what the con- 
troversy is. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] desire 
some time? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think I will only take four or five minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, the whole contest is between two rival land schemes, 
and there is no public convenience that can possibly require more 
than one subport of entry. The demand upon Congress is that 
in order to adjust the rivalries between the two schemes two 
offices shall be created where but one is needed. I care nothing 
about Sabine Pass—— 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. Would even one subport of entry be needed 
if it were not for the commerce created by the Port Arthur road? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; I think so. I think the commerce of that 
great oan would require a port of entry. 

Mr. COWHERD. It always went by way of New Orleans until 
this road was built. 

Mr. BAILEY. Because we have not had deep water heretofore 
anywhere on the Gulf. We do have it now, and that creates a 
necessity for a port of entry. Iam very free to say that I would 
as soon have voted to locate it at Port Arthur as at Sabine Pass, 
but I would only vote to establish one subport of entry, The gen- 
tleman who represents that district is one with whom my rela- 
tions are as close as with any man in this House; but when he 
asked me to vote for both, I told him frankly I would not. But 
I said, It is 23 district, and you are entitled to decide it, and 
I will vote to locate it wherever you say.” He said if he could 
not get them both, he wanted it at Sabine Pass. He is the Repre- 
sentative of those le. If he makes a mistake, they can punish 
him. We are beyond their control, and inasmuch as it is a local 
matter, it ought to be dealt with by the Representative of the dis 
trict, who can be punished if he decides it wrong. I believe every 
gentleman on this floor would feel that he has not been justly 
treated if we were to go into his district and say, You shall not 
be permitted to select the place; we will select it for you.” 

ow, if the Congress, in order to reconcile the rivalry of two 
town-site companies, wish to create two offices where but one 
is saya gentlemen can yote for the Senate bill and against 
the House amendment; but if you desire simply to serve the pub- 
lic convenience, then you will vote but for one subport of entry; 
and if you desire to apply the principle of local self-government 
and allow the Representative from the district to select the port 
of entry in his district, then 8 will vote for the House amend- 
ment, and that is the whole of this controversy. 

Mr. PAYNE. My colleague on the committee [Mr. HOPKINS] 
says he desires five minutes, and I yield to him. 

. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill came from our commit- 


Port Arthur, oud Basa raised, and now haye prepared to ex- | tee, but the members of the committee are not united as to whether 
nd and are expending, $3,000,000 to ont that scheme into effect. | the proposed amendment of the House should be adopted or not. 
N Speaking for myself, I believe the necessities of the public would 


he most eminent engineers in the United States, in passing npa 
the project, have said thatit is entirely practicable and feasible. 
A portion of the way to-day there is 15 to 18 feet depth of water, 
and within a year, if given the opportunity, there will be at Port 
Arthur deep water ree the great vessels that come into the 
Gulf. Not only that, but they have chartered and put on steam- 


be best served by A 4 78 the Senate bill, which provides for a 
subport of entry at Sabine Pass and one at Port ur. The bill 
as originally proposed was pre and introduced in the Senate 
by Senator S, Who is entirely familiar with the situation there, 
and after the matter had been considered in the Senate, it was 
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thought that it would be better to allow subports of entry at both 
places, in of at Sabine Pass, as is proposed by the amendment 
su ted by the House committee, 


t. HULL. Isit not also true that the leading boards of trade | 


of Iowa and that Northwest country have petitioned and urged 
“pony that Port Arthur be made a port of entry 
r. HOPKINS. Yes. 
Mr. HULL. They having direct railroad connection with that 


port? 
i he HOPKINS. That is correct, and I will refer to that a little 
ater, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if but one port of entry were to be allowed, 
in my judgment the commerce of that pi ce demands that it 
should be at Port Arthur. Sabine Pass is an old place and is 
reached by a spur of the railroad from the Southern Pacific. It 
has only a little traffic in the way of lumber. Port Arthur is es- 
tablished to meet the commerce that comes from the railroad 
that reaches the great Mississippi Valley, the commerce from Illi- 
nois, from Iowa, from Minnesota, from Nebraska, from Kansas, 
from Missouri, and all of that great section of country. It ans- 
wers the convenience of hundreds of thousands of people and 
millions of dollars of commerce, while Sabine Pass, before the 
establishment of this railroad, only convenienced a few people 
living upon that branch railroad. 

Now, the people who desire to have a subport of entry at Port 
Arthur have expended, as the gentleman from Missouri ty r. 
CowHERD] has well said, about $3,000,000 for the purpose of fa- 
cilitating the commerce of the great Mississippi Valley, and there 
are great seagoing vessels that now load from products that come 
to Port Arthur and goto various ports of Europe. I think, Mr. 
Speaker, that inasmuch as there has been a contention over this, 
and inasmuch as there isa division of sentiment regarding Sabine 
Pass and Port Arthur, we had better vote down the amend- 
ment pro by the Ways and Means Committee and adopt the 
bill as it is sent to the House by the Senate. The expense to the 
Government in that way is but light. But if we are to haveonly 
one port of entry, then in my judgment the convenience of the 
country demands that Port Arthur should be the subport of 


entry. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman is on the committee, and I 
should like to ask him if there should be two subports—one estab- 
lished at this place—is it not a fact that one officer could transact 
the business, so that there would practically be no additional ex- 
pense to the Government? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, I think so, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you not know that there would ‘be two sets 
of officials under this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; I do not know any such thing, and you 
do not know any such thing. 

Mr. PAYNE. Under this bill do you not know there would be 
two sets of officials? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; I do not know that. 

Mr. HULL. The pay is very small. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Even if there should be two sets of officials, 
the gentleman from New York talks as though that would carry 
with it an immense appropriation. What does it mean, Mr. 
Speaker? It simply means that there would be one officer at Port 
Arthur and another at Sabine Pass, and that would not make any 

ial difference in the general expense to the Government of the 
nited States. That should be fixed in the way of reducing the 
salary that will be given to the respective parties, so that the gen- 
eral results to the Government would be practically the same. 
Now, I understand the gentleman from New York favors Sabine 
Pass, and as I at the time of the investigation made before the 
committee heard them as well as he did, I know that the interests 
of the States that I have mentioned will be best subserved by 
having a subport of entry made at Port Arthur; but in the inter- 
ests of compromise, to allow all interests to be represented, I 
would have the Senate bill, allowing a subport of entry at each 


lace, 
P Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this propo- 
sition is a very plain one. Now, there is not a sufficient depth of 
water at Port Arthur, and everything that is shipped at Port 
Arthur has to go through Sabine Pass. The Government has 
spent $3,000,000 to create a port at Sabine Pass, From Sabine 
Pass up the same lake about 10 miles is situated Port Arthur, It 
has only water about 5feetdeep. Noships go there at all to-day. It 
is the terminus of a road. ere are no citizens there, and no vil- 
lage; but this railroad says they are going to build a private canal, 
and in the course of time they expect to make that canal deep 
enough for commerce to come up to Port Arthur. All the com- 
merce that comes to Port Arthur, back and forth, has got to 
through Sabine Pass. Now, I say it is not the policy of the ov- 


ernment in making a port of entry to do it in this way, and the 
only way to do it at this place is through a private canal. 


JUNE 16, 


Mr. SHAFROTH, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? a 

Mr. SWANSON. I will. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, What is the depth of water at Port Arthur? 

Mr. SWANSON. About 5 feet. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. What is the depth of water at Sabine Pass? 

Mr. SWANSON. It is about 27 feet, and that depth has been 
secured by an appropriation of $3,000,000 by this Government. 
Then, again, Mr. Speaker, the moment you establish Port Arthur 
as a port of entry, these gentlemen are going to come here and ask 
this Government to appropriate $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 to build 
a canal to it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Allow me right there. Now, the gentleman, 
who was present in the committee when this matter was repre- 
sented there, knows that the gentlemen representing Port Arthur 
disclaimed any such thing, and there is not any foundation for 
that statement. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, they say they will not do it, 
but I am informed that a bill has been introduced in the Senate 
asking the Government to make an appropriation for that purpose. 
Mr. HOPKINS. You are miraia La y 
Mr. SWANSON. l may be misinformed. But, anyway, Mr, 
Speaker, you will see an effort made in the annual appropriations 
to expend money for this as a Government canal, and simply to 
keep up two ports of entry within 10 miles of each other. For 
what purpose? Not for any purpose of the Government, but sim- 
ply to help a land-jobbing scheme at Port Arthur. [Applause.] 
at is all there is in it. 

Now, I want to go further in this matter. The Secretary of the 
Treasury, who has charge of this matter, and the collector at the 
port of Galveston say there is no necessity for but one port. All 
of the business coming from Port Arthur must go through Sabine 
Pass; and it is easier for them at Port Arthur to build a railroad 
10 miles long than it is for the Government to build a canal, at 
the expense of $4,000,000 or $5,000,000, and to keep it there. Then, 
if it is not a Government canal, it is a private canal; and we are 
expected to make a port or public = of entry at the end or 
terminus of a private canal, owned and dominated absolutely by 
this railroad. 

I am unwilling to doit. It is time enough to ask for Port Arthur 
to be made a subport of entry after these gentlemen shall have 
completed the canal, and after they have dedicated it to the Gov- 
ernment, and then there would have to be subsequent expendi- 
tures of from $5,000,000 to $10,000,000. For these reasons I, as a 
member of this committee, am opposed to creating two ports of 
entry within 10 miles of each other when one only is recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and the collector at Galveston, 
and is simply to help two land schemes. The Government has 
helped Sabine Pass, by an appropriation of $3,000,000, tomake ita 
harbor of refuge on the Gulf; and we can not afford to go and 
make a greater expenditure simply for the benefit of a railroad 
company that wants to create a boom town and sell their lots out 
to ple. For that reason I have antagonized this proposition. 

r. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SWANSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why can not the railroad go from Port 
Arthur to Sabine Pass? 

Mr. SWANSON. They can go easily. It is only about 10 miles, 
The ground is smooth, and ey were offered, free of all expense, 
enough land for all shops and all purposes of a railroad that 
would be necessary. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Allow me right there. Within the last few 
years Sabine Pass has been under 6 feet of water. 

Mr. SWANSON and Mr. PITNEY. And so has Port Arthur. 

Mr. SWANSON, The evidence before the committee shows 
that Sabine Pass is quite as well off as Port Arthur in that respect. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Government has spent $3,000,000 to make 
it a port, and this railroad can go to Sabine Pass. 

T EAREN pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield one more minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Can this railroad go to Sabine Pass? 

Mr. SWANSON. The very facts of the case show us that the 
railroad can go to Sabine Pass. The gentlemanasks why the rail- 
road does not go to Sabine Pass. It is easy, smooth, very little 
expense, and they have been offered every facility for shop and 
terminal facilities, but they want to lay out a city at Port Arthur, 
and they want to advertise to the country that the Government, 
or they, will build the canal there, and they want to put town 
lots up for sale. Iam not willing that the Government should 
enter into any such scheme for sale of town lots at Port Arthur 
when every facility can be given them at Sabine Pass. 

Mr. W ER of Kentucky. What does the Secretary of the 
Treasury report about it? 
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Mr. SWANSON. He says there is no necessity for anything 
except at Sabine Pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
V ia has expired. . 

r. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, we have ex- 
pended $3,000,000 Federal money in getting a deep-water channel 
as far as Sabine Pass, and our theory in Con then was that 
the ships—seagoing vessels—should land at Sabine Pass, but there 
is nothing there locally, nothing but lumber cut around the shores 
of the lake, that 5 foreign commerce. Then within 
the last four years the rai has been built, reaching nearly up 
to Des Moines, Iowa, and they found that it was impracticable to 
make a terminus at Sabine Pass for the reason that periodically 
the whole region is flooded and hundreds of people are washed 
away. f 

It is impracticable to make that a terminus there for the rail- 
road. These men, through the hard times when hardly anybody 
dared to put their money into anything, built this railroad. They 

nt $28,000,000, and built the road and they have it in operation. 

t do they ship out of that part of the country? Lumber 

sawed around Sabine Pass? Oh, no. They carry wheat flour from 

Minneapolis und from the wheat of North Dakota and agri: 

5 and merchandise from the great cities of 
Chicago, Omaha, and Kansas City. È 

Now, gentlemen, you and I are representatives of the whole 
United States. It is our duty to act for the glory and prosperity 
of the whole country and not for any local interest. I can appre- 
ciate the terrible strain that is put upon the gentlemen from New 
York; I can pardon them; I would perhaps act just as they do if 
I were from New York. We found the same opposition when we 
were building the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, whereby our wheat could 

from Duluth by water to the Atlantic Ocean. New York is 
kas its grip. New York is passing away as thə only port of 
entry. E and applause.] 

Now, then, when these lakes are frozen up in winter, we are 
still compelled to pass through New York, and this great rail - 
road, having its terminus at Port Arthur and not at Sabine Pass, 
is to open to us another way to deep water, to the Gulf and the 
Atlantic Ocean, so that we can pass unfettered to the great ocean 
highways in winter. Their warehouses are loaded up now with 
thousands and thousands of tons of agricultural products of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska and the Dakotas and Iowa and Illinois, seeking 
a chance to load on lighters to vessels already engaged regularly 
in making their trips to Hamburg and Liverpool. e do notask 
you to deepen the channel; the channel is deep enough. All we 
ask is that you will allow us about $1,200 a year to pay the salary 
ofa Geputy. collector and give us a decent, reasonable recognition 
of having Port Arthur on the maps and books as a Te of entry, 
so that these men, when they charter ships and send their goods, 
can charter them in Hamburg and in Liverpool, or wherever they 
start from on the other side of the ocean, to deliver them at Port 
Arthur, and not 12 or 15 miles away at a little lumber camp called 


Sabine Pass. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words, and 
Mr. COWHERD. . Speaker, I had four minutes reserved. 


and I would like to know if I can not have them now? 

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield. 

Mr. COWHERD. I can use those four minutes now. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman will have to get the floor before 
he can use them. I intend to ask for the previous question. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iam willing to use my time now, and the 
gentleman can ask for the previous question afterwards. 

Mr. PAYNE. I gave the gentleman warning when I had the 
floor. Now, if I can have the attention of the House and the 
attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] I would 
like to say what there is about this case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from New York can speak ten 
or twenty or thirty minutes, as he pleases, but I submit it is not 
fair = cut off the opposition and give them no opportunity to be 
heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will yield four minutes to 
5 from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] that he has once 

orfeited. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, the only purpose I have in 
rising a second time is to call attention to the misstatements made, 
I believe not intentionally, but by reason of misinformation, by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson]. He has said that 
this company would come to Congress and ask for an appropria- 
tion to build a canal. Asa matter of fact, the money is already 
raised to build a canal, and they do not want a cent or a dollar from 
the Government of the United States. They have beenat work on 

it and would have had it nearly completed if they had not been 
ge ie by a proceeding in court which is since out of the way. 

r. BRODERICK, And they will have it done in two months. 

Mr. SWANSON. Was not a bill introduced in the Senate 

Mr. COWHERD. I am going to answer that. A resolution 


was introduced by Senator MILLS providing that the Government 


should investigate the question of exten this canal to the 
mouth of the Sabine River. That bill was not only not advo- 
cated by the parties interested in building this canal, but they 
came here, and I went with the vice-president of the Port Arthur 
road to protest against the introduction of the resolution in the 
Senate, and at our uest it was chan so that it might not 
affect this company. Not only that, but the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors in the House will state that at my 
request, and at the request of the Port Arthur people, that reso- 
lution has been held up and practically killed in the River and 
Harbor Committee, because Port Arthur people do not want any 
assistance and do not want any interference on the part of the 
Government of the United States. One other mistake the gen- 
tleman has made that I want to correct; he says this is a scheme 
to sell town lots in Port Arthur. 

Gentlemen, I want to say to you that the cutting out of Port 
Arthur as a subport is a scheme to sell town lots in Sabine Pass. 
The gentleman knows that the owners of that property, Kuntz 
Brothers, of New York, have been with his committee in season and 
out of season. Why? We do not object to the establishment of 
a subport at Sabine Pass; we do not ask any favor over that place. 
We simply ask a fair show and an equal chance. But the people 
who want to sell town lots at Sabine Pass desire to kill Port Ar- 
thur in order that they may sell those lots. And that is the pur- 
pose of this amendment. 

One other matter. The gentleman has said that there is no town 
at Port Arthur and no village there. I understand that there are 
more people at Port Arthur than there are at Sabine Pass; in fact, 
double as many. I know that this great railroad that has been 
spoken of carried last year more of the grain of the West out of 
the pa to which it ran than any other road that runs throngh 
the Mississippi Valley. I know that they transferred the market 
for wheat and corn bought for foreign shipments from St. Louis to 
Kansas City and did it because they are 700 miles nearer deep 
water and therefore can afford to haul it cheaper, and every cent 
saved in freight is saved to the farmer who produces the grain. 
The a from Colorado has asked, Why can not this road 
build a spur down to Sabine Pass? Possibly they could do so. 
But I ask you, gentlemen, is it fair that the men who raised more 
than $25,000,000 to build that road and to establish that port should 
be oapel to go to Sabine Pass on another man’s land in order 
to build up that place as a great port and to sell town lots for the 
people interested there? I ask whether the people of both places 
should not be allowed a chance to see which city shall be the city, 
and let town lots be sold at either place on its own merits? 

This will cost the Government of the United States practically 
nothing. In my opinion, one deputy could do the work at both 
ports. If there should be any cost, it will be very small. I hope 
the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill as introduced in the Sen- 
ate provided for making a subport of entry and delivery at Sabine 
Pass; and in that form it was reported there from the Committee 
on Commerce. When it came up for consideration in the Senate 
some gentleman offered an amendment, which was adopted with- 
out discussion, inserting Port Arthur— ports at both 
places. The bill came to the House and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, That committee had a full hearing, 
and decided by almost, if not quite, a unanimous vote that it was 
nec to have but one port of entry and delivery, and that 
this should be at Sabine Pass. A few days subsequently, and 
after our report had been made, some gentlemen came here repre- 
senting Port Arthur and very urgently demanding of the com- 
mittee a further hearing on the subject. The committee gave 
them a hearing—gave them all the hearing they demanded. The 
whole matter was discussed, all the facts came out before the 
committee, and the committee again voted that one port was 
sufficient and that this port should be at Sabine Pass. 

Why? The Government has created a harbor at Sabine Pass— 
an ample harbor capable of floating all the commerce of the Gulf 
of Mexico. This has been created at an expense of $3,000,000, 
The Government has procured over 24 feet of water there. It has 
given to that port all the conditions of the best harbor known up 
to this date in the Gulf of Mexico. All the commerce that comes 
from either railroad—either the railroad having its terminus at 
Sabine Pass or the road which, for a reason which I will speak of 
hereafter, stops short at Port Arthur—every pound of freight that 
comes from either railroad has to be put on shipboard at Sabine 
Pass. This is done by little boats, known as lighters, which do not 
draw more than 4 feet of water. These carry the stuff down for 
i miles and transfer it to the vessels in the harbor at Sabine 

ass. 

It is true, as my friend from North Dakota [Mr. JoHNson] says, 
that some gentlemen have come down there and by an expendi- 
ture of $28,000,000—not North Dakota capital, but capital from 
New York—haye built a road from Missouri down to Port Arthur. 
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looked around for a town site; and they found there was abundant 
land at Port Arthur, because there was not an there except 

could not only get a terminus there for their rail- 
d get land enough for-all the towns that could be 
built in the future in the State of Texas, So they decided to have 
a town site at Port Arthur. 

They realized that in order to make a port at Port Arthur they 
must have something besides the shallow water that existed be- 
tween Port Arthur and Sabine Pass. They investigated to see 
whether there was any way by which they might dredge Sabine 
Lake and make a channel from Port Arthur down to Sabine Pass. 
They found that this wide of water at Sabine Lake had 
been the settling ground of Sabine River and some other river 
during thé centuries past; that it was full of silt; that there was 
no bottom to it; that the more they dredged the worse they would 
be off and the less likely to get a channel. So they sought for 
other means by which they might get a channel for ships from 
Sabine Pass to Port Arthur. 

Finally some clever engineer was taken into the scheme, and 
he decided that they might build a canal around the shore of 
Sabine Lake, and so connect the two points and have a ship canal. 
They went to work and they got the railroad company to put u; 
part of the money, and these gentlemen put up something, an 
then they sold bonds, and they took possession of the howling 
wilderness there at Port Arthur to establish a railroad boom 
town. Well, they went to work at their canal and they pretend 
to have done some work there. There is a good deal of mysticism 
about the work that they have done. Some say they have ex- 
pended a few thousand dollars, and some tlemen connected 
with this scheme actually say they have built a canal. Suffice it 
to say, they have not built a rod of canal by which they can send 
a vessel drawing 20 feet of water 1 inch from the harbor at Sabine 
Pass. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the gentleman will pardon me, is it not a 
fact that they have built that canal some 2 or 3 miles, that it is 15 
feet deep, and that they were stopped while in the course of con- 
ee a legal proceeding in regard to the condemnation of 
some land? 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, if the gentleman will wait, I think we 
shall get along with this. They pretended before the committee 
that they had constructed a part of this canal, and with 12 or 15 
feet of water a part of the distance, but various reputable gentle- 
men have denied even that. I do not know how much they have 
built there. They were stopped, and by whom? They were 
soppe by a report of the Board of United States Engineers and 
by the local engineer. Why? Because he said if they opened up 
thiscanal, as they were proposing to open it up, to the river above, 
the silt going down the river and going down the canal, instead 
of being deposited in the broad expanse of Sabine Lake, would fill 
up the channel at Sabine Pass and destroy the harbor that the 
Government had been building there at an 17 of $3,000,000. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I wish the gentleman would wait until I 
get through and then ask his question. 

Mr. WHERD. It comes right here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ican not bein 
gentleman, who is so much inte ; 

Mr. COWHERD. I wish to state that the engineer has changed 
that opinion, and that is on record. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). By the géntleman, who is so much 
interested in the welfare of constituents who are trying to sell 
town lots at Port Arthur. 1 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman does not say I am interested 
in selling town lots at Sabine Pass, or Port Arthur either? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, but interested in gentlemen who are—the 
gentleman’s constituents. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iam interested in the men who put the mil- 
lions into this road to build it—in the interest of my town. 

Mr. PAYNE. They were interrupted, as I said, Mr. Speaker, 
by the report of the engineers, and then these gentlemen—and 
ce is 5 : ie the pana 45 to call ay attention 

went to ar Department an a stay of proceedings 
on that order; but the engineers did not take back their jadgment, 
notwithstanding the stay of proceedings on the part of the War 
Department. The engineers say, and still believe, and demon- 
strate to these gentlemen, that if they have their way about 
opening up this canal they will open up a channel for the silt and 
deposits to go down, and destroy the Government harbor at 
Sa Pass. Under those circumstances, Mr. Speaker, what 
excuse was there for two harbors; what excuse was there for two 


ted at every sentence by the 


ports of entry and delivery? What excuse for the Government 
of the United States to d double money to have two ports of 
entry and delivery? y, every pound of freight comes down 
through Sabine Harbor, must be loaded in Sabine Harbor, whether 
it comes by a railroad that directly terminates at Sabine Harbor 
or one that terminates for the present 8 or 10 miles above where 
the boom is on for the town lots. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we say to these tlemen, “ We will 1 525 
Sabine Harbor a port of entry and delivery, and it is entitled to 
it.” The amount of exports and imports entitles Sabine Pass to 
it. We said to these gentlemen, ‘ If in the future your sanguine 
expectations are , if before snow flies you are enabled to 
make a harbor with deep water at Port Arthur, then we will 
gladly give you a port of entry and delivery. But we can not go 
on now and help your town-lot scheme by any such appropriation 
out of the of the United States.” For one I thought 
that it was enough for these poor railroad stockholders to have to 
pay the expense of this thing for the individual benefit of the 
353 of this scheme, without calling the Government of the 

nited States into the matter as a partner. My friend from North 
3 JOHNSON] seems to think that this is a question be- 
tween North Dakota, or the wheat-growing region, and the State 
of New York. He went so far in his zeal as to exclaim that the 
State of New York had op the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Oh, not at all. I did not 
say the State of New York o it. 

Mr. PA . That New York representatives copes it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Oh, no; that there was op- 
position to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman’s statement is in the RECORD, 
and I am as my impression in regard to it, which is that he 
said that New York did not want it. Why, if there was ever a 
Representative from the State of New York who did not advo- 
cate that great improvement of the channels of the lakes, he mis- 
represented every one of the constituency which he had in the 
State of New York. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Ido not want to misrepre- 
sent anybody, and I do not want you to misrepresent me. I was 
merely saying that we met resistance then, without defining 
where it came from. It may have come from other sources, but 
we met with resistance then, as we are meeting if now, and we 
are trying to find out where it is. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman said he met resistance from the 
State of New York. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We are meeting it now from 
the State of New York. > 

Mr. PAYNE, Perhaps the gentleman did not mean that, but 
that is what he said. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Weare meeting it now from 
the State of New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. You are meeting it from a great cig places, 
You met it from a majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and they are not all from the State of New York. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We did not meet it from 
anybody west of the Alleghany Mountains; not one. i 

. PAYNE. Why should the gentleman try to make a sec- 
tional issue out of this? When we give you a port of entry, does 
it not give you a chance to send out your wheat, whether the port 
of entry is at Sabine Pass or whether it is at Port Arthur? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We will get out with our 
wheat, and the sooner you quit throwing obstructions in our way 
the better. Wewill reach it bythe Gulf, we will reach it by New 
York, or by the St. Lawrence River. [Applause.] 

Mr. PA The gentleman can not put his finger on a spot 
or a place in the RECORD, or a vote that I have ever given in this 
House, where I strove to build up the State of New York at the 
expense of his section, and he ought not to make any such insin- 


Mr. HENDERSON. May I ask the gentleman from New York 


. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HoP- 
KINS] and the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON] have 
both charged that the interest of the wheat growers and i 
raisers of the Mississippi Valley will be promoted — 4 utting a 
pors of entry at Port Arthur in addition to the port at Sabine Pass, 

mt neither gentleman, while I was observing, gave any reason 
for that. Iwantto know why a port of ati at Port Arthur will 
strengthen our Western interests in the Mississippi Valley any 
more than the one at Sabine Pass will? If I understand the gen- 
tleman from New York correctly, he says that all the loading 
and unloading of grain is at Sabine Pass. 

Mr. PA Entirely. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Where the harbor is. Is there any harbor 
at Port Arthur? 
ane PAYNE. None whatever. There is only 4 feet of water 

ere, 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Then I want the an from New 
York, while he is on his feet, to answer this question: What ad- 
vantage will the establishment of a port of entry at Port Arthur 
give my farmers in my district? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, of course the gentleman from Iowa knows 
that if there was a reasonable pretext for claiming that it was an 
advantage, and either of these gentlemen could have stated that 
pretext or that reason, they would have been very swift to state 
it. There is no reason, 

Mr. HENDERSON. They file their 3 but they do not 
put in their proof. I want to know what you have to say about it. 

Mr, PAYNE. They do not put in any evidence, because there 
is no evidence, The gentleman sees, from the very nature of the 
case, that it is impossible that it should be any advantage or any 
detriment to the people of that great valley whether was 
one port of entry or whether there were two ports of entry, so 
long as the port of entry was located at deep water, where all the 
wheat must be put upon these ships. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr, PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL, Is it not true that committees from boards of trade 
from Des Moines, Kansas City, Council Bluffs, and Omaha sent 
men especially to investigate at Port Arthur and at Sabine Pass, 
and that they unanim 
a personal investigation? 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that representa- 
tives did come from a number of cities on the line or within the 
radius of this railroad and appeared before the Committee on 
Ways and Means. Of course they came disinterestedly. Ofcourse 
each one paid his own fare and no one had a free pass over the 
route. Of course all the telegrams that were sent here 

Mr. GROUT. So far as you know. : 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Were paid for by the individual 
senders. Of course it was not worked up by the promoters of this 
land scheme at Port Arthur. Now, these gentlemen were not in- 
terested in the land scheme. These gentlemen took without a par- 
ticle of proof the same assertions that have been made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and the gentleman from North Dakota, that 
if they did not have two ports of entry there would be some sort of 
a 8 to the shipment of the grain of the great Northwest, 
and when they were told this they were TUBE Y spend their 
time and money to come down here and appear before our com- 
mittee and say they wanted two ports of entry and two ports of 
delivery. But, Mr. Speaker, no reason has ever been given by a 
living man why the grain from the great Northwest will not 
reach Europe as easily, as readily, and as expeditiously if it goes 
from the port at Sabine Pass as if there were two ports of entry, 
one at Sabine Pass and one at Port Arthur. It would still have 
to be transferred to the ships in the deep water, and it would have 
2 go through Sabine Pass, no matter how many ports you estab- 


h. 
Mr.CANNON. Iwantto ask the gentleman a question in geog- 
raphy. How far is it from Port Arthur to Sabine Pass? 

Mr. PAYNE. Twelve miles, 

Mr. CANNON. In what direction? 
Rice PAYNE, Sabine Passisnearer the Gulf—in a southeasterly 

irection. Š 

Mr. CANNON. I want to know, when ion leave Port Arthur, 
can you get into the Gulf without going through Sabine Pass? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly not. 

Mr. CANNON. And it is 10 miles ūp the river or arm of the 
sea to Port Arthur? t 

Mr. PAYNE. On a lake, 4 feet deep. 

Mr. CANNON. That is above Port Arthur? 

Mr. PAYNE. Above Sabine Pass, and reaches above Port 


Arthur. 

Mr. CANNON, And you say there are 4 feet of water at Port 
Arthur? 

Mr. PAYNE. I said so, 

Mr. CANNON. How much at Sabine Pass? 

Mr. PAYNE. Twenty-four feet, 

Mr. CANNON. And one proposition is to have a port at Sa- 
bine Pass and the other is to have one at Port Arthur also? 

Mr. PAYNE. The proposition of the House bill is to have one 
at Sabine Pass, The Senate proposition is to haye one at each 


place. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not know, and therefore I am learning 
some geography. 

Mr. STEELE. The deep water is at the town of Sabine. 

Mr. PAYNE. Those gentlemen at Port Arthur claim not only 
deep water at Sabine, but they claim that the deep water extends 
@ mile above. 

Mr, STEELE. The town of Sabine. 

Mr. PAYNE. The people of Sabine claimed that the own ex- 
tended the whole length of the deep water. 


ously in favor of Port Arthur, on | 4 


Mr. NORTHWAY. - How do I understand the 3 to 
say that the wheat of the Northwest reaches Sabine Pass? 
. HOPKINS. It reaches by way of Port Arthur. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me to 9 my 
time I will be obliged to the gentleman from Illinois. the 
wheat that goes by the Port Arthur route is there put into Hes 
and taken over this 4 feet of water to the deep water at Sabine 
Pass, and there elevated into the vessels. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What does it cost the producer to do that 


ing? 

Mr. PAYNE. I really have no information on that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is not that the only way in which it can 
get aboard the E (a 

Mr. PAYNE. Ino not know how that can affect the matter, 
They can not get the wheat into the ships in any other way 

Mr. HENDERSON. At Sabine Harbor? 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Unless this company, which has 
$28,000,000 invested, build 8 miles of railroad down to the deep 
water of the harbor and cease their endeavor to work a land 
scheme through here; and the digging of a canal should not be 
allowed by the Government of the United States unless all the 
Engineer Department is overthrown in the interest of a land 
scheme at Port Arthur. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the House fully understands the 


nestion—— 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do not the people of Sabine Pass 
charge this company for anchorage? 

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, not only have . of Sabine 
Pass offered the company all the terminal facilities they might 
need for the road, but raat Asin and dockage on both sides of the 
harbor. There is no question as to that. They offered it, and 
offered it again to the road to come down there. is no im- 
pediment. My friend from North Dakota said there was a flood 
at one time at Sabine Pass. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Many times. 

Mr. PA He said there was 7 or 8 feet of water. And so 
there was; and the same flood extended to the land, which is 
lower at Port Arthur. There was 7 feet at Sabine Pass and 8 feet 
at Port Arthur. | coma 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to ask the gentleman if during all 
the years that Sabine Pass has been a port, and during the several 
years that there has been deep water there, if there was any need 
of a subport of entry before the trade was established that comes 
through Port Arthur? 

Mr. PAYNE. Since the railroad to Sabine Pass was built and 
that to Port Arthur was built, of course the port has increased 
its commerce, and all the commerce as it increases has to go to 
the deep harbor at Sabine Pass. Now, let us give them a port of 
entry and delivery, and then, if our friends have their expecta- 
tions fulfilled or realized, I will be as swift as anybody, when 
they get 24 feet of water at Port Arthur, to give them a port of 
entry and delivery. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

key SP. pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
men 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker. a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro te The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COWHERD. The first vote will be taken on the amend- 
ee eee down then it will stand as it passed the 

mate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the House 


amendment. 
Mr. COWHERD. I would like to have the amendment read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without objection, the Clerk 


will read the amendment, 

There was no objection. ‘ 

Mr. COWHERD. Let us have order. 

Mr. HULL. Let us have order, so that we may hear this. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the 

“That Sabine 
subport of entry and delivery in the cust 
toms officer, or such other officers, shall be stationed at said subport, with 
authority to enter and clear vessels, receive duties, fees, 
and ‘orm such other and 
judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury the exigen 
require, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. > 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it, 

Mr, PAYNE. Iask for a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 64. 

Mr. COWHERD. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. [After a 
aye I withdraw the demand for yeas and nays, and ask for 


ers. . 
The e Was taken on ordering tellers. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thirty-two gentlemen have 
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arisen—nota sufficient number; and tellers are refused. Theayes 
have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER 1 tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment to the title will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ment, and ask for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the ap 
following conferees on the part of the House: 
RUSSELL, and Mr. BAILEY. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I submitted some remarks 
on the Army reorganization bill and also on the election of Sena- 
tors by the people; but I did not pent them within the time allowed, 
and I ask unanimous consent that I may have them extended now 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arizona 
asks unanimous consent to print certain remarks in the RECORD 
which he had leave to print, the time having expired. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Sat- 
urday next be set apart for the consideration of bills from the 
Committee on Military Affairs which have received the unanimous 
support of thecommittee. There are four or five bills that ought 
to be considered at an early day. One pertains to the Inspector- 
General's Department, one to the Ordnance Department, one to 
the Engineer's Department, and another bill that will fix the status 
of the chaplains of the volunteer regiments. These bills ought 
to be considered and passed this week. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
gentleman that there is already a special order for Saturday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Saturday is set apart for eulogies on the 
late Senator Harris. 

Mr. HULL. At what time do those eulogies begin? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. At 2 o'clock, 

Mr. HULL. I think we could get through by 3 o'clock. 
Would that leave sufficient time? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will object to any order 
that does not except the general deficiency bill, for I want to get 
it through the House. The gentleman can take an order, subject 
to appropriation bills, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why does not the gentleman ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of his bills at the time he wants 
them considered? 

Mr. HULL. These bills are of great importance, and I do not 
believe they will excite any lengthy debate in the House. I only 
ask consideration for those bills that have the unanimous indorse- 
ment of the committee. Take the bill of the Commissary Depart- 
ment, the Ordnance Department; these officers are all overworked. 
Take Rock Island; there are only four men that are superintend- 
ents there, and the number can not be increased without further 
law. The force has been increased ten times and there are ten 
carloads of stuff 5 5 85 there every day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We allowed the eulogies on the late Sen- 
ator Harris to go over from last Saturday, and we are not inelined 
to have them postponed agate. i 

Mr. HULL. ell, I will make the request for next Tuesday. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am unwilling to give 
unanimous consent for the consideration of bills that I do not 
know what they are about, and unless the gentleman states what 
they are, and gives the House an opportunity to know what they 
are before unanimous consent is given, I shall object. 

Mr. HULL. I have stated what the bills relate to. 

Mr. SULZER. These bills are all unanimous reports of the 
committee. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. S er, I think it is no more than right 
and just to the House that these bills should be printed before 
unanimous consent is asked for consideration. 

Mr. HULL. They are already printed. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimousconsent that next Tuesday be assigned for the consid- 
eration of these bills unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
elses ie concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 

uested: 
3 S. 4661. An act granting a pension to Ella Hayne Agnew; 


intment of the 
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S. 606. An act granting a pension to William Conklin; 
S. 2960. An act granting a pension to Amos H. Goodnow; 
S. 3136, An act granting a pension to Dr. William O. Torry; 
. An act granting a pension to John B. Ritzman; 
. An act granting a pension to Philetus M. Axtell; 
Au act granting a pension to Caroline L. Guild; 
. An act granting a pension to Owen Devine; 
An act granting a pension to John B. Boggs, Olney, IIL; 
. An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover; 
. An act granting a 8 to John H. Morrison; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Hatch; 
S. 4622, An act granting a pension to John S. Beaty; 

S. 4132. An act to increase the pension of Herman Piel; 

S. 168. An act granting a pension to W. P. Snowden; 

S. 1831, An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane V. 
Davidson: 

5 1968. An act granting an inerease of pension to George W. 
evins; 

S. 896. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Hill; 

S. 2086, An act for the relief of Susan Marion; 

S. 2120. An act granting a pension to William A. P. Fellows; 

S. 3017. An act granting a pension to Charles Edwin Brown; 

S. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 
Titsworth; 

re 4246, An act increasing the pension of Margaret Love Sker- 
rett; 

S. 4366. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Mead; 

S. 1697. An act granting a pension to John Brown, of Lexing- 
ton, Nebr.; 

. 4561. An act granting a pension to Fidelia B. Hamilton; 

. 4560. An act granting a pension to John W. Halley; 

. 4725. An act granting a pension to Philander C. Burch; 

. 2345, An act granting an increase of pension to Simon Price; 
. 1625, An act granting a pension to Augusta Turner; 

. 1974, An act granting a pension to Charles H. Streeter; 

. 4765, An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Erb; 

. 3181, An act for the relief of Northrup & Chick; 

8277. An act to authorize the appointment of a military store- 
keeper in the Army; 

S. 3380. An act to amend section 5498 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

S. 3590. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Leroy Potter; 

S. 3703. An act for the relief of George W. Graham; 

S. 4756. An act for the relief of Michael McNulty; 

S. 3173. An act for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen; 

95 act for the relief of Edward Kolb, of Washington, 

. C.; an 

S. 4759. An act to authorize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 
Railway Company to straighten and restore the channel of the 
South Canadian River, in the Indian Territory, at the crossing of 
said railroad. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 9856. An act for the relief of Anna Merkel: 

H. R. 5879. An act to amend sections 1 and 2 of the act of March 
3, 1887, 24 Statutes at Large, chapter 359; and 

H. R. 3071. An act for the relief of James A. Stoddard. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 9729) to increase the pension of Wil- 
liam L. Smithson, late Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, 
5 war; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 


NY 


D 


BRIDGE ACROSS NIAGARA RIVER. 

Mr, SHERMAN was recognized. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. 1 I want to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of a little bill this morning fixing the 
pay and allowance of chaplains. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already recog- 
nized the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1073) to provide for 
the construction of a bridge across Niagara River. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [atte a paaie] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, Speaker, the bill has the unanimous ap- 
proval of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and with the amendment presented by the committee, and which 
has just been read, has the approval of the War Department. 
There has been some controversy as to the width of the spans to 
be required in the construction of this bridge. Finally, upon the 


suggestion of my colleague, Mr. Hooker, an amendment has 
been agreed upon satisfactory to my colleagues, Mr. WADSWORTH 
and Mr. ALEXANDER, Representatives from the districts imme- 
diately interested. It is acceptable to the Committee on Commerce 
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and will be offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 


sar as 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out, in line 24, page 2, the words “of 200 feet " and add, at E end of 


, consis 
officer of the U 


The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on agreeing 
to the amendments reported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. . 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr, FERGUSSON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr, CANNON. [Irise toa privileged motion. I move thatthe 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, 5 

r. HULL, Before we proceed with that business, I wish to 

ask the gentleman from Illinois whether he will not yield to me 
to ask unanimous consent 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that a dozen gentlemen 
have been wanting me to vied Already, from good nature and 
a desire to accommodate the public business, I have withheld my 
motion for an hour and a half. And I now insist upon it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, I make the point of order that the gentle- 
ace ieee New Mexico [Mr. FerGusson] can not be taken from 

e floor. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Casson! is a privileged motion. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is the sense of the House not to go on with 
the deficiency bill, well and good; I will abandon the effort. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The matter which the gentleman from New 
Mexico wants to bring up will not take five minutes, } 

Mr. HANDY. I submit this 8 inquiry: The Chair 
recognized the gentleman from New Mexico. Now, can another 
gentleman get the floor, even to make a parea motion, until 

the gentleman from New Mexico has yielded the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois is a 
privileged motion, and when he insists upon it, it is equivalent to 
an objection to any request for unanimous consent. Sere 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
made a motion which is privileged. 

Mr. HANDY. But could he take the gentleman from New 
Mexico from the floor in order to make that motion? The Chair 
had just recognized the gentleman from New Mexico, but before 
that gentleman got a chance to say a word—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois was equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. HANDY. No request for unanimous consent had been 
submitted, and no objection could be made until it had been. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the gen- 
eral deficiency bill. 

` The question being taken, the motion of Mr. Cannon was 
agreed to; there being—ayes 73, noes 0. = 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Payne in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10691) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other 


purposes. 
Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
first reading of the bill. 


There was no objection, 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill nowask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] whether we can agree about the time to be occupied in 
general debate upon the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 think we can very readily do so, There are 
several gentlemen here who wish to address the committee, but I 
think an hour on our side will be sufficient. We may not consume 
all of that time. 


Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate may close at the end of two hours or sooner if 
the time is not claimed, and that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Bagh Rare at one hour and I the other. 

The . The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate may proceed for a time not to 
exceed two hours. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask either or both of these gentle- 
men whether that 3 includes the time which I sug- 
gested to the chairman of the committee I might want—perhaps 
ten or fifteen minutes? 

Mr. SAYERS. That can be arranged between us. 

Mr. CANNON. IthinkI can yield the gentleman ten or fifteen 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. j 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries $224,000,000, of 
which $218,000,000 in round numbers are for war expenditures, 
The bill cares not only for deficiencies for the current fiscal year, 
expiring on the 30th of the present month, but also for war ex- 
3 by way of a until and including the 31st 

y of next December—one-half of the next fiscal year. The war 
appropriations, including those that have already been made and 

ose carried in this bill, are (a part being estimated as nearly as 
they can be) $371,637,741.11. That includes all appropriations for 
the current year and the appropriations, as nearly as we can esti- 
mate them, which are recommended for the first six months of 
the coming fiscal year. Iam speaking now of war expenditures, 
of war SPORE hous, as contradistinguished from ordinary ap- 
propriations, 

Your committee has adopted a policy, which they recommend 
to the House, of caring for war expenditures only for the first 
half of the coming fiscal year. Con will meet on the first 
Monday of next December, and it is hoped and expected that at 
that time, when the first half of the fiscal year is about to expire, 
we shall be able with greater certainty to take care of the public 
wants, whatever they may be, than we can at this time. 

Mr. LOVE. I should like to ask a question for information. 
If I understand the chairman of the committee, it is believed that 
this $218,202,751.46 will be required to carry on the expenditures 
of the war up to the 3ist of December? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; it is hoped that that money will be suffi- 
cient. The bill has been framed after very considerable investi- 
gation and many estimates. Estimates have come from the War 
and Navy Departments time and time again, each time the esti- 
mates being the best estimates that the Departments could respec- 
tively make, but it has been found necessary to make further esti- 
mates. If gentlemen will stop and think a minute, they will see 
that it is impossible to closely estimate as to the expenditures that 
will be made, For instance, the first set of estimates came before 
the first Manila expedition was contemplated. You can see at 
once that that begot another estimate. Then the second expedi- 
tion also begot another estimate. Then there have been two or 
three expeditions attempted to Cuba. How many more expedi- 
tions there will be to Cuba, and how many to Puerto Rico, and 
what the expense will be, what new expenditures will have to be 
made within the next six months of the coming fiscal year on ac- 
count of the state of the war, no man can tell. Therefore the 
appropriate officials have forwarded these estimates, and we have 
recommended them substantially as they forwarded them. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit a question here? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. ' 

Mr. KING. Are these estimates predicated upon the plan of 
campaign already mapped out, or is there any allowance for con- 
tingencies or for the expansion of these plans? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. KING. And a change or modification of them? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; we have allowed for contingencies, 
or, rather, the Departments in estimating have allowed for con- 
tingencies and unforeseen expenditures, a very considerable 
amount. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit one other question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. The appropriation for the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, for carrying on the war up to January 1, will amount to 
how much? 

Mr. CANNON. This bill carries $218,000,000, and that, added 
to other war appropriations for the current year and the first 
half of the coming fiscal year, amounts, in round numbers, to 
8371,000, 000. r. 

Mr. KING. That includes the expenses of both the War and 
Navy Departments? . 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, yes. Now, your committee have been ex- 
ceedingly desirons of appropriating sufficient money for the serv- 
ice. It is true, if we had not done so, there is a section of the 


Revised Statutes that enables the Departments to make expendi- 
tures for certain purposes even although appropriations were not 
made. Section 3732 of the Revised Statutes is as follows: 

No contract or purchase on behalf of the United States shall be made un- 
less the same is authorized b jaw. of 35 ender an Sppeopristenn adequate $O 
its fulfillment, except in the War and Navy Departments for clothing, sub- 
sistence, forage, fuel, quarters, or tion, which, however, shall not 
exceed the necessities of the current year. 

Now, the policy of your committee has been not to drive the 
Department to action under that section, for the reason that if 
you have the money in the Treasury to pay Y gear an for service, 
it can be obtained at a less cost than it could be if it had to be ob- 
tained on credit. So that while we have sought not to appropri- 
ate more than was sufficient, we have taken care in our commu- 
nications with the respective Departments to ask them to make 
their estimates sufficiently large, as nearly as can be with human 
foresight, so that when we have made our appropriations there 
will be money wae to ask for the first half of the comes fiscal 
year, We hope and believe that these amounts will be sufficient; 
and if, in the chapter of accidents, they should not be sufficient, 
and Congress should not be in session, then the Department could 
operate under the section of the Revised Statutes which I have 
just read, or, as the other alternative, the President could convene 
Congress in 13 session. 

Now, I believe that is all I desire to say. The legislative branch 
of the Government so far has walked hand in hand with the ex- 
ecutive, appropriating promptly and fully according to the de- 
mands of the executive for the war, and I have no doubt that 
we shall continue to do so while it lasts. 

Mr. LOVE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a further question for information. Deducting the amount 
that is appropriated for war expenses, how does the bill compare 
in the amount appropriated by similar bills in the A exec’ 

Mr. CANNON, ell, itis not far different. It carries ordi- 
nary deficiencies in other respects. We have already passed some 
urgent deficiencies that make the ordinary peace deficiencies 
larger than we anticipated they would be. IfI recollect aright, 
we have already appropriated $8,000,000 for pensions, as the ex- 
penditure this year is to be $148,000,000 or $149,000,000, which is 
an increase of $8,000,000 in round numbers over the provision 
which was made a year ago for the current fiscal year. But there 
is not much difference otherwise from the peace standpoint. Of 
course, I want to say to the gentleman that we all understand 
one thing. There is something of an increase, even from the peace 
standpoint. When you have great revenues from taxation or 
from 8 when you have a state of war, and the minds of 
all the people are upon the war, and the minds of legislators are 
upon the war, you think about that. Public attention is directed 
to that. Public sentiment is affected by that, and necessarily, 
guard it as you may, there comes a fever in the legislative veins, 
and I may say that fever ades the sentiment of all the people 
of the whole country, and increases even the expenditures that 
are not for war p We have, to the best of our ability, 
tried to curb that propensity, sometimes where it took something 
of effort. Sometimes in our efforts to curb that propensity your 
committee have met with defeat in the House, and no doubt will 
in the future. 

Mr. LOVE. It is with full appreciation of that fact that Ihave 
asked these questions and to ascertain if the committee have re- 
duced these amounts to the lowest margin — 

Mr. CANNON. But we have done the best we could, and as 
long as your committee prepare these bills, they will continue, in 

ursuance of this policy, to hold the peace expenditures of the 
orama as nearly at the normal conditions as the legislative 
sentiment and the sentiment of the country will permit. And in 
view of this fact, I ask, in behalf of the committee, that we may 
receive the hearty cooperation and help of the House upon bo 
sides. Otherwise the committee amounts to nothing. Wecan 
only act as the servants of the House, and are powerless without 
the good will and ee ee of the full membership. 

Mr. LOVE. I only desi to find out whether the committee 
was making these expenditures as low as they well could. The 
bill carries the largest appropriation of any bill that has ever 
passed Congress, and only amounts that are absolutely necessary 
should be included. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. We have been liberal in our 
recommendations for war ditures, because no man, no com- 
mittee, no Congress, no people can fail to give every dollar that 
is required in a critical time, when the honor and welfare of the 
whole country are at stake, in time of war. So we have not in 
any respect sought to restrain or curb the estimates made for 
that p , and we have endeavored to be just and liberal from 
the standpoint of a sound public policy as to e expenditures, 
We have felt as to those expenditures, the ordi ditures 
of the Government, that we are at liberty to disregard estimates 
here, curtail estimates there, and we submit our proposed action 
to the House and ask its ri aan 

a e Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question 
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Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. BARTLETT. If I correctly interpret the report which I 
hold in my hand, outside of the ap 8 made for war pur- 
poses the bill carries less than $6,000,000 of deficiency? 

Mr, CANNON. About that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Therefore in voting for it we vote for the 
great increase only by reason of the expenditures incurred in the 
prosecution of the war? 

Mr, CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And there is nothing extraordinary about 
it outside of the usual deficiency appropriation except for the 
necessity of providing for carrying on the war? 

k ON. t is correct. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Itis avery large amount to be carried in 
one bill, and I wanted to get the facts clear as to the necessity for 
these amounts, 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I presume we preserve the principles of civil- 
service reform in this crisis? 

Mr. CANNON, I will come to that later on, in the five-minute 
debate. Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserve my time and yield to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERs]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. irman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee for a moment or two to this bill, so that it may be 
clearly understood why it is that the bill aggregates $224,000,000 
in round numbers. In the first place, we provide not only for the 
deficiencies for the present year, but also for war expenditures 
until the ist day of Januarynext. The war expenditures contain, 
in round numbers, items o me Ba peep amounting to $218,000,- 
000. This leaves a balance in the bill of less than $6,000,000 for the 
civil | of the Government. I will say, Mr. Chairman, 
that in the absence of the war a sg the bill would be a 
reasonable one. The $218,000,000 to be appropriated for war ex- 
penses is, as I have said, to support the Army and the Navy to 
the Ist of J ag next, and they are based on estimates coming 
to us from the War and Navy Departments. As a rule, we have 
given these estimates just as they came to us, leaving the respon- 
sibility for the conduct of the war upon the executive branch of 
the Government and, in my judgment, taking the appropriations 
contained in the bill as a whole, the civil as well as military a 
propriations, any gentleman in the House can afford to vote for it. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, the p and object of the bill 
for the further exclusion of undesirable immigration, which is 
upon the Speaker's desk and awaiting action by the House, is the 
exclusion of immigrants who are not desired by any section or 
State of our country. They come almost entirely from Austria, 
Hungary, Poland, Russia, and Italy. Those nationalities can not 
be excluded by name because of the relations existing between 
our Government and theirs. The adoption of the educational test 
will exclude them to a very great extent, and it is the only meas- 
ure that can accomplish that object. If a more effective one could 
be suggested, it would be instead of this. The present laws 
have proven inefficient for that purpose. Last year, out of a total 
of 230,832 immigrants, only 1,880, or less than 1 per cent, were ex- 
cl . The leading journal of this country through which labor 
speaks says, in its issue of January 13, 1898: 

The present laws are not effective; they do not afford relief. That they 
are en y inadequate and do not meet the requirements of the case is alto- 
gether too obvious to need demonstration. Ninety per cent of the immi- 
gration that would be affected by this test—the educational—are of a class 
not wanted in any on of the country. Our organization and work car- 
ries us into every State in the Union, and elsewhere. Not only the wage 


earners but men in every walk of life are pronounced in favor of more ef- 
fective restriction of immigration. 


This bill provides for the exclusion of— 
ms ph y capable and over 16 years of age who can not read or 
Engl or some other language, but a person not so able 
te whois over 59 years of and is the parent or grandparent, 
ma 3 such immigrant, or sucha parent or grandparent may be 
sent for and come to join the family of a child or grandchild over 21 years of 
age similarly qualified and capable, and a wife or minor child not so able to” 
read or write may accompany or be sent for and come to join the husband or 
parent similarly qualified and capable. 

It embodies the only . method for the exclusion of the 
undesirable classes. The opposition to it are the old hackneyed 
cries, It will cause cruel ap gai oir of families,” and “A man 
need not be able to read and write in order to make a good citi- 
zen.“ One is founded on a misreading of the bill, and the other 
upon a misconception of its purpose. It does not separate fami- 
lies, for those who come over separate themselves from their fami- 
lies of their own choice and yolition, and the whole act after its 
first clause is designed to prevent as far as possible family separa- 
tion by making exceptions in favor of wives, parents, grandparents, 
and minor children. 

The friends of the measure do not claim that a man must be 
able to read or write to be an acceptable or desirable American. 
No one has ever taken such a position. Every sensible person of 
experience knows that many of our best citizens have by misfor- 
tune or lack of opportunities been deprived of an education, and 
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in spite of that serious handicap in the race of life have vindicated 
their right to a place in the ranks of our best and truest citizen- 
ship. eo ents of this measure can not, if they would, de- 
ceive themselyes or the country as to the real purpose and object 
of this educational test. 

They know that it is aimed solely at those nationalities of Eu- 
rope which send us undesirable immigrants, but whom we can 
not discriminate against by name. e are forced to devise a 
method which will operate to their exclusion without makin 
2 mention of them. Fortunately we have it at hand, an 

ady have too long delayed its application. It is simply this: 
Those undesirable i can not stand an educational test, at 
least a very large per cent of them. It is not a matter upon which 
there can be differences of opinion, as the tables which I shall 
read conclusively show. 

Our German friends need not become excited, because the bill 
will not exclude one out of a hundred of them. From the United 
Kingdom, France, and Scandinavia not two out of a hundred 
will be unable to stand the test. But it will stand as a barrier 
against thousands and hundreds of thousands of the refuse of Rus- 
sia and Southern Europe, with their dangerous, damaging, and 
degrading competition and influence. That American turns his 
back upon his own people who would extend a welcoming hand 
to those 2 whom this test will exclude. 

That is a sickly sentimentality, a false charity, which in seeking 
to improve the condition of the lowest strata of humanity woul 
place it in a position where it will at once come into active and 
ruinous competition with our own labor and drag it from its high 
standard of living and of manhood down to their own level of 


Page 34: 

A rough estimate would place the number of immigration agents and sub- 
agents in Italy at about 4,000. 

Page 36: 

They gather all such immigrants as are unable to obtain in their 
own country, some being fugitives from justi rsons er ice surveil- 
lance, or de ves. They —— fed on 5 tent eile in — 1 tho — 

company, and are even provided with wine at their meals. ers who 
passengers tramp to the bor- 


are too poor to > pay railroad fare for third-class 
SA oS aR ES 
the United States. = vda 2 

_ They are assisted by hundreds of discharged prisoners’ aid socie- 
ties and colonization associations, whose mission it is to unload 
upon us the criminals and paupers of Europe. For the past twelve 
years these agencies and influences have had a most serious and 
telling effect upon our citizenship. Our earlier immigrants were 
of superior nationalities and material. One can not study the 
statistics of our immigration without becoming impressed with 
the menacing decadence in its 2 We seem to have gotten 
down to the dregs. The pues old days that brought us the sturdy 
Teuton, Saxon, and Gaul, who have done so much to enrich and 
beautify our country, have oer The sear and yellow leaf of the 
Italian, Austro-Hungarian, Polish, and Russian immigration is 


upon us. Let us examine the figures: 
Total immigration by decades from 1820 to 1890. 


semicivilization and low wages, opening the doors of a moral = | 1830-1840 


house upon our own people. It is Quixotic patriotism and can 
not act as a guide for American statesmanship, whose imperative 
duty and hi mission is to protect the interests and preserve 
the safety of our own people. 

‘No State or community wishes to have thrust upon it the mass 
of illiterate, unpatriotic, d , and A ram a humanity which 
this bill is designed to exclude. Of the States replying to the in- 
quiry of the immigration investigating committee in 1896, not 
one wished that kind of immigration. ere is not a State from 
which have not come earnest expressions of a desire for this legis- 
lation, It has the active support of nearly every Jabor organiza- 
tion in the country except some of German composition, which 


of our good foreign-born citizenship seems in some | 1886 


ces and communities to be laboring under a misconception 

of the purpose and effect of the bill and of its own best interests. 
It is practically a plank in the platform of the political parties 
in the last general election. There is room and welcome for im- 
migration of the right kind. The great West and Northwest, the 


South and Southwest, have fields of unnumbered acres inviting | 1896 


farmers of all the 17 peoples of the civilized world. Those sec- 
tions are ready and anxious to welcome them. The same vigorous, 
intelligent, and honest manhood of northern and western Europe 
that has so largely contributed to the wonderful development of 
our t younger States will never find the gates of this country barred 
to them. 

I should not lend my voice or vote to any legislation aimed at 
them, nor could any such legislation, if attempted, ever be enacted. 
They are part of the history and best citizenship of the nation. 
The undesirable nationalities of which I have are of a dif- 
ferent race and condition. Their i 
except the steamship companies and their influences, which num- 
ber amon; themselves many German newspapers, societies, 
agents, and lobbyists. . 

H. C. Claussenius & Co., of Chicago, general Western agents of 
the North German Lloyd Steamship Company, on January 26, 
1807, sent the following telegram to F. W. A. Poppe, Milbank, 


igration is desired by none | P 


3.515 0.9 260,083 | 73.8 352, 708 
3,812 | 8.5 202.503 | 64.5 457,257 
71,734] 21.4 240,770 | 72 834; 208 
124,781 25.4 332,748 | 67.8 490, 109 
154,873 | 34 282,749 | 57.7 455, 302 
222020 | 39.6 292059 | 52.1 560,319 
259,987 44.8 312,50 | - 53.9 579, 663 
188,149 | 42.7 212,169 | 48.2 440, 793 
12.81 42.6 137,217 | 47.9 288, 020 
102,850 | 39.8 336,790 | 52.9 258, 536 
178,91 | 52 12,374 | 39 343, 267 
119,377 | 52 8792| 38 230, 832 


worthless, lawless, ignorant, per, and classes of Eu- 
rope. Let these figures tell story: 
ILLITERACY. 


The number of persons in each hundred immigrants over 15 years of age 


Immigration bill comes up in the House Wednesday. Wire your Congress- | 4.5 can not write or can not read and write 9 

pan, our expense protesting ͤ ͤ exclusion and . of Europo whichsent upward of 2,000 immigrants to tho United States 

* H. CLAUSSENIUS & (. during the past fiscal year, is as follows: x 

On Jan 28, 1897, Mr. Claussenius stated in an interview in $ 2 

the Chicago Times-Herald that— 21 

Dalby ele ͤ ĩ heb big hw ga A ty oe dry BE 227 
rman Lloyd who have a office, man Pee 

them doubtless represent others as well. tion . Average United Kingdom, France, Germany, and Scandinavia 3.6 

and the business of these agents. Average Austria-Hun „Italy,. Poland, and Russia 39.9 

Average from all countries... 2... one conten eons cen new cence E 23.2 


The report of the European Immigration Commission estab- 
lishes beyond question that these companies have agencies in the 
countries from which the undesirable immi ts come, in Italy 


alone there being over 4,000; their business being to gather, cor- 
ral, and ship to this country like so many cattle upon 
American labor. It says (page 8): 

Te See ees transport the most destitute inhabitants of Rus- 


they are forwarded to Liverpool and 
tates 


XXXI——379 


Germany, Austria, and Hungary to Hull, whence Per cent of total imm: ts 
booked through to the United Percentage of male illiteracy 


ILLITERACY OF ITALIAN IMMIGRANTS. 
(From ts over 14 years of age arriving at the 


manifests of 3,174 
— of New York d April, 1896, on four steamers from Genoa and 
aples. This is believed to presenta fair average of recent Italian immi- 


Pe: 
STG SIUC nc canna naasaan nbd ban aban atumeheenes 
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Number debarred under existin 197 
Percentage debarred of tota C— EEEE 6.2 
Number which would have been debarred by a reading and writing test. 2.147 
Or a percentage of — 00 
Percentage of those who had been in the United States before. 
Percentage of total immigrants who were laborers 


Fercentage of white native and foreign criminals, paupers, and juvenile 
oy X 7 offenders, 1890. or $ 
[Compiled from reports of the Eleventh Census.] 


Native | Foreign 
born. born. 


Per cent. Per cent, 


% dyn. Ä(d—— ¾—⁵Ä—w:' i ], 71.75 28 
% oeira aana AE AST 57 43 
Total white juvenile offenders 88. 70 11.30 
Total white population 85.23 14.77 


Percentage of white native and foreign-born criminals, paupers, and juvenile 
offenders, by parentage, 1890. 


8 ti 

ren arents 

Class. ative oreign 
born. born. 


Per cent. Per cent. 
42.44 7 


Total white criminals 57.56 
Total white paupers........... 40.80 59.20 
Total white juvenile offenders ae 37.70 62.3) 
t SEa E E E 55.03 82.77 


The foreign element furnishes 1} times as many criminals, 2 
times as many insane persons, and 3 times as many paupers as 
the native element, taking an equal number of each. The Mas- 
sachusetts prison reports show the following criminals per thou- 
sand by nationalities: Germany, 3.6; Scandinavia, 5.1; Scotland, 
5.8; France, 6.1; Ireland, 7.1; England, 7.2; Russia, 7.9; Austria, 
10.4; Hungary, 15.4; Poland, 16; Italy, 18.2; native, 2.7; foreign, 
5.4 


In illiteracy the percentages were: Scandinavia, less than 2; 
Germans, less than 3; English, 5; Scotch, 6; Irish, 7; Greeks, 26; 
Russians, 41; Austro-Hungarians, 45; Italians, 55; Portuguese, 78. 

A recent report of the United States Commissioner of Labor 
shows that persons of foreign birth or parentage form 77 per cent 
of the population of the slum districts of Baltimore, 90 per cent in 
Chicago, 95 per cent in New York City, 91 per cent in Philadel- 
phia. Of these, southeastern Europe furnished 3 times as many 
as northwestern Europe in Baltimore, 19 times as many in New 
York City, 20 times as many in Chicago, and 71 times as many in 
Philade!phia. 

Of the 89,597 who brought less than $30 each, 49,212 came from 
Austria-Hungary, Italy, and Russia. ae 

In the southern part of Italy 93 per cent of the peo are illit- 
erate, and wages average less than 20 cents, according to Signor 
Luigi Bodio, the eminent Italian statistician. 

There is no place in this country for these undesirable classes. 
They do not seek as farmers the undeveloped sections, They 
stagnate upon our seaboard and in our large cities. 

By the census of 1890, of the 9,249,547 foreign-born population 
44 per cent lived in 124 principal cities. Ninety cent of the 
immigration of recent years has settled in the Atlantic States and 
Illinois. 


On December 13, 14, and 15, 1895, 1,000 arrivingimmigrants were 


examined at New York. Their nationalities and destinations are 
shown by the following table: 
Destination by nationalities, 


Nationality. syl- 


vania. 


Germans 
Bohemians. 


Hungarians. 
Galicians ... 


There are but few farmers in their midst. Nine-tenths of the 
Italian immigrants are laborers. IIliterates are almost uniformly 
laborers. Of the 230,832 landed in 1897, only 22,560 (not 10 per 
cent) were farmers. There is enough uncultivated land in south- 
ern Italy for all the Italian farmers in the world. Already there 
are more than enough of them to work the mines, build the rail- 
roads, and dosimilar heavy work. Each year has been adding to 
the surplus of such labor of each preceding year, while there has 
been a lessening rather than an increasing demand for it. There 
is not a pickax, pike, or shovel that has not many idle hands ready 
and waiting for it. 


It is true that, as is triumphantly asserted by the advocates of 
unrestricted immigration, immigration has fallen off in 1897, as 
shown by the table I have already presented. That is just what 
was to be expected. Prosperity attracts them. In years of in- 
dustrial depression they are less inclined to impose themselves 
upon us. But the evil is measured not by the immigration of this 
year, but by the surplus of immigration which has accumulated 
from the past fifteen or more years. 

Once here, as a rule he is here to stay, fastened permanently 
upon the body of the Republic. The yearsof adversity and de- 
pression must bear the strain of the unwelcome legacy which pre- 
vious years of heavy immigration have entailed upon them. The 


2 | ranks of the unemployed are increased by this growth of surplus 


labor which has been accumulating for years with fearful rapidity. 
After each industrial depression, when prosperity has returned it 
has uniformly been accompanied by increased immigration. 

The danger is as great as ever, and no more serious blow can be 
dealt American labor than for Congress to be deceived by this 
i aiiai decrease in immigration into staying its protecting 

and. 

This country is in no condition to be made the dumping ground 
or receptacle for the unemployed of the world. It is no asylum 
for the worthless and unfortunates of other nations. Bread cannot 
be had for the asking. It comes in exchange for work. Work 
can not be had by our own ga Every immigrant who lands 
upon our shores must be fed. Every day’s labor given to one of 
them is taken from laborers already here. The census of 1890 
shows an estimate of 1,139,672 unemployed laborers. A census 
of to-day would certainly show at least that many. 

With our own people hungry and homeless for want of em- 
ployment, it is little short of a crime upon American citizenship 
to invoke the name of humanity in the effort to add to the ranks 
of our unemployed by the indiscriminate admission of the lowest 
t of labor. The voice is that of humanity, but the hand is 
that of greed on the part of those foreign steamship companies to 
feed and fatten upon the $18 to $30 per head of those steerage 
passengers. 

Patriotism with them is a plaything with which to amuse and 
attract our fancies; as a sentiment or inspiration it is to them as 
sounding brass. And yet the only argument that has been or can 
be advanced against the bill is sentiment. That is always an un- 
safe guide to legislation. It is blind even when most commend- 
able. It idealizes where stern facts and conditions must be met by 
wisdom and practical common sense. This particular sentiment 
is peculiarly unacceptable because it 1 blind to its first 
duty to those immediately around it in its effort to aid those in 
distant lands. It discounts everything in behalf of a mistaken 
philanthropy which is disastrous to its own people. 

There is room enough for sympathy and py and charity and 
solicitude in this country and opportunity for satiation without 
going to Italy, Austria and Hungary, and Russia and Poland, and 

urkey in Asia. Gentlemen should reflect that in such frantic 
efforts a are turning their backs upon their own unemployed 

le. Those laborers have a right to our protection—to demand 
hat they be not made victims to unrestricted competition with 
the degraded labor of other countries. 

Congress alone has the power to erect the wall that will save 
them. They contribute their part to the support of the Govern- 
ment in times of peace and to its armies in times of war. Taxa- 
tion, as levied in this country by the National Government, is not 
opon property, but practically upon the head. It is upon the 
clothes and shoes we wear, the food we eat, the household and 
kitchen articles, the laborer’s tools and implements; such things 
as areincident in yayog degrees to all our people. Bonds, stocks. 
landed estates, dwellings, stores, and all the many species of 


valuable property which are not imported or which do not consist 
of sre and tobacco bear no part of the burdens of the Govern- 
ment. 


The laborer consuming $300 for the support of himself and fam- 
ily pays as much taxation as the millionaire who consumes no 
more than that amount. He is certainly under no obligation to 
the Government. He pays for everything he gets. Work is his 
po help and salvation. Take that from him, and he is upon the 
cold charity of the world. There is no survival of the fittest in 
labor competition. The fittest goes to the wall in the presence of 
the cheapest. The great army of the unemployed, struggling with 
each other for work, with life almost a tragedy in each suffering 
family, is an argument that will not and can not be answered by 
a maudlin sentimentality that would open the flood gates to a de- 
basing immigration which will blot every star of hope from the 
already darkened firmament which is even now the only shelter 
for many an American citizen. 


I would impress the Representatives from the South with the 
seriousness of the situation. Surely there can be no question as 
to our course. So far we have escaped the plague, Perhaps be- 
cause of an unwillingness to enter into competition with the negro 
labor, or because of reports of violence and disregard of life sedu- 
lously disseminated in foreign countries as conditions peculiar to 
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our especial civilization, or from whatever causes, they have not 
been visited upon us. But this immunity will not long continue. 

The eyes of the world are at last opening to our marvelous re- 

sources, and the worthless immigrants, failing to find lodging in 
the North Atlantic States, will be brought by the steamships by 
the shipload and dumped upos us. = day may witness the 
movement. It is a matter of surprise no less than of congratula- 
tion that it has delayed solong. As our manufacturing interests 
develop, still more tempting will be those pastures new, and they 
will come down upon that fair land as the plagues did upon 
Egypt. 
‘A misguided sentimentality that would seek, in the name of hu- 
manity to turn that loathsome stream into the industrial life of 
that virgin territory, pure in its centuries of American citizen- 
ship, has for its only apol its utter and hopeless blindness. 
Surely no son of the South will fasten upon her this body of pol- 
lution. Protect the South from this degraded population, and 
her natural advantages and boundless resources will enable her 
to secure the cream of immigration. : 

Let gentlemen consider what that section is. It has more coal 
and iron than all of Europe; it contains nearly all the phosphate 
rock deposits of the world; it has nearly every mineral known to 
science or art; one-half of the standing timber in the Union is 
within its limits; it raises three-fourths of the world's supply of 
cotton, and can manufacture it more cheaply than any gold-stand- 
ard country in the world; its products of breadstuffs exceed its 
cotton crops; its climate is unequaled, and its waterpower is 
immeasurable in the unnumbered streams and rivers which fall 
from the great mountain ridges into the Atlantic and the Gulf. 

From northern Alabama to West Virginia there stretches a vast 
belt 700 by 200 miles, which contains a concentration of mineral 
and timber wealth without equal in Europe or America, and in 
some sections of it iron ore, coke, and limestone within a few miles 
of each other, enabling our furnaces to invade even the English 
markets. 

The cotton-factory development of the South would perhaps 
suffer more seriously than any other by the invasion of this law- 
less and pauper immigration, because of the ease by which, with 
the willingness to accept cheap wages, they could underbid and 
drive out the excellent high-class American labor with which the 
mills there are now conducted. The Italian and the Austrian 
would drive out the operatives there, just as the Canadians have 
driven them from the Northern mills, By the census of 1890 of 
the 172,061 cotton-mill operatives in the United States only 49,337 
were native whites with native parents, while 41,157 were native 
whites with foreign parents, and 81,567 were foreigners. 

We owe it to our people to protect them from this scourge. I 
speak earnestly, because I see and feel the danger. In my State 
are more spindles and more operatives than in any other State in 
the South; in my district are more than one-fourth of those in the 
State, and in my county are more than in any county of the South. 
I would use every power in me to shield them and the rest of the 
South which as yet have been saved from that immigration. The 
story of development of my people will in afew years be the story 
of the whole South, for that section must inevitably soon become 
the home of cotton manufacture. The entire South is at work; 
there are no white loafers. They are repeating history. 

In 1810 by the census the manufactured products of the Caro- 
linas and Georgia exceeded in value and variety those of New 
England. They relinquished the manufacturing ascendency in 
at to devote foa rs to the more profitable fields of agricul- 
ture. Up to the beginning of the war the South, with less than 
neth of the white population of the Union, produced over 
one-half of its agricultural products. r 

Comparative values of products in 1360. 


| Yield in re- 
Yield in South. mainder of the 


country. 
24 SEA E 358, 153, 000 472,297,000 
44, 800,000 125, 200,000 
RE 5, 196,000 None. 
851, 500, 000 77, 800, 000 
pr ee ERT, Sega BE ee ee a 187, 000, 000 None. 
prost potatoes sons 8, ARO 
:!:!!! E EE, 000, 
3 P1770 $a, mine $639, 991, 853 
6— ͤ AR N „ „ —. 
Beeswax and honey = 13,551,151 12,835, 704 
Value of animals slaughter edc 15 447,110 $128, 424, 543 
Value rod emo manufactures ............- 1. pone s, 5 — 
Pease and beans „878. 3, 309, 
WOOL EIEE 12.585.337 47,946, 006 
Cash value of farms $2, 308, 409,352 | $4,330, 004, 869 


It owned 30 p cent of the banking capital of the nation and 44 
per cent of the assessed property values, the order being Con- 
necticut, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Mississippi, Massachusetts, 
Louisiana, Georgia. District of Columbia, Florida, Kentucky, 
Alabama, Texas, New Jersey, Maryland, Arkansas, Virginia, 
Ohio. The war wrought a vast change and put the bottom rail 


on top. In 1870 her percentage of the total worth was reduced to 
21 per cent. ; - 
Valuation of real and personal property. 


Sections. 1890. 1880. 
New England and Middle States $21, 435, 491, 864 | $17,533, 000, 000 
e ...... 11, 554, 261, 685 7, 641, 000, 000 
C BA ea Eee Caney —— 25,255, 915,549 | 16, 186,000,060 
Pacific coast States and Territories 6, 811,422,099 2. 282,000,000 
Total for United States 65, 037, 091, 197 | 43, 642, 000,000 
Sections. 1850. 
New England and Middle States $3, 150, 989, 851 
Southern States 2, 848, 956, 892 
Western States 1, 126, 447,585 
Pacific coast States and Terri- 
OPE eas oe Acar oak cues . 385, 900 
Total for United States. 30,068,518, 507 | 16, 159,616,088 | 7. 135. 780, 228 


The wonder of the world was aroused when France in five years 
pee off the German indemnity of $1,000,000,000. Butshe had not 
n devastated by war. She had not given up the flower of her 
outh to bloody fields. She had not been deprived of billions of 
er property. She was not oppressed and robbed of other millions 
after the termination of the war by carpetbaggers, with ignorance 
and vice holding high carnival in her places of power and in her 
treasury. 

How marvelous, then, must be the resources of the South, when 
within three decades after a war which left her desolate, and 
within two decades after the alien and the robber were driven 
from her capitals, she to-day challenges the admiration of the 
world by her enterprise and leads on to a future of undimmed 

eatness. That future can not be prevented, hindered, or de- 
ayed by attempting to amend the Constitution so as to enable 

Congress to control labor in that section. It is an empty dream, 
born of desperation. 

It simply discloses a spirit of monumental selfishness which 
would rg in the States of their right and proper province to 
regulate their internal affairs in their own way, vest them all in 
the Federal Government, and then utilize them to foster enter- 
prises of the New England States in their unequal contest with 
the cotton States in cotton manufacturing. They would protect 
themselves from foreign competition by a protective tariff and 
from domestic competition by depriving other sections of the 
country of their natural advantages. 

No amount of legislation will ever make New England an equal 
competitor with the South in cotton manufacturing. The eternal 
laws of nature and commerce forbid it. The record of the past 
quarter of a century points unerringly to the inevitable result. 
In 1873-74 the Northern mills took 1,192,000 bales and the South- 
ern 128,000. In 1883-84 they took, respectively, 1,580,000 and 
711,000, an increase for the Northern mills of 33 per cent and for 
the Southern of 455 per cent. In 1860 the spindles of the South 
were 217,291; in 1870, 416,883; in 1880, 667,000: in 1890, 1,700,000; 
in 1894, 3,000,000, and in 1897, 4,105,667, until they now amount to 
one-fourth of the spindles in the Union. In 1897, 37 mills. with 
256,780 spindles, were constructed in the South, while in the North 
only 12 mills, with 39,800 spindles, were constructed. 

When the South resumed manufacturing the result was pre- 
determined. New Pagant has to import its cotton, its coal, lum- 
ber, and food. The charges paid for water power range from 
$56.25 at Manayunk, Pa.; $48.25 at Warmset; $37.50 at Pater- 
son, N. J.; $20 at Lowell and Lawrence, Mass., to $5 at Columbia, 
S. C., per 1 horsepower per year, while the average cost of devel- 
opment and maintenance of water power in South Carolina will 
not exceed $2 per horsepower per year. 

Land and building material are cheap in the South, with conse- 
uent low rents; the cotton is at the doors, and there is no profit 
or brokers and middlemen; the raw material is at its first and 

cheapest cost; there is no loss of weight in transportation; the 
water courses never freeze; fuel and lights are very cheap and 
water is free; living expenses are less than in any other section of 
the country; the temperature is milder and clothing is lighter. 
Those are natural advantages which no amount of legislation can 
remove. 

Mr. Alfred B. Shepperson says: 

It may be stated as a proposition which can not be controverted that cotton 
Mea + is far more profitable in the Scuthern than in the New Eng- 

Some of the largest cotton-mill interests in New England are 
erecting 1 plants in the South. 

Latham, Alexander & Co. say: 

The manufacture of cotton in the South has ety berg claim to all the 


adivantages that are inseparable from “the eternal fitness of things.“ The 
climate is the best in the world for the business. Water power is there in 
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inexhaustible ean free as air, or at minimum cost even in exception- 
ally desirable localities. Labor is abundant at reasonable wages, and thus 
far there have been less disturbances than in any other sections of the coun- 


tentment. And finally, ove g 
the one inestimable and unalterable fact, the cotton itself is there. 


But the test element of superiority of the Southern mills is 
the splendid character, intelligence, and efficiency of their opera- 
tives. There are none comparable to them in the country. ey 
are natives and to the manor born; moral, law-abiding, intelli- 

mt, energetic, home-loving, patriotic, and excellent citizens. 

ey are none of your spavined, degenerate, dilapidated, spirit- 
less, and worthless imported Hint e 

They are part of us and animated by the same high papoa and 
aspirations. They are men and women that make glory for this 
country in time of warand do their part for its prosperity in time 
of peace. They need no defense or eulogy in their own country; 
but to you who know tkem not let me present these disinterested 
testimonials from men you do know: 

D. M. Thompson, president of Corliss Engine Company, Provi- 
dence, R. I., says: 

The tivesareall * * * of exceptionally ap ce, and ex- 

i high e of intelli ce and efficl nies ‘ormance of their 
work. yee of help which the best of our Northern mills would gladly 
oy. 

Mr. H. E. Fisher, a New Englander and superintendent of an 
Atlanta (Ga.) cotton mill, says: . 
to that of New 


the 
England. The oily-tongued agitator, together with the hard times the New 
England mills fost been 9 have played havoc with their labor. 


Mr. Brittain, a New Englander, and superintendent of Whit- 
ney (S. C.) Mill, says: - $ 
I have employed labor, North, South, East, and West, in cotton mills, and 


I prefer the labor to be found here. It is the most in mt, most adapta- 
and most practicable to be found on the face of the continent. 


Mr. R. H. Edmonds, editor of the Manufacturers’ Record, to 
whom I am much indebted for some accurate information upon 
this subject, and who went South with a number of prominent 
New England manufacturers to study the Southern „Says: 


New cogent 8 and many New England e have always taken 
the ground that the South could not compete with section in the manu- 
facture of fine s because of its labor. Their iby hz 
superiority of New England mill help to Southern help. Itis suite amusi 
in view of these facts to see the rev Ww lan 
friends when they go South and investigate Southern cotton mills for them- 
selves. The writer recently had the pleasure of visiting a large number of 
Southern mills in company with a half dozen of the most prominent mill- 
owners of New En 

The one subject of pa interest to them—greater than nearness to the 


cotton fields, greater cheap cotton, excellent water powers, or freedom 
= W the superior r, the a 5 the 7 
cotton man ring mill people. 

These New E: investigators freely admitted the superior character of 
Southern mill help. They tted it was or to anything now 
found in the mills of New England, sta that years when New 
land mills had the native American girls as operatives, their help was 


of the same character that the South now 
Now, however, the South has the native 8 New England has 
mainly the foreign element inits mills. Tosay that New s cotton- 
mill help is superior to the South's is simply saying that the lower class of 
ie po are superior to the native 33 American is about the way 
was exp 


This revelation in regard to the excellence and the abundant 
supply of mill help is having great influence in turning the atten- 
tion of New England people tothe South. At last eyen some of 


the New England rs are beginning to admit it. 

The Boston E a p Bulletin 31, 1895, page 15), one of 
the most conservative textile papers of that section, in its editorial 
discussing labor in Southern , SAYS: 


Northern 


orth mills. Th is of native American —— from 
ern — 
erations of hill and 3 ie oy life. ts z an 

These are the men and women who are entitled to our protec- 
tion from theinvasion of the mills by the class of labor which has 
taken possession of the Northern mills, Theya to usfor this 
legislation. They havea right to be heard. is their only de- 
fense against degraded associations that ag dread and abhor. 
TTT © name of the pure 
American citi p that now distingui our Southland and 
that has madeits history. [Applause. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield twenty-five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 


Mr. CARMACK addressed the committee, See Appendix]. 


Mr. SAYERS. I poe five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 


3 GAINES 
Mr. GAINES. I will take the time some other time, and will 
yield to the gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kine]. 


[Mr. KING addressed thecommittee. See Appendix]. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask the Clerk to proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nica: a Canal Commission: To continue the surveys and examinations 
authorized by the act approved March 2, 1895, entitled “Ån act making appro- 
priations for the sundry civil aroe of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes,“ into the route, the 
feasibility, and cost of construction of the Nicaragua Canal, th the view of 
making e e lans for the entire work of construction of such canal as 
therein provided, $50,000, to continue available during the fiscal year 1899. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 3, after line 25, insert: 

“Canadian com m: For the on the part of the United States 
of a joint commission to be a; for the adjustment of differences be- 
tween the United States reat Britain in respect to the Dominion of 
Canada, including the compensation of the commissioners representing the 
. to tae Ut Gee te ontn ena 

on oi a i 

Siber incidental to be alstaresd under the direction: oe the => 
tary of State, $50,000, to remain available during the fiscal year 1899,” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have printed in the 
RECORD the following letter in explanation of the items. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to print a letter in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 8, 1598. 

Str: I have the honor to invite the attention of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives to the following important matter: 

For a number of years past the relations between the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada gro out of their ———— and intimate com- 
mercial intercourse have given to questions which have not yielded to 

gl ech bate woe ET ton th 
disposi as been manifest on the 

of the government of the Dominion of Canada to seek some 8 


com ve settlement of all such pending matters. On the occasi 
Friendly visit of the Canadian Prania? E Wilfrid Laurier, to pee 


then 


„Sir 
November last, informal consideration was given to the subject. — 5 
the readiness ot the British and Canadian Governments to enter into a frank 
and friendly conference for the purpose of devising a broad adjustment of 
all outstanding sources of difference was 55 
As the outcome of the initiatives then taken on both sides, the Hon. Sir 
Louis Da minister of and fisheries of the Dominion of Canada, 
y ashington under the Dominion gov- 
ernment, and in concert with the British ambassador at this Se ge Id 


State of 

the United States, and the Hon. John A. Kasson, special com 
designated by the President as conferees on behalf of 
tates. Five meetings place between the 25th and the Mth 
inclusive. There was concurrence of views on both sides as to the 
desirability of amicably settling all controversies between the United States 
and Great Britain in tothe Dominion of Canada, to the end that their 
intercourse shall be established and ee rinciples of a cordial 


adjustments which it believes 
made for the removal of 3 and for the improvement of 
international relations with the other; an 


ion. 
ese conclusions have the erees and are 
under consideration by the respective governments, with every e oF 


artis evident that prehensive character of the suggest 

eviden com: ive er ed arran 
ment and the variety and importance of the questions to prepared for 
submission to the joint commission when the same shall be rb onary by the 
executive branches of the ive governments will en much careful 
attention and require treatment by the several departments of the govern- 
ment, with such expert 


be necessary for the collection of 


ments. 
In order to meet these several charges and to enable this Government to 
conduct 3 to a satisf. in which all rights shall be 


by direction of the henge to aren that eariy provi: 

in sundry civil bi your 
the preparation of the ve cases on behalf 
of the United States, for the expenses of the 


to be appointed 

on the part of the United States, for the share of the joint Tot the 

commission which may be c) to the 'nited States, and for 
expenses, for of which 


tion of 850,00), or so much thereof às sbail be necessary, £ believed to be suf- 


I have, therefore, the honor to ask that consideration be given to this re- 
quest commensurate with its urgency and with the magnitude 


and benefit 
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of the results which are confidently expected to flow from the contemplated 
arrangement. 
ectfully, yours, 


WILLIAM R. DAY. 

Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, 8 

Chairman Appropriations Committee, House of Representatives. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i i be carried on at the coinage 
3 the sand aang of . at New York, and it shall 
be lawful toapply the moneys arising from charges collected from depositors 
for these opera and also the proceeds of sale of by-products (spent acids 
arising from any surplus bullion recovered in parti ng and refining processes), 
pursuant to law, so far as may be necessary, to defraying in full the ex- 
I. ͤ —— of apa iage 
and — es office at New York be used to defray the expenses of parting 
and refining on. 4 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee having charge of the bill whether this provision 
of the bill has any effect upon the refining and parting of bullion 
at the assay offices in the United States? 

Mr. C ON. No; it does not. It is made necessary by a 
ruling of the Comptroller of the touching sweepings and 
the by-product that comes from coining that heretofore have been 
used as if they were reappropriated, but under the ruling they can 
not now be so used; and we have the two or three items of appro- 
priation immediately ing this paragraph; and for the pur- 
pose of preventing a similar deficiency, we enact this legislation. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Then it does notin any manner interfere 
with the present law in relation to the assay offices in the West- 
ern States? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Western Branch at Leavenworth, Kans.: For current expenses, namely: 


h dered the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
For legal and other services rende e EA 


ldi d in full for other expenses 
E W. Giiver, Dang for the fiscal year 1897, $1,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. , 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

line 1 30, the following: 

“That jurisdiction over the places purchased for the location of any of the 
Branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is hereby 
ceded to the respective States in which said Branches are located, and relin- 
quished by the United States; and the United States shall claim or exercise 
no jurisdiction over said places after the of this act: Provided, That 
nothing contained herein shall be construed to impair the powers and rights 
heretofore conferred upon the Board of Ma’ rs of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in and over said places.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand, but want to ascertain from the 
gentleman from Indiana, to see if Iam correct. Is this substan- 
tially the same bill as passed for the Dayton Home? 

Mr. STEELE. Exactly the same. lt cures the same defect 
that existed there, and is made necessary because the supreme 
court of Ohio has decided substantiall t where the General 
Government requires jurisdiction and the State grants it, reserva- 
tion of certain rights may not be made by the State, excepting by 
the expressed consent of the Government. j 

In the act of the State of Ohio ceding jurisdiction to the Gov- 
ernment for the purpose of establishing a national soldiers’ home, 
the legislature reserved the right, or attempted to, among other 
things, to serve criminal and civil processes on the lands ceded, 
and I think, notwithstanding the decision, had a right to do so; 
but to cure any defect the United States, in 1871, passed an act 
the same as the amendment provides for. 

The amendment is general in its character and came up on ac- 
count of two decisions by the judge of the Grant circuit court of 
Indiana in recent cases, one criminal and one in divorce proceed- 
ings, substantially, as I have said, in accordance with that of the 
supreme court of Ohio, and we seek to cure the defect for obvious 
reasons, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio insist on his 
point of order? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only wanted to know what the effect of 
it was. I have no objection. 

The CHAI The point of order is withdrawn. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PATENT OFFICE. 

For the following additional employees for the fiscal year 1899, authorized 
by the act approved June 10, 1898, namai: 

For three cipal examiners, at $2,500 each; two first assistant examiners, 
at $1,800 each; two second assistant examiners, at $1,600 each; six third assist- 
ant examiners, at $1,400 each; five fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each; 
four clerks of class 1; four copyists; six laborers, at $600 each; six assistant 
messengers, at $720 each; and six . at each; in all, 847, 180. 

For producing the Official Gazette, including weekly, 3 3 
and annual indexes therefor, exclusive of expired patents, 812.67 

For producin copies of drawings of the weekly issues of patents, for pro- 
ducing copies of designs, e-marks, and pending applications, and for the 
— uction of exhausted copies of drawings an fications; said work 
referred to in this and the D to done as provided by 
the “Act providing for the public printing and binding and for the distribu- 
tion of public documents: Provided, That the entire work may be done at 
the Government Printing Office, if in the judgment of the Joint Committee 


on Printing, or if there shall be no joint committee, in the judgment of the 
Committee on Printing of either House, it shall be deemed to be for the best 
interests of the Government, $10,000. 


Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman 
of the committee if this additional force that is provided here for 
the Patent Office is the result of following the that we passed 
a few days since increasing the force? 

; Mr. CANNON, This is the appropriation which goes with that 
egislation. 

Mr. LOVE. This is the appropriation that goes with that 
measure? j 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OUT OF THE POSTAL REVENUE. 


Free delivery: For free-delivery service for the fiscal years as follows: 
For fiscal year 1898, $163,000, 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I had intended 1 general 
debate to submit some remarks upon the deficiency bill, and I may 
want ten or fifteen minutes, perhaps not more than five or six. 
Mr. CANNON. I will say that I intended to yield such time 
as the gentleman wanted, but he was temporarily absent from the 
House and therefore I did not use my hour; so I will ask unani- 
mous consent that I may yield to the gentleman now, out of my 
time in the hour that I did not use, ten or fifteen minutes, as he 


= desire. 

he CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
— from California may be allowed to proceed for fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think I will use that much, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that deficiency bills are 
a necessity; but it seems they have been made the vehicle of 
a multitude of sins and are at least incentives to the expenditure 
of more money than Congress sees fit to appropriate for specific 
purposes. The item ted here is but a trifle in these war 
times—$163,000; but there is involved in this deficiency an abso- 
lute unwarranted defiance of an act of Congress. I want to say, 
further, I should take opportunity to criticise any administration 
under the sun as I criticise the present for like offense. 

I want to say, still further, that this deficiency was created 
and continued to swell in magnitude up to the middle of January, 
after several er een bills had been presented, and not 
one word came the Post-Office Department asking Congress 
whether they indorsed these expenditures of money or not. 
From this small amount of money, if unchecked by Congress, 
may continue to grow this condition in the Departments; and it 
has grown, I think, in some of the other Departments, as gentle- 
men upos the Committee on Appropriations can substantiate, for 
a number of years, but never, I think, with the boldness that has 
been attempted in this. You see here the Department expended 
money in defiance of the 5 made for a specific service. 
I should not take occasion, Mr. Chairman, perhaps, under the ex- 
cited condition of the country to refer to this question had there 
not been more criticism, probably, growing out of this item than 
any other one measure of expenditure that has ever come before 

ongress. 

During the hearings on the Post-Office appropriation bill it de- 
veloped that the Post-Office Department had expended more 
money for Fe rey service than had been appropriated, 
Never in the hearings before the Post-Office Committee before have 
we had a stenographer and had taken down all that transpired 
before the committee. At this ing we had no stenographer, 
because we were following the policy that had been in vogue for 
a number of years. But, as some controversy arose as to what 
actually took place at that hearing, I found it afterwards neces- 
sary to have a stenographer present and take down every word 
that was spoken, 

While I have been on the Post-Office Committee I have endeav- 
ored, with the aid and help of others on the committee, to kee 
the expenditures down to lowest ible point that 1 
maintain the efficiency of the service. Now, during this hearing 
it was developed that there was a deficiency in the item for free- 
delivery service. Knowing full well what had been the policy, 
what had been spoken of at our committee many times before, 
that there was too much service in some of the cities in thiscoun- 
try, I said to the First Assistant of the Department: Is it not 
possible to cut down the free-delivery service in some of the cities 
of this country, or, if not to cut it down, to at least stopits growth?” 
I offered that suggestion after having been informed by that De- 
partment for years that in some cities of the country there was 
too much service. We were informed immediately: Ves; we 
will cut down the service in such cities as to-day have too much 
service.” 

That, I supposed, was the end of the controversy. The defi- 
ciency had been created, and it would have been our effort to have 
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that deficiency made up. The Post-Office Department did pro- 


ceed to cut off some carriers, I suppose here is a portion of un- 
written history. I suppose it created so much excitement in the 
one, two, or three cities that they proposed to cut it off from that 
they found it was impossible to proceed, and then they pursued a 
policy which I want this House to understand, : 

Finding that they had not strength enough to cut off service in 
cities where they had nine deliveries a day, they immediately pro- 
ceeded to attempt to cut the carriers off in most all the large cities 
of this country, and I have been heard to insinuate that perhaps 
the motive behind that was to create a sentiment in Congress that 
would sustain the wy ple ere in stopping wherethey were. Per- 
haps it is not so, but I call the attention of this House to the mat- 
ter so that it may carefully look over the conditions. Why did 
the Department send to the city of San Francisco and order them 
to cut off 30 carriers, a city that never had more than five deliveries 
a day, and out of 200 carriers only 8 made five deliveries a day, a 
city that has not had an additional carrier for nine years? I 
might be tempted to ask why they went to the city of Portland, 
Me., and ordered carriers cut off there, where no additional car- 
riers had been allowed during a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LOUD. 5 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did they cut off carriers where the service 
was the test and where it had been recently increased? 

Mr. LOUD. They did not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What number of deliveries was left in the 
other cities? 

Mr, LOUD. Why, of course this scheme never was carried out, 
and it never was intended that it should be. Iam calling the at- 
tention of the House to this fact, that where an agreement was 
entered into before the Post-Office Committee that a few carriers 
should be cut off in the cities where there were eight or nine 
deliveries a day, I think they intended to cut them off in those 
cities, let me say; but it created such a row that in order to 
sustain the position they were forced into, they naturally went to 
the city of the chairman of the Post-Office Committee and, as I 
have said, ordered 30 cariers cut off there. I was asked the ques- 
tion what I was going to do about it. Isaid to the Department, 
If there are too many carriers in the city of San Francisco, it 
becomes your duty to cut them off. Iam not the man to deter- 
mine; you must assume the responsibility.” But I ask now why 
should they have attempted to cut carriers off in cities that hada 
very limited delivery to as great an extent as they proposed to 
cut them off in cities that had eight or nine deliveries, 

Senate Document No. 79 may be somewhat interesting reading 
to the average member of Congress. It is in answer to a query 
put to the Post-Office De ent as to what amount of money 
it required to maintain the efficiency of the postal service, That 
was during the height of this excitement, and, as you remember, 
on this floor attempts were made to appropriate money to meet 
this deficiency, 

Mr. LOVE. What date was that? 

Mr. LOUD. January 21, and the gentleman will remember 
that at the time I was hardly able to speak above a whisper. Some 
members of the House were criticising me by 2 themselves 
inter viewed in the press throughout the country, holding me per- 
sonally responsible. And after I saw this communication, which 
was in the possession of those parties before it ever came to Con- 
gress, I was not surprised. The Postmaster-General, in submit- 
ting his estimate of the amount that was necessary to maintain 
the efficiency of the free-delivery service, took occasion to say: 

In this connection I deem it proper to state that the appropriation allowed 
by Congress for the free-delivery system for the current fiscal hed plus the 


deficiency of $163,000, exceeds by only the estimate subm 
Department for the salaries of letter carriers at established offices. 


I hold that in this matter the Postmaster-General went beyond 
his power and authority. It may have been, perhaps, a Depart- 
ment joke to call the attention of Congress to the fact that if 
you had done as I asked you to do, there would not have been 
this deficiency.” At that time I branded that statement of the 
Post-Office Department as a falsehood. During the hearings be- 
fore the Appropriations Committee (you will find the language 
in the report of those hearings) the Department admitted what 
any man must admit, for, unfortunately for the Department, the 
submissions to Congress were in print and could not be changed 
by the system of figuring of any clerk in any Department. I 
branded that statement at that time as false, and said that if I 
was ever able to be heard I would prove it. 

But suppose there had been a difference of $163,000, what dif- 
ference could it make to the Post-Office Department? Has not 
Congress the right to appropriate as much or as little money for 
any branch of the public service as it sees fit? The worst aspect 
of this matter, Mr. Chairman, is that the statement does not 
even the imprint of truth. I have 1 utterance to the expres- 
sion before, and I will repeat it: If I had been Postmaster-General 
and my name had been obtained to a document of that kind, either 


the man who submitted the figures to me and made me certify to 

a falsehood to Congress and the country—either I would have had 

11 before the setting of the sun or the President should have 
mine. 


In the hearings before the committee—I refer to page 56—this 
conversation took place: 


Mr. Loup. Now I want to turn to Document 79, which is a document sent 
to the Senate, in which 5 Rac Department say: 

In this connection I deem it proper tostate that the appropriation allowed 
by Congress for the free-delivery system for the current fiscal year, plus the 
deficiency of $163,000, exceeds by only $500 the estimates submitted by this 
Department for the salaries of letter carriers at established offices.” 

would like to know if you still hold that to be a correct statement. 

Mr. MACHEN. As I explained to you personally, Mr. LOUD, abont the time 
that document was sent to the Senate, or the time we made our estimate to 
your committee, the estimate of es for letter carriers at established 
offices and for all purposes for the established service for 1897-93 was $12,891,- 
500. You appropriated for the maintenance of the service at established 
offices $12,529,000, and made a separate item of $90,000 for the establishment of 
the service at new offices, which made a cut in the estimated appropriation, 
as far as the established service was concerned, of $162,500, or, taking the two 
items together, a net cut of $72,500. 

Mr. Loup. That is correct; the statement of $162,500 is not correct. 

— MACHEN. It is correct as far asthe service in established offices is con- 
cerned. 


Here the hammer fell. 
r. CANNON. I yield the gentleman ten minutes more. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the meaning of what I have just read? 
The Postmaster-General submitted to Congress an estimate for 
service in established offices and for the establishment of new 
service. We found that the Department had not been establish- 
ing new service in places entitled to it by law; so we segregated 
the items, Then the Department, even in the last hearing, tried 
to crawl and say that that was the difference between the amount 
we ri dal era and the amount estimated for the established 
service, when, as a matter of fact, the Department had estimated 
for both characters of service. 


Mr. Loup. Let me call your attention right there to the estimate: d 

“For additional carriers for the extension of the service at established 
offices, and for establishment thereof at new offices, $130,000." 

Mr. MACHEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Loup. Now, do I understand you did not intend to use any of this 
money for establishing new offices? 

Mr. MACHEN. Not if a deficiency was threatened, because then we would 
haye no excuse for marine it. 

Mr. Loup. Then why did you not estimate for this service? You only 
asked $150,000 for the extension of the ser vice at established offices and estab- 
lishing new offices? 

Mr. MACHEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Loup. We took $90,000 of the money in accordance with the statement 
55 made that there were 125 offices entitled to this, but you could not estab- 
ish these for the reason of the pressure from other sources, so we gave you 
$90,000 in a segregated item for the establishment of this service at new 
offices. Now, the only way you can possibly reach that $162,500 is by taking 
the $90,000 we did appropriate and charge it up to us as not appropriated. 


And that is what they did. And the Postmaster-General is 
made to say and sent to Congress publicly and officially a docu- 
ment containing statements which bear upon their face the im- 
print of falsehood. 


Mr. MacHEn. Not exactly so, because if we had tho whole amount of tho 
estimate, $12,691,500, and at the nning of the fiscal year we found we were 
going to havea deficiency, we would not have established new offices. In that 
way the establishment of the service would have been left to the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General. 

Ae Loup. Yes, I know, but it is a subterfuge and you can not fix it in 
way. 

Mr. Mionna. And I will say the net cut will be $72,500. 

Mr. Loup. Iacknowledge the cut was $72,500, but no man, by any process of 
figuring, can make the thing in any other manner, You can figure it upas you 
pan Ot course I do not represent Congress, although you know that item 

been thrown back upon my shoulders, that I was personally responsible 
for this. I am perfectly willing to admit that we 4 riated $72,500 for 
this service less than was estimated, but no more than that. Now, I find you 
had $97,458 available on the Ist of last July, and this, I understand, is outside 
of new office service, s 

Mr. MACHEN. For the extension of the service in established offices. 

Mr. Loup. For the extension of the service in established offices, and to 
that you really should have added the $55,000 which you put to your credit 
here for deductions by reason of change of grade? 

Mr. MACHEN. I have deducted that. 

Mr. Lovp. You have further on; really, as a matter of fact, you had avail- 
able for this year $152,458? 

Mr. MACHEN, Yes; less about $25,000, which would be consumed in the holi- 
N emergency service, and matters of that kind. 

r. Loup. That is all estimated here? 

Mr. MACHEN, No; it is not. I have taken out the fixed charges against 
the appropriation, salary charge, vacation service, 5 1 75 e by 
saw, or the fixed charges against salary for July 1. 1897, 812.481.542, leaving a 
balance available for additional help to maintain the service within present 
limits and to prevent overtime, $07,438. Now, the emergency service for 
holidays, election times, and summer resorts would have to come out of that. 

Mr. Loup. Oh, no; but it was all in pose original estimate. 8 

Mr. Macuen. Les, sir; but this is a statement of the way the appropriation 
was disbursed. 

Mr. Loup. The best we can do is to confine ourselves to the figures. 
Further on you do allow $55,000 by reason of change of grade? 

Mr. MACHEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Loup. That should have been, according to your own figures— 

Mr. MACHEN, Seventy-five thousand dollars. 

* * * * * * > 

Mr. MACHEN. That isthe way the law reads, I think. That is, they take 

the pro rata vacation from date of appointment. If they are appoin on 


severe een for instance, they are entitled to seven and one-half days to 


Jul 
Ar. Loup. Now, then, to sum up the statement, the $162,500 less appropri- 
ated than estimated for has been reduced down to $72,500? 


1898. 
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Mr. MACHEN. On that account. 

Mr. Loup. And you will find the De ent, having $152,458 for the ex- 
tension of service, continued to extend the service to the amount of $250,298.50 
in the first six months, and that the Department did not submit any defi- 
— estimate to Congress until there been considerable Geer vanes 
aboutit; and you went on, even on the Ist of January you gave $20,000 here 

Mr. MACHEN. Those were allowances made prior to that time, the service 
to commence and appointments to take effect January 1. 

Mr. Loup. Of course B ive understand you had no right to use any more 
money than was pee. ted! 

Mr. MACHEN. Well, we understood that, but we had to take care of the 


service. 

Mr. Loup. Now, I would like to ask you if both you and Mr. Heath did not 
say to me, when I had the first hearing before our committee, that in your 
opinion some cities of this country had too large a service? 

Mr. MACHEN, Yes; I said so. * 

Mr. Loup. We will name two of those cities. Boston is one and New York 
the other, and yet I find you have allowed the city of Boston, in the face of 
that, 19 carriers, and the city of New York—the number is not here, but 
$18.000 in a lump sum. 

Mr. MACHEN, That is som to 30 for the full year. 

Mr. Loup. And that in face of the fact it had been constantly admitted 
2 hepa cities had too large a service already before thisextra amount was 

owed? 

Mr. Macuen. There is no doubt that New York and Boston, compared with 
other cities, have more the residential portion of the city. 

Mr. LouD. Is it not a fact that in both the city of New York and the city of 
Boston each r delivers to a less number of ple than any other city in 
the United States, notwithstanding the people there are more concentrated 
than in any other city? $ 8 

Mr. MACHEN. In New York it is so, and, I think, in Boston, too. In New 
York the number is 1,408, and in Boston it is 1,034. 

Mr. Loup. The understanding was, when you had the hearing before, that 
there were some cities in which there was too large a service? 

Mr. MACHEN. Yes, sir; but the guein came up 

Mr. Loup. In the interest of the service both yourself and Mr. Heath 
thonght it was advisable to endeavor to cut it down. 

Mr. Macuen, I bag te differ with you as far as I was concerned. I told 
you it was a physical impossibility to do it. 

1 impossibility to do it. 

r. MACHEN. was a phys! o do 

Mr. Loup. You never made that statement until this year. 

Mr. MACHEN. We tried it in Boston when the Department reduced the 
deliveries in Back Bay district from seven to five. 

Mr. Loup. How could you doit in Philadelphia if you could not do it in 
Boston? You took a hun carriers off there. 

Mr. MACHEN. We simply took up the slack there. We found the carriers 
wore working six hours, and we reduced their number 100, and made the re- 
maing carriers work eight hours; but we did not cut the number of deliver- 
ies or collections. 

Mr. Loup. Then the Department is powerless to restrict and Congress is 
powerless to restrict the Department; that is the situation? 

Mr. MACHEN. I hold that the De: ent is powerless to-day to go into 
New York and reduce the service there from six deliveries in the residen- 
tial portion to four. 

r. Loup. I do not care anything about that phase of the case. Is it pow- 
erless for the Department to 8 New York and take a carrier out? 

Mr. MacueEN. No, sir; the Department can do anything arbitrarily. 

Mr. Loup. But you say it is a physical impossibility? 

Mr. MACHEN. Well, it is if you want to live with the people. 

Mr. Loup. In the face of the amount of money given, you continued to put 
on carriers up to the time this excitement arose here; you put on 376 car- 
1 to your statement, and this $45,000 is also an addition to that, 

un ‘and? 

Mr. MACHEN, We put inalump sum of $48,000, equal to 80 carriers for a 
full year. I do not remember the number of carriers appointed under this 
lump sum at each office. Is Chicago on that list? In Chicago there were 52 
carriers appointed. 

Mr. Loup. Neither Chicago nor New York are included in your list,so you 
have allowed $48,000 in addition to the 376 carriers. 

Mr. MAcuEN. That has all been provided for by fifty-two carriers in 
Chicago and some in New York. 

Mr. Loup. Now, I would like to ask gos how many carriers you proposed 
2 — 5 throughout the country at the time the Senate called for this in- 

or mation! 

Mr. MACHEN. How many we to cut off? 

Mr. Loup. Or how many you ordered cut off? 

Mr. MAcHEN. There was no order made to cut off. 

Mr. Loup. Well, how many did you 3 to cut off? 

Mr. MACHEN. We to cut off enough to make up the deficiency. 

Ph Lovp. You have got your letters or telegrams you sent out, or copies 
of them? 

Mr. MACHEN. Oh, yes. We sent lotters to the offices for which these al- 
lowances had been made, to the effect that we would reduce the force by the 
number of additional carriers allowed under the appropriation for this fiscal 


year. 

. JD. ggestion in my city, notwithstanding the 
* raoun: — Br phar aod — — within as =~ { seven years, that they 
should be cut down t ? 

Mr. MACHEN, Not 30; 15, I think. 

Now, let us see what was done in this matter to maintain the 
efficiency of the carrier service. One hundred and sixty-two 
thousand five hundred dollars for pay of carriers, they say. Let 
us see. We me toy wage $60,000 for incidental expenses, and we 
had 8 the year before $50,000. No greater amount of 
money ever been used for that purpose. No more was asked 
for. Yet you find that the Department in its submission to the 
Committee on Appropriations states that it expended in the first 
six months of this year $107,328.20. That is to say, with an ap- 

ropriation of $60,000 the Department created a deficiency of 
$17 328.20 in six months, and it was going ahead swimmingly 
without coming to Congress to intimate that any appropriation 
whatever for a deficiency was wanted. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has always 
been ready and willing to recommend and has recommended such 
appropriations for the 8 of the postal service as would 
maintain its efficiency. e postal service had run wild in the 
growth of the free-delivery system, which in a few years had 


mounted up from nothing to an expenditure of more than $14,- 
000,000. Ihave said before and I will say again that we have run 
free-delivery mad in this country. The Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, with the assistance of the House, has en- 
deavored to put on the brakes, But we found the Department 


disregarding entirely the acts of Congress, stating, ‘‘ We will put 
on as many carriers as we see fit;” and, as this statement shows, 


they put them on month after month and were still putting them 
on when the halt was called here. 

Now, you will find that over and over again during that hear- 
ing Mr. Machen said that there was too much service in some 
cities, but that it was a physical impossibility to stop it. That 
may be. I recognize that as well as any man possibly can, but I 
can not understand how, where a city has too much service, a De- 
partment official can give way and continue to increase it. 

The Senate this year, as you all know, put an amendment u 
the appropriation bill restricting these deliveries to four a day. 
If a man ever was tempted by the devil, I was at that time to ac- 
cept that amendment, and I believe the sober judgment of 
this House would have sustained us in it; but I do not believe ix 
that character of legislation. I hope the day may come when the 
Departments may recognize the good of this country and may in- 
au te these reforms without being restricted by an ironclad 

e or law of Congress. On that occasion I want to say that 
conference committee did, temporarily at least, put the devil 
hind us and the Senate receded upon that amendment. 

Now, look at the report that has been submitted to Congress, 
There are 328 carriers in the city of New York making nine de- 
liveries a day. There are carriers in the city of New York and 
Boston delivering to a less number of pepe than in any other 
city in this country, and the population there is more compact 
than in any other city. One carrier in the city of Boston serves 
but 1,000 men on an average. Of course our Boston friends say 
it is because the people of Boston are more intelligent and get 
more mail, and yet it does not make much difference in the time 
required for delivery whether a man gets one letter or three or 
four at a time. 

It is the result of pressure, as Mr. Machen says, the result of 


-political pressure to get men into the Government service, and 


you have this army of 15,000 men in the Government service or- 
ganized into an organization threatening the members of Congress 
in their cities that You can not dismiss one of us, and if you do 
not accede to our demands we will defeat you for Congress.” A 
good many members think they can do it, but do not fool your- 
selves for a moment. The people have got more sense than to de- 
feat any man for Congress who does his duty here and fails to 
obey the mandate of any organization of Government employees. 
The necessity of calling the attention of Congress to this matter 
may, if not stopped, be felt acutely some time by the legislative 
branch, This, as you understand, is not a branch of the service 
that requires or would permit of a deficiency, because we pro- 
vided $180,000 for an increased service above what they had, and 
the bill did not provide for the cutting off of a single individual. 

Now, if a De ent can create a deficiency in the employment 
of officials of the service to the extent of $162,500, then they have 
the power to put on 7 number of employees at any place they 
may see fit regardless of the amount of money that Congress may 
provide for that service. And I hope after What has taken place, 
after the severe criticisms that have been made throughout the 
country, Congress will in the future, even if the Department may 
not see the necessity of it, take action to stop any further proceed- 
ings of this kind. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. CANNON. I understand that the gentleman from North 
Dakota ue JOHNSON] desires some time. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. CANNON. Five minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, Mr. Chairman, the very able, 
honest, and businesslike chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads of this House perhaps needs no support 
and encouragement from any of us; and yet I hardly feel Tike 
letting this hour pass by without taking up one single item men- 
tioned in his speech, and, if possible, emphasizing it, because it 
involves a principle which lies at the very foundation of free gov- 
ernment. I believe that a search of legislative history will r 
me out in saying that there is concealed in this Post-Office de- 
ficiency an item more scandalous, more condemnable than any 
item that has ever passed the scrutiny of a legislative assembly, 
either in England or America, for two hundred years. Not that 
there is any steal in it, but it is an assault upon the fundamental 
principles of constitutional government. 

Of course we have to vote for this bill. I would rather have m 
right hand drop palsied by my side than vote against this bill, 
carrying, as it does, over a hundred millions of dollars for the 

rosecution of the war. Outside of the $218,000,000 carried in the 
ill for that 3 there is only $6,000,000 for ordinary defi- 
ciencies; but there is just one item which you and I are helpless 


6056 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


now to reject, by amendment or otherwise, and the only chance 
for us to fittingly rebuke it is by putting our condemnation in the 


RECORD, 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the item? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. As the chairman of the Post- 
Office Committee said, last year in the Post-Office bill, after careful 
consideration in committee and after full discussion on the floor 
of the House, after consultation with the Post-Office authorities, 
we decided that we would limit the expenditure for ‘‘ incidentals” 
for the mail carriers’ service to $60,000. Now, that was final as 
to the amount. What did the late Postmaster-General do? He 
expended $47,000 more in seven months for incidentals than we 
authorized him to expend in twelve months. He usurped the 
3 of Congress, 

Mr. z YERS. To which Postmaster-General does the gentle- 
man refer? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Well, I am very glad to say 
that we have had a fortunate change in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. It was the late Postmaster-General, not the present in- 
cumbent. I wrote him a letter soon after this monumental 
effrontery appeared in the hearings before the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, and asked him how in the world he could explain it, if 
there was any explanation, why he, the Postmaster-General, should 
expend 8107, 000 from the ist of July until the 24th of last Jan A 
23 we had only authorized him to expend $60,000 in the wh 

year? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man & question. J ’ 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I will yield, provided my 


time may be extended. 
Nr, WHEELER 8 of Kentucky. It is a question bearing directly 
n subjec 
as JOHNSON of North Dakota. On the faith that my time 
wiil be extended I will ere to the gentleman. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to 
be condemning in unmeasured terms the i appropriation, 
and yet declaring that there was no way of righting the wrong 
in this body. Why can he not offer an amendment to strike out 
that portion of the appropriation? : 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. That does nob right the 
wrong. 

Mr WHEELER of Kentucky. It does to that extent, if you 
refuse to make the 5 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. If the gentleman will offer 
an amendment or show a way out of it, I will support him. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am not familiar with the 
facts, as the gentleman is. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The expenditure has been 
made, and we can either refer these claimants to the late Post- 
master-General and ask them to bring suit against him or else 
we must pay it. 

Mr. W of Kentucky. I am not familiar with the 
facts, but I do not want to have it said that the Congress of the 
United States will countenance what, upon the gentleman's state- 
ment, seems to have been a malfeasance in office. i 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Oh, Ido not claim that the 
Postmaster-General stole the ee 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. ell, it is a wrong. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. It is a wrong. 8 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. It is an expenditure without 
any warrant of law. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We can only now make 
such emphatic protests as to make it dangerous or unpleasant for 
any future Postmaster-General to expend money not authorized 
by Congress. The Constitution is very plain on this point—that 
‘no money shall be drawn from the 1 in consequence 
of appropriations made by law.“ Just think of the p for 
which it was made. I would not mind the Secretary of War or 
the Secretary of the Navy in a great war emergency expending 
$50,000,000 or 8100, 000, 000 and trusting to luck or our patriotism 
to pay it and never ask a question; but this is an expenditure 
incurred in iping times of peace for incidental expenses, for 
pantag maa es, for putting up posts, for buying straps and 

uckles. > 


That is the urgent necessity for which this $47,000 was paid out 
without any authority from Congress. This is an old question 
lying at the very foundation of free government. It was the 
struggle between Charles I and his Parliament. Fortunately it 
has never come up for serious discussion under the Constitution, 
because up to this blessed year of the Constitution has been 


honestly and faithfully obeyed and enforced in this regard by the | he 


executive as well as the legislative department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand the gentleman’s statement 
of the case it is this, that the money has not actually been ex- 
pended yet, but liabilities have been incurred, 
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e of North Dakota. Liabilities have been in- 
c 


urred. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Therefore the suggession of the gentleman 
from Kentucky—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, Postmasters have been au- 
thorized to pay out money for this and that, when the Postmaster- 
General knew that there was no authority of Congress to pay out 
that money. He trusted entirely to your generosity and mine, and 
possibly to your ignorance, indolence, or indifference, and mine, 
to get this item slipped into this appropriation bill, 

Mr. DOCKER I understand complaint is that the late 
ee ee Gary incurred liabilities in advance of appro- 
priations? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes; that is what I am pro- 
testing against, and I hope that no future Postmaster-General in 
this Administration or any other will go ahead and forget that 


there is a House of Representatives and a Committee on Appro- . 


riations, to say nothing of a Committee on Post-Offices and 
ost-Roads. to whom the Constitution has relegated this question. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word, and 
then I think, maybe, at least I hope, we can proceed with the 
of this bill. This item is as follows, if I can have the at- 

tention of the House: 


Free delivery: For free-delivery service for the fiscal years as follows: 
For fiscal year 1898, $163,000. . 7. 


Now, that is the item complained of. That is the item about 
which the gentleman from California makes his criticism and is 
the only item upon this bill that is criticised. This is a deficiency 
bill, The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reports the 
annual Post-Office appropriation bill; but there came in an esti- 
mate to the Committee on Appropriations for a deficiency, that 
is, for an additional appropriation for the free-delivery service, of 


163,000. í 

Well, we investigated as best we could, and we found this state 
of facts: The Post-Office ent, for the first six months of 
this fiscal year, that is, from the Ist of July to the Ist of January 
last, spent at the rate of more than one-half of the appropriation 
for this free-delivery service. That is to say, they put on more 
carriers than they could pay for the remaining six months out of 
the money originally appropriated. So that one of two things 
had to happen. Either they must decrease the number of car- 
riers so as to bring the service within the original appropriation, 
or they must have this $163,000. Well, there was a great ruc- 
tion throughout the country. The Post-Office Department gave 
notice to the various post-offices in the country that at a certain 
time there would be so many carriers decreased at their offices, 
so as to preyent this deficiency. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. CANNON. Les. 

Mr. SAYERS. If Iremember correctly, during the hearing of 
the representative of the Post-Office Department upon thisitem it 
was made apparent that the stock had run down a good deal, and 
that it became necessary to replenish. 

Mr. CANNON, That is another matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. But that was the item of which the gentleman 
on California complained when he appeared before our com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CANNON. That item is not in this bill, e 

Mr. SAYERS. He complained of it. 

Mr. CANNON. The complaint against that was about the 
$163,500, cot meen with the carriers, too. 

Mr. LOUD. t, as a matter of fact, was as to the incidental 
expenses. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wanted that fact brought ont. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. SAYERS. Because it appeared in the hearing before the 
committee on this item, if I mistake not. Am I correct? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, let that be as it may. This is the only 
item in this bill and this is the item criticised. Now, then, we 
marched up to a condition where every place where the carriers 
were to be dismi kick Why, my friend before me, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL], not only kicked once, but 
kicked all day. The gentleman from New York kicked, and the 
gentleman from Illinois, Chicago, kicked; and they kicked all 
over the country against the decrease of their carrier service. So 
that we came up toa point where a decrease had to be made or 
this additional appropriation made. Well, the long and short of 
it is that the decrease was not made, and this appropriation is 


re, 

Now, then, I have nothing to say in defense of this expenditure 
that brought about this condition of affairs. I believe it is the 
duty of every ent to cut the garment according to the 
clo I believe that the Postmaster-General and the Post-Office 
Department erred in putting on as many carriers as they did in 
the first half of this fiscal year,so many that they would not have 


1898. 


the same the last half or force this deficiency. I think it will not 
be done again, but that is all there is of it, as I understand it; and 
this deficiency is reported in 8 of the request of many, 
many members—in fact, the ost unanimous demand through- 
out the country. 

Mr. SAYERS. City members. > f 

Mr. CANNON, Les, city members; and little city members as 
well as big city members. ; Á 

Mr. Mes I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
If this appropriation for this deficiency should not be made, would 
it not be necessary to almost suspend the free-delivery service? 

Mr. CANNON. Not to suspend it. 

Mr. McCALL. If it would not have the effect of suspending, 
would it not act very severely on cities having between 100,000 
and 30,000 inhabitants? i 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I commend the 
honesty of the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON], 
but I do not approve his judgment. Iam not familiar with the 
facts he has recited, but lam unwilling to let the statement 
unchallenged that he characterized as being so bad he had noth- 
ing in his vocabulary sufficiently vigorous to express it. This 
House should not be placed in the attitude of recognizing the fact 
that a great appropriation bill contained a monstrous. outrage 
upon the people of the country and we were powerless to right 
the wrong. Now, if I understand the state of the case, the Post- 
master-General of the United States, without any warrant of law, 
exceeded the limit allowed him in the appropriation under the 
head of miscellaneous items—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Incidental expenses. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Some $50,000. ; 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman if it be true that this officer 
of the Government did expend $47,000 without warrant of law, 


why are not his bondsmen ibleto the people for the money 
he unlawfully spent; and if his bondsmen are not, why is he not 
personally responsible? 


Mr. CLAYTON. He does not give any bond. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. If he does not give a bond, and 
he is not under execution, he ought to be prosecuted to in- 
solvency that people may know he was recreant to his trust. It 
does not make any difference if he is a high official; he ought to 
be exposed. The chairman of the Post-Office Committee call 
attention to the fact, not this particular item, that the Post- 
Office Department officials were in the habit of exceeding the 
appropriations and relying upon the generosity of Congress; and 
I say now that while I recognize that an amendment emanat- 
ing from this side of the Chamber would not be adopted, if the 
gentleman from North ee JOHNSON] has any desire or 
zeal to serve the people and will offer an amendment to reduce 
the appropriation by the amount of this appropriation, I take the 
liberty of saying he will get every vote on this side of the Cham- 
ber. Then we can prosecute this man to insolvency after we have 
refused to a ve his wrongdoing. __ z 

The time come to these things, This is the greatest 
deficiency appropriation bill that has been introduced in Con 
in thirty years. We have not the time, and 3 some of us have 
not the inclination, to go into the details of every item in the bill. 
As has been said, most of the items are for the prosecution of the 
war, 3 all want to see that an on 3 ; A . 
am to sanctioning any appropriation o o take 

— funds that have been misappropriated. If the rules of the 
boas provide for a condition of affairs like that, we ought to 
stop the consideration of the bill. ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, allow me to say that if the gen- 
tleman from North Dakota is anxious to strike out this item, all 
that he will have to do will be to offer an amendment to strike it 
out and then bring the question fairly before the committee and 
then he can test the sense of the committee. à 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentuc The only reason, Mr. Chairman, 
that I took the floor was because I was astonished and shocked at 
the statement of the gentleman from North Dakota that a wrong 
existed here more gigantic than ever existed in the British Par- 
os and that the American Congress was powerless to right 
that wrong. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And he did not offer any remedy. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Committee on ae riations, and espe- 
cially the subcommittee that prepared the bill, invite the closest 
criticism of every item in the bill, and es y do they invite 
the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Jonxsox], if he thinks 
this item of appropriation is so outrageously wrong, to be prac- 
tical in his opposition and move to strike it out. Now is the time 
and here is the place. 

Mr. BERRY. Has the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] in 
his possession the same facts that were in possession of the gon- 
tleman from North Dakota when this item was put in the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will tell the gentleman from Kentucky what 
the committee had in its possession—the fact that these expendi- 
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tures had been 5 the Post- Office Department, Mr. Gary 
being Postmaster-Gen 

Mr. BERRY. Did you know whether they were expended by 
authority of law or without authority of law? 

Mr. SAYERS, I will say to the gentleman that this deficiency 
occurred like a great many other deficiencies in this bill. The 
appropriation was not large enough, and we had to make up for 
the mditure, 

Mr. BERRY. The gentleman does not put into the bill every- 
thing that anybody tells him to put in, whether authorized by 
law or not? 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me a 
question? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is it a fact that the Postmaster-General in his 
expenditures exceeded the law to the extent of $50,000, and that 
the Committee on Appropriations undertake to make it good in 
this deficiency bill? 

Mr. SAYERS, The expenditure has been made. 

Mr. KELLEY. And the House is going to make it good to the 
extent of $50,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is within the discretion of the House. 
Any gentleman can move to strike it out. In place of talking, 
let gentlemen act. 

Mr. BERRY. Iunderstand the 3 Committee puts 
in anything that comes to them, and then leaves it to the House 
to strike it out. $ 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Kentucky understands 
that to be the case, he labors under a very great . 
and the gentleman has held a seat in Congress for so long a time 
to very little proe. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam astonished that the gentleman from Texas 
has held a seat here almost a lifetime and permits something to 
go into the appropriation bill that he knows is not right. 

Mr. SAYERS. For that we have the word of the gentleman 
from North Dakota. Now we call upon that gentleman to offer 
his amendment to strike out the item if he thinks it ought to go 
out. We invite him to do so. Or let the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky move to strike it out. 

Mr. BERRY. If I thought the committee had all the informa- 
tion that the gentleman from North Dakota has presented on this 


ed | floor, I would question the whole bill. 


Mr. SAYERS, Then move to strike out the provision to which 
you object. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MAHON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. What is be- 
fore the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there is no amendment 


pending. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I call for the regular order, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, in making appropriations for the various bureaus and 
Departments of the Government, the Appropriations Committee 
does so upon estimates. In this case there was an estimate. As 
we all understand, it sometimes happens that when the end of 
the fiscal year comes, or when the year is about to close,a bureau 
or Department finds that the appropriation originally made for a 
particular service does not cover the necessary expenditures of 
the bureau or Department in pe Se on that service. Hence, 
they come to the committee and ask in the deficiency bill a suffi- 
cient amount of money to cover that expenditure. It does not 
make any difference whether the money was foolishly expended, 
wrongfully expended. And I want to say that the committee has 
no knowledge that in this case the money was fraudulently ex- 
pended or wron y 1 

Mr. McMIL Will the 5 permit a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Les, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN, When the estimate of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment is made, is it not made upon the basis of a certain force and 
a certain amount of delivery? And has the Department authority 
to employ a larger force than the law authorizes, thus creating a 


9 
Mr. INGSTON. The gentleman’s question is a double 
uestion. I will answer it. In the first place, neither the Post- 
ce Department nor any other Department has the right to 
employ a single man whose employment is not authorized by law. 
That is true. But it is the universal practice—it has been and 
always will be, and that is the purpose of a deficiency bill—to 
bring up the odds and ends of expenditure by the different De- 
partments of the Government. They are closed up in this bill. 
Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman from Georgia will not in- 
sist before the House that all that the head of a Department has to 
do is to go along and expend money according to his own discre- 
tion, and that then must supply the deficiency, These 
public officers are bound by law like everybody else. ; 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes; but “the gentleman from Georgia” 
will say, as he has just said to the gentleman from Tennessee, that 
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if the head of a Department or any other public officer has spent 
money foolishly or wrongfully, nevertheless the contract or the 
expenditure exists, an obligation is created against the Govern- 
ment, and we are called upon to make an sy oe ps to meet it. 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Where 
his authority for that statement? 

Mr. LI GSTON. If any gentleman does not like the appro- 
priation proposed in the bill, then, in the language of the gentle- 
man from Texas, the only thing for him to do is to move to strike 
it out and let the issue come, and we shall have to meet it. 

Mr. KING. Will the | even an allow me a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. rtainly, 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman think it would be wise na- 
tional legislation, as it has been held to be wise State legislation, 
to placea prohibition—in fact, a penal clause—in many of these 
appropriation bills, making it an offense for a public officer to ex- 
pend money that has not been appropriated? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think perhaps that im some cases it 
might be well enough to dothat. But the gentleman must re- 
member that as a rule these heads of bureaus or Departments 
do not expend money unauthorized. They keep within the limits 
of the appropriation unless some contingency happens which nec- 
essarily, for the good of the service, drives them outside of the 
limit, And when such an officer is forced outside of the limit 
for the good of the service, certainly neither the gentleman from 
Tennessee nor any other man on this floor would accuse that head 
of a bureau or Department of being a swindler, 

Mr. McMILLIN. My contention is that the Departments are 
governed by law and ought to operate within the law. As to 
this particular item, I would make this comment: This deficiency 
must have arisen since this Congress assembled; and if the De- 
partment officials did not have authority to expend this money, 
they ought to have come to Congress and obtained authority 
before undertaking to expend it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. And it should be stated further 

- that the money must be gy ed in carting into execution some 
law of Congress, not merely the wish of the head of a Depart- 


oes the gentleman get 


ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Unquestionably that is so; otherwise the 
officer might run riot over the different fields of expenditure. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There is no doubt about that. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations does not deny that proposition—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Why, then, did they put in that 
item? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
tion applies here? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The gentleman from North 
Dakota makes the charge. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Livixaston] has well said, the purpose of a deficiency appro- 
priation bill is to meet just such emergencies as that presented in 
the present case. We all know that to cany one properly the free- 
delivery system for the remainder of this fiscal year this amount 
of money must be appropriated, and therefore the item in question 
should stay in the bill. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup], in the course of his 
remarks, has seen fit to attack the letter carriers. I do not wish 
his attack to go unrebuked. I think it unmanly and unjust. 
Every man in this House, regardless of politics, knows that the 
letter carrier is always a welcome visitor at his home. He knows 
that they arean earnest, hard-working class of men—that they do 
their duty well. We have all seen them plodding through the 
snow in the winter and through the blazing sun in summer, Many 
of them wear the bronze badge of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic. Many of them fought on the other side for a cause which 
they believed to be just, and for that they have my respect. And 
to attack them is not fair. Every man knows that they are faith- 
ful, honest, hard 94 85 5 and I for one do not propose to let 
them be abused without defending them. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Will the gentleman tell us who has been 
abusing the letter carriers? They have not been abused. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Ibegthegentleman’spardon. Ihad no refer- 
ence to the gentleman from Tennessee—none whatever. Hecould 
not have been present during the entire debate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does the gentleman refer to the 
“gentleman from Kentucky”? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Pardon me, sir; you have evidently not been 
listening to me, because when I commenced my remarks I referred 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] sitting on my left. 

Mr. GAINES. He is a Republican. You ought not to charge 
this side of the House with doing it. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman from Illinois evidently has a very 
imaginative mind, and he has drawn very heavily upon it. 
Mr. BELKNAP. The gentleman from California sa 
an imaginative mind, I refer him to his remarks when 

this debate. 


Does the gentleman say that his proposi- 


I have 


opened 
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Mr. LOUD. Isaid he had a very imaginative mind, and I said 
in addition that he had drawn very heavily upon it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that there has 
been a very large amount of discussion over a very questionable, 
small proposition. 

A MEMBER, I think it is questionable. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The letter-carrier service, in connection with 
free delivery in this country, covers an annual appropriation made 
under existing law of $18,274,000. I agree that the Post-Office 
Department should have kept itself within the limitation of that 
appropriation. But the promotions and increases in compensation 
under the statute from six to eight hundred dollars and from eight 
to nine hundred dollars and nine to ten hundred dollars have caused 
such increased expenditures that now, at the close of the present 
fiscal year, in an appropriation of upward of $13,000,000 there is a 
deficiency of $163,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I call the attention of my colleague 
to one fact? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the gentleman will wait. 

ae CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield? 

Mr, BINGHAM. No; I do not. That deficiency to my mind 
signifies nothing whatever. The service has not been extended 
beyond the limitations of the law. 

r. LOUD. The deficiency comes by adding 376 carriers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I believe all that, and I agree with the gen- 
tleman that they should not have done it; but it has been in the 
interest of the porn: If it ought to be condemned, the gentle- 
man certainly has a right to condemn it, and I join with him in 
the condemnation; but what is the good of criticising an action 
of that kind beyond expressing our public condemnation? We 
pone our judgment that $13,000,000 ought to cover this service. 

he Department comes up and says, We ‘have a deficiency at the 
end of the year of $163,000.” It has not been unwarrantably ex- 
pele: It may have been unwisely e ded, but the public 

ave got the benefit, and why there should be so much discussion 
upon a proposition of this kind is something I can not understand. 
I put to the gentleman the proposition that in handling a great 
business covering thirteen or fourteen million dollars, if he comes 
within $163,000 of previous estimates, I with other gentlemen 
would say that he is a peg good business man. The Depart- 
ment simply went beyond its limitations; but the money has been 
expended in the interest of the public service, and nobody has 
taken a cent that was not warranted. The public have received 
the benefit, and I can not conceive why there should be any crit- 
icism upon a p position of this character, 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, however much we may any of 
us be inclined to criticise the Postmaster-General and his subor- 
dinates for the result which is apparent in this appropriation, I 
believe when we come to consider the subject none of us will feel 
like taking the responsibility of striking it out of the bill. The 
Post-Office appropriation bill already by this House, and 
which, I believe, has become a law by the action of the President, 
ratifies for the coming fiscal year the present force of letter car- 
riers throughout the country. The only question that can arise 
is as to the time which shall elapse between to-day, the 16th of 
sane and the beginning of the next fiscal year, on the ist day 
0 ys 

Now, one of two things can happen. Either for that short 
period of time all the letter carriers or a sufficient number of the 
letter carriers selected from various cities and towns throughout 
the country may be placed upon furlough and their pay taken 
away from them for this fortnight, andthe business of the country 
be more or less disorganized for this short time, or else they may 
go on under the direction of the Department and perform their 
service and perhaps have an action to recover their pay in the 
Court of Claims. 

In the latter case, we shall have 9 pay this $163,000 in ana 
propriation to meet the judgment of the Court of Claims, while 
in the former case we shall have to disorganize the business of 
the country for two weeks and throw these men out of employ- 
ment for that time, simply for the purpose of rebuking what some 
of us believe to have been an excess of authority on the part of 
the Postmaster-General. 

Now, let us criticise that action all we please, but let us con- 
sider this particular appropriation as practical business men and 
let it stay in the bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] who has just spoken 
is the only one who has approached a correct understanding of 
the situation. To hear gentlemen on the other side and gentle- 
men on this side criticising the Postmaster-General as if he had 
been guilty of a violation of the law in exercising his own judg- 
ment as to the proportion of the fund put at his disposal which he 
should expend at a certain time in the year, it seems to me, is 
utterly absurd. 

Mr, SAYERS. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment, 
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The gentleman refers to this side of the House. The criticism 
passed by this side of the House was based upon the statement 
made by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Jonyson], and 
the gentleman from North Dakota is responsible, and not this side 
of the House, for the charges that have been made. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Well, I will say on one side of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. If the gentleman will allow 
me 

Mr. BROMWELL. I do not propose to have my time taken 
up by other speeches. Now, a certain amount of money was 
placed in the hands of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Upward of $13,000,000. 

Mr. BROMWELL. For the purpose of ee this free- 
delivery service. If he had seen proper to doit, he could have 
been absolutely within the law in expending nine-tenths of that 
money in the first month in the year, reserving the balance of it 
for the remaining eleven months, 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. But the item to which I re- 
fer is an expenditure of $107,000 for incidentals when he was only 
allowed to expend $60,000 for the whole year. 

Mr. SIMPSON. This disorder is very unseemly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I hope I will not be interrupted. I have 
only five minutes. There is no use in getting angry about this at 
all, Lassure you that I am not. Now, the situation was just 
this: The Postmaster-General went ahead with the authority that 
he had the right to exercise, to employ additional forceif he chose 
for the first few months—the first six months, we will say—of this 

resent fiscal year. He notified the country that if that force was 
b be continued for the entire year there would be a deficiency. 

Mr. W of Kentucky. What portion of the country 
was notified? 

Mr. BROMWELL. He did not continue that force without 
first giving a warning to the country that there would be a defi- 
ciency, and in order to prevent that deficiency he notified the 
postmasters and the business communities all over the country 
that on a certain day he proposed to cut down the force to a suffi- 
eee amount to bring it within the appropriation for the rest of 
the year. 

You all know that. It is a matter of history. Now, what hap- 
pened? Every member of this House on both sides, acting upon 
the appeals made to him from his constituents, if he represented 
a city district, came here and upon the floor of the House entered 
his protest against the proposed reduction of this force. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has alluded to the fact that I 
was a kicker. I was; and I think I represented the interests of 
my constituents in kicking against a reduction of the carrier force 
in the city of Cincinnati. I propose to kick as long as it will pre- 
vent an interference with the proper ormance of the carrier 
service in my city or in any other city in this country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what followed? There was almost unani- 
mous consent of this House to the understanding that the Post- 
master-General might be permitted to continue the force at its 
eee number, with the distinct understanding that when the 

eficiency bill came into the House, provision should be made 
for this item. 

Mr. LOVE. How does the gentleman arrive at that conclusion? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. LOVE. I should like to know how the gentleman reaches 
that conclusion. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, if we are going to hold re- 
sponsible the Postmaster-General for this $163,000 and to prefer 
charges against him and condemn him, as gentlemen say, why 
do they not file charges against the President for $2,500 carried in 
the same bill which he expended over and above what the law al- 
lows? Why do you not g to the Secre of State and impeach 
him on the $53,500 in the deficiency bill? y do you not impeach 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the $1,757,000 provided in this 
deficiency bill? And so with every one of these items. In any de- 
ficiency bill we make up the amount that each item exceeds the 
expenditure in excess of what has been appropriated for that 
item. What has been expended in this case has been expended 
for the publie Root, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
North Dakota. 

_ Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I said noth- 
ing about the letter carriers, but most of the discussion since has 
turned on them. I singled out a certain item of the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, viz, ‘‘Incidentals.” For that we appropriated 
for the year ending June 30, 1898, $60,000. And yet, on the 24th 
of January last, as shown in the hearings, the late Postmaster- 
General wrote a letter (Document No, 256, second session Fifty- 
fifth Congress) to us, transmitted through the Treasury, in which 
he said that he had then expended for that one item $107,000. He 
should haye given us notice in December if he needed more money, 
but he said nothing to us until he had expended, in January, 
$47,000 more than we authorized to be expended until the 30th 
day of this month, stillin thefuture, Thatis what I complain of. 


There is a distinct violation of law—the expenditure of $107,060 
from the ist day of July, 1897, to the 24th of January, 1898, 
when we only authorized the expenditure of $60,000 in the twelve 
months from July 1, 1897, to June 30, 1898. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Will the gentleman yield to me three minutes? 

Mr. CANNON. Just a moment. I want to conclude this item 
to-night. Now,I ask that debate may be closed on this paragraph 
and amendments in ten minutes. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman give me three minutes? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will say that I do not like to object to the 
request of the Weegee from Illinois, but I want more time than 
that, because there have been some propositions made concerning 
the legal rights of the Postmaster-General that are so extraordi- 
nary that it strikes me there ought to be an opportunity for some 
counter statements, and the gentleman ought to give more time. 

Mr. CANNON, I will ask that it be twenty minutes; and then 
I will move that the House adjourn. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on the paragraph and amendments 
thereto be limited to twenty minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FLEMING. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Iwill ask to make it twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. FLEMING. Let us adjourn; it is after 5 o'clock. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to limit debate before I move that the 
committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that debate on this 
paragraph and amendment be limited to twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Twenty minutes. 

— McMILLIN. The gentleman fixed it at twenty-five min- 
utes. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. To be equally divided. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 10691, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

j SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4661. An act granting a pension to Ella Hayne Agnew—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 606. An act granting a pension to William Conklin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2960. An act nting a pension to Amos H. Goodnow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3136. An act granting a pension to Dr. William O..Torry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2964. An act granting a pension to Philetus M. Axtell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 4612. An act granting a pension to Caroline L. Guild—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1253. An act granting a pension to Owen Devine—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4635. An act granting a pension to John B. Boggs, O!ney, 
Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4429. An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4509. An act granting a pension to John H. Morrison—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2235. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Hatch 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 4622, An act granting a pension to John S. Beaty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4132. An act to increase the pension of Herman Piel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 168. An act granting a pension to W. P. Snowden—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1831. An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane V. 
Davidson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1968. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Nevins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 896. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Hill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2086, An act for the relief of Susan Marion—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2120. An act granting a pension to William A, P. Fellows— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3017. An act granting a pension to Charles Edwin Brown 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 4366, An act ing a pension to Fidelia B. Hamilton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2968, An act granting a pension to John B. Ritzman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4246, An act increasing the pension of. Margaret Love Sker- 
rett—to the Committee on Pensions, 

S. 1697. An act granting a pension to John Brown, of Lexing- 
ton, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4561. An act granting a pension to Fidelia B. Hamilton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4560. An act granting a pension to John W. Halley—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4725. An act granting a pension to Philander C. Burch—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2345. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon Price— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1625. An act granting a pension to Augusta Turner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1974. An act granting a pension to Charles H. Streeter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4765. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Erb—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3181. An act for the relief of Northrup & Chick—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 3277. An act to authorize the appointment of a military store- 
keeper in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 3380. An act to amend section 5498 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 3590. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
name of Leroy Potter—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 3703. An act for the relief of George W. Graham—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 4756. An act for the relief of Michael McNulty—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 3838. An act for the relief of Edward Kolb, of Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on Claims, 

S. 4759. An act to authorize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 
Railway Company to straighten and restore the channel of the 
South Canadian River, in the Indian Territory, at the crossing of 
said railroad—to the Committee on Indian Affairs : 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10293. An act to incorporate the East Washington Heights 


Traction Railroad Company in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 4073. An act authorizing the appointment of a nonparti- 
san commission to collate information and to consider and recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture, and capital; 

H. R. 6209. An act to pension William Stephenson Smith; 

H. R. 2080. An act to correct the military record of Edward P. 
Jennings; : a 

H. R. 6954. An act to regulate plumbing and gas fitting in the 
District of Columbia; 

Bes a 1801. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
ifford; 

H. R. 5006. An act to increase the pension of Edward Starr; 

H. R. 6460. An act for the relief of Galen E. Green; 

H. R. 10423. An act to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
mote the administration of justice in the Army,” approved Octo- 
ber 1, 1890, and for other e 

H. R. 6679. An act to repeal an act entitled An act to perfect 
the military record of James T. . 

H. R. 1307. An act to correct the military record of G. K. 
Knowlton, late of the United States Navy; and 

S. 4763. An act to provide American registers for steamers 
Specialist and Unionist. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want again to ask unanimous con- 
sent that next Tuesday be set apart for the consideration of the 
following bills, reported unanimously by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs—— 

Mr. MAGUIRE. What time? 

Mr. HULL. The bill H. R. 10424. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is that the same request that was made this 
morning? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. While I did not object this morning, I did 
state that I thought when this request was made for unanimous 
consent for the consideration of bills, that we ought to be put in 
posom of the bill before consent is given, so that we should 

etermine whether we should legislate or not by consent. I would 
suggest to the gentleman that Ido not want to stand in the way 
of any proper bill, but I do not like, where large increases are to 
be made, for measures to come up in that way, 


Mr. SIMPSON. Iwould state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that I am informed that certain of the bills have not been agreed 
to by the whole committee, and they are not unanimous reports 
of the committee by any means. é 

Mr. MeuILLIN. That shows the importance of the House 
knowing what the bills are before consent is given and they are 
5 7 5 up. The gentleman from Alabama (Ale. TAYLOR] who 
objected this morning is not in his seat. 

Mr. HULL. But, Mr. Speaker, he withdrew his objection and 
suggested that the numbers of the bills should be printed in the 
RECORD, so that members of the House might examine the bills 
before or eoa oe 

Mr. GAINES. en were the bills presented? 

Mr. HULL, The bills I propose to call up are those that have 
been ge oe unanimously by the committee. 

Mr. GAINES. When were they agreed to? 

Mr. HULL. Some of them were reported more than ten days 


ago. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Is the bill 2419 one of them? 

Mr. HULL, This bill for the Inspector-General’s Department 
is H, R. 10424. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I have not the number of that. Is 
the bill 2419 in the list? 

Mr. HULL. It has been reported by the committee. 

Mr. GAINES. Still the gentleman not given me an answer 
to my question. 

Mr. HULL, What was the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. GAINES. When did the committee agree to these bills? 

Mr. HULL. The committee agreed on this bill for the In- 
spector-General’s Department several days ago. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I call for the regular order. Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will let us fix a day for the 
consideration of these bills; and I want to read the numbers of 
them, so that members may know what they are. 

Mr. GAINES. The reason why I asked the question was be- 
cause my 9 [Mr. Cox] has been absent for ten days, so 
that if any bills have been reported since that time, they have not 
been reported unanimously. 

Mr. HULL, Some of these bills were agreed to since he left 
and others before he left. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


: Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
es and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10692) supple 
mental to acts relating to internal revenue, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1583); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4456) to designate 
Gladstone, Mich., a subport of entry, rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1584); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were y reported from committees, delivered 
to 1 Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 917) for the relief of D. W. 
Price, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
pe (No. 1585); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar. 

Mr. McEWAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2677) for the relief of the Uni- 
8 of Kansas, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1586); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9766) for the relief of John P. Murphy, 
1 the same with amendment, accompanied by a 8 5 
(No. 1587); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 


+ 


1898. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the committee on Mili 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill ( 
10699) for the relief of Samuel Li ; and 

ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
~ INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
“ae a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 10709) to authorize the ci 
of Saginaw, Mich., to beautifyand use as a public park the Uni 
States post- office property in said city, under rules and regulations 

rescribed by the Secretary of the 8 the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10710) to in- 
crease the army ration by the addition of pure American cheese— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A resolution (House Res. No. 323) direct- 
ing the Secre of the Treasury to 3 House why checks 
and drafts payable in the city of Denver, Colo., are not receivable 
in 8 for United States bonds - to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 324) of inquiry concerning 
ae 8 and actual recipients of United States bonds - to 

e 


ommittee on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
55 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 10711) to grant an honor- 
able discharge to Canada Peck, late private Company I, Third 
Tennessee Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 10712) to remove the charges 
of gris against David A. Wiles—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary 8. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 10713) restoring name of 
John H. Meeker, late first-class pilot on United States steamers 
Tempest and Oriole, to the United States pension rolls—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill 5 R. 10714) for the relief of Martha Potter, widow 
of Benj . Potter, late corporal, Company K, Thirty-fifth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Militia—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10715) authorizing muster in of Joseph R. Cobb 
as first lientenant and quartermaster of the Forty-seventh Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 10716) to pension John S. 
Draper—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10717) granting a 
3 to Sumner H. Tarbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10718) granting a pension to Matthew Bier 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10719) granting a pension to Mary E. Wil- 
kinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 10720) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James H. Epps—to the Com- 
mittee on eee Affairs. 4 

Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 10721) for the relief of Stephen 
R. Stafford, captain, Fifteenth Infantry, United States Army—to 
the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as Follows: 

By Mr. FOOTE: Petitions of the Society of Willing Workers 
of the Advent Christian Church, Loyal Temperance Legion, 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, and the Y” Society, all 
of Sandyhill, N. Y., et fa tor the enactment of legislaticn to 
protect State anti-cigarette laws by providing that cigarettes im- 
po in original packages on entering any State shall become 
subject to its laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washi m: Petition of the superintendent 
and teachers of the public schools of Spokane, Wash., for the bill 
which forbids the sale of alcoholic liquors in Government build- 
i to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McALEER: Resolution of the ber of Commerce 
of the State of New York, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 
3027 and House bill No, 6705, for pure flour—to the Committee on 
ba 8 Lodge, No. 8. ny te f Pythias, of 

, resolution on , No. 8, o as, 
Philadelphia, Pa., in support of House bill No. 6468, granting 
land at Hot Springs, Ark., for the purpose of erecting and main- 
C thereon—to the Committee on the Public 


Af- 
R. 
same was re- 
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By Mr. MOON (uy roquen): Petitions of citizens of Hamilton 
County and Meigs County, Tenn., to incorporate Zion's Puritan 
Party—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of citizens of Madison, 
Wis., favoring the of Senate bill No. 4124, for the protec- 
tion of birds—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petitions of the Madison District Convention of Congre- 
gational Churches, State of Wisconsin, asking for the passage 
of bills to forbid the interstate transmission of lottery messages 
and other gambling matter by telegraph, to protect anti-cigarette 
laws, and to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Madison District Convention of Congrega- 
tional Churches, State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of 
legislation substituting voluntary arbitration for railway strikes— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Madison District Convention of Congrega- 
tional Churches, State of Wisconsin, poa for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Madison District Convention of Con 
tional Churches, State of Wisconsin, for the bill which forbids the 
sale of alcoholic liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany House bill E zanan a 
pension to John S. Draper, a soldier in the war with Mexico—to 
the Committee on P. 8. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of the the First Re- 


formed Presbyterian Church of Pitts Pa., for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

SENATE. 


FRIDAY, June 17, 1898. 
Prayer by Rev. W. R. StRICKLEN, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


n. i 
n motion of Mr. BURROWS, and by unanimous consent, the- 
seeing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 
with. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. : 

A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
with amendments the bill (S. 3209) making Sabine Pass and Port 
Arthur, in the State of Texas, subports of entry and delivery, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1073) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
across Niagara River; and 

A bill (H. R. 10692) supplemental to acts relating to internal 
revenue. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the pakir of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 4763) to provide an American register for the steamers 
Specialist and Unionist; 

A bill (H. R. 1307) to correct the military record of G. K, 
Knowlton, United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1801) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 


Clifford; 
J A bill (H. R. 2080) to correct the military record of Edward P. 
ennings; 

A bill (H. R. 4073) authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan 
commission to collate information and to consider and recommend 
epson to meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, 
and capital; 

A bill (H. R. 6460) for the relief of Galen E. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 6679) to repeal on act entitled “An act to perfect 
the my record of James T. Hughes; ” 

A bill (H. R. 6954) to regulate plumbing and gas fitting in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10293) to incorporate the East 8 Heights 
Traction Railroad Company in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 10423) to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
mote the administration of justice in the Army,” approved October 
1, 1890, and for other purposes. 

TARGET RANGE AT JEFFERSON BARRACKS, MO, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, 53 letter from the 
ermaster-General of the Army, asking t the appropria- 

tion of $18,000 made for the purchase of land for a target range 
tinued for another year; which, with the ving pepe, 
or er ; which, accompanying paper 

by orig to the Committee on Military , and ordered 
Pp 
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SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissary-General of Subsistence, together with draft of a bill 
to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence Department of the 
Ammy; and recommending favorable consideration by Congress; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Pattern 
Makers’ National League of North America, praying for the im- 
mediate construction of the Nicaragua Canal; which was referred 
totheSelect Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. KYLE, I 8 a short memorial relating to Senate bill 
No. 4698, to establish a bureau of domestic science. I move that 
the memorial be printed as a document for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to 
provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States, 
to report it without amendment. I give notice that to-morrow, 
at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam unable to hear the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAVIS. I give notice that to-morrow morning, immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the morning business, I shall move 
that the Senate eae to the consideration of this measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2388) for the relief of the Marion Trust 
Company, administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, de- 
ceased, of Indianapolis, Ind., for services rendered as mail con- 
tractor on route No. 9704, between Paducah, Ky., and Inka, Miss., 
in the year 1861, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10606) to amend section 10 of 
an act N April 22, 1898, entitled An act to provide for 
temporarily increasing the military establishment of the United 
States in time of war, and for other purposes,” reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom the subject was referred, reported an amend- 
ment relative to a change in the proceedings for admission to the 
Government Honra te the Insane a certain a and for other 

urposes, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priusion bill, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

OFFICIAL RECORDS OF UNION AND CONFEDERATE ARMIES, 

Mr. LODGE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives in relation to the Official Records of the Union 
and Confederate Armies, to report it with an amendment. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following concurrent resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to furnish one complete 
set of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies to each Sen- 
ator, Representative, and Delegate of the Fifty-fifth Congress not already 
entitled by law to receive the same; and he is further authorized to use for 
this purpose such incomplete sets as remain unsold or uncalled for by the 
beneficiaries designated to receive them under the authority contained in 
the several acts of Co! roviding for the distribution and sale of this 

ublication: Provided, That the Secretary of War may call upon the Public 
Printer to print and bind such parts of said work as will enable him to ccm- 
plete the sets herein provided for. 5 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to add to 
the resolution the following: 

The provision in the “Act making appropriations for the sundry civil ex- 

mses of the Government.“ approved August 5, 1892, providing for the print- 

and binding of 500 copies of the Official Records of the War of the Rebel- 
lion for the use of Senators, Members, and Delegates of the Fifty-second Con. 
gress, shall not be construed to prevent the binding of — public document 
which would otherwise be provined for by the “Act providing for the public 
8 and bin and distribution of public documents,“ approved 
anuary 12, 1895, which provides “ that each Senator and Representative shall 
be entitled to the binding in half morocco, or material no more en of 
but one copy of each public document to which he may be entitled.” 
The amendment was to. 
The resolution as amended was concurred in, 


PUBLIC LAND DECISIONS, 

Mr. LODGE. I am instructed by the Committee on Printin 
to report a joint resolution providing for the printing of additiona 
copies of certain volumes of Decisions of the Department of the 
Interior Relating to Public Lands for sale and distribution, which 
Task to have read, ; 


The joint resolution (S. R. 175) providing for the printing of 
additional copies of certain volumes of Decisions of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior Relating to Public Lands, for sale and distri- 
bution, was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby. authorized and directed to print from the stereo- 
type plates 300 copies each of volumes 2, 3, 4, and 5,and 750 copies each of yol- 
umes J. 8. 7, 8. 9, and 11 of Decisions of the Department of the Interior Relating 
to Public Lands, for the use of and for sale by the Department of the Interior, 
and 500 N each of volumes 20 to 29, inclusive, and of the Digest ot volumes 
1 to 2, to be delivered to the Superintendent of Documents for distribution 
to depositories of public documents in the several States and Territories. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was 7 to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT OF PUBLIC PRINTING LAW. 
_ Mr. LODGE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report a bill to amend . An act ponny for the public 
printing and binding and distribution o public documents,” ap- 
proved January 12, 1895. Iask that the bill may be read. 

The bill (S. 4783) to amend “An act providing for the public 
printing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” 
approved January 12, 1895, was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 73, page 614 of volume 28, United States 
Statutes at Large, paragraph 5 on that page, be amended as follows: 

In line 1 of paragraph 5, strike out thirty-five ™ and insert in lieu thereof 
“forty-five; " strike out “twenty,” in line 3 of said paragraph, and insert in 
lieu thereof “thirty;"’ so as to make paragraph 5, on page 614, section 73 of 
the United States Statutes at Large, read as follows: 

Ot the Report of the Commissioner of Education, 45,000 copies; 5,000for the 
1 for the House, and 30,000 for distribution by the Commissioner 
0 le 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have several adverse reports on House 
bills from the Committee on Pensions, concerning some of which 
I desire to make some brief remarks in explanation of the action 
of the committee. First, I report adversely three House bills, 
the claimant in each case having died since the bill passed the 
House of Representatives. The bills are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7506) granting a pension to Susan E. Fielder; 

A bill (H. R. 3612) to increase the pension of Thomas D, Porter; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 6078) for the relief of Abel B, Fowler. 

I move that these bills be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am also directed pee Committee on 
Pensions to report adversely the following three bills, it having 
been found, upon n that the claims are pending in the 
Bureau of Pensions; and I want to say to my brother Senators that, 
to protect Congress and the country from imposition in this par- 
ticular, the Committee on Pensions have adopted a rule, which 
they propose to live up to, that they will not give consideration to 
pension bills pending in the Bureau of Pensions, where they prop- 
erly and legitimately belong. A great many such bills have been 
introduced in the Senate, and they are laid aside by the committee 
and will not be given consideration. I therefore move that the 
following bills be indefinitely postponed : 

A bill (H. R. 5035) increasing the pension of B. F. Wonder; 

A bill (H. R. 2506) granting a pension to Martha E. Graves; and 
woe (H. R. 4189) granting an increase of pension to Newton 

5 per. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am also directed by the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1257) granting a 
poson to Louisa Pasquet, to report it adversely, this pension 

aving been allowed in the Pension Bureau since the bill passed 
the House of Representatives. Although pressure has been made 
upon the committee to report the bill favorably, which grants a 
i, — — pension than was granted in the Bureau, the committee 
are restrained from doing so by the rule adopted by the commit - 
tee, that claims passed upon by the Bureau of Pensions, whether 
allowed or rejected, will not be entertained until a period of at 
least one year shall have elapsed. I desire that Senators will take 
note of that fact and not introduce bills which have been allowed 
or rejected by the Pension Bureau during a period of less than 
one year from the time the bills were introduced in Con, > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire to indefinitely postpone the bill 
just reported by him, 
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The motion was agreed to. n 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am also directed by the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7596) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Schnetberg, of Indiana, Pa., to sub- 
mit an adverse report thereon, it having been ascertained, upon 
investigation, that the original pension in this case was granted 
by special act of Congress; and although heretofore Congress has 
in several instances not only granted pensions by special act, but 
increased pensions by special act, the committee have come to the 
conclusion that that is a bad practice. The evil was emphasized 
in a case to which I desire to call attention. The Committee on 
Pensions had before them a bill to increase the pension of one 
John Taylor. A great deal of pressure was exercised upon the 
committee to pass that bill. but upon investigation it was ascer- 
tained that this man had received three increases in the Pension 
Bureau. Failing to receive further increase, he came to Congress 
and had his pension increased by special act from $10 to $12, again 
by special act from $12 to $16, and again by special act from $16 
to $24; and the bill before the committee proposes to increase the 
pension to $50 a month. À 

Mr. President, here was a case where on three different occasions 
an increase had been granted by special act of Congress, and yet 
a further increase was being urged. An investigation disclosed 
the fact that this man is now, and has been for a long time, em- 
ployed by the Government at a salary of $60 a month. That is 
an abuse which we are trying to correct; and for that reason 
the committee have adopted a rule that they will not hereafter 
recommend increases by special act in cases where the original 
pension was so granted, 

-I move the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam also directed by the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4193) granting a 
pension to Eliza Houghton, daughter of N. E. Houghton, a soldier 
of the Indian war, 1862, to submit an adverse report thereon, 

This bill proposes to grant a pension to a daughter, the rule of 
the committee being that bills proposing to pension children of 
soldiers will not be entertained, except in a case where the child 
is idiotic, deformed, or otherwise mentally or physically incapaci- 
tated from birth or early childhood, and then only in case of 
destitution. Thisis not such a bill, and the committee, there- 
fore, report it adversely. I move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam also directed by the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4973) for the relief 
of Mary J. Brown, to submit an adverse report thereon. 

The bill proposes to pension an ‘‘alleged” widow, the pension to 
accrue when the fact of her marriage to the soldier and present 
widowhood is established. The committee does not think that 
Congress ought to go into the matter of pensioning alleged“ 
widows, they to prove that widowhood exists at the time the pen- 
sion is granted. I therefore move the indefinite postponement of 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question about one of the statements made by him, and 
that is in regard to compelling the applicant to wait a year after 
the rejection of the case by the Pension Office. What does the 
committee propose to do with a case where a claim is rejected by 
the Pension Bureau on the ground of some want of technical proof, 
and at the same time there is no question of the right to a pen- 
sion? In some cases claims are rejected by the Pension Office at 
the request of the petitioners, in order that they may have the 
cases come before the Pension Committee promptly; and the Pen- 
sion Office rejects them sometimes in doubtful cases with the ex- 
pectation that Congress will grant the relief. Is it proposed in 
those cases that the applicant shall not be permitted to come to 
the Committee on Pensions for relief? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The observation of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is worthy of consideration, and it may lead, I will say 
to him, toan amendment of the rule adopted by the committee. 
What the Senator suggests bad not occurred to me as chairman of 
the committee. 

I will say to the Senator that the rule of the committee was 
adopted largely because of the very fact that he has mentioned, 
that we found it was a common thing for soldiers, or their repre- 
sentatives in Congress, to go to the Pension Bureau and ask for 
the rejection of claims on the ground that they could get them 
through Congress easier than though the Pension Bureau. A 
number of such instances came to myattention. It seemed to 
the committee that some reasonable time ought to elapse between 
the rejection of a claim by the Pension Bureau and its presenta- 
tion to Congress, for the reason that ibly some new testimony 
might deve op ma the case might got through the Bureau 
which would be to the advantage of the soldier as it might carry 
arrears. The adoption of this rule was partly in the interest of 
the soldier and partly to poss Congress, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the rule? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iwill read the rule in full. It is as follows: 

1. Consideration will not be gra to any bill which has not first been sub- 
mitted to the Pension Bureau for adjudication unless conclusive proof is pre- 
sented that the claimant has no pensionable status before the Bureau, nor 
will consideration be given during the pending of claims in the Bureau. 
Claims passed = by the Bureau, whether allowed or rejected, will not be 
entertained by this committee until a period of at least one year has elapsed. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I see great force 
in his reasoning, and I am in fayor, as a general rule, of what he 
has suggested. Certainly where the case is in the nature of an 
appeal to Congress, or to the Committee on Pensions from the 
Pension Office, it is eminently just and proper; but there are 
cases—and every Senator must have knowledge of them—where 
there is no doubt the Pension Bureau itself would grant the pen- 
sion if it could but for some technical rule of mere evidence which 
prevents, although the fact msy be established by abundant testi- 
mony other than that which the strictness of their rule or the 
law requires. I suggest whether the committee should not pre- 
serve to itself something like this in that rule: Unless in cases 
of oe exception satisfactory to the committee,” or something 
of that kind. That is what I wish to suggest. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I promise the Senator from Massachusetts 
that his suggestion shall have careful consideration, and probably 
the rule will be amended to cover such exceptional cases as he has 
called attention to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions in regard to a case of this kind: 
A soldier applied under the old law and is granteda pension. He 
applied for an increase, and it was refused; it has not granted 
under the old law up to the amount of $12, the Pension Office claim- 
ing that the disabilities were not sufficient to justify an increase 
to that amount. The claimant has not applied under the law of 
June 27, 1890, under which, upon the showing of proper evidence 
of disability not originating in the service, but not due to vicious 
habits, he can receive a pension up to 812. Would the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, when he had not applied under the law of June 
27, 1890, consider his application for an increase? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In such a case the committee would insist 
that the claimant should exhaust his remedy in the Pension Bu- 
reau under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. By which he might get a further increase; 
and I will say to the Senator further that even if he did that and 
received his increase to $12, if he felt aggrieved so far as his appli- 
cation under the general law was concerned and should choose to 
come to Congress, the committee would examine the case with a 
view to the equitiesin his original application under the general law. 

Mr. COC LL. After that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. Our rule provides for that. 

I have one other adverse report to make from the Committee 
on Pensions on the bill (H. R. 4251) granting a pension to Marga- 
ret Thomas, which is a case where it has been disclosed that there 
are two widows and that the first widow is not legally divorced. 
The committee does not feel that such a bill ought to pass, and I 
move that it be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM CHRISTENBERRY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions to report favorably the bill (H. R. 7696) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Christenberry, to which I desire to 
call the attention of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 
This is a proposition to pension an old man who is, I think, 89 
years of age. I understand the Senator from Tennessee desires 
the present consideration of the bill, 

Mr. BATE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 

pension roll the name William Christenberry, late a member of 
aptain Miller's Company, Tennessee Volunteers, Indian war, at 
$20 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. HATCH. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I have one other favorable report from the 
Committee on Pensions, and, as probably not much further pen- 
sion legislation will be enacted at this session, I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. Itis the bill (S. 4744) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary E. Hatch. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary E. Hatch, dependent stepmother 
of Byron B. Hatch, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Vermont 
Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SEATTLE, WASH. 

Mr. TURNER, I am instructed by the Committee on Public 

Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 346) 
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roviding for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Beattle, in the State of Washington, to report it without amend- 
aer ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bi 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Tt proposes to appropriate 


not exceeding $500,000 to purchase, or acquire by condemnation | in Indian d 


proceedings, a site for a building to be erected thereon, and to 
cause to b erected at the city of Seattle, in the State of Wash- 
ington, a suitable building for the use and accommodation of the 
United States courts, custom-house, land office, post-office, and 
other Government offices in that city, with fireproof vaults extend- 
ing to each story; the site, and the building thereon when com- 

_ pleted according to plans and specifications to be previously made 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to the 
cost of $500,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FLAG OF ONE HUNDRED AND FOURTH NEW YORK VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9338) to restore to 
the State of New York the flag carried by the One hundred and 
fourth New York Volunteer Infantry, to report it withoutamend- 
ment, and I ask that it may be acted upon now. Itisa brief bill, 
of minor consequence, and, if passed, it will then be out of the 


way. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4784) to extend Sixteenth 
street, in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4785) to amend section 5 
of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods without appraisement; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S, 4786) to provide for the ap- 

intment of an additional district judge in and for the judicial 

istrict of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

r. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4787) to amend section 4132 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Commiteee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 4788) granting a on to 
Emily H. Wood; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4789) for the relief of John T. Heffer- 
nan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 4790) to increase the force 
of the Ordnance Department of the Regular Army and to provide 
chief ordnance officers for the Volunteer Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 176) tender- 
ing the thanks of Congress to Asst. Naval Constructor Richmond 
Pearson Hobson and to the volunteer crew of the Merrimac, and 
authorizing the transfer of Asst. Naval Constructor Hobson from 
the Construction Corps to the line of the United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. ; 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment for the relief of August 
Bolten and Gustave Richelieu, intended to be proposed by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. submitted an amendment relative to the holdi 
of the regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the Uni 
States for the district of Montana at Butte, Mont., ete., intended“ 
to be proposed to the general deficiency bp bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. - 
THE NICARAGUAN CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate the examinations 
Hains, petore the Scloct Committes on the Nicaragua Canal on the 1ath, 10th, 
and 17th days of June, 1898, relating to said canal. 

LISTS OF JUDGMENTS AND CLAIMS ALLOWED. 
_ Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the 
ate a list of judgments rendered against 


district courts of the United States under the provisions of the act to provide 
for bringing, suits against the Government of the United States, anproved 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a list of j ants rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of claimants 
ep tion cases requiring an appropriation by Congress. 

_Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resol That the Secretary of the Treasu d he is hereby, directed 
30 all 8 thee: 


11 5 Congress at the present session, up to and including Monday, June 


. 4 list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims not heretofore 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to call up the conference report on the 
bankruptcy bill. I merely desire to have the report read. I shall 
not ask for action on it or discussion of it to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 1085) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, 

_ Mr. STEWART. I inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts 
if he has called up that conference report for final action? 

Mr. HOAR, I stated before the Senator came in that it was 
not my ye to ask for action on it to-day. 

Mr.S WART. Let it be printed. 

8 HOAR. It has been printed in the RECORD and as a docu- 
men 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to the conference r 
being rats vided we can have notice when it is to be called up. 

Mr. HOAR. It will not be called up this week. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to ask whether it is the object and pur- 


pose to press the rt for final action? 
Ar. H {ot this week. 


OAR. 

Mr. CULLO I mean during the session, 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will be finally disposed of at this 
session. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; the committee will ask to have it considered 
early next week. 

Mr. MILLS. The conference report is printed in the RECORD 
now, and I do not see the necessity of having it read. 

Mr.HOAR. If the Senate will give unanimous consent to waive 
the formal reading, I have no objection to that course; but I do 
not know that the Senate will do that. The report has been 
printed in the RECORD and printed as a document. If the Senate, 
under those circumstances, will waive the formal reading of the 
report, I shall be very much gratified; but I do not know that that 
can 2 done. Nothing will gained, however, by reading the 
re 

. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the report be di with. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given to the 
request of the Senator from Iowa, that the reading of the confer- 
ence report be with? The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so or 

FOG SIGNAL NEAR SABINE BANK, TEXAS. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1114) for the establishment of a light and fog 
i on or near Sabine Bank, Texas. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
8 to establish a light-house and fog signal station on or near 
ine Bank. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 10280) to require the Brightwood Railway Company to 
abandon its overhead trolley on Kenyon street, between Seventh 
and Fourteenth streets. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
3 Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was to add to the bill the following addi- 
tional section: 

— . and eat — e to — 


bonds interest not to ex: 6 cent per ann able at such 
time as the of the company may deem expedient 7 o 


the United States by the choni and The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to add to the bill the following addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. 8. That the Brightwood Railway Compan 
four cou tickets for 25 cents for use oyer the 
the Capital Traction Company and to redeem the coupons when presented 
by Capital Traction Company; and the provisions of section 5 of the act 
approved February 26, 1895, entitled “An act to amend the charter of the 

etropolitan Railroad Company of the District of Columbia,” which relate 
to the e, use, and redemption of said tickets and coupons in the case of 
the Brightwood Railway and the Metropolitan Railroad companies, and the 
penalty for violation of the provisions of said section of said act, and the re- 
covery of said penalty, and the authority and jurisdiction of certain courts 
to enforce the requirements and provisions of said section, shall a Ab to the 
issue, use, and redemption of coupon tickets on the lines of said E e 
Railway and Capial Traction companies; and the aforesaid provisions of 
said section are hereby made a part of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Michigan who has charge 
of the bill tell the Senate where is the line of street or streets cov- 
ered by the bill? s 

Mr. McMILLAN „ This is a little branch of the Brightwood 
road—the road which runs out Seventh street. The Brightwood 
Company was permitted some years ago to run this branch from 
Seventh street, on Kenyon street, to connect with the Fourteenth 
street line at the end of the tracks of the Capital Traction Com- 
pany, and they put up an overhead trolley. 

W.. HALE. They have an overhead trolley? 

Mr. McMILLAN. They have an overhead trolley. Of course 
tng allowed them to use the overhead trolley outside of the 
city limits. | eon 

Mr. HALE. Is this inside or outside the District line? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is beyond the boundary, upon the heights, 
The p se of the bill is to compel the company to take down 
their trolley and to put in underground electric motive power for 
about four blocks. À : 

. HALE. The bill does not apply to any street in the city 
limits, as it is called? : 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; itis beyond. It is to compel them to 
take down the trolley. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ji 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossedand the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr, ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di eing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6807) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, hay- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend to their ve Houses as follows: 

2 5 50 fl, . UL 8.4 28.50 BL BA GHGS 8 MN BL, BS S o, D2. OO W OO, 
ii, 12 104 108, 108, 108, 111, 115, 116, 119, 123 15. 129, 130, 135, 136, 137, 138, 141, 
7 , 175, ani 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 10, 15, 8 107. 118 121. 18. 188 147.18, 8 105, 64, 
67, 68, 7, 88, 87, 88, 8%, 90, 94, 95, 100, 103, 107, 113, 121, 125, 126, 127, 131, 134, 169, 170, 
171. 172, and 17 25 facet es to the same. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


is hereby directed to sell 
es of said company and 


recommend and do 


ate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu- 


of the sum pr: insert 881,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the ppg recede from its ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
t as follows: In lieu 
000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the ts disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: For repairs 
and equipment of the morgue, $1,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 17, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert , 500; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 23, and a; to the same with an amendment as follows: In 


lieu of the sum pro insert “$160,000; ” and the Senate to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame’ ent of the Sen- 


ate numbered 24, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro; insert "$14,400; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an am t as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$46,400; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$22,400;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$35,200; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of E 811.600; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$7,000;" and the Senate agree to the 


same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In — of the sum proposed insert 860,000; and the Senate agree to the 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $150,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
R lieu of the matter . by = ae ere 8 i 1 — 

e purc! or condemnation of necessary land, an ng or 
the construction of a . station under the 8 project 
for sewage disposal in the District of Columbia, $25,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $50,000," and strike out all after the word 
“dollars,” in line 1, page 16 of the bill, down to and including line 5, same 
Doge: sd the Senate agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
5 after said mee a EH as a separate paragraph, the orng r 

“For grading and re; Kalorama avenue ween eenth stree’ 
and Columbia road, ‘oo : 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 58, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum oncom aro “$67,500;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$145,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
Provided, That not exceeding the sum of $15,000 of the amount so pro- 
vided may be expended under the immediate direction of the Commissioners 
without contract; and said $15,000 shall be so expended and the accounts 
thereof so kept as to show the com tive cost of hand sweeping by day- 
labor and under contract; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 63, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $22,500;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 65, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$166,000;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $1,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 510,000; “ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendwent as follows: 
Strike out all after the word “inv tion,“ in line 3, down to and includ- 
ing the word “d in line 8 of amendment, and insert in lieu of 
the matter stricken out the following: of the feasibility and propriety of 
filtering the water supply of W. and to submit to Congress a full 
and detailed report thereon, and to meet all necessary expenses of said in- 
vestigation, $3,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. i 

That the House recede fromits t tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the sum named in lines 19, 20, and 21 and insert in lieu thereof 


“$297,210.50; “ and strike out the sum named in lines 24, 25, and 26 and insert 


in lieu thereof $297,210.50; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 96, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum p e to the same, 


That the House recede from its di 
ate numbered 97, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum named 


said amendment insert 25,000; and the Senate 
to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 8808, 780; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 112, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum . 820, 000;“ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 114, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pr insert §35,025;" and the Senate to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 117, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum 3 88.250; and the Senate to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame: ent of the Sen- 
ate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed rt “$8,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its greement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 120, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pr insert “$10,000; and the Senate to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert ‘$45,977;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 152, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lien of the sum p insert $6,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in lines 4 and 5 of said amendment insert 3500; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 139, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed IOT “$47,000; and the Senate agree to the 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 140, and to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert “$6,000;" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


insert ‘ $64,126; and the Senate 
disagreement to the amen: 


ent of the Sep- 
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Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘$1,000; and the Senate 


agree to the same. 
127014144 143145 ur 1 4 194 J. 51. 12 1 as 128.54. 15 158. 159. 150 
1 5 155 163, 164, 165, 110 and 167 the committee of conference have been un- 
: W. B. ALLISON, 
8. M. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
MAHLON PITNEY, 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, perhaps I should say a word. 


This is only a partial report. ere are still some questions in 
difference between the two Houses, the first one being amendment 
No. 12, relating to the municipal library in the District. Then 
there are a series of amendments relating to electric lighting. 
The Senate put on amendments Nos. 73 and 74, relating to this sub- 
ject, providing for the taking down of overhead wires and insert- 
ie in lieu thereof conduits, and a number of provisions and regu- 
lations relating to the laying down of conduits in the District. 
The conferees on the part of the House desired to the 
scope of that amendment, but to what extent we were not able to 
ascertain. They were not prepared with any counter proposition 
in detail, but they seemed to have an idea that it was a wise thing 
perhaps to regulate the whole question on this bill. However, 
: vag Reims no proposition in detail, so that those amendments are 

in dis 


ment. 

We inserted a provision under amendment No. 128, relating 
to the removal of telephone poles and the establishment of con- 
duits for the use of telephones. That matter is still in difference. 
It was not agreed to between the two Houses, the House conferees 
declining to agree to our amendment. AE ý 

All questions relating to charities in this District are also still 
in difference. The House, in the bill as originally , pro- 
vided for a lumpsum to be expended by the District ission- 
ers, adding some l tion relating to the exclusion of sectarian 
institutions from the benefits of these appropriations. The Sen- 
ate, in lieu of the general ion and exclusion and limita- 
tion, appropriated in detail for the several charitable institutions 
of the District as provided for last year. The House conferees 
decline to accept our detailed appropriation unless we will elimi- 
nate what they call sectarian institutions from its benefits. We 
were not pre to do that, and that is still in disagreement. 

All the other matters in difference have been agreed to, the 
House receding from its disa ent to our amendment relating 
to the increased water supply and agreeing to it with a slight 
modification of the amount, but not material. They also agree sub- 
stantially to our proposed ent of the system of sewerage, 
we being obli to yield one rather important provision, as I 
thought, namely, authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
to make a contract for the erection of a pumping station. They 
thought that was premature, and we finally 5 it, making a 
provision, however, for detailed plans for the pumping station 
and for the acquisition of land by purchase or its condemnation 
under the statute. 


These are the general provisions of the bill. Ishall be glad to 5 


Senator may desire to ask. 


answer 5 an 


Mr. STEWART. What became of the amendments in regard 
to bridges across Rock Creek? 
Mr. ISON. Those are still in di t. The amend- 


disagreemen 

ments relating to the bridge on Massachusetts avenue extended, 
and also Connecticut avenue extended, are still in disagreement. 
The House conferees were not prepared to acquiesce at present in 
those amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will do so. d 

The VICE-PRESID A e question is on agreeing to the 
conference 

The report was 7 to. ays 8 

Mr. ON. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF SIOUX. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 3698) for the restoration of annuities 
to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears no objection; and the bill 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senator from South Dakota to yield 
to me that I may call up a little bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania, 

WILLIAM T. GODWIN. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 1618) to authorize the President to place William T. Godwin 
on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint William T. Godwin, late a 
first lientenant in Tenth Infantry Regiment, United States Army, 
a first lieutenant in the Army, and place him on the retired list 
with that rank. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. TYRE. ; 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

consideration of the bill (H. R. 7314) for the relief of John B. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay John 
B. Tyre $113, it being the amount improperly paid on account of 
expense of the enlistment of Edwin A. Tyre, Company D, Forty-- 
seventh Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CORDELL B, GREEN, 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 8248 
for the relief of Cordell B. Green, of Company D, Sixteen 
Michigan Infantry. It will take but a moment. It is to correct 
the record of a soldier. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TOMBIGBEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. MONEY. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
4741) to authorize the construction of a bridge over Tombigbee 
River, in the State of Mississippi. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 15, after the word 
bridge,“ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That until the 2 War shall approve the location and 
plan of the said bridge the same not be commenced or built, and aay. 
e 


subject to his approval: vided further, That the said bri so kept 
and ma d as to offer reasonable r means for the passage of 
or 


= nit — — shall kviz layed on pala bridge, at the expense of . 
ereof, from sunse su or othen signals as Ligh 
0 may prescribe. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 4, page 8, line 8, after the 
word „reserve,“ to strike ont and the right to require any 
changes in said structure at the expense of said county, Whenever 
Congress shall decide that the public interests require it, is also 
reserved; so as to make the section read: 

e That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to add as an additional section the 


following: 


PL reg a nein emperor igen aoaeiao Bee 
herein authorized be not commen thin 
three years from the date hereof. ra r aT. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1078) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
across Niagara River was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10892) supplemental to acts relating to internal 
revenue was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 15th instant picts and signed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 95) instructing the Secretary of War to return to the State 
of Ohio the flags of certain regiments of Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
also to restore to the State of New York the flag carried by the 
One hundred and thirteenth New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 16th instant approved and signed the following 
a 


cts: 
An act (S. 4676) for the protection of homestead settlers who 
enter the military or naval service of the United States in time of 


war; 
An act (S. 4740) to provide American registers for the steamers 
Victoria, Olympia, Arizona, Columbia, Argyle, and Tacoma; and 
An — ee) to provide an American register for thé 
er Arkadia, 


1898. 


SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF SIOUX. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S, 8698) for the restoration of annuities to the 


Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, when the hour of 2 o'clock ar- 
rived yesterday I was endeavoring to present some considerations 
why I thought this bill should not pass. In stating the historical 
facts in relation to the case I omitted one or two which I think 
should be mentioned, haps. It seemed curiously coincident 
that the Senator from Maine Rir. HALE] should this morning ask 
for a list of judgments on account of Indian depredations re- 
quired to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States and 
which can not be taken from annuity funds, showing that the 
policy of the treaty of 1858, which was a local policy as respects 
these four bands of Indians, has ne Sa become a part of the 
go and settled course of our Government in treating with 
the Indians. 

I also omitted to mention that although the statute of 1863, to 
which I have alluded, provided for the payment of damages to 
citizens on account of these depredations or on account of the 
massacre, the first FA FE e act provided that only two-thirds 

d be applied to their payment, leaving one- 


lands should be ap and sold and the proceeds devoted to 
the civilization an: sipar of these people who so ayan | com- 
mitted the massacre. It provided also for the peaceful and quiet 


t wise and p for 
uded, and w ich is be- 
fore me, is found in the twelfth volume of the Statutes at Large, 

819. 


was also calling attention yesterday to the treaty of 1867, and 
I tried to show that that treaty had an important ing upon 
the fate of these Indians and on the di ition of the Congress of 


the United States respecting them. The Indians, after the mas- | called 


8 having a claim to certain lands 5 = 35 _ — 
ota, perhaps extending partially in w ota, immedi- 
ately fled inte that region, leaving their former habitat and local- 
ity in Minnesota, They went to what was then a remote region 
in the Northwest. In pursuance of the policy of 1863, asfound in 
the statute of March 8, the Government of the United States un- 
dertook to reclaim these wandering bands and, if possible, brin 
them into a condition where they would be self-supporting; an 
this was the origin of the treaty of 1857, that treaty being intended 
for the benefit of the Indians and not for their detriment. 

It is a misnomer to say that we undertook the making of the 
treaty for the purpose of securing land belonging to the Indians. 
The purpose of the Government of the United States was pre- 
cisely the reverse of it. It was to gather the Indians upon reser- 
vations in order that they might become self-supporting through 

iculture and to provide them with implements, and so on. 

e treaty was made in 1867, during an exciting political period 
in our own country. It was the reconstruction period, so called. 
It was a treaty made under the Administration of President John- 
son, who had many political enemies in this body at that time, or 
at least there were many Senators who were not in accord with 
him politically and were disposed to criticise whatever he did. 
The treaty was made by Mr. Bogy, of St. Louis, then Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and was made in this city. A gentleman 
by the name of Watson, a highly intelligent man, participated in 
the making of the treaty. 

It has been said of this treaty that when it came to the Senate 
it was 1 8545 modified and changed before ratification. It was 
modified in some particulars, but in no essential particular. The 
original treaty provided that the Indians should be placed upon 
two reservations, both of those reservations being on lands to 
which they claimed the possessory title, but which was disputed 
by the Government of the United States. One portion of the 
Sissetons and Wahpetons were placed, under the treaty, on a res- 
ervation defined in the treaty, called the Lake Traverse Reserva- 
tion. Another portion of them were provided for at a place called 
Devils Lake Reservation. The two reservations were a consider- 
able distance apart. It was 3 that the people at the Lake 
Traverse Reservation shoul 
operations, and that as soon as 500 ef them could be gathered 
together at Devils Lake then they also were to have an agent, 
showing that it was the object and purpose of the treaty to gather 
up the wandering bands and get them in a position where the 
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Government of the United States could educate them and provide 
them with the means necessary to teach them agriculture. 

The treaty as reported by the commissioners provided that the 
people at Lake Traverse should have $350,000 the first year to en- 
gage in farming, and that there should bea diminution of that 
sum for two or three years until it was reduced to $50,000, I think. 
It has been said in criticism of the Senate that because the Senate 
struck out these large sums of money, therefore it was hostile to the 
aim and purpose of those who made the treaty, whereas it was 
shown, as has frequently been shown since, that there is nothing 
so improvident as to put into the hands of five or six hundred In- 
dians—because that is all there were—$350,000 in a single year for 
farming implements. The Senate, I think wisely, provided that 
they should go upon the reservations and, in the discretion of the 
Government, certain sums should be allotted to them each year 
for the purpose of their civilization, and under that provision, thus 
modified 26 the Senate, these two bands, or portions of them, 
first settled at Lake Traverse and next at Devils Lake. 

Senators who are interested in this matter, if any of them are, 
will find in this 1 page 17, that under this treaty the first 
appropriation for support of the Indians was 852,000, which 
was a much wiser and better and more economical method of 
dealing with them than to give $350,000. The next year it was 
$60,000; for some reason, the next year only $10,000, then 850,000, 
then $75,000, and so on. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did it mention the prior treaty? 

Mr. ALLISON. It did not mention the prior treaties, but it 
mentioned the fact that there had been a massacre, ete., and that 
the pae who werethus being provided for were friendly Indians 
who did not share in the massacre at New Ulm, It alluded to it 
in that sense. But the spirit of the treaty is wholly a friendly 
one. It was in the nature of an a ent and understanding 
respecting the failure to have provided these annuities from year 
to year as provided in the original treaty of 1851. Perhaps I 
should read some of the whereases. of the treaty, in view of the 
question 1 the Senator from Wisconsin. I read from 
ip viene I have a different numbered document. Mine is No. 9. 

ink it is Document No. 68. This is one of the inducements to 
the making of the treaty and a part of the recital as to the motive 
for which it was made: i 


Whereas Congress, in paan | the Sioux annuities and reservations 
made no Bt tetas for the su these, the on Sen of the Sissi 
ton and ve been suffered to 


Mr. SPOONER. If it will not disturb the Senator from Iowa, 
I should be glad if he would refer me to the act of Congress con- 
fiscating the annuities, 

Mr, ALLISON. It is the act of February 16, 1863. I have it 
here. The object of the statute was to provide payment to the 
citizens of Minnesota who had suffered losses because of tlie mas- ~ 
sacre, and in order to provide the means to do it they used two- 
thirds of the annuities for two years, the last year and the com- 
ing year, and then appointed a commission, and afterwards paid 
the money out of the Treasury of the United States, amounting 
in all to about 81,320,000. Isaid $1,900,000 yesterday. On look- 
ing more carefully at the appropriations, I find I was mistaken as 
to the amount. Two inisel thousand dollars of it was taken 
out of the annuities and the remainder out of the Treasury, 
with the expectation of reimbursement, of course, from the an- 
nuity fund as provided and pe aie to by the treaty of 1858. There 
was, therefore, no violation of any treaty or agreement with any 
of the Indians in using this fund for that purpose. 

There were struck out five articles of this treaty as originally 
made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,and new articles 
were inserted. Article 6 of the original treaty provided: 

To enable said Indians to return to an Itural life under the system 
in operation on the Sioux Reservation in itis that there shall be 
expended for the benefit of the Indians entitled to locate farms on the Lake 
Traverse Reservation for the year 1887, $350,000. 

Probably no one desired to expend $350,000 in that region and in 
that year for agricultural implements for those people. On page 
46 are to be found the emendments in lieu of the articles from 6 
to 14, both inclusive, they having been struck out. Articles 6, 7, 
8, 9, and 10 were by the Senate. Article 6 provided: 

a Wie a consideration of the destitution of said bands of Sissiton 


and W. ton Sioux, es hereto, ting the confiscation of their 
annuities and improvements, it is agreed that Con will, in its own dis- 
cretion, from time to time, such approp ions as may be deemed 
requisite to enable said Indians to return toan mltural life under the 


system in operation on the Sioux Reservation in „including, if thought 
advisable, the establishment and support of local and manual labor schools; 
the employment of Itural. eee and other teachers; the ope 
and improvement of individual farms; and generally such objects as Congress 
om shall deem necessary to promote the agricultural improvement 
and civilization of said bands. 
That was agreed to afterwards, and very soon afterwards, by the 
chiefs and headmen. I quote these articles in the treaty for the 


purpose of showing that the object and aim of the treaty was a 
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benevolent one on the part of the United States, and under it, as 
is shown in this document, Congress made from year to year con- 
siderable appropriations for the Indians, a 

There is one other fact to which I wish to call attention, and 
that is that there was no recognition here by Congress of any 
claim or title on the part of these Indians to a large reservation 
which they claimed they had roamed and hunted over and were 
entitled to hold in possessory right. But these two reservations 
were thus created, and the Indians who were willing to become 
the wards of the Government and undertake to avail themselves 
of the processes of civilization which were proposed by the United 
States were to be gathered together at these two places; and when 
500 of them got together at Devils Lake, they were to have an 
agent, showing that it was deemed necessary, even when the 
treaty was made, by the headmen of the tribe. to gather the 
Indians up in order that they might avail themselves of these op- 
portunities offered by the United States. That was in 1868, 

They made some progress before 1872, and, instigated, I have no 
doubt, by their situation, they undertook to make a claim not only 
for these two reservations, which were set aside specifically, em- 
bracing together over a million acres of land, there being less 
than 2,000 of them in all—the Senator from South Dakota will 
correct me if I am wrong, but I think there were not over 1, 200 at 
these two agencies 

Mr. PETTIGREW. About 2,000. 

Mr. ALLISON, About 2,000. In 1872 these Indians desired 
that the question should be settled as to whether they had any 
right beyond the specific reservation of the act of 1867; and Con- 

ess, as it always or nearly always does, made liberal provision 

or the adjustment and settlement of the question. It is a matter 
of every year’s recurrence here. Where there is a dispute report: 
ing an Indian title or an Indian reservation, provision is made for 
its adjustment, Congress provided for this adjustment, and the 
President or Secretary of the Interior, I have forgotten which, 
appointed three commissioners to ascertain, first, whether the In- 
dians had any title outside of their specific reservation, and sec- 
ond, if they had any, what it was and its value. 

The commission went out and made the investigation. All the 
members agreed, I believe, that there was a possessory right in 
the Indians, a right to hunt and roam over the prairies, which 
ought to be paid for if the United States desired to acquire title. 
Although they differed as to the amount, a majority of them placed 
the value of the title at $800,000. Others of them thought the 
amount was entirely too large, which is quite likely under the 
conditions then existing in that region. I know very well that 
during that year land could have been purchased in the north- 
western portion of my State for from one to two dollars per acre. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There were 8,000,000 acres in this cession. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was no cession. They had no title to it ex- 
cept a roaming and hunting title, which is of little or no value. 


They received what was considered an extravagant price for this him? 


. imaginary title or possessory title of theirs, They received $80,000 
per annum for ten years, a larger sum than they were to receive 
under the treaty of 1851, They also received other appropriations 
of the Government from time to time for the promotion of educa- 
tion and the encouragement of farming. 

In the treaty of 1872—I think it was the treaty of 1872—it was 
also provided that allotments of land should be made to the In- 
dians of so many acres to each Indian and that the lands not 
allotted might besold. This allotment went on from time to time. 
The people pro; d fairly well in agriculture, etc. I do not 
remember whether there was any treaty between 1872 and 1889. 

Mr. SPOONER, There was one in 1873. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. I call that one treaty. The next year 
there was a provision for the allotment of the lands not needed by 
the Indians under this system of allotting established. That was 
February 14, 1873. I do not know that there is anything special 
in this treaty which needs attention. It was made by the same 
people who made the other treaty. Under that treaty the allot- 
ments went on at the Lake Traverse Reservation. 

In 1889 another treaty was made with these Indians for the 
sale of lands not allotted, and that treaty provided for the sale of 
all these lands. Tho number of acres was not accurately ascer- 
tained at the time, but the price to be paid was $2.50 an acre for 
the unallotted lands upon the prairies. The total price as thus 
ascertained, to be exact, was $1,522,000, although there was coy- 
ered into the Treasury to the credit of these Indians under the 
treaty $1,699,800, the lands estimated being more than the lands 
actually foundafter survey, The treaty of 1889 is an important 
treaty in this transaction. It seems to have been entirely over- 
looked by the committee in making up this adjustment. Before 
any steps could be taken for the purchase of these lands at $2.50 an 
acre the treaty required the Government of the United States to— 


Pay to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians par- 
ties hereto, per capita, the sum of $312,778.37, being the amount found to be 
due to certain members of said bands of Indians who served in the armies of 
the United States against their own people when at war with the United 
States, and their f: es and 5 the provisions of the fourth 
article of the treaty of July 23, 1851, and of which they have been wrongfully 
and unjustly deprived by the operation of the provisions of an act of Con- 


gress approved February 16, 1863, and entitled “An act for the relief of per- 
sons for di sustained by reason of depredation, and injuries by cer- 
tain bands of Sioux Indians,” said sum being at the rate of $18,400 per annum 
from July 1, 1662, to July 1, 1888, less their pro rata share of the sum of $616,- 
Souls of Deka Oe esses nei eee TE AT 
House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress, first — = res 

That = is a statement of account respecting these Indians 
made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and approved by Mr, 
Vilas, who was then Secretary of the Interior. 

They also exacted a further payment of $18,300 annually from 
1888 to 1902, and every year since 1888 that sum has been appro- 
priated. There was a total sum of money appropriated under 
this treaty in 1891 of $2,203,000, of which $503,200 was made im- 
mediately available and was paid to these Indians and the re- 
mainder, $1,699,800, was put in the Treasury to their credit, Al- 
though the igre Basi bea that when it should be placed to their 
credit it should draw 3 per cent interest, under considerations, the 
details of which I do not now call to mind, when that $1,699,800 
was put into the Treasury, it was placed there at 5 per cent in- 


terest, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In that connection, if the Senator will 
allow me, I wish to say that the commissioners, when they made 
this agreement, told those people that they had positive instruc- 
tions which prevented them from allowing more than 8 per cent 
interest. The Indians insisted upon 5 per cent, and the commis- 
sioners promised them that they would come here and do every- 
thing they could to haye 5 per cent allowed, and it was in pursu- 
ance of that understanding that Congress allowed it. 

Mr. ALLISON. As to those details the Senator may be right. 
Ido not remember distinctly, but at any rate it was regarded by 
the Indians, by the people who represented them, and by the Goy- 
ernment as a full, final, and absolute settlement of everything due 
to those Indians, and it was put in the law. It is section 27, and 
is as follows: 

SEC. 27. That for the S 
said agreement there 00 
the Treasury not otherwise a . the sum of $2,208,000, of which 
amount the sum of $503,200 be immediately available, and the same, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be paid as follows, to wit: To the 


Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, parties to t ment, the sum of $376,- 


578.37, said amount to be distributed per capita. To the scouts and soldiers 


of the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wapakoota bands of Sioux 
Indians, who were enrolled and entered into the military service of the 
United States and served in suppressing what is known as the “Sioux out- 
break of 1862;" or those who were enrolled and served in the armies of the 
United States in the war of the rebellion, and to the members of their fami- 
lies and descendants, now living, of such scouts and soldiers as are dead, who 
are not included in the foregoing class, as parties to said ment, the sum 
of $126,620, said amount to be distributed per capita; and the said sum of 
$503,200, or so much thereof as may be necessary, when paid to the said Sisse- 
ton, Wahpeton, Medowakanton, and Wahpakoota bands of Sioux Indian 
their families and descendants, designated n this act, shall be deemed a ful 
settlement of all claims they may have for unpaid annuities, ander any and 
all treaties or acts of Congress up to the 30th day of June, 1800. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 


m 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That provision was injected into the law 
by Congress. It was not in the treaty, and was no part of the un- 
5 ment with those Indians. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that it was in the law, and I did not 
state that it was in the treaty; but I state that after we had made 
this treaty, which provided for only 3 per cent interest forever 
upon these trust funds in the Treasury of the United States, in 
order to make full and final adjustment and settlement, we paid 
them, and are now paying them, 5 per cent interest per annum upon 
$1,522.000; which is more interest by several thousand dollars 
than they are entitled to or would be entitled to if they received 
the annuities provided for in 1851. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I must correct the Senator again. The 
amount upon which the Government is paying interest is only 


$1,320,000. 

Mr. . We appropriated a portion of it, to which I 
did not allude—81. 320,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was afterwards a portion of this sum 
appropriated and paid per capita to these Indians, which I had 
forgotten. But even now we are paying this large sum to those 
Indians annually as long as they choose to leave that money in 
the a 

7 7 SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. ALLISON. oy. 

Mr. SPOONER. I see that by section 9 of the act of 1863 
there was given to each of the members of these bands who did 
not participate in the massacre, and who aided in rescuing the 
women and children who were captured by the Indians, 80 acres 
of land in severalty. Was that carried out? 

Mr, ALLISON. It wasundoubtedly carried out to a certain de- 
gree; and I am obliged to the Senator for calling my attention to 
that point. Itis said we drove those Indians away; that the act 
of h 8, 1863, provided that the United States should itself 
appraise those lands and the improvements upon them, and that 
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any one of those Indians who had the right to go there could oc- 
cupy land to the extent of 80 acres and resume his residence upon 
that old reservation. 5 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In this connection I wish to say that so in. 
tense was the feeling in the Northwest against these Indians that 
not only were they driven out and none of them dared remain, but 
even the Winnebagoes, who were clear inside the settlement, were 
forced to leave the State, forced togo into Nebraska, and suffered 
great loss of life and great misery and discomfort. 

Mr. ALLISON. Still, it shows that, so far as Congress was con- 
cerned, in its administration and in its legislation it sought to 
deal liberally with these Indians. : : ; 

There is another thing respecting this matter which I think 
ought to be considered in this connection. As these Indians are 
our wards, we treat them justly and liberally, but we keep them 
under such legal restraints as we think wise. We have done that 
at this very session with the Five Civilized Tribes, who have been 
civilized for a century and who left their homes in the old States 
of the Union, in the then Territories of Mississippi and Alabama, 
and were placed across the Mississippi River upon an Indian res- 
ervation to which they had a complete fee-simple title.. They 
were guaranteed by the Government of the United States that 
they should remain there as long as grows and water runs, 
without interference in the slightest degree by the United States 
Government by legislation; and yet here at this session, with ab- 
solute unanimity in this body, upon the project of the Senator 
from South Dakota, who had charge of the bill, we have under- 
taken to deal with these Indians in such a way as we believe will 
promote their civilization and in a better, more equitable, and 
just way than is provided in the treaties we made with them more 
than ey, years ago. ; 
What I am endeavoring to show here is that we never have in- 
sisted ig the letter of the law r ting these Indian tribes, 
but we have recognized the spirit of the law and our duty asa 
civilized and Christian people to do whatever we can by legisla- 
tion and by appropriation to make them Christians and to civilize 
them. So itis that I have stated these facts for the purpose of 
showing that from the time the attention of Congress was called 
to these subjects until the present moment we have dealt with the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Sioux, not as inrebellion against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, but, beginning with the 3d of March, 
1863, we have treated them as our wards, as we were in duty 
bound to doas having charge and control of them and their affairs, 

Mr. President, what is their situation to-day? Under these 
various treaties we gave them 160 acres of land per capita, They 
have secured lands, fertile lands, in one of the richest States of this 
Union to the extent of 160 acres, whether they be children or 
whether they be aged people. I am told that there are families 
there who have each as much as 1,500 acres of as good land as there 
is under the sun, in our country at least, and that they are realiz- 
ing large sums from the rentals from that land. They are the 
gentlemen farmers in the State of Minnesota, some of whom rent 
their land for cutting grass at 50 cents an acre, and when they 
rent it for five or ten years or three years and it is broken up, they 
rent it for a dollar and a dollar and a half an acre. That is land 
which they can not till. There isno other Indian tribe or no other 
individual Indian under our laws, unless it be under the statute 
recently enacted concerning the Five Civilized Tribes, that has 
had such a magnificent donation or allotment of lands tocultivate. 
In addition to these lands, they have this annuity fund. We only 
appropriate for them now 5818, 400. 

7 ass with a 


claim that if this bill is passed at all it should 
diminution not only of the 8616, 000 which was agree to on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] without 
objection, but that it should pass with a diminution of $525,000, 
or whatever the amount may be, that we poured into their laps 
only seven or eight years ago, and which I understood, as one 
member of the Senate and as having had something to do with 
this provision, was a settlement and an adjustment of all their 


claims 5 7 0 . matter. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Undoubtedly that will be deducted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator show me any provision in 
this bill that will deduct it? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I think the bill provides for that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
being the bill (S. 3414) to carry into effect the recommendations 
of the International American Conference by the incorporation of 
the International American Bank. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like about half an hour more. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should be glad to have the Senator go 
on. I ask unanimous consent that he may be permitted to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly willing to continue my remarks 
on another day, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I give notice that at the earliest ible 
moment I onan press the consideration of this measure; of course 
so as not to conflict with the unfinished business, 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me just one word, I have nearly finished what I desire to sa 
concerning the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, but the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee deals with two other bands of 
Indians, which I shall endeavor to show have no claim, certainly 
no better claim than the Sissetons and Wahpetons, which is no 
claim at all, in my belief. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3414) to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tions of the International American Conference by the incorpora- 
tion of the International American Bank, the pending question 
being on the amendment submitted by Mr. PETTUS, in paragraph 
7, on page 11, line 51, after the word ‘ persons,” to strike out: 


And to act as trustee in any mortgage given to secure such bonds, and to 
countersign the same as trustee. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, when I was interrupted yester- 
day by the adjournment of the Senate I was proceeding to remark 
on the singular fact that while this side of the Chamber was di- 
vided to some extent on the propriety of the measure now under 
consideration, there was entire unanimity of sentiment on the 
other side of the Chamber concerning it, if we may judge by the 
preliminary votes which have thus far been taken on the effort to 
correct and improve the bill. I was also commenting on the fur- 
ther fact that this remarkable unanimity had been achieved in 
the face of very grave doubts concerning the constitutional power 
of Congress to enact legislation of this character, and in the face 
of still other and further very grave doubts concerning the pro- 
priety of this kind of legislation even if the constitutional power 
be conceded. 

I attribute this unanimity in the face of doubts which it seems 
to me at least ought to create some division of sentiment on both 
sides of the Chamber to the tendency, which I have observed ever 
since I have had the honor to be a member of this body, in the 
Republican majority in this Chamber to consider itself as in some 
sense the conservator and guardian and special champion of the 
moneyed and corporate interests of the country. It has seemed to 
me that as the exorbitant demands of that interest increase—and 
we find that they are increasing every day—the subserviency of 
the Republican party to the demands of that interest increases at 
the same time and keeps pace with the increase in the demand. 
Tt would seem as though the leaders of the Republican party argue 
to themselves something in this wise: What boots it that the in- 
terests of the common people of the country are being sacrificed, 
that the limitations of the national Constitution are being broken 
down, that the liberties of the Republic are being endangered? 
The moneyed capital requires still other avenues of employment; 
it requires to be further safeguarded against possible attacks by 
State legislation; it requires still further and additional machinery 
to make it all powerful and omnipotent in the affairs of this coun- 
try. And since we have assumed to be the ial champion of 
that interest, we will stand solidly and unitedly and even exult- 
ingly in favor of any demand that this interest may put forward 
in the national halls of Congress, regardless of the direction in 
which it leads and regardless of the fact that it is breaking down 
and sapping the constitutional system devised by the fathers for 
the safeguarding of the liberties of the people of this country. 

Mr. President, I do not attribute to any leader of the Repub- 
lican party, either in this Chamber or elsewhere, improper mo- 
tives or pu for this 5 to the particular interest 
to which I have alluded. I regard the phenomenon as an eyi- 
dence of the decay of a once great party and as an evidence of the 
fact that that decay has been brought about in answer to the de- 
mand of the iunat and 155 gaera influence with which 
that party is inseparably allied, without which its supremacy 
to-day would neyer have been uired, and without which its 
supremacy in the future is an absolute impossibility. If this be 
not true, why do not some of the great constitutional lawyers 
upon the other side of the Chamber look into the constitutional 
objections ur; against this bill with greater particularity than 
they have, and give it the careful attention which a measure of 
this kind demands? 2 

Aside from the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER], 
Ido not find in the course of this debate that any of those great 
constitutional lawyers upon the other side havedoneso. Itis true 
the Senator from Ohio has done so; and I recognize him as one of 
the great lawyers upon the other side of the Chamber; but upon 
a measure of this kind, so vital in its importance to the country 
and trenching so closely upon constitutional lines as laid down 
for the guidance of Congress, I should prefer to see a more eager 
spirit on the part of the lawyers on both sides of this Chamber to 
look into this measure and see whether it is or is not in consonance 
with the principles of the Constitution of the United States; and 
if that t party be not dominated by the influence to which I 
have referred, why do not some of the great financiers upon the 
other side—and they have great financiers upon the other side of 
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this Chamber—look into this measure, and see whether it is or is 
path 5 the mo Llagzadatt 3 . the people 5 

is country mgressi islation should raise up a grea 
financial Colossus to bestride not only this whole continent but the 
entire isphere. 

Mr. President, one of the influences which are corrupting the 
political parties of the country, which are preventing the interests 
of the people from receiving proper consideration, which stand in 
the way of proper legislation in the two Halls of Conas are 
these great moneyed corporations which haye been built E by 
State and nati legislation, I think that Congress ought to 
look keenly and carefully into the propriety of the creation of any 
more of those great corporations, 

It has been said with a good deal of truth that the great railroad 
cor tions, if the Government does not eventually own them, 
will own the Government. created an In te Com- 
merce Commission with the idea that it would control 1 

rations, but that act has been emasculated by the ions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, and that commission 
stands here asa self-confessed failure, and it has so stood for more 
than two years past; yet it has been impossible to get throngh 
either branch of Congress, by reason of the malign influence of 
these great corporations, any legislation which will arm the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission with the power to enforce upon 
uon corporations the just performance of their obligations to the 

ublic. 

y For myself, Mr. President, I do not think that there has been a 
more important measure brought before Congress in the last ten 
years, both in the constitutional principles which it raises and the 
danger of injury to the public, than this measure which we now 
have under consideration, and which appears to be going by de- 
faultto some extent, because of the disposition upon the part of 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to vote for any meas- 
ure of this kind without consideration, and because of the fact 
that Senators upon this side of the Chamber appear to some ex- 
tent not to have appreciated the sany of this measure. 

I do not understand that anybody controverts the proposition 
that Congress has no power tocreate a Arbe corporation by act 
of Congress except in the District of Columbia and in the other 
Territories, and except that it be created for the performance, in 

at least, of some governmental function or purpose. Not- 
withstanding I have listened to the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio in the several speeches he has made on this measure, I have 
failed to see any governmental function or p anywhere 
within the four corners of this bill, and I do not believe there is 
any; certainly there are none expressed in the measure. But the 
Senator from Ohio says that we can gather from the purport of 
the bill, from the operation and effect of the bill, the govern- 
mental purpose which it is intended to serve; but the public and 
governmental purpose which I understand him to point out is 
that it is the creation of an instrument in aid of interstate and 
foreign commerce. Granting that it be an instrument in aid of 
interstate and foreign commerce, does that make it a govern- 
mental or a public agency in the sense laid down by the great 
judges of the Supreme Court who have pronounced upon the lim- 
itations of Congress in this respect? 

It is very easy to see whether it does or not, Is the function of 
carrying on interstate or foreign commerce a public or govern- 
mental function? Most ynot. It is a private function. 
Consequently the creation of a corporation to carry on interstate 
and foreign commerce, if that be the only public function attrib- 
uted to it, can not be said to be the creation of a corporation to 
carry on in parta governmental or public function. It seems tome 
almost too plain for argument. If the proposition rested upon that 

wer and simply that there was any public function disclosed 
kos the fact that this instrumentality was to carry on interstate 
and foreign commerce, I should not feel the necessity of saying 
anything further on the subject. 

ut if I understood the ment of the Senator from Ohio, he 
went back a step further and planted this measure squarely upon 
the proposition that it was a regulation of interstate and foreign 
commerce without reference to the question as to whether it was 
the creation of an instrumentality to carry on a public or govern- 
mental function. Inasmuch as Congress has power to regulate 
interstate and foreign commerce I understand him to insist that 
this is a valid exercise of constitutional power. ButI never have 
seen in any of the law books, nor have I read in any of the com- 
mentaries upon the Constitution an expression from any source, 
I think, that the creation of an instrumentality to carry on com- 
merce was a regulation of commerce in the sense of the Constitu- 
tion. In fact to launch this instrument out onto the field of inter- 
state and foreign commerce without any other regulations than 
such as are found in this bill is to derange commerce instead of 
regulating it. It does not regulate it; it does not have that effect. 
It is the creation of an instrumentality to carry on commerce, but 
is not a regulation of commerce in the sense of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

I haye not heard in this debate, I venture to say it can not be 


found, that the Supreme Court of the United States or any com- 
mentator upon the Constitution of the United States whose opin- 
ions are entitled to credit, ever said or held that under the power 
to regulate commerce the Congress of the United States might 
create an instrumentality of commerce in the person of a private 
corporation to be chartered by act of Congress. If it may do so, 
then it may regulate every instrumentality of commerce, and, in- 
asmuch as the power, if gress chooses to so exercise it, is ex- 
clusive, it may prevent any State legislature from chartering any 
corporation designed to engage in interstate commerce, and it 
may place limits and fetters upon the action of individuals who 
may desire to engage in interstate commerce. The extension of 
the principle would extend the power of the Government of the 
United States to a point that would be dangerous and subversive 


‘of all the ideas that we haye ever had concerning the relations of 


the State and the Federal Government and the distribution of 
powers between them. 

I understand that the chief reliance of the Senator from Ohio 
in favor of the proposition that there is power in Congress to 
charter a private bank is found in the case of the Cherokee Nation 
vs. The Kansas Railway Company, in 135 United States. While 
there may be isolated expressions in that opinion which give color 
to the contention of the Senator, we ali know that judicial opin- 
ions are not to be read in that way and that they are to be limited 
strictly, so far as the text of the opinion is concerned as a binding 
3 upon any legal proposition, to the point directly before 

e court. 

The point directly before the court in that case was Whether 

Congress might devolve the power of eminent domain on the State 
railroad corporation passing through one of the Territories of the 
United States, and the Supreme Court of the United States very 
properly held that inasmuch as the Government of the United 
States had the power of domain and might delegate it to any pub- 
lic agency, and inasmuch as all of the courts of the United States, 
both State and national, had held that a railroad company, being 
a highway, was a public agency, and inasmuch as that particular 
agency was e in interstate commerce, that the Government 
of the United States might by act of Congress devolve the power 
of eminent domain upon the rai company in that particular 
case, That, I say, is the extent to which any force and effect may 
be given to peor st sae and any dicta that the court may have 
indulged in outside of that all the lawyers in this body, as every- 
where else, will understand have no particular bearing and cut 
e figure in influencing the minds of lawyers and 
judges. 
: ere the court by way of argument here speak of the fact that 
it has been held that Congress might in aid of commerce grant the 
right to construct roads, and to itself construct roads 1 in 
interstate commerce between the several States, and to bridge 
rivers extending between States over which interstate commerce 
was to be carried on, and that is the particular part of this deci- 
sion which * to give color to the argument of the Senator 
from Ohio. Wyers readily understand what the court referred 
to in that connection, Under ae Bes to regulate commerce, 
the jurisdiction of Congress over all navigable rivers is exclusive 
if it chooses to so exercise it, and it is necessary to come to Con- 
gress to get the consent of Congress when it is desired to bridge 
one of those rivers. Thatis what the Supreme Court referred to 
in that connection. 

In the statement that Congress had constructed roads itself it 
undoubtedly referred to the great works of internal improvement 
undertaken by this country in a very early day in the building of 
highways between different and isolated sections of the country. 
If it undertook to say that Congress has frequently authorized 
individuals to construct national highways, that Congress has 
frequently undertaken to charter individuals or corporations to 
do so, then it is contrary to the history of this country, because 
every great national highway, every great railway that has been 
chartered by Congress has been chartered for the parpoes, explic- 
itly and distinctly in the act, of carrying out and furthering some 
public or governmental purpose. 

But suppose this language might be strained now into a state- 
ment that Congress might create a corporation for the purpose of 
building a railroad between different States to engage in interstate 
commerce, still it would not be authority for the proposition that 
Congress might create a bank to engage in interstate commerce, 
because a railroad is a public domain within the meaning of all 
the decisions of all the courts of this country, and it is upon that 
ground that the power of eminent domain is delegated to it by 
Congress and by the legislatures of the several States. Since it is 
engaged in operating a railroad between two States, it is engaged 
in interstate commerce, and, being a public agency, it might be 
said that thereby Congress had a right to t a charter to a 
railroad company to build such a railroad. But it has never been 
held or said by any court that a private bank is a public agency. 
Simply because it engages in interstate commerce does not make 
it a public agency, because every individual and every domestic 
corporation in the States is engaged in interstate commerce. 
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Soit can not be said that this case, or any other case, or any com- 
mentary that has been brought to the attention of the Senate upon 
this subject,is any authority in favor of what I consider the mon- 
strous and preposterous ition that it is within the power of 

to charter a private bank simply because it is proposed 
and contemplated that that bank shall engage in interstate com- 
merce. 

There are a number of other objections to this bill which appeal 
to me very strongly outside of the one of power. One of them is 
the question of taxation raised by the junior Senator from Ala- 
bama — Perrvus] in his argument the other day upon the bill. 
It is a that if this corporation be it d all 
in all the States of the Union. Its ramifica- 
tions will extend into every of all of the States of the Union. 
It will have most extensive busi and most extensive dealings, 
It will be brought into conflict with the tax laws of all the States 
of the Union, and thus States will be compelled to adopt a differ- 
ent system of taxation for this bank from that which they adopt 
for their own banks and for other moneyed capital. On the pe 
ciple laid down in McCulloch against Maryland and Osborn 
3 the Branch Bank, undoubtedly sustained by the courts at 

day, the power of taxation involves the power of destructi 
and the States will not be permitted to tax this bank in any respec 
that the courts may say will involve an impediment or embarrass- 
ment to the conduct of its business when it shall have engaged in 
business in the several States. : 

They can not tax its franchise; that is admitted. They may 
want to tax the franchise of the banks of their own States. The 
can not lay an excise tax upon the instrumentalities of the oa d 
ness of this bank as a tax upon the notes and bills of exchange 
and a stamp duty such as has lately been laid by the Congress of 
the United States npon instruments of this kind, and as the States 


over this coun 


tates desire to impose a tax upon the incomes of individuals and 
corporations in their respective States, apprehend they would be 
powerless to lay a tax upon the income of this great financial 
colossus which we are now to create. 

There are three in which even under the clause as 
amended by the amen t of the Senator from Colorado 3 
TELLER] there is still an absence of power upon the part of the 
5 
amen simply e pro an 0 
this corporation ight be taxed by the several States to the same 
extent as other property within the States. It did not provide 
and does not contemplate an indirect tax such as a tax u 
franchise, an excise tax upon the instrumentalities employed by 
this bank, or an income tax upon the income of the bank. 

We are thus creating a great ae a powerful corpora- 
tion, and compelling it to go into all the States of the Union with 
the knowledge that those States will be hampered in th 
of taxation in dealing with this great corporation. I donot think 
we ought todo that. I think if this bill were objectionable from 
a constitutional sense, and there were no other objections, there 

ht to be a provision in it providing at least that it should be 
subject to direct and indirect taxation to the same extent in every 
respect as any other private moneyed corporation doing business 
in the States. 

Another very strong objection in my mind to the creation of a 
corporation of this kind having such enormous powers and to be 
so intimately identified with the interests of the several States is 
the fact that we are creating an instrumentality having access 
and having the right to require esiring to litigate it to 
apply wholly and entirely to the Federal courts for the determina- 
tion of rights between them, because it has been the Jaw ever 
since the day of Chief Justice Marshall that a corporation created 


by act of Congress is entitled to resort to courts of the United | po 


States in its litigation and to have other litigants desiring to liti- 
te with it resort to the courts of the United States. In fact, I 
not know bnt that it is one of the great objects and purposes of 
this measure, that one of the great benefits which this corporation 
has in mind by coming to Congress to get a charter from it is that 
5 — have the benefit of the protection of the courts of the United 
tes. 

I myself have no fear of the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, except that it has already been very far extended, 
and the tendency. is in the other direction instead of in the direc- 
tion of further extension. I should hesitate a long time before 
giving my consent to the creation of a corporation, if there were 
no other objection to it, which is to have such an enormous busi- 
ness with the public in this country as this corporation is destined 
to have if this bill becomes a law, and will give it the right to 
3 of its business transacted in the courts of the United 

If the bill should become a law there ought to be a further 
amendment, it seems to me, providing that for all the purposes of 
the jurisdiction of the State and Federal courts this corporation 


shall stand upon the footing of a domestic a gy and may 
sue and be sued in the State courts as freely and fully as any other 


domestic corporation is sued or may be sued or sue. There is 
nothing of the kind here, 

Mr. ident, it seems to me that this bill has been pushed too 
rapidly and withoutsnfficient consideration. I think it would 
well repay further consideration. If pushed now, I feel as if 
could not give it my assent and I shall be compelled to vote against 
it. Probably after the fullest consideration which might be given 
I should still feel compelled to do so, if I still retain the views that 
I have concerning the power of to charter a private 
bank. But certainly the bill ought to have more consideration 
than it has had. I appeal to Senators to look into this measure 
and to examine it more carefully than has been done before letting 
it become a law by the vote of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. no one desires to speak, I wish to offer an 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANTLE in the chair). The 
pene question is on the amendment proposed by the junior 

tor from Alabama ig PETTUS]. 

Mr. PETTUS. Lask that the vote be taken by yeas and nays 
on the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to explain the amendment, but I 
should like very much to have those who are to vote upon it here 
before I do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is no quorum present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 


ee called all d age llowing Senators 
The ; an e fo a an- 
swered to their names: : 
Bate, ae Mantle” Sowell, ; 
arrows, Frye, Mills, oup, 
Caffery, > Mitchell, ` 
Darta. Hanna, Money, art 
Chilton, Hansbrough, - Morgan, Teller, 
Clark, Hawle Morrill, Tillman, 
Cockrell, Heitfeld, Pasco, Tarner, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Turpie, 
Davis, Pada Piatt Conn. Wellisato 
McEnery, Platt, N. Y. White. me 
Fairbanks, McMillan, Pritchard, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-one Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 
Mr. BACON. - I desire to say a few words upon the pending 


amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Can we not have the amendment read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment submitted by the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PET- 
TUs]. 

o SECRETARY. After the word “ person,“ in line 51, section 
7, page 11, strike out the following: 
And to in an 
* y mortgage given to secure such bonds, and to 

Mr. BACON. I trust the Senators who favor this bill will rec- 
ognize the propriety of adopting this amendment. The bill with- 
out that amendment will be a sufficiently comprehensive one. It 
is the most extensive bank charter, leaving out this feature, that 
has ever been granted by any authority in this country, either 
Federal or State. This provision is here in the shape of less than 
two lines, but it is mostimportant. It, in other words—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the 5 — — from Georgia will allow me, I 
will accept the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Iam very glad to know it. Iwas simply about 


ration from a strictly corporation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 


Mr. BACON. Now, I wish to offer an amendment. In section 
11, on page 15, I move to strike out in the third and fourth lines 
the words: 

Bs anspor ng Pld New York, in the State of New York, as the board of di- 

Mr. FORAKER. That I do not accept. 

Mr. BACON. Mr, President, I will state my object in offering 
the amendment. I do not think that the Federal Government has 
the right to charter this company and locate its home outside of 
= enter of Columbia or one of the Territories of the United 


. Practically I do not sea how striking out this provision would 
affect the value of the bill if it should be passed. It is true that 
the home of the company in that case would be in this District, 
because the words ra | iately preceding it would put it within 
the power of the corporators to select the District of Columbia as 
the home, and the words sought to be stricken out are the words 
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which give it the alternative power of selecting New York as the 


ome, 

While it is true that a corporation has the power to exist only 
in the home of the jurisdiction where created, it is also true that 
its powers can be exercised in any other jurisdiction by comity of 
States. It is also true that without exception, so far as I have 
ever known, from the foundation of the Government, that comity, 
which is an implied consent, has always been extended to any 
corporation that desired to transact its business in a foreign juris- 
diction. I will say that so far as banks are concerned at least I 
know of no exception to the rule that they are permitted to trans- 
act their business in foreign jurisdictions by comity. 

lf this amendment were adopted, the only effect would be that 
the home of the bank would be in the city of Washington, and 
that its office, and, if you please, its ! st office, could be in New 
York or elsewhere. But believe it to be violative of agreat prin- 
ciple, and in view of the decision of the Supreme Court and the 
very well recognized doctrine upon the subject I think it a dan- 

ous precedent for the Government to assume to say to a State 
fiat it will locate within the borders of that State, without the 
consent, express or implied, of the State, a Federal corporation. 

Mr. President, I desire to say one more word before I conclude, 
in order that my position upon this bill may not be misunder- 
stood. Senators have taken occasion during this discussion to 
say that they favor banks and to deprecate opposition to banks. 
My opposition to this bill is not founded upon any opposition to 
banks properly organized and in the performance o prover duties. 
I believe the are not only proper instrumentalities, but necessary 
instrumentalities, to the conducting of the business and the com- 
merce of the world, and I am glad to see them increase and 
multiply and prosper. I think the prosperity of the country is 
largely dependent upon a proper Laoag, Te bey sr cope that its pros- 
perity will be increased by proper banking facilities which will 
put proper means in the reach of every person, either artificial or 
natural, by which business can be carried on. I am opposed to 
this bank not because I am opposa to banks in general, but be- 
cause I consider that this bank has most objectionable features. I 
am oppona to this bank because it has powers that no bank, State 


or Federal, ought to have conferred upon it. There is no bank 
that ought to have the power which is given to this bank to go out 
into all the world outside of the United States and purchase with- 


out limitation and hold forever, during the life of the bank at 
least, the corporate stocks of every other bank. 

Mr. President, it is dangerous to this country; it is dangerous 
to the business and to the public interests of this country. Think 
for a moment what possibilities it opens! How can any man 
doubt it? Here is a bank with $25,000,000 capital, and while it 
has a nominal capital of $25,000,000 it has the right to hold prop- 
erty to the extent of a thousand million dollars; and while this 
may be its home, it can own a capital in its magnitude beyond the 
comprehension or realization of Eak fore ys by the shares of 
banks all over Europe. Shall we have located in our midst such 
a gigantic bank in this day when consolidation is so much in 
vogue, by which $500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000 many be in the hands 
of a few men to control the business, to say nothing of the puli- 
tics, of this country? ey 

I am opposed to it because it is designed and is intended to have 
the power to dominate, and, if n , to destroy, any other 
bank in the country, either national or State; for, as the junior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] said in advocating this bill 

tho! the United States carries 
withte ee esr 11 eee confidence, bya 
bank authorized by any State of the United States. 

Mr. President, I am 8 to this particular bank because 
there is no reason for it, there is no necessity for it. There has 
been but one ground for it stated by the Senator from Ohio or any 
other Senator who favors the bill, and that is the oft-repeated as- 
sertion that powers can be conferred upon this bank by the Fed- 
eral Government to go into a foreign jurisdiction which can not 
be conferred upon a State bank by State authority. That, Isay, is 
an assertion which can be sustained neither by ar ent nor a 
authority, and I challenge the Senator, with all the books of 
the libraries of all the world, to show in any elementary work or 
in a decision of any respectable court a dictum to the effect that 
the Federal Government can confer upon a corporation extrater- 
ritorial powers which a State can not confer upon a corporation. 
I challenge the Senator to point to a single line in a respectable 
authority or any decision of a respectable court where there is any 
such enunciation. 

The Senator may say, on the other hand, that mine is an asser- 
tion and that I have pointed to no authority when I say that a 
State can clothe a corporation with as great extraterritorial au- 
thority and power as the Federal Government can do. I reply to 
him that I have cited here the leading authority upon that ques- 
tion, and nobody has discussed it or dissented from it in any way— 
the authority of the case of Bank of Augusta vs. Earle, in 13 
Peters, where the whole doctrine is discussed, where the general 
power of any government in this regard is discussed, and where 


that principle affecting the powers of all sovereignties is laid 
down without qualification, and which can not be met success- 
fully by sy cag Hen or by any authority which can be produced. 
And finally, Mr, President, I am opposed to this bank, because 
its incorporation by Congress would violate the Constitution as 
construed by the Supreme Court of the United States, 

Mr. President, I deem it proper to say this much, although it is 
not directly upon the amendment I offered, but I think germane 
to it. I should be very glad if there could be given to us who are 
so deeply and earnestly opposed to the bill, because we believe it 
wrong, radically wrong, this much concession, by the acceptance 
of the amendment that the home of the corporation created by 
Federal authority shall be in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bavow]. 

Mr. BACON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. Berry’s name was called). I wish to 
state that the 5 5 from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has left the 
city upon business of the Senate. If he were present, he would 
vote for the amendment. He was paired yesterday and is paired 
to-day with the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. If pres- 
ent, his vote yesterday would have been in favor of the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from bat for [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. In his absence, I 
withhold ee eee If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Iin- 
quired of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to 
whom I could transfer my pair, and he suggested the Senator from 
Rhode Island Pi ALDRICH]. So the Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALDRICH] will stand paired with the Senator from Delaware 
Mr. Gray], and I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. He being absent, 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY]. With the consent 
of the senior Senator from Georgia 1775 Bacon] I transfer my 
pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], and that 
iN ripe the senior Senator from Georgia and myself to vote, 

vote “nay. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 3 I transfer m 
pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. N], and will 
vote. I vote “ yea.“ 8 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. Monry’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Mox xx] has been called from the Cham- 
ber 1 è is paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MCBRIDE]. If the Senator from Mississippi were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I do not 
know how he would vote on this amendment, he were present, 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
5 with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. 

e is absent from the Chamber. I will transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE], and will vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I call the attention of the Senator from California 
to the fact that the Senator from hs al al McBRIDE] is paired 
with the Senator from 3 geeni i [Mr. Money]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TIL (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tonen, He being 
absent, Iwithhold my vote. Ifhewerepresent, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLARK, I have a eral ged with the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Harris], and I suggest to the Senator from South 
Carolina that we transfer our pairs, which will allow both of us 
to vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is satisfactory. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. I do not see 
him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote for the 


resent. 

2 Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
neral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
UTLER]. In his absence I withhold my vote. If he were pres- 

ent, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded, 
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Mr. ELKINS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Utah 
Mr. Cannon}. If he were present, he would vote “yea ” and I 
ould vote“ os 

Mr. PENROSE. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] and therefore withhold my vote. I de- 
sire to state that if my colleague [Mr. Quay] were present, he would 
vote “nay,” which will doubtless permit the senior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morgan], with whom he is paired, to vote. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam informed that if the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay] were here, he would vote “nay.” As I in- 
tend to vote the same way, I will vote. I vote “nay.” f 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Witson]. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I transfer my pas with the junior Senator 
from Delaware to my colleague [Mr. Quay] and will vote. I 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BACON. The junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
WETMORE], with whom I am paired, is absent, but under the an- 
nouncement made by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE], by which the Senator from Rhode Island is paired with 
my colleague [Mr. CLAY], I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

e Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN . Iam paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay]. In order to makea quorum, I will take the 
liberty of voting, as it will make no difference in the result. I 
vote nay.“ ; 

Mr. GEAR. In order to make a quorum, I will vote. I vote 


“nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In order toassist in making a quorum, 
I will take the liberty of voting, I vote ‘‘nay.” : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] recorded? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine is not re- 
corded. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from 
Maine. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. FORAKER (to Mr. Jones of Arkansas). Vote to make a 

uorum, : 
5 Mr. JONES of Arkansas., I will vote to make a quorum, I 
yote „yea.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Mitchell, 
Chikko 5E 
n, @, tus, rpie, 
Mallory, wlins, White. 
Faulkner, Teller, 
NAYS—25. ie 
Alliso: Fairbanks, Hawley, tt, Conn. 
Barrows Foraker, Hoar, Sewell, 
Caffery, Frye, Lodge, Shoup, 
Clark, Gallinger, Me arren. 
Cullom, Gear, Morgan, 
pavis, Hanna, Morrill, 
boe, Hansbrough, ` Penrose, 
NOT VOTING—45. 
Aldrich, Gray, Mooy: Ste 
Allen, Hale, Murphy, Sullivan, 
Baker, Nelson, Thurston, 
Berry, Jones, Nev. Pasco, Turley, 
Butler, Kenney, Perkins, Vest, 
Cannon, 11 Platt, N. N. Wellington, 
Carter, McBride, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Chandler, McEnery, Proctor, Wilson, 
Clay, 1 quay. Wolcott. 
Daniel, Mantle, h, 
Elkins, Martin, Smith, 
Gorman, Mason, Spooner, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The yeas and nays do not disclose 
the presence of a quorum in the Senate, and the Secretary will 
call the roll. : 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: , 
Bacon, Gallinger, Mallory, Pritchard, 
Bate, Gear, Mantle, Rawlins, 
Caffery, Hanna, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Money, Shoup, 
Clark, Hawiey Morgan, Spooner 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Morrill, eller, 
Davis, Hoar, P. illman, 
Pair banks a Ark. Beet oy Turner, 
r yle, erkins, ie, 
Faulkner, odge, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Foraker, McEnery, Pettus, White. 


Mr. THURSTON], who is paired with the Senator from South 
olina [Mr. TILLMAN], and I will vote. I vote “nay,” 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), In view of the fact 
that I am 1 5 I reserve my vote. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called), I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the 5 from Georgia [Mr. CLAY], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripE]. If he were present, 1 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], I transfer my 
pair to the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], and 
will vote. I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach], 
and withhold my vote. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS (when the name of Mr. PLATT of New York 
was called). Iwas requested to state that the junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. PLATT] is unavoidably absent and is paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murry]. 

Mr, PRITCHARD (when his name was called), I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. S NER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], who 
asd Ha I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. He being 
absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bur- 
LER], and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], with whom 

have a general pair, being absent, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLAR K (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
under a misapprehension as to pairs. I therefore withdraw my 


vote. 
Mr. MANTLE. I have a eral pair with the Senator from 
erefore withhold my vote. 


Virginia [Mr. MARTIN], and 
55 ELKINS. I am paired with the senior Senator from Utah 


[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am parod with the junior Senator from 
Jone a, Proctor]. I transfer my pair to the senior Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. McENERY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

CLARK. Tunderstand that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Harris] with whom I am paired would vote “yea” if present. 
Therefore I will exercise the right to vote. I vote “yea.” 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote, 

Mr. ELKINS. In order to make a quorum I will vote. I vote 
“ nay.” 

Mr. GEAR. For the purpose of making a quorum I will break 
my par and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

. MANTLE. In order to make a quorum I will cast my 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON. In order that there may be a quorum I 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Turner, 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Clark, Mantle, Pettus, | fee 
Cockrell, Rawlins, 
Daniel, Mitchell, Teller, 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Baker, Fairbanks, Hawley, © Sewe 
Burrows, Foraker, oar. Shoup, 
Caffery, 8 McMillan, arren, 
Cullom, T, organ, Wellington, 
Davis, Gear, Morrill, ilson. 
Deboe, Hanna, Penrose, 
NOT VOTING—44 

Aldrich, Gray, McLaurin, Roach, 
Allen, Hale, Martin, Smith, 
Bacon, Mason, Spooner, 
Berry, Jones, Ark, Money, Stewart, 
Butler, Jones, Nev, Murphy, Sullivan, 

on, Kenney, elson, Thurston, 

T, Kyle, er 5 
Chandler, 1. Platt, N. Y. Turley, 
Clay. e, 1 est, 
Faulkner, McBride, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Gorman McEnery, Quay, Wolcott. 


So Mr, Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I ask that theamendment hereto- | and all acts and duties not inconsistent with law that it may 


fore adopted on the subject of taxation may be read in order that 
we may see whether or not it is full and complete. The Senator 
from bama . PETTUS 
probably more familiar with it than Iam. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment heretofore adopted on the subject of taxation. 
The SEcRETARY. Section 23, on page 25, as modified, reads as 
follows: 
tion shall be to taxati 
PIII 
United States, the same as other like y, and the several stockholders 
shall be liable to assessment and taxation upon the shares held by them at 
their respective ence to the true value thereof, and 
to the same extent and in the same manner as other personal property is 
there assessed and taxed. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, if in order, I should like to 
offer a substitute for that section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order. 

Mr. TURNER. Then I offer what I send to the desk as a sub- 
stitute for the section just read. 

Fcc VICE-PRESID . The proposed substitute will be 

8 A 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out section 23 and in 


lieu thereof toi 
franchise, and business of the said corporation 

shall ende to te taxed by the States in which said property shall be, or 
said business shall be exercised and cond epi May 
s ani 2 

ons, and shares of of said corporation 

property situated in sag Figen for taxation may be taxed in such State to 
xten same manner ther personal property 


lik 

Mr. TURNER. the same extent. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is, if there be a State where they do not 
tax a franchise or tax business in the sense in which it is contem- 
pee in the amendment, then of course there will not be any 

im ? 

Mr. TURNER. That is true. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make the inquiry only because there is a 
lack of uniformity in the States u that point. I accept the 
amendment if that is a correct understanding of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 3 is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington as a substitute for 
section 23. ; 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TURNER. I desire to offer an amendment to be incorpo- 
rated as a separate section. : 

: The SECRETARY, It is proposed to insert as section 32 the fol- 
owing. 

Mr. FORAKER, There is a section 32 now in the bill, I believe. 

Mr. TURNER. Let the section be numbered correctly by the 
Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be =} pin and the 


oot pin proposed by the Senator from W. gton will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 


Sec. —. That for the purposes of jurisdiction of State courts in suits by or 

against the said corporation the said corporation shall, for all of said 
be taken and held to be a domestic corporation in all the States of the 

Union in which it may do a general business or haye established branches. 

Mr. FORAKER. I accept that amendment also, Mr. Presi- 
dent. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Washington [Mr, TURNER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire toinquire as to an amendment offered 
by me, which I understood the Senator from Ohio had accepted, 
inserting a new section as section 33. I inquire if that was 


9 
r. FORAKER. That was the one offered by the Senator on 
Wednesday last? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment offered by the Sena- 
2 3 Florida was agreed to, and is part of the bill as it now 
Stands. - 

Mr. PETTUS. I move to amend, in section 7, on page 11, strik- 
ing out, commencing with the last word in line 46 and including 
the word “agent,” in line 48. 

The VJCE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 7, on page 11, line 46, after the 
word person,“ it is proposed to strike out and to perform any 


J] offered the amendment, and he is | m 


undertake and assume as such financial agent;” so as to read: 


Seventh. To act as the financial agait of any nation, government, State, 

or person, uding the sale, exchange, or other 

er evidences of indebtedness ed by any 
government, State, municipality, corporation, etc. 


Mr. FORAKER. I do not accept that amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
B FORAKER], with the ae of the Senator from Ala- 

. PETTUS] before he goes on, in order that we may have 
an understanding of this matter, whether or not a bank, duly in- 
corporated, doing an ordinary banking business, would not have 
the power to act as an agent without any e: authority? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would, and it is because of that, 
in part, that I think there is no objection to the provision as it 
stands; but if there should be any doubt about it at all, it is bet- 
ter to have it here so written in the bill. Certainly that does not 
confer upon the bank any power that can be exercised to the prej- 


udice of . 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, it will be noticed that the pre- 
ceding words of this paragraph give to this corporation the power 
$6 1 cipal 55 8 agent of any 11855 gorunen, Btate, 
m eo ion, or person.” ves them that power. 
Surely that Would beenough. It also gives this bank 55 
acting as such agent, to perform any and all acts and duties not 
inconsistent with law that it may undertake and assume as 
such financial agent.“ In other words, it gives it the power to 
act as 188 and then it gives it the power to do any act as 3 


t, it 
may do anything that mortal man could do for himself. It could 
establish a blacksmith shop; it could establish a line of steamers 
across the ocean; it could engage in the manufacture of goods; in 
a word, it could do any business that is lawful that man can pos- 
sibly do. That is too much. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS]. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). Being paired with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], and not knowing how he 
would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senate from New Jersey [Mr. Sar], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” ' 

Mr. MONEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Ponai from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. If hewere present, Ishould 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr, PRITCHARD (when his name was called), I in an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 1 

Mr. SULLIVAN fwhen his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. If he were here, 
I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TILL (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. iea 

. BATE (when, Mr. Tonkzr's name was called). y col- 
league [Mr. TURLEY] is not present. Heis paired, as has been 
announced, with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
My colleague is detained at home by reason of illness in 
family. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again 
announce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina 3 
BUTLER]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the a ha from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
WETMORE], and as he is not present, I withdraw my vote. 


` 
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Mr. LODGE. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Georgia Mr. CLAY]. I suggest to the Senator from Louisiana 
. McENEry] whois paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
[Mr, CHANDLER] that we exchange our pairs, and that will 
enable the Senator from Louisiana and myself to vote, and the 
Senator from Georgia will stand paired with the Senator from 


ew 1 

Mr. MEN ERV. That is satisfactory to me. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. LODGE. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON. As I have already announced, I have a 
8 pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

e Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SULLIVAN] is paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. N]. I suggest to the Senator 
from Mississippi that ave transfer our pairs, which will enable us 
both to vote. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. That is satisfactory 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I vote “nay.” owe 

Mr. MANTLE. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Martin], and unless my vote is necessary to 
make a quorum I shall wi dit. Is it necessary? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. MANTLE. Then 1 will vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. CLARK. As announced, I am paired with the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Harris], but for the purpose of making a quo- 
rum I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” > 

Mr. GEAR. For the purpose of making a quorum I will vote, 


tome. I vote yea.“ 


I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 
, YEAS—20. 
Bate, Faulkner, Mills, ` 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Mitchell, Teller, 
K Pettigrew, er, 
Daniel, cEnery, Pettus, 
Fairbanks, Mantle, Rawlins, 
NAYS—2. 
5 — Elkins, Hawley, Sewell, 
Baker,” Foraker, Hoar, x Shoup, 
p arren, 
Ok S E l Mafian, Wellington. 
Cullom, Gear, Morgan, 
Davis, Hanna, Morrill, 
Deboe, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—44 
Aldric Gray, Roach, 
2 Hale, one x —— 
Bacon, Harr: urp: pooner, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. eon Stewart, 
Butler, 1E ones. Nev. Pasco, Thurston, 
Caffery, enney, 
Seana, rama x Pe Turley, 
Carter, McBride, Platt, N. Y. Vest, 
Chandler, McLaurin, Pri Wetmore, 
y, Mallory, Wilson, 
Gorman, i Quay, Wolcott. 


So Mr. Perrus’s amendment was rejected. k 

Mr. PETTUS. I moye to amend, in section 4, on page 7, line 
10, before the word “ million,” by striking out ‘‘twenty-five” and 
inserting ten;“ so as to fix the amount of the capital stock of 
this corporation at $10,000,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment een by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 4, on e 7, line 10, before the 
word “million,” it is proposed to strike out “twenty-five” and 
insert ten;“ so as to read: 

Not exceeding the sum of $10,000,000. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask for the yeas and na 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and 
to call the roll. : : 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I us peoe soa 
the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY]. I ce the same 
exchange of pairs as before with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
eee The Senator from Georgia . CLAY] will stand 
paired with the Senator from New Ham [Mr. 
and I Will vote. I vote “nay.” , 

Mr. MALLORY (wnan his name was called), I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” ? : 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 8 

. PERKINS (when his name was called). I will again an- 
8 my pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Roc]. 

Mr, TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], 

r. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Under the 
arrangement pores. announced, I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
. MCBRIDE]. If he were present, I should yote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PASCO, I wish to again announce the pair of the Senator 


on that amendment. 
e Secretary proceeded 


ANDLER], 


from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER]. If the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] were pres- 
ent, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. MANTLE, I again announce my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Virginia . MARTIN]. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], If he were present, 
I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLARK. Understanding that the Senator from Kansas 
De. Harris} would vote ‘‘yea” on this question, I will vote. I 
vo é: ea.” 

Mr. CHELL. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. I exchange pairs with the Senator from 
California [Mr. PERKINS]. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PER S. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 

Bate, „ T + 

fon, e — eller . 
Clar Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Cockrell, MeEn 0 Pettus, White. 
Daniel, Mills, > Sullivan, 

NAYS—27. 
Allison, Hansbr: 
Baker, Farbe 3 Piate Gona. 
fone ak 55 r, Hoar, Shoup, 
Davis,” Gear. ae Win 
Deboe, Hanna, Morrill, 
NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldric! 
aie a — — 
Bacon, Jones, Ark. — a 8 A 
Berry, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Stewart. 
Butler, Kenney, Thurston, 
Cannon, Lindsay, erer N. Y. Tillman, 
caries, McBride, Pri! Turley, 
8 Mall, 3 3 
— Mantle’ Boyne, Wolcott. 
Gray, Martin, Roach, 


CCC a 
e was en or a an 
it Was read the third time. rer 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass? 

5 Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 

e 4 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I again announce 
the pair with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. HARRIS]. 

. ELKINS (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were present, 
he would vote nay” and I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. LODGE ma his name was called). I announce the same 


the junior Senator from Vermont Mr. Proctor]. Itransfer that 
pair to the senior Senator from Ne . ALLEN] and vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Virginia (Mr. MARTIN], 
and withhold ar vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am 


with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], but I will vote 
to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” The Senator from New Jer- 
ney [Me SEWELL] would vote yea,“ if he were present. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota . ROACH]. I 
voted on the last vote because of the transfer of the pair of the 
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] with the junior 
Senator from New Ji 8 SEWELL] to the junior Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. I do not feel at liberty to vote 
this time unless the same arrangement is made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well; we will transfer pairs. 

Mr. PERKINS. I vote yea.“ ` 

Mr. FAIRBANKS (when the name of Mr. PLATT of New York 
was called). I was requested to announce that the junior Sena- 
tor from New York . PLATT] is unavoidably absent. He is 

ired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.” 
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Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). My pair being 
transferred, I yote “ nay.” I desire to announce that my coll e 
pir Aana is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc- 

RIDE}. 

Mr, WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Under the 
arrangement previously announced, I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll was concluded, 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but I transfer my pair to the senior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], so that the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] stand paired on these votes. lam not aware how 
either of them would vote. $ 

Mr. PASCO. I wish again to announce the pair of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER]. If the Senator from Arkansas were present, he would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BACON. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. race, and the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] has a general pair with the Senator from 
Utah . CANNON]. We have agreed to transfer those pairs, so 
that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] will stand 
paired with the Senator from Utah . CANNON], and the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia and I can vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ELKINS, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Iam paired with the Senator from 
Maine be HALE]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TLE. I have already announced my pair with the 
Ege Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. Iam informed by 

i 8 [Mr. DANIEL] that if he were present he would vote 
“nay.” Upon that assurance I desire to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] tothe Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] 
and I will vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. VEST] is necessarily 
absent and is paired with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NeEtson]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am instructed to state that the senior 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] is unavoidably absent, and if 


present would vote nay ” on the p of the bill. He is paired 
with the Senator from Bhode Island (Mr. WETMORE]. 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—26, 
Allison, Elkins, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 
Baker, Fairbanks, oar, oup, 
Burrows, E er, Warren, 
Caffery, Frye, M Wellington, 
Gallom, G T, Morgah ilson. 
01 
Deboe, Hansbrough, Perkins, 
NAYS—23 
Heitfeld, Sullivan, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Teller, 
Chilton, Kyle, 0, Turner, 
McEnery, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Daniel, Mallory, ettus, te. 
Faulkner, Mantle, Rawlins, 
NOT VOTING 
Aldrich, Gorman, Mason, Sewell, 
Allen, Greys — > aea 
` * mer, 
Butler, r Nelson. Stewart 
Cannon, Jones, Ner. Penrose, Thurston, 
Carter Kenney, Platt, N. Y. Tillman, 
Chandler, dsay, Pritchard, Turley, 
gark, 2 e. Proctor, es 
A A etmore, 
2 tin. eath, Wolcott. 
So the bill was passed. 


SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF SIOUX, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 
8698 be made the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota re- 

uests that the bill (S. 3698) for the restoration of annuities to 

e Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians be 
made the unfinished business. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask that the bill be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the bill which was considered 
to-day and discussed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. PETTUS. I beg pardon; I thought it was a new bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order is simply to place it upon 
the Calendar as the unfinished business. 
97,000 DATE: Is that the bill which proposes to appropriate 

7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the bill which was under dis- 

cussion to-day when the hour of 2 o’clock arrived. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas, it was 


. That when the Senate adjourn to day it be to meet on Monday 


On motion of Mr. PETTUS (at 5 o'clock p. m.), the Senate ad- 
journed until Monday, June 20, 1898, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 17, 1898. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
To be brigadier- general. 
Henry V. Boynton, of the District of Columbia. 
To be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of major. 
Charles H. Mills, of Texas. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTEY, 
To be captains. 
John A. Duncan, of Missouri. 
William A. H. Waldeck, of New York. 
Stuart Symington Janney, of Maryland. 
To be first lieutenants. 


8 H. Whitehurst, sergeant-major Eighth United States 
valry. 

William Hammond, first sergeant Troop D, Eighth United 
States Cavalry. 


THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
James A. Toole, of Georgia. 
To be captain. 
Marion W. Harris, of Georgia. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Sidney R. Wylie, of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Frank F. Crenshaw, of Georgia. 
FOURTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 
William H. Monroe, of West Virginia. 
Joachim Jorgensen, of the District of Columbia. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Wade L. Jolly, of the District of Columbia. 
William H. Mellach, of the District of Columbia, 
Horace M. Patton, of West Virginia. 
William W. Parker, of the District of Columbia, 
To be second lieutenants. 
John A. Thayer, of West Virginia. 
William Peacock, of the District of Columbia. 
Abram Honghlan, of the District of Columbia. 


SIXTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be major. 
Paul E. Divine, of Tennessee. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be major. 
James R. Branch, of Virginia. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Charles C. Estes, of the District of Columbia. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Frank H. Burgess, of the District of Columbia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Thomas H. R. Clarke, of the District of Columbia. 
NINTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be majors. 


Walter D. Bettis, of Texas. 
Armand Romain, of Louisiana. 


To be captains. 


James Cook Simpson, of Alabama. 
Sidney Goode, of Louisiana. 
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PAY DEPARTMENT. 

Lieut. Col. Asa B. Carey, deputy paymaster-general, to be assist- 
ant paymaster-general. 

pa Charles I. Wilson, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster- 
general, 


To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant, 


James Mitchell, of Pennsylvania. 
Joseph T. Scott, of Louisiana, 


To be first lieutenants, 


George Lea Febiger, of Louisiana. 
Charles Drury Wood, of Louisiana. 
TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 


To be chaplain, s 
Richard Carroll, of South Carolina. Franklin A. Meacham, of Utah. 
To be major. THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
Erastus L. Hawks, of the District of Columbia, s To be captain, 
To be first lieutenant. Horace C. Keifer, of Ohio. 
E To be first lieutenant, 


Thomas Carl, late quartermaster-sergeant, Ninth United States 


Infantry. Frederick M, Barstow, of Vermont. 


THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenant, 
Walter Kirkpatrick Brice, of Ohio. 
SIXTH REGIMENT VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be major, 

Spier Whitaker, of North Carolina. 

TO BE COMMISSARIES OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF 

CAPTAIN. 
Joseph F. Evans, of California. 
George B. McCallum, of Pulaski, Tenn. 
TO BE BRIGADE SURGEONS WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 

George W. Crile, of Ohio. 
Calvin H. English, of Indiana. 
George B. Bunn, of Ohio, 
George H. Penrose, of Utah. 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN NAVY. 
Thomas McCormick Lippitt, a citizen of Virginia, to be an as- 
ler surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade, 


— 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 17, 1898. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 
Norman B. Scott, jr., of Maryland, to be naval officer of cus- 
toms in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
William H. Atwell, of Texas, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Texas. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Isaac L. Patterson, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Willamette, in the State of Oregon, 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Boetious H. Sullivan, of Plankinton, S. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Nulato, Alaska. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John C. W. Rhode, of Chicago, III., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Nulato, Alaska. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
2 K. Perkins, a citizen of California, to be an assistant pay- 
master. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, June 17, 1898. 
The House was called to order at 12 o'clock m. by the Clerk, 
ALEXANDER McDOWELL, who read the following communication: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 17, 1898. 


I hereby designate Hon. JoHN DALZELL, of Pennsylvania, to preside d 
ing the session of the House this day. en 
T. B. REE D, Speaker. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore thereupon took the chair. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN. 

city ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department. 


Jerome A. Watrous, of Wisconsin, to be paymaster with the 


rank of major. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that it 
may be in order to call up business reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia next Tuesday, as Monday was taken 
for other matters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that it shall be in order on Tuesday next 
to call up business reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

pas RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
order, 

The SPEAKER pro het tbe The regular order is to entertain 
a privileged motion made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to submit a conference report on the bill (S. 914) to compel the 
street railway companies of the District of Columbia to remove 
abandoned tracks, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CANNON, Iwill raise the question of consideration against 
that conference report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand that the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it is in order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would like to suggest that the Speaker 
of the House ruled last 1 we could not take up anꝝ pub- 
lic business on Friday except by special motion made to the tas 
and a special vote upon it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; the gentleman is in error about that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker has never ruled that 
a motion to go into Committee of the ole on au appropriation 
bill did not take precedence of all other motions, ess it was a 
conference si a 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Speaker held that the motion took nen 
over a motion to go into Committee of the Whole to consider busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM. 

To be majors, to date from April 26, 1898, 
Capt. 4 R. Brinkerhoff, Fifteenth Infantry. 
Capt. J. Milton Thom , Twenty-fourth Infantry. 
Capt. John W. Bubb, Fourth Infantry. 
Capt. Charles L. Davis, Tenth Infantry. 
Capt. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry. 
Capt. Charles R. Paul, Eighteenth Infantry. 
Capt. Carroll H. Potter, Eighteenth Infantry. 
Capt. Hugh G. Brown, Twelfth Infantry. 
Capt. Alfred C. Markley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
Capt. Lyster M. O’Brien, Seventeenth Infantry. 
Capt. William Auman, Thirteenth Infantry. 
Capt. Jesse M. Lee, Ninth Infantry. 
Capt. James Miller, Second Infantry. 
Capt. Thomas Wilhelm, Eighth Infantry. 
Capt. Henry C. Ward, Sixteenth Infantry. 
Capt. Leopold O. Parker, First Infantry. 
Capt. David J. Craigie, Twelfth Infantry. 

To be captains, to date from April 26, 1898. 
First Lieut, Walter A. Thurston, Sixteenth Infantry. 
First Lieut, Edward H. Plummer, Tenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Henry Kirby, Tenth Infantry. 

To be first lieutenants, to date from April 26, 1898. 
Second Lieut. John L. Hines, Second Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Guy H. B. Smith, Fourth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Matthias Crowley, Fifth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Jacques De L. Lafitte, First Infantry. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
Capt. Robert J. Gibson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
First Lieut. Parker W. West, Third Cavalry, to be captain. 
7 aioe 1 Harold P. Howard, Sixth Cavalry, to be first 

eutenant. 
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The SPEAKER 7 5 tempore. The Chair is satisfied that the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois takes precedence, except the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin ta submit a conference 


eher RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, one week ago the Private 
Calendar was dispensed with by a special vote. The aperon 
came up whether public Dustan. should take precedence of 
sion business on the Calendar, the unfinished business of Fri 
and, as I understood the ruling of the Speaker, it was this: That 
under the rule the House had th opore on Friday by vote, by so 
ordering it, for that purpose, to up public business, but that 
we could not take up public business under the rule without a 
special vote of the House; that it would not do to do so. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not care to take the time to raise the 
question of consideration on the conference report, but I want to 
say that I want to get on with this bill, and I ask the gentleman 

from Wisconsin if it will not suit his convenience to call that up 
some other time? 

Mr, BABCOCK. Well, Mr. Speaker, I 8 the confer- 
ence report at this time. Now, will the gentleman permit me to 
ask for the consideration of my motion for unanimous consent? 
I will renew it. Iask unanimous consent that the business re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia may be 
3 — up next Tuesday. 

ARK of Missouri. I object. 

Me LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. S er, Lask unanimous consent 
that next Wednesday be set aside for private- bill day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman include the 
evening session? 

Mr. CANNON. I object. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I object to that, Mr. Speaker, and it 
was objected to before by the gentleman from Illinois. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois shall be 


insist on his objection? 
Mr. CANNON. Ido not object to next Wednesda: 
Mr. RAY of Pithi York. Iobject before the Friday night ses- 


a SPEAKER pro 
The SP. ro tempore. The Chair put the request of the 
tleman from New Jersey, and did the gentleman from New 
Fork object at that time? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iwas on my feet for the purpose of 
objecting, and the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
has made the objection. 

The SPE protempore. Thenthe Chair will entertain the 
objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to know, in the first instance, 
whether there is a purpose here to do away with the Friday night 
session? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. There is not. I asked the consent of 
the House that it should be Wednesday night. Now, Mr. 

I renew my request. I ask unanimous consent that W esday 
be set apart for the consideration of private business, 

Mr. RAY of New York. That includes this evening? 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think we ought to have the regular order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I make the Nr. of order against the 


motion of the gentleman from IIlinois Cannon]. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The overrules the point of 
order. The Clerk will read the ninth section of Rule XVI. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At any time after the reading of the Journal it shall be in order, by direc- 


tion of the appropriate committees, to move that the House resolve itself 


into the Committee of me Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering bills raising revenue or general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The entleman from Illinois 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was to, there being on a division (called for 
by Mr. Ray of New ork)—ayes 96, noes 8, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of 450 Union (Mr. PAYNE in the chair) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10691) making ap- 
abet pete to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 

year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other 
aa Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask the privilege of hav- 
ing printed in the Recorp the paper "which I hold in my hand. 


The Chair will remember that some days ago a very poe ished 


question arose about the right to substitute one 


business for another. The question was debated y in the 
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House and decided by the Speaker. The same question seems to 
have come up again this morning, and as part of m; y remarks I 
desire to put in the Rxconp citations of various gs, which 
are uniform u upon the subject, running back as far as the first 
session of the Eleventh Congress. 

There was no objection. 

The paper presented by Mr. Grosvenor is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 16, 1898. 

My DEAR GENERAL: In 8 with your request that I give you the 
veg 50 of the rule and the rulings in respect to y's business, I submit 
bar 1 —.— 2 1210 0 t first session El th C. ), the H 

n Jan on even „ House. 

vote of yeas &, nays 15, 1 the followin, 88 to othe s standing 
zoas aes a of the House as submitted by Mr. Richard M n, of 

entucky, vV: 

“Resolved, That Friday in each week be set apart for the consideration of 
e on and bills or 


viz: 
“ That Frida: u in every week be set apart for the considera- 
tion of day and Ba te business, in preference to any other, unless 
perch ang 5 yaa a majority of the House.” $ 

On April 26, 1828, the House a oed, without division, the follo 
amendment to the one hundred and fourth rule, submitted by Mr. Icha’ 
Bartlett, of New Hampshire, viz: 

„Nor shall the 8 of business as established by the rules al the House 
— eee or changed except ee a vote of at least two-thirds of the mem- 

rs presen 


Under this amendment rela‘ Ea agree or yore of the o daly 
order of business, it was decided bed al ays tevenson, of Mok inant the 
same on, that a two-thirds vote was req to public busi- 
ness on Friday and Saturday. The groun T Stevenson and 


5 d gr 
subsequent § ers was that, under the nd given by — 26, ithe no exception 


three appeals taken u this question in ent 3 5 but in each in- 
stance the House affirmed ed the a 


), Mr. Randall reported 
to amend Rules 128 and 
7 striking out the words “and y" where these words are used 

d rules. Rule 128 provided that Friday and Saturday in every week 


other, unless otherwise determined b; 
vided that on the first 1 a da; 
eed of each month the Calendar of Priva’ t Friday over," ets 


ay and consideration day, assigned 
tion of bills to which no Aerei was made, and when that bill 1 10 PON 
reached it should be consid — 


Wit priäay in every week shall be set a for the consideration of . 
business, unless otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the members 
present and voting.” 

the revision made in the rules of the House in the first session of the 
ee Congress, the Committee on Rules reported in favor of striking 
out the followin, ng words, Rule XXVI, viz: “by a two-thirds vote of the mem- 
2 re eg ma 5 and e e on parece cake. “by the 

8 o report accompanying the revision pro d was s 
that the words “a two-thirds a by f the members mt and voting” 
were stricken out and the words “the House“ inse: in order tomake the 
rule harmonious with the third of clause 7 of Rule XXIV. There 
had been a conflict 3 tho 1 whi 
controversies in previous Houses, 
to this conflict, with the result that the committee unanimous! 
it should be settled allowing 
takeup. That code of rules fen mado, expecially 
—— to disponse with privato rivate "buses or the at dispense 
sion, to priva * 0 With 
vate bills, for the purpose of consi tion or revenue Wille or 
for the purpose of considering — —— . The following are 
afew instances of motions matte to that e 

On 275 12. 0 15, 1885 (Journal fret’ Re) Forty-ninth 

page’ 372), Mr. Springer moved that private business for the day be 
a not $9 taa interfere w yu „ order ot the House for an evening 
session; which was agreed to. 

On Frida . Zhi. Journal „Journal, pago IDD, — John J. O'Neill, as a privi- 
leged qu ion, mov Bh te business for the present;” 
W. seh oa se ere was a 215 Un 

day, April 30 (ibid., 1 Von motion of Mr. Willis, of 
Kontuek Log Hie business was for t 1 day.“ 
day, May 7 (ibid., J Mr. Bragg, of Wisconsin, 
mined that pr ivate business carnal page ee tox today; which motion 
was rejected by yeas 104, nays 106. 

I 8 go on with tho list of Fridays for the remainder of the session 
which terminated on August 5, 1886, but there would be buta ge thee of 
the instances cited. In every case where a m was made to dispense 
with privats —_ ror the day . to = a 

vileged motion, requ only a m y vote was not, as 
In the — of your — — to p S consideration. of =e 


business,” oas it was the absolute Haine eda ane the case affirmatiy 
rather egative. It was discussed informally at the time and on the 
adoption of thee report of the Committee on Rules, it was agreed agreed that th the mo- 


tion to dispense with private business for 
was done, was preferable to the motion to 
sideration of public business. 

Clause 6 of Rule XXIV MAE yc on Friday of each week, after the 
unfinished business has been disposed dof, fe shall be in order to entertain a 
motion that the House resolve itsel itself into the Committee 


Pri 

public business shall be in order — on other days.” Now, Rule XXVI, which 
provides that Friday in every week shall be set br tne H for the consideration 
of private business, unless rwise de the House, cuts off un- 
finished Spree unless it be of a private character. N un might happen that 
there would be at least Seen pae By private bil ils coming over as untin- 

business, and — 5 by me for the Committee on 
Rules of the vine ft bel —— > for the express purpose of cu out 
that class of 4 — desired that toward close of ion private 
bills should ive? way to public business, especially appropriatio: n pills 


the day, or for the present,” as 
proceed directly with the con- 
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There might, as Mr. RICHARDSON stated, be private unfinished business 
over from a previous lied and there might be private business on 


but . RICHARDSON was well aware that it was in order tomove to P tbo 
with private business for the day, or for the present, as might be determined 
by the member making the motion. Each motion was held to be privileged 
and in order b Speaker Carlisle, both in the 5 -ninth and eth Con- 
gresses. S er REED followed the practice all ugh the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and the instances are numerous, pan (as 22 ar, in Athens), andit 
be be merely piling Pelion on Ossa roauce th 
The intention of the Committee on Bulas in the Forty- ninth Congress, 
which made the present rule, . this precise result b; 3 
motion, to do away with ee business for the day or fora at 
day. Iam sure that Mr. REED will remember perfectly well —.——— 
made to 8 er Carlisle in the committee room that having beaten Ran- 
dall out of most of the a tion bills and the Holman amendment, they 
had better let him have a ce to wipe out Fridays in order to save the 
public money.” I think om will see, upon reflection, that-while it might be 
s refinement, perhana; of parliamentary law, the correct practice is to moye 
to dispense with privai . the present, rather than 
to move to the Deere, Friday is" eet $ 110 th ideration of private 
ou will o “seta for the consideration o va 
bboy unless otherwise fb mieri 5 a the House. Therefore, you will 
observe, in motion to dispense with private business is the na legiti- 
mate, and logical motion to make. It is not very material, perhaps. as you 
ot + there just the same,” but under a strict construction Speaker REED 
have been justified in egy ous your motion in the form it was put 
Dy yor you. I gr aga however, that er saw the point, for at the con- 
usion of his he said (page — ASR 
moves 8 de priva to business for the day,” whereas stone 1S 
ouse 


hess. From this {judge the Speaker still bas has an abundant supply of “gray 
Very sincerely, yours, 
Hon. 12 H. GROSVENOR, 
6 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Tshould like to insert in the 
RECORD the letter of the Postmaster-General in regard to the esti- 
mated deficiency in the appropriations for the free-delivery sys- 
tem, which was under discussion yesterday. 
There was no objection. 
- a letter submitted by Mr. Jounson of North Dakota is as 
ollows: 


HENRY H. SMITH. 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1898. 
Sır: I haye the honor to request that you ask Congress to provide an ap- 
propriation of $163,000 to 5 probable deficiency of that Sawant in the 
app riation for the free-delivery service for the fiscal year ending June 
„ For your information I submit a detailed statement showing the 
manner in which the deficiency is created. 


Very respectfall 
z * JAS. A. GARY, Postmaster- General. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


Detailed statement showin TT 
ice, year ending June 30, 
Nee Enea n eina nate: =- $12,529,000. 00 
: CHARGES. 


Salaries of letter carriers in service 
June 30, 1897, one year, to June 30, 


Yocation os nastier cee of A August 2, 
w u 
POR aS A E EAEAN 8t, 342.00 
— fixed a tion July 1. 
PLES a T A EN ASE E eee O 
July 1, 1807, balance available for additional help to main- | 
tain servico within its present limits and to prevent 
Cy Rt een nn ee RE SR ee a 97, 458. 00 
Allowances for aa carriers, including vacations; 
» 200. 00 
19, 000. 00 
800. 00 
700.00 
100.00 
— $61,800.00 
150.00 
68. 67 
1,218. 67 
500.00 
a1, er 
1,834.00 
1, 875. 00 
31, 875. 67 
200. 00 
25 857.80 
1,068. 75 
26, 906. 25 
16, 800. 00 
700. 00 


s —— 17,500.00 


Detailed statement showing deficiency in a, tion for free-deli serve 
ice, fiscal year ending Jun 3 Ra 


Allowances for additional carriers, including vacations: 
From Decembe: 


rl— 
89 $29,050.00 
Vaestions 1,212.63 
$30, 262. 63 
From January 1 20, 700. 00 
FAM I SA EN 
21, 562.50 
Total allowances for additional carriers, includ- 
Se een ea Ee $197, 125.72 
New Y sum — tor full year: 
O LOE aina $18, 000. 09 
Or kaa kane aá _ 0,000.00 
Sundry te: allowances in emergencies, D 
un m 
civil-se! boards, and service, a 
summer resorts, etc., to December 1, 1897...... 5,172.83 
Total allowances to date . 20, 208. 5 
C a — SRR 152, 840. 55 
From uc on accoun: changes ot grade, 
not to exceed. muh michtiderla ANE E E E E E S EN EN 55,000.00 
Leaving a net deficiency to date of 97,840. 55 
I estimate that it will require for the proper and prompt deliv- 8 
ery of mail during the rn poles — ES, 12,000.00 
To grant allowances for additional help in only the 
most most urgent cases between January 1 and July 1. 
require the eg eases a at least 50 
more carriers, a FC | 2 eee ae, $7,500.00 
With vacations for three months 312.50 
— — 7,812. 50 
Net deficiency in salary account July 1. 188 — 117, 653.05 
INCIDENTALS. 
E ae nin saepe eea pe ea me pana mE A aprono a 
4 
tion July 1, 1897: 
M ESE . Seo 
Detroit marine ser vic 8,500 
14, 300. 00 
Leaving not svaliahle balance Tor all other inot: 45,700.00 
Total pn T r to date.. 107,828.20 
Leaving net d. 986 61, 623.20 
ted expenditure to July 1, 1898. — 6,000.00 
Net deficiency in incidental account July 1, 1898_.......... 67, 628. 20 
Total deficiency July 1, 1888 185, 281.25 
Convertible available balances in other accounts. 22,000.00 
Leaving net deficiency July 1, 18908. 163,281.25 
Estimates of ee ‘or the service of the = endi: 
June 30, 1898, by the e Ge — — o ai 
Amount 
to be appro- 8 


Detailed objects of expenditure, and expla- 
nations. 


UNDER THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Out of the postal revenue. 


tal service: 
ones 8 the First Assistant Postmaster - 


Freeda service, being for the 
(act of March 3, 1897, 


Stat, vol. 20 p. 645, sec, 1). $12, 529,000 


5 Mr. ea ON. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
AYERS 

The CHAIRMAN, There are a number of gentlemen who de- 
sire a part of the thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam quite content, so far as I am concerned, 
that the Chair award the time remaining to myself, except the 
last two minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I haye promised to yield some time to some 
gentlemen. 

Mr, DOCKERY. I am willing to yield a portion of the time 
which was to be allotted to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Love] 
desires to be recognized. 

Mr. SAYERS, All right; I do not care particularly about the 
matter of the division of time. 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I do not Koo Gae ee an- 
thing in addition to what was said on this question yesterday, I 
wish, however, as a member of the Commi on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, to indorse in the main what was said yesterday 
by the chairman of that committee in regard to this particular 
item of appropriation, I have no complaint or censure to make 
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against the Committee on Appropriations for reporting this par- 
ticular 123 Food sound his e a the Post-Office De- 
partment and they repor is appropriation as a necessary con- 
sequence. But, Mr. 8 I feel chat Congress should rebuke 
the Postmaster-General or the Post- Office Department for expend- 
ing more money than was appropriated by Congress. In this par- 
ticular instance we find that $163,000 has been expended over and 
above what was appropriated at the last session of Congress for 
this particular purpose. j 

At every regular meeting of pig, “Nas estimates are made and 
considered by the Committees on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
This particular item of expenditure came before the committee 
at the last session. A statement was submitted to that commit- 
tee from the Post-Office Department as to theamount which would 
be necessary to carry on this free-delivery system. The commit- 
tee reported an appro riation of almost the identical amount that 
was asked for by the Department. Yet we find that the Depart- 
ment, regardless of its estimate and the amount appropriated by 
Congress, has gone on and expended an additional sum. Now, 
if the Department has no d for the amounts which have been 
appropriated and exceeds them at will, what is the use of Con- 
gress fixing these amounts, and what is the use of acting upon es- 
timates and making appropriations in accordance therewith if 
those appropriations can be exceeded afterwards by executive offi- 
cers? 

Mr. Chairman, in this instance there were, I believe, about 370 
letter carriers appointed in addition to the number that were al- 
ready on the list. Now, it does seem to me that it is very poor 
business management on thepart of the Postmaster-General if he 
could not see that if this number were appointed, in addition to 
the number that were already on the list who had not been in- 
cluded in the estimate, he must necessarily fall short in the amount 
of money appropriated. And we find that in the very first six 
months of his administration he expended over $40,000 more than 
had been appropriated for that period. 

I think, however, we will have to make this appropriation. 
Under the circumstances I am not in favor of striking it out, al- 
though I will say that if I believed, as does the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. Jounson], that the former appropriation had 
been squandered and stolen, I would have moved to strike it out. I 
do not believe that this was the case, however, and we can not af- 
ford even for a short time to cut off the entire delivery service, 
but at the same time it is a question thatis open to criticism, and 
I believe that the administration of the various Departments 
should be held within the limits of the appropriations that are 
made. If they are to simply disregard the law and go on and 
make expenditures that they have no legal right to make, and 
Congress must afterwards meet the deficiency, then there is no re- 
striction or limit to be placed upon these appropriations. 

If there ever was a time when we should practice rigid economy 
and comply strictly with the letter of the law upon these appro- 
priations, it is now, for we are necessarily making large appropri- 
ations daily to “eg J on the ee expenses of the war, which 
must be borne by the taxpayers of the country. We find that in 
many of these cities there are more deliveries than are actually 
necessary, and in this instance, instead of cutting off the free de- 
liveries as they exist in many of the cities, eight or ten a day, the 
Department actually increased them where there was no neces- 
se Sieg we find ourselves to-day confronted with this deficiency. 

e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. CUM- 
MINGS] is recognized for three minutes. 4 

Mr. CU. GS. Mr. Chairman, I speak on behalf of the city 
of New York, whose interests are involved in every effort to strike 
out this appropriation. Last year it was discovered that the a 
propriations for the postal service were not going to hold out. In 
endeavoring to recoup, the Postmaster-General proposed to cut off 
the number of deliveries in the large cities. This wasa vital blow 
atthe commercial interestsof New York. The post-office building 
there is not large enough to-day to accommodate the business of 
thatcity. The building ought to be enlarged, but all efforts to 
secure an enlargementare opposed bythe economists. New York 
City paysa net profit of $5,000,000 a year to the Government from 
its post-office revenues. r 

ow, Mr. Chairman, a reduction of the number of daily de- 
liveries to four would have practically made it impossible for the 
letter carriersin New York to make any complete deliveries what- 
ever. It was a physical impossibility for the letter carriers to 
distribute the mail in four deliveries. 

The whole business would have been congested in the ffice. 
The letters would have accumulated in the office until an addi- 
tional force would have been required to clear them away. 

It sapine eight deliveries a day now to get the mail out of the 
post-office into the hands of the citizens of New York, and hard 
work at that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think if gentlemen here will calmly and 
dispassionately look at the proposition to strike out this appropri- 
ation they will see that it is a losing operation, instead of one ben- 


eficial to either the Department or the people. If you reduce the 
tal facilities of the city of New York, you reduce the receipts 
rom that city, and the General Government will get less net reve- 
nue than it ges oag The increase in the number of deliveries 
of that city y increased the net revenues from $4,600,000 
to $5,000,000. Mr. Chairman, a city producing this net revenue 
for the Government ought at least to have some consideration 
from this House in regard to its own business. 
_ Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Is it not true that the nonde- 
livery offices produce greater net revenue than the delivery offices? 

Mr. C GS. I have only three minutes, and regret that 
I can not yield to the gentleman. Now, Mr. irman, if this 
clause is stricken out, who will suffer? First, the poor letter car- 
riers. You must either reduce their wages or reduce their num- 
ber to make your balance. Who will suffer next? The commer- 
cial interests of the large cities. Who else will suffer? The 
people of the United States, because the Government will get 
pone service and less net revenue from those cities than it does 

y. > 

Mr. Chairman, I hope, in view of this explanation, that gentle- 
men will see the necessity of making this appropriation and not 
of striking it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MCCALL] is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. MCCALL. I apprehend that there is no serious danger of 
the committee striking this provision out of the bill; but inas- 
much as my district is entirely under the free-delivery system, I 
ought perhaps to say a few words upon it. It seems to me that 
if the distinguish mtleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and 
the gentleman who been the Democratic chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriation [Mr. SAYERS] had not disdained yes- 
terday to make more than a mere technical and perfunctory ex- 
planation of this provision, nothing would have been said in 
objection to it. 

What is the practical question before the House? Iam not con- 
cerned with the defense of the action of the late Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. At the same time, since that gentleman is out of office and 
has retired to private life, it is well for us to remember that this 
deficiency is only about 1 per cent of the total amount appropri- 
ated, and that deficiencies have occurred in other Departments of 
the Government, and that there was a great increase in the postal 
business, which made necessary some additional service. 

1 say that with regard to him, although I am in no wise con- 
cerned to defend him. But what is the 5 proposition? 
We have here a deficiency of $161,000. If no appropriation is 
made for that, there is but one way of meeting it, and that is, 
during the balance of this fiscal year, to cut down the service 
enough to recoup the whole of the $161,000; that is, in about ten 
days we have got to cut into the bone and body of the postal serv- 
ice enough to save $161,000. That would be at the rate of six mil- 
lions a year, and it would cut off nearly half the carriers in the 
United States. I imagine that no gentleman on this floor, when 
he is faced with that proposition, will for a moment think of vot- 
ing to strike out this provision in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BRAD- 
LEY] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Chairman, representing as I do a district 
which was formerly represented by one of the ablest men that 
ever graced the halls of Congress, a man to whom the letter car- 
rier was the darling of his heart, and who did more to build up 
the postal service than any other one man in the United States, 
the late Samuel S. Cox, I feel that I would be an unworthy suc- 
cessor of his if I failed in my humble way to do what I could to 
further the work which he did so much to forward. 

Not only is what my friend and colleague [Mr. CumainGs] has 
said true, that the large cities are self-supporting in their postal 
service, but in every one of them the revenue contributed to the 
United States has been increased in proportion to the 
number of their free deliveries. 

In this connection I desire to submit the following table, fur- 
nished by the Postmaster-General of the United States: 


| 
Percent 
Free-delivery Net revenue expense 
Post-office. to Depart- 
expense. to gross 
ment. receipts. 


FCC $1, 408,033.06 | $4, 603, 726. 50 41 
ODORO 52a wc ccadan eecns bucaeucuahens 1,171,245. 78 2, 899, 411. 39 44 
Philadelphia.. S30 554 6 1,330, 673.74 53 
Boston 644, 932. 1, 510, 405. 90 45 
St. Louis... 317, 604.83 946, 735. 22 40 

rocklyn 575, pa 44 246, 462.09 18 
Cincinnati.. 207, 348. 89 654, 979. 27 89 
Baltimore 314, 210. 37 379, 111.05 58 
San i 215, 169. 87 413, 461.79 5L 
Buffalo 179, 942. 22 385, 459. 80 45 
Cleveland 167,224.91 2 42 
DSiOlG Sos ncocecenesacse coat eos neces 155, 547.08 „178. 85 45 
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The proposition here is to make an appropriation of $163,000 to 
supply a deficiency for the present fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 
Much argument has been had as to who is responsible for the de- 
ficiency; whether Congress in failing to make a sufficient appro- 
priation or the Postmaster-General in expending more for the first 
ten months of the fiscal year than should have been expended. 
But it is a condition and not a theory which confronts us. 

A failure to make this deficiency appropriation means injury to 
a great many and benefit to no one. In the first place, it would 

uire the suspension of over 9,000 letter carriers between now 
and July 1. They, of course, would be injured on account of their 
loss of employment. f 

The letter carriers who are still retained will be injured because 
their work will be increased, and they are sufficiently worked at 
the present time. The commercial interests of the country which 
conducts much of its business through the mails, will be injured 
by a reduction of the number of deliveries. The Government 
_ of the United States will be injured because many of the short- 

distance deliveries, the most profitable mail service, will be cut 
off. For instance, it costs as much to send a sealed letter five or 
six blocks in my district as it does to send a similar letter to San 
Francisco. Reduce the number of mail deliveries in New York 
City, or any of the other large cities, and the short-distance serv- 
ice will be replaced by messenger, telephone, or telegraph service. 
The Government is thus injured by the loss of its most profitable 
mail service, while the merchant or business man is put to an extra 
expense. 

uch complaint has been made about the unjust discrimination 
in behalf of the large cities and against the country districts. 
While we have many free deliveries each day, they have none. 
The injustice, however, is apparent and not real, complaint is 
to be made, it should be made by us and not against us. While 
we pay for our own service we contribute revenue toward build- 
ing up the postal service throughout the United States. Our 
tal service as a business proposition is a great benefit to the 
United States, while the postal service of country districts, which 
we desire and are anxious to build up, is a burden upon the people 
of ourcountry. Yet I shall weve vote in favor of any reason- 
able extension of the free mail delivery throughout the United 
States, as I feel it to be a benefit to the body of the people. 

In speaking of the postal service of the city of New York, I 
wish also to call attention to the fact that in reckoning up our 
own accounts we charge ourselyes not alone with the service, 
which is for our own benefit, but also with a money-order depart- 
ment, which is practically the same thing to the different post- 
offices throughout the United States as a clearing house is to the 
banks of our country; also, the principal publications of weekly 
and monthly newspapers and magazines intended mostly for the 
benefit of country districts are sent from the city of New York. 

In view of all these facts, it seems to me that there can be no 
reasonable ground of objection to the passage of this ry ete ad 
tion. If there be any objection because more money has been ex- 
pended by the head of the Department than was appropriated, it 
is an objection which might be against any deficiency bill, and 
have never known a bill less objectionable on its own merits than 
the one now under consideration. 

In passing, also, I wish to pay what I consider a well-merited 
compliment to all those engaged in the service. Socareful 
and efficient has been their work, that in courts of justice, where 
the strictest proof of service is required, when evidence is given of 
the fact that a letter properly addressed has been mailed, no mat- 
ter what distance it must go or through how many hands it must 
pass, it is presumed to have reached its proper destination in the 
absence of absolute proof to the contrary. 

The letter carriers are perhaps the most faithful and efficient of 
any persons in the i service. The post-office clerks are un- 
doubtedly the poorest paid of any in the Government employ. 
Seeking to cut appropriations for the postal service is chem pens 
parsimony and not economy. I hope that these few remarks wi 
still and forever silence the complaints so frequently and unjustly 
made against numerous free deliveries in our large cities and that 
this appropriation will be passed by the unanimous vote of the 
House, aie 

Mr. Mc LIN. Mr. Chairman, the most important feature 
of this contention is not the amount of money involved, but the 
anai as to what should be the conduct of officials having the 

lisbursement of Saas money. I have been astonished at the po- 
sition taken by the gentleman from Ohio 8 BROMWELL]. In 
order that there may be no misunderstanding of his position I 
want to read from his remarks of yesterday: 

Now, the si : 
with 6 set 9 — ae FFF 
of this present fiscal year. fle notified the contry thar that force vas to 
be contianed for the entire year there would be a deficiency. PERTE 

Now, I deny the right of any official of the Government who 
has a certain fund appropriated for the use of his Department for 


XXXI——381 


I | tirety it is in every 


the entire year to consume it in one-half the year, doubling the 
service for a short period and then deprive the whole country of 
all the service the balance of the year. Such a position is mon- 
strous to begin with. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will yield to the gentleman later. Now, 
that was attempted here once before. I do not mean that the late 
Postmaster-General has resorted to the methods that were then 
employed, but it will be remembered that when the celebrated 
star-route jobbing was going on the man in charge of the fund 
did this very thing and said he exercised his discretion therein, 
and having used the fund of a whole year in part of a year threat- 
ened to cut off every star route in the United States for four or six 
weeks if Congress did not come forward and make the appropri- 
ations he asked, and thereby ratify his crooked methods. 

The spirit of the law that ought to characterize the administra- 
tion of the Post-Office Department and every other Department 
is, and should be, to run with the appropriation that Congress 
makes for each year, and to give the service that Congress appro- 
poe for. That is not, however, a mere matter of my opinion, 

ut Iread the statutes on the subject. It is not contended that 
this official used more funds than were appropriated; and the 
7 is Whether or not any official is allowed to do so under 

e law. Section 3679 of the statutes provides that 

No ri maine of the Government shall expend in any one fiscal year 
any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year 


or involve the Government in any contract for the future payment of money 
in excess of such appropriations. 


Section 3674 provides that 


8 of money out of the Treasury on account of the postal service 
shall in pursuance of appropriations made by law, by warrants of the 
reper ag hag peed 
which they should be charged. 2 tat 
Then, Mr. Chairman, away with the doctrine that any official, 
high or low, can involve the Government in a charge by expend- 
ing any more money than isauthorized by law. Away, also, with 
the doctrine that the spirit of the law is not overridden when any 
official expends all that is appropriated in the bill in one-third or 
half of that yearand then deprives the pole of the service to which 
bn Sachs entitled. Now I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
. BROMWELL. As Jam promised recognition in my own 
right, I will not interrupt the gentleman and take a portion of his 
e 


Mr. McMILLIN, The gist of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Ohio is that an official may do this very thing. Suppose an 
official says as to these letter carriers, ‘‘I will treble the number 
of letter carriers of the United States; I will expend all of this 
sum in four months, and the balance of the twelve months I will 
discharge all the employees; I will stop every letter carrier in the 
United States, and the entire mail system of the United States 
shall be diverted from its legitimate use.” Does anyone say that 
is not a violation of the law? And if it is a violation of law in en- 
rticular, Officials having charge of public 
funds should expend them according to law; then if a sufficient 
service is not given, the people can settle the account with their 
Representatives. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee might be a good argument against the 
passage of any deficiency bill, for there is not a single deficiency 

ill ever brought into this House but what means that the Depart- 
ment has expended more than the appropriation. That is what 
we mean by a deficiency appropriation bill, and it is made neces- 
sary by the fact that we have not the necessary foresight to enable 
us to determine absolutely the amount of money that each of these 
great Departments is going to need. 

Now, in regard to the statement made by me yesterday, and to 
which the gentleman has referred, that the Postmaster-General 
has a right in his discretion to Sapna more than the fractional 
proportion of the entire annual allowance during any portion of 
the year, provided he reduces the expenditure proportionately 
during the remainder of the year, it seems to me too plain to be 
controverted. The necessities of the service has to determine as 
to what amount of money is to be expended month by month. 
During the summer months, when the seaside resorts are thronged, 
they require postal service that is not called for during the win- 
ter months. During election times the mails are loaded down 
with literature, and that requires an additional force of men for 
the 9 of carrying that mail. During the Christmas season, 
when Christmas goods and Christmas gifts are passing through 
the mails, in every one of the large offices additional carrier force 
is put on temporarily, X re 

say again that inasmuch as we do not make this appropriation 
for each month, but for the entire year, we do not limit the Post- 
master-General to so much for January, so much for February, 
and so much for March, and so much for each month of the year, 
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and that if the Postmaster-General during the entire fiscal year 
expends the amount of money appropriated it is a matter entirely 
in his discretion asto how he scatter the expendituresof that 
amount throughout the year. The P -General has not 
violated any act of He said to us early in the spring, 
or in the latter part of the winter, it will be necessary to cut down 
the present force of carriers unless a deficiency is created. He 
notified the postmasters of the different cities how many he pro- 
posed to cut off at his office. For instance, I think he proposed 
to drop eleven in the city of Cincinnati. The business men of the 
country took the matter up, and they insisted that Congress should 
provide whatever money was necessary to continue the entire 
force during the year. 

It was not any question of the political influence of the few car- 
riers who were to be dismissed, but rather the absolute necessity 
ofan efficient public service in all our large cities, which influenced 
the members of this House who at that time protested against 
the proposed reduction in the carrier service, and the same infiu- 
ence is behind the demand that this item should not be stricken 
from the bill and entail a most serious interference with all the 
business of the country between now and the ist of July. 

The remarks of some of me peers would seem to imply 
that the Postmaster-General already violated some law and 
that in passing this item in the bill we are condoning the offense. 
As a matter of fact, the Postmaster-General has not yet expended 
the entire amount of the appropriation for free-delivery service 
and can very easily get wii the appropriation by the proper 
use of the power of dismissal. But such a step would be produc- 
tive of the greatest dissatisfaction and complaint, for which we 
would be justly chargeable, 

The deficit is but a small percentage of the entire amount to be 
expended for the free-delivery service during the current year— 
not any way near as great as the deficit in other Departments of 
the Government which are not being criticised. The money has 
unquestionably been honestly and carefully e ded for the 
benefit of the public. There is not the slightest hint or suspicion 
of any dishonesty in its disbursement, and from a knowledge 
more or less intimate of the workings of the Department I feel 
sure that no great branch of the Government or, for that matter, 
any corporation or poe business disbursing such immense 
sums of money could be more careful or more economical in all 
those matters of administrative detail where discretion is left to 
the head of the Dermak Particularly do I wish to bear wit- 
ness to the faithfulness and efficiency of the First Assistant Post- 
master-General and the Superintendent of Free Delivery in this 
matter of care in handling the great army of mail carriers 
throughout the country, upon whose efficiency so much depends 
for the expedition of the business of the country. 

I refer to these gentlemen particularly because the one item of 
this bill which seems to have drawn forth any criticism is the one 
which calls for an expenditure under their ge and direction, 
and I do not intend by referring to them especially to disparage 
the eminent fitness and qualifications of the gentlemen having 
charge of the other divisions of the Post-Office Department. 1 
believe they are all honest, capable, and conscientious public serv- 
ants, all working to increase the efficiency and usefulness of the 

articular branch of the Post-Office work intrusted to their charge. 
While I recognize the desirability of adhering to the geni pol- 
icy of keping our expenditures within the amount of the appro- 

iation, yet I know that the ai of Congress has been to cut 
down estimates below those submitted and to substitute the judg- 
ment of a committee for the opinion of the heads of Departments 
as to what those Departments need. y 

As a result of this it invariably happens that not in one Depart- 
ment alone, but in all of them, we come each year with a defi- 
ciency bill to correct the errors of our judgment by 8 
enough to make good the legitimate expenditures Which have been 
necessarily incurred. As long as a great nt of the Gov- 
ernment, upon whose successful administration so much depends, 
is able in the expenditure of millions of dollars to keep its deficit 
in the neighborhood of 1 per cent of the amount Sppropeiated. I 
for one, in the absence of a showing of fraud and onesty, will 
be ready to vote the money to make up the deficiency. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time is there remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Four minutes. : 

Mr. CANNON, Am I recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for four 
minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield one minute to the gentleman from New 
York 805 . 
= Mr. 1 f ere nas House, 5 day = 

an a year, Is my position in regard to the pro 
attempt to curtail the e post-office „ 
cities in this country, especially in the city of New York, which I 
have the honor in to represent. I reiterate now all I said 
then. I am and always will be a sincere friend of the letter 
carriers. I shall always stand by them and do all in my power to 


secure their rights. I simply desire to say now that I hope this 
a 3 3 Will not be noken ~~ 5 t not 

o be. is absolutely necessary, an ess it is by this 
House the service will be severely crippled. I trust no Sass 
of this House will object toit. You remember that at the time, 
the beginning of this year, an attempt was made to reduce the 
letter-carrier force in a number of the cities of the United States 
by reason of the fact that there was not sufficient money to pay 


It was then that the chairman of this committee stood upon the 
floor of this House, and in reply to a question from me he said 
that he wonld see that they were not discharged and that he 
would provide for their pay in the urgent deficiency bill, or that 
he would bring in a special deticiency bill to pay them. They 
were retained. The service was not crippled, and this appropria- 
tion is now made and is necessary to pay them. And, sir, we are 
in honor bound, it seems to me, to appropriate this money to pay 
these letter carriers. If we do not do it, we will cause confusion, 
delay, and irreparable injury; we will stultify ourselves, injure 
the service, and embarrass the Department, and besides we will 
go back on the word of the distinguished and genial chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. [Laughter and applause]. 
hope there will be no objection to this appropriation and that 
it will pass this House now by an unanimous vote. There are no 
better employees of the Government than the letter carriers. 

Mr. C4 ON. I yield one minute to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BENNETT]. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe there is any in- 
tention on the part of this committee to strike out this appropri- 
ation from the deficiency bill. So far as I am personally con- 
cerned, I am willing to allow the matter to rest with the good 
judgment and sense of justice of this committee. These defi- 
ciencies have been created in the cities which are the largest rev- 
enue producers of the Post-Office Department. ,I simply desire to 
voice my sentiments tothe House that I may appear in the RECORD 
as favoring this appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in the two minutes I have re- 
maining I only desire to say that this is not an additional appro- 
poenas for this service. It is not a deficiency appropriation, in 

act, although called such. If the House makes it, it will be ex- 
pended, If the House doesnot make it, there will be enough letter 
carriers discharged throughont the country, furloughed, between 
now and the 1st of July to bring the service within the appropria- 
tion. That is all I want to say about it. 

Mr. MAHON. Six thousand carriers discharged. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ten thousand. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know how many, but enough will be 
cut off to bring it within the appropriation. Now, as to whether 
this condition ought to be created or not, I will not discuss. The 
rule of the Department is to end the money that is appropri- 
ated and properly apportion it throughout the twelve months, I 
believe that is a sound policy and one I hope and expect in the 
future will be adhered to and ought to be adhered to. Now, is 
there any motion pending? 

The CHAIR . There is a motion to strike out the last 
word, and without objection the formal amendment will be with- 


wn. 
i The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


Indian Territory jails: To establish sites to be selected by the Attorney- 
General and for the erection thereon complete of three United States jai 
one each in the northern, central, and southern districts of the Indian Ter- 
ritory. and for other purposes incident thereto, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Attorney-General, and to be available until expended, $100,000, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Strike out in line 12, page 53, the word “three” and insert seven; “ in 
same line strike ont the words one cach” and insert “three; “ and after the 


word “northern,” in line 12, insert the words two each in the; and in line 


16 strike ont the words“ one hundred ™ and insert in lieu thereof “seventy.” 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Kansas if it will not suit his convenience if by unanimous 
consent we pass by this provision, with his amendment pending, 
and return to it when we have finished reading the bill? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That will be quite agreeable to me. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks that this 
agraph be passed over with the amendment of the gentleman 
Kansas considered as pending. Is there objection? [After 
a pann] The Chair hears none, 
The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
f 9 “ ” 5 = 
SLri lines 7, 8, and 9 and word “ Texarkana,” in line 10, page 61, and 


“That the clerk of the circuit court of the United States for the western 


1898. ; 


district of the State of Arkansas shall hold his office at Fort Smith, in said 

the district court of the United States 
at Fort Smith aforesaid. Tho clerk of the district — of the United States 
see tn Mata State, ancl shall be ex officio clerk of the circuit court of the 
United States at Texarkana aforesaid.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, has the paragraph which the gen- 
tleman from Iowa seeks to amend been read? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. MCRAE, Ihave no disposition to take up the time, and I 
ask that it be considered as read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas asks that the 
paragraph, which has not been reported, but to which the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa applies, be considered 
as read by the Clerk. 8 - 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order as to that a, = when it is read. 

The CHAIRMAN The Clerk will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That an additional clerk of the district court and an additional clerk of the 


t court for the western district of Ar. 
clerks of said courts at Texarkana; that the acts and d 


validated, and the accountin: Treasury 
ized and directed to allow said acting clerks the same fees and compensa 
for services rendered for the United States as they would haye been entitled 
toif mepa been lawfully appointed and held said offices in strict compli- 
ance W. a 

The CHAIRMAN. To that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
UPDEGRAFF] offers the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against the a as it stands. j 

Mr.C YON. ell, Mr. Chairman, I want to call my friend’s 
5 to the fact that no points of order were reserved against 
the bi 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that no points of 
order were reserved. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not understand that because the first 
reading of the bill was dispensed with we have no right to make 


a point of order against a paragraph. 
The That is not the point. The first reading of 
the bill was di with in Committee of the Whole, but when 


the bill was reported to the House was the proper time to reserve 
points of order. The Chair is informed that no points of order were 
reserved against the bill or any of it, and so the bill has been 
sent to the Committee of the ole House on the state of the 
Union without any points of order reserved against it. 

Mr. a + Nobody had an opportunity to present a 

int of order. 
Tha CHAIRMAN. Yes, they did, when the bill was reported 
to the House from the Committee on Appropriations. That was 
3 time to reserve points of order. 

2 NOLLY. The effect of dispensing with the first read- 
ing of the bill in the House was to cut off all points of order. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. Points of order could 
have been reserved when the bill was reported to the House with- 
out the bill being read, and that was the proper time to do it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. How could a member know what was in 
the bill until it was read to the House? 


The As a matter of Joas, any member of 
the House 1 65 reserve points of order without knowing what 
was in the bill. 


Mr. CONNOLLY, I such is the rule, of course I can not in- 
sist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule which, as the Chair is in- 
formed, has always been enforced with reference to appropriation 
bills; and the present occupant of the Chair is inclined to think 
that the ruling is correct. a point of order should be submit- 
ted to any paragraph of the bill, the Chair would be compelled to 
overrule it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in 
explanation of the amendment which I send to the desk. The 
clause of the bill as it now stands provides for two additional 
clerks—one a clerk of the circuit court of the United States and 
the other a clerk of the district court of the United States for the 
district of Arkansas. I think it clear that these new officers are 
entirely unnecessary, and my amendment will obviate their 
authorization. 

In the western district of Arkansas there are two places, and 
only two, for holding court. One of them is at Fort Smith and 
the otherat Texarkana. In the western district of Arkansas there 
is a clerk of the circuit court of the United States and there is a 
clerk of the district court of the United States. These clerks at 
the present time reside at Fort Smith. The clause in the bill as 
it now stands creates a clerk of the circuit court and a clerk of 
the district court at Texarkana. Now, there are only four terms 
of court held in the western district of Arkansas during the course 
of the year—two terms of the district court and two terms of the 
circuit court. Surely two clerks are enough for the business aris- 
ing in connection with four terms of court, 
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The amendment provides that the clerk of the circuit court of 


the United States for the western division of Arkansas at Fort 


| Smith shall be the clerk of the district court for the western dis- 


trict of Arkansas at Fort Smith, and that the clerk of the district 
court shall hold his office at Texarkana and shall be the clerk of 
both courts at that place. 

It may be said, and probably will be said, and probably was so 
assumed by the Committee on Appropriations in reporting this 
provision, that nothing is to be gained by restricting the number 
of clerks. My experience in public life is that a public officer gen- 
erally manages to get his pay and a little more if he is attached to 
a Federal court, and that the fewer there are of these officers the 


better for the public service. The pay of the clerks of the Federal 


courts is taken out of their fees, and they can receive nothing 
beyond their fees. The maximum of their compensation, how- 
ever, is $3,500, which amount they receive if the fees collected or 
received by them reach that sum. Now, with two clerks in the 
western district of Arkansas, only $7,000 can be legitimately taken 
out of the public Treasury for their compensation. But create 
two more clerks, and it is possible for four clerks to take $14,000 
out of the public Treasury. 

A MEMBER. Not out of the Treasury, but out of the fees col- 


lected. 
oo UPDEGRAFF. It comes out of the public Treasury just 
same. 

Now, in 1895 the clerks for the western district of Arkansas 
earned over $10,000 and were obli to pay over $3,000 into the 
Treasury. In 1896 the two clerks for that district earned again 
over $10,000, paying the excess into the public Treasury. Now, I 
insist that there is no necessity for two other clerks when there 
are only four terms of court heldeach year. Therefore the amend- 
ment provides that one clerk shall hold his office at Fort Smith, 
where both courts are held, and the other is to hold his office at 
Texarkana, where both courts are held. This completes the or- 
ganization on the most economical and the fairest basis. 

The 3 The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Ishouldlike to have a minute or two more. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absense of objection, the gentleman's 
time will be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. It is only a little while since the Appro- 
priations Committee reproached the Committee onthe Judiciary for 
the enormous expenses of the judiciary of the omg h That was 
at the beginning of the Fifty-fourth Congress. e Judiciary 
Committee then went to work, and by means of an immense 
amount of labor accomplished a reform which has saved the coun- 
try I can not say how many million dollars—variously estimated 
at from one milli ion to two million per annum. Now, the Judici- 
ary Committee is naturally a little jealous and naturally objects 
to having this reform nibbled away by insects; and while this 
very matter is now pending before the Judiciary Committee I 
have not been able to assent to the addition of two more clerks in 
that western district of Arkansas. We have asked for informa- 
tion from the eh eee of Justice and have not yet received it. 
But in so far as I have communicated with the members of that 
cumin they are opposed to the increase. That is all I care 

say. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask the careful attention of every member of 
the committee in order that my position upon this amendment 
may be fairly understood. It is a matter of t importance to 
the judicial district in which I reside. By a ry ruling the 
3 TEO = the pega ye ee has re- 
cently been depriv: any clerk, an pending paragraph in 
the bill is intended to give that division what Congress has here- 
tofore attempted to give it. On April 1, 1892, a law was passed, 
which is found on page 18 of volume 27 of the Statutes at Large, 
which reads as follows: 


There shall be appointed in the eastern district of Arkansas one additional 
clerk of the district court and one of the circuit court, who shall reside and 
keep their offices at Texarkana. 


Under that law the circuit judge and the district judge ap- 
17 5 clerks, On the 20th of February, 1897, after the western 
istrict of Arkansas had lost the Indian Territory jurisdiction, it 
became necessary to reorganize the judicial districts of Arkansas 
by adding more territory to the western district, and in doing 
this Congress substantially transferred the Texarkana division 
from the eastern to the western district, but there was no purpose 
to repeal the act of April 1, 1892, which gave the division clerks. 
In fact, Mr. Chairman, it was understood and agreed, as far as 
such matters can be made the subject of agreement between 
members, that the clerks in both districts should remain as they 
were, and the power to spoot them should rest upon the statutes 
which had been previously 22 except in the northern division 
of the eastern district, which was a new division. For that two 
clerks were authorized by section 8 of the act of February 20, 
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; pods and required to keep their offices at Batesville. It is as fol- 
ows: 

SEC. 8. That there shall be appointed in the northern division of the east- 
ern district of the State of Arkansasone additional clerk of thedistrict court, 
and one of the circuit court, who shall reside and keep their respective offices 
in the city of Batesville. 

By the act of January 31, 1877, district clerks were authorized 
for Helena and Little Rock. That act is as follows: 

In the eastern district of Arkansas there shall be appointed two clerks of 
the district court thereof, one of whom shall reside and keep his office at 
Little Rock and the other shall reside and keep his officeat Helena. 

There was no reference in the act reorganizing the district to 
the clerks at Helena, Little Rock, or Texarkana, There was no 
purpose to repeal the act of April 1, 1892, or to dispense with the 
clerks at Texarkana. On the contrary, it was assumed by the 
committee that the said act would continue in force. The judges 
so construed the law. Judge Caldwell continued Samuel Gibson, 
who was clerk of the circuit court prior to the passage of the act 
of February 20, 1897, and he has up to this time performed all the 
duties of such clerk. Judge Rogers appointed John M. Sommer- 
vell clerk of the district court, and he gave bond as such June 1, 
1897, and has acted as such clerk until now. The clerks have 
both continued to perform services and have submitted their ac- 
counts to the Treasury Department for settlement, but the ac- 
counting officers take the position that there is no authority of 
law for clerks at Texarkana, and have refused to pay for work 
performed, This paragraph in the appropriation bill now pending 
is intended to authorize the appointment of clerks and to validate 
the acts and doings of the said acting clerks at Texarkana since 
February 20, 1897. 

Iam not satisfied that the Treasury construction is the correct 
one, but I think the easiest way to remedy itis to pass this or some 
such provision. Although this act of April 1, 1892, is still apos 
the statute books, it is held by the Treasury officials that neither 
of them can legally serve as clerks. If that be correct, then there 
is no authority for appointing deputies for that division, and no 
authority for any clerk whatever. The condition is too serious to 
delay action onit. The important question involved in the para- 

ph here is whether we will authorize Judge Caldwell and Judge 
Sa to do as other judges may do—appoint clerks for their re- 
spective courts. I admit that there is not more than business 
enough in each of these divisions for one good clerk—at least that 
is the case in the Texarkana division—but I submit to the gentle- 
man from Iowa and to those upon the opposite side of the Chamber 
that it would be unjust and unfair to Judge Rogers, the district 
judge, to authorize and direct the circuit judge, who has never 
held, and perhaps will never hold, circuit court in that district, to 
appoint the clerks to serve the courts over which Judge Rogers 
presides, The district judge ought to have the power to appoint 
and remove his clerk. 

I have no objection to that part of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa which relates to the Texarkana division, and if 
the gentleman will modify it so as to strike out that part which 
refers to the Fort Smith division he can get rid of one clerk, or he 
can get rid of two if he will allow the district judge to appoint for 
both courts. That is perhaps what ought to be done in most dis- 
tricts. In fact, circuit-court jurisdiction ought to be given tothe 
district courts, for circuit judges now give almost all their time to 
the courts of appeal, and can not docircuit-court business. There 
are three clerks, all appointed by Judge Williams, district judge 
in tho eastern district of Arkansas. 

I make no complaint about this, but I ask that Judge Rogers be 
authorized to do the same thing for the two divisions of the west- 
ern district. I did not seek to interfere with Fort Smith, and it is 
not involved in the paragraph reported in this bill by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. If I could write the law as I want it. 
I would make several changes in the method of appointing and 
paying clerks and commissioners; but in this matter at this time I 
only want what I thought we had for our Texarkana division. It 
is easy enough for the gentleman to strike out that part of his 
amendment which refers to Fort Smith and let the district clerk 
be appointed at Texarkana, with authority to poten the duty of 
circuit clerk, and if he will not withdraw it I hope he will consent 
= that much, If not, then I hope his amendment will be yoted 
own. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to continue for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection: = 

Mr, McRAE. If the gentleman from Iowa prefers only to have 
one clerk for each division, and is willing to let that be the dis- 
trict clerk at Texarkana, I am content. But in all fairness to the 

- gentlemen who were appointed to hold the offices there, in fair- 
ness to both of the judges, I think we ought to reenact the old 
law and let each judge appoint his clerk unless we change the 

present method of appointments in all of the districts. There is 


no danger of these clerks in the Texarkana division receiving the 
maximum compensation. The truth is, neither one of them is 
now earning and receiving exceeding $1,500 per annum. It is ex- 
pected that business will increase, but there is not, in my judg- 
ment, the least possibility that either clerk will any time soon re- 
ceive half of $3,500. Ido not know so well as to the Fort Smith 
division of the district, but I do not think both clerks wiil earn 
$3,500 as the law now stands. One man can perform the duties of 
clerk for both courts in both divisions, but will Congress make an 
8 ee of this district, or leave us without a clerk? 

When the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAFF] seeks further 
to reform the judicial system as to the appointment of clerks of 
the Federal courts, he will have the cooperation of gentlemen upon 
this side in any fair measure, as he had with the bill to put mar- 
shals upon salaries, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will agree to modify 
his amendment so as to let it relate only to Texarkana and leave 
the Fort Smith division as it is. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I do not see how I can consent to that, 
because our amendment has been very carefully prepared so as to 
protect everybody's rights and preserve the proper organization. 
I could not consent to make a change in it. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAFF] and 
the gentleman from Arkansas 5 McRae] will allow me. as I 
understand it, although I do not know much about it, the clerks 
do not get any salary from the Treasury, but receive fees. If 
they receive over $3,500, the fees above that amount are turncd 
into the Treasury. I understand further that since the business 
which formerly came to Fort Smith from the Indian Territory `s 
transacted in the Indian Territory the clerk in the Fort Smith 
district does not get anywhere near the maximum that he did at 
the time the gentleman speaks of, but that since that date the 
business has been diverted to the Indian Territory, Am I right 
about that? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, For 1897 the clerk of the district court 
alone collected over $3,400 of emoluments. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, in 1897. 

Mr, UPDEGRAFF, Thatis a preliminary report. The next 
report from the Department of Justice usually gives about the 
a Pg nearly the same amount as that earned in 1897, but paid 
in : ‘ 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That does not include the report of the last 
fiscal quarter of the year. 

Mr. CANNON. But since 1897 is it not true that the business 
which was formerly done at Fort Smith has much of it been trans- 
ferred to the Indian Territory? 

Mr. McRAE. Qh, yes; it has nearly all gone. There is very 
little at Fort Smith. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I only know what the reports tell me, and 
I have the latest report. 
ene CANNON, [Ihave no doubt the gentleman is right about 

at. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. These two clerks are now earning the 
maximum, according to our latest report. 

Mr. MCRAE. Not at Texarkana. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. <A year or two ago the criminal juris- 
diction of those courts in cases arising in the Indian Territory 
was taken away. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Oh, I know all about that. 

; Ta oynan of Kansas, And since then the fees have greatly 
allen off. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. But there are now two offices there, two 
clerks for four terms of court, capable of taking $7,000 out of the 
public Treasury. You propose to put two more there, capable of 
ree another $7,000 out of the public Treasury. That is just the 
situation. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I only want to say to the 
gentleman I have not the slightest feeling, and I do not think the 
gentleman has. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Not a bit. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand this to be the situation: Judge 
Caldwell is judge of the circuit court. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Yes, 

Mr. CANNON. In theory he goes to Texarkana and also to 
Fort Smith? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, Yes, in theory; but not in practice. 

Mr. CANNON. In practice Judge Rogers holds the courts, 
substantially all that are held at Fort Smith and at Texarkana. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Yes, 

Mr. CANNON. As judge of the district court. Now, Judge 
Caldwell has appointed a clerk at Fort Smith, although he never 
goes there. Now, then, he appoints one also over at Texarkana, 
although he never goes there. Now, then, Judge Rogers, who 
does the work and holds the court, if this legislation goes in, can 
* another at each place. 

. MCRAE, As they have. 

Mr. CANNON. As they have. 
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Now let me go further. I think it is understood that at Tex- 
arkana there never has been business enough to pay one clerk, let 
alone two. The fees at Texarkana never have run over $2,500 

Mr, UPDEGRAFF. I do not know 2 about that. 

Mr. McRAE (to Mr. Cannon). You are right about that. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Ihave nothing official. 

Mr. McRAE. I live in that district. ; 

Mr. CANNON. The clerk has never made over $2,500. It may 
run to $3,500 before it would be enough to pay one clerk the max- 
imum amount allowed. Now, the gentleman from Arkansas 
seeks, with this legislation in this condition, to allow, first, the 
man who holds the court to appoint a clerk at Texarkana, so that 
there would be two clerks there, and the two clerks would get 
less than the maximum for one. Now, that does not cost the 
Treasury anything; and it did seem to the Committee on Appro- 

riations that the gentleman from Arkansas who represents the 

istrict was probably entitled to that much recognition. 

So we reported this matter. I am entirely frank about it. The 
gentleman from Arkansas is a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and a very useful one, and when this matter was 
presented to us, we said at once, after it was fully presented, that 
the proposition that the gentleman from Arkansas desires woul 
not take a single dollar from the Treasury or keep a single dollar 
from it, but would allow the judge that actually holds the court 
to designate a clerk, and we could see no objection to it; and per- 
haps it would be better that the legislation should be enacted. 
Therefore we reported it, not with a desire to take anything belong- 
ing to the Committee on the J udiciary or to antagonize the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; and I would be very glad now, if it would 
meet the judgment of the gentleman from Iowa, if he would ac- 
cept the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkansas (if I can have 
his attention) to validate the action of these clerks. 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought I had the floor. 
tion and yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Ihave no time, : 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman all the time he 
wants. [To Mr. McRaz:] Now, your proposition is to validate 
the action of these clerks that has been invalidated by the action 
of the Treasury Department. What you ask is, that in the future 
there shall be two clerks at Texarkana. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, sir; let each judge appoint his clerk, as he 
did before. They would not both together exceed $3,000, but I 
sa = want to interfere with Judge Caldwell’s right to appoint 
a clerk. 

Mr. CANNON. . 
as the gentleman represents the district, I ap 
from Iowa if that modification of the amen 
made with safety and without injury? i : 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I do not know what modification the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas suggests; but I can not, for myself, accept 
any modification that creates a new office anywhere. 5 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to my friend, in reply to that, if 
you carry out that doctrine, you would have to discharge over 
half the clerks of the courts, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 1 would like to do it. 

Mr. CANNON, If you were to carry it out in Iowa, and carry 
out any such doctrine, you would throw out a great many clerks. 
How 8 have you in Iowa where courts are held? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Six. : 

Mr. CANNON. Six! And an able delegation from Iowa, the 
ablest one, Serene from one Congress to another, of any State 
in thecountry. efactis that Iowa has her own way, and she has 
six circuit and district courts and places of holding courts, I ask 
my friend if she has not six clerks? 

r. UPDEGRAFF. I do not know. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I will answer that. We have only one 
clerk for both district and circuit courts of the United States in 
Towa, and there is not a deadhead clerk in Iowa, but all doing bi, 
work for what pay they get. We have no supernumeraries; an 
if there were, I would slash them off at once. 

Mr. CANNON. I am thankful to hear my friend from Iowa 
say he would glory in slashing. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We did the slashing in the last Congress. 
I am glad, although absent when he commenced, that my col- 
league called attention to this matter. And while Iam on my 
feet, if the gentleman will allow me, I will state that this same 
matter is before the Judiciary Committee, and it was referred to 
my colleague’s subcommittee because he had had that matter in 
charge in the last Congress. It was discussed before the full com- 
mittee, and further information was needed from the Depart- 
ment, and while in process of investigation, after the gentleman 
from Arkansas sent it to our committee and we are considering it, 
we find it put onto an appropriation bill and brought before this 
e l] do not think that is a proper way to consider such 
matters, 


I will ask recogni- 


Without sacrifice and without compromise, 
tomy friend 
ent can not be 


d | are held there. Judge Caldw: 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, what a great fire is kindled by a very 
little matter. 3 

Mr. HENDERSON. My friend from Illinois says, ‘‘ Oh, well, 
oh, well;” but let any man go to the pegs Sencar Committee 
when he wants to get anything on there, when he is not a mem- 
ber of that committee, and the “Oh, well, oh, well,” is changed 
to Let us try it with an amendment in the House first.” It is 
very hard to get it on, no matter how meritorious the case ma: 
be. If there had been points of order reserved against this bill, 
this whole provision would not have existed for a moment. 

Mr. C ON. Ido not want, in an altercation with the two 

ntlemen from Iowa, to sacrifice the very pe rovision in this 

ill that the gentleman from Arkansas . McRax¥] desires to 
have retained. What is it? I am g now because fre- 
quenty men, when they represent something that needs to be 

one, are not free to exercise the same N they would if 
they did not represent it. What is this? e gentleman from 
Arkansas represents the district in which these Federal courts are 
held. Judge Caldwell, judge of the circuit court, holds court at 
two of these places—Texarkana and Fort Smith. There are dis- 
trict courts held also, and Judge Rogers holds all the courts that 
appoints the clerk at Fort Smith 
one place, and appoints the clerk at Texarkana, the other place. 

Now, then, naturally, the man that does the work wants to have 
the right to designate at least one of the clerks. That is a very 
natural feeling. What does this provision do? It allows Judge 
Rogers to appoint aclerk at Fort Smith and another clerkat Texar- 
kana. Does itcostthe Treasury anything? Notone sou marquee, 
Now I am measuring my words from the best information I can 
get. What is the law about the og bingy of clerks of Federal 
courts? It is that they shall be paid from the fees they earn, and 
they shall not receive over $3,500 from this office. 

At Texarkana the office of both courts never has amounted to 
$3,000, let alone $3,500; so there would be two clerks at a compen- 
sation of from $1,000 to $1,500 apiece to fill these positions. At 
Fort Smith it is different, because Fort Smith to do all the 
business for the Indian Territory; but last year that was taken 
away, and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRae] informs 
me, and I believe it, that after inquiring he is satisfied that there 
is not $3,500 in fees earned at Fort Smith. So if this is true, it 
costs the Treasury nothing. That is all I desire to say about it. 

The provision has been reported, and I feel as a member of the 
House that it was as little a courtesy as could be paid to my col- 
league on the committee to report this provision to the House for 
its consideration, as he represents the counties that compose this 
judicial district and comprise also his Congressional district. 

ut I do not desire to make words with the two gentlemen from 
Towa, both of them able and strong. I did what I could to make 
an appropriation bill a vehicle under the rule of the House to 
carry necessary appropriations. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Iowa representing the Dubuque district that the history of 
this Congress will show that quite uently items have been car- 
ried that were as pleasant to Iowa as to any other State, and I 
have no doubt in the near future that thing will happen again; 
but there is no necessity for criticising methods of the committee 
over which I have the honor to preside. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, no man ever heard me in 
this House ask for an g for Iowa, and I want, to say this to 
the gentleman from Illinois, that he may know the truth, that if 
he will point out a case where any man in Iowa or any man from 
Towa is holding unnecessary office or drawing improper pay I will 
be swifter than he is to put a stop to it. Ihave no quarrel with 
the distinguished gentleman from Illinois, but I do dissent to 
what he says and from the spirit of his remarks. 

This is not a great divide between the States. If it is, it were 
better that this 5 were abolished forever. Nor is it a 
tribunal to gratify Federal judges and give them the appointment 
of clerks for which there is no public necessity. I would like to 
see Judge Rogers—I have not the honor of his acquaintance— 
and every other judge and everybody else have everything they 
want, but I can not vote for it as a member of this House. 

Now, the truth is just here, that Texarkana has not been run- 
ning a year, and no man knows what the fees of the clerk amount 
to. And when the gentleman from Illinois says that Fort Smith 
does not yield the maximum amount of fees, I confront him with 
the official report of the Attorney-General, wherein the district 
court alone in that district in 1897 is credited with $3,480; the 
clerk of the circuit court undoubtedly as much; and when the 
next report comes in from the Department of Justice it will be 
found that that $3,400 will be about doubled for the district court 
alone, saying nothing of the circuit court. Now, while I would 
be pleased to gratify Judge Rogers, I can not vote him a clerk 
out of courtesy to him—not by a good deal. - 

It appears that Judge Caldwell, who appointed the present 
clerk, has abandoned his duties, or this branch of his duties, or is 
unable to perform them. Judge Rogers, coming in, finds that 
Judge Caldwell has appointed these clerks, and now two addi- 
tional clerks must be put there to please Judge Rogers. Then 
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the Judiciary Committee will 


ina year or two from now I su 
A k for the enormous expenses of the 


be again scolded and reproach 
judiciary of the United 5 3 e 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the wh ion is right is is 
ing but some taffy for somebody. That is all there is about 
it. It is an ungracious task to expose it and oppose it. I do it 
fearlessly; but the duty is not agreeable, It is 3 to au- 
thorize the 5 of two new officers capable of taking out 
of the Federal ury $7,000 per annum more than the needs of 
the public service require or more than they will earn. I give 
my voice against it . : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Chairman, I take it from the closing 
remarks of the gentleman from Ilinois, the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, that his committee reported the pend- 
ing provision of this bill as a matter of courtesy to one of the 
members of the committee. A matter of courtesy toward a mem- 
ber of the committee to create two new officers, each of them, I 
believe, taking $3,500 out of the Treasury! I can not comprehend 
that kind of courtesy. 

The gentleman says that this provision of the bill does not take 
any more money out of the Treasury than would be taken without 
it. Sir, each of those two clerks in the western district of Ar- 
kansas is entitled to $5 a day for every day his court is in session, 
making $10 a day for the two. If you authorize two more clerks 
of the same kind, the = diem fee for the four clerks will amount 
to $20 a day instead of 810 a day. Thus you double in that one 
respect alone the compensation—the amount they will get from 
the Department on the number of days the court may be in ses- 
sion. 

1a thoroughly with my colleague on the Judiciary Com- 
mites 2 udge UPDEGRAFF, that there is no necessity for this pro- 
vision in the bill. It looks to me very much like an attempt to 
dodge the action of the Judiciary Committee on this very ques- 
tion; because on the 3ist day of May, a little over two weeks ago, 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRae] introduced a bill 
identical in language with this paragraph. Our committee has 
been considering that bill and has not been willing to recommend 
its passage; and with a knowledge of that fact, some member at 
least of the Appropriations Committee having knowledge of it, 
that bill now pending before the proper committee in this House 
is carried to my colleague from ois, the chairman of the Ap- 

priations Committee, and out of courtesy to one of its mem- 
bees be embodies thas ball in trie a propriation bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May Ii my colleague a mo- 
ment? It was only last year that we the a fian 
the Judiciary Committee, redistricting the State of Ar: and 
it became a law. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And that action was taken by the 
Committee on the Judiciary upon the distinct understanding and 
statement that no additional pt would be required. 

“Mr. CONNOLLY. That is the fact. ; 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no more business now, no 
more necessity for additional officers, than there was before we 
took that action with that distinct understanding. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The only necessity seems to be the sup- 


posed necessity of gratifying the gentleman from Ar who 
represents that district and gratifying the gentlemen who want 
to hold those offices as clerks, 


is now pending before Congress a bankruptcy bill with a very fair 
5 of its becoming a law by agreement between the two 


compared with what ae ao 


four cler two 
clerks who will have their fees doubled by the operation of that 
law. My colleague from Illinois knows well that in our own State 
there are two divisions in the northern district, but there is onl 
one district court clerk; and thereis but one circuit court cler 
in the southern district of Illinois, although there are four or five 
places for holding court. There has never been any trouble about 
those clerks in Illinois di ing all the duties. And there the 
Government pays but one per diem in the district when the court 
isin session. The effect of this bill is to provide that the Gov- 
ernment shall pay two per diems. 

I therefore, Mr. Chairman, favor the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa, providing that the circuit court clerk at 
Fort Smith shall be ex officio clerk of the district court at that 

„and that the clerk of the district court at Texarkana shall 

ex Officio clerk of the circuit court at that place. Iknow there 
can but li business at Texarkana, for, a g to my rec- 
ollection, there are but twelve counties in the southern part of 
Arkansas where writs are returnable to Texarkana. Certainly, 
therefore, there can be little necessity for even one clerk there, 


and there can be no necessity for two. I therefore hope that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa will be adopted in lien of 
the provision of the bill. 

. MCRAE. I ask the attention of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray], who was kind enough to give a good deal of time 
and attention to the bill introduced in the last Congress to re- 
organize the judicial district of Arkansas, and through whose 
labors and those of other members of his subcommittee we were 
enabled to pass that bill. I ae his kindness and work at 
that time, and I do not think he and I will disagree as to what 
occurred een us. It is true, and I am glad the gentleman 
calls attention to it, that in those conferences he asked if there 
was any purpose to get rid of any existing clerk or to create any 
new offices, and as 1 stated in the beginning to-day, I assured him 
that there was no purpose of that kind on my part and that, ex- 
cept at Batesville, we intended that the law should remain as it 
was so far as it related to clerks. We did not seek to depose any 
of the clerks. We made no reference to them, or how they should 
be appointed, in that act. He and other honorable gentlemen 
construed the law at that time to the effect that the act of April 
1, 1892, would continue the clerks in the Texarkana division. 

Now, the question here is not of creating additional clerks, but 
of preventing the Treasury ent from taking both clerks 
away the Texarkana division. I said to the gentleman from 
Towa pae UPDEGRAFF] privately, and 1 say to him publicly now, 
that there is not more than enough business ut Texarkana to pay 
one man a decent salary at ats ay 

I want to be perfectly fair with the gentlemen who hold the 
offices and with the judges who appoint them, but I do submit, 
and I submit it believing that every gentleman who will consider 
this matter from an impartial, nonpartisan standpoint will agree 
with me, that it is unfair to take from Judge Rogers the right to 
designate his clerk at Fort Smith. Since the Indian Territory 
jurisdiction has been taken away, I do not believe that the fees of 
district clerk there will exceed $1,500. About this my colleague, 
Judge LITTLE, can speak more accurately. I know at Texarkana 
bat Bak not reach $1,500. 

Chai „there has been no desire on my part to dodge the 
Judiciary Committee. I did not around the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. I introduced the bill and it referred to the Judici 
Committee, and on the next day the chairman was kind enoug 
to immediately refer it toa subcommittee. I saw each member 
of the subcommittee and sought to get immediate legislation or a 
recommendation from them, all the time telling them that a com- 
munication had 7 from the Appropriations Committee to the 
Attorney-General inviting him to suggest an amendment by which 
the trouble could be cured. 

The e which is in this bill was submitted by the De- 
partment of Justice. I preferred to have the Judiciary Commit- 
tee act, but as is known to almost every member of the House, 
the Judiciary Committee has almost ceased to do further business 
during this session. There has been but one meeting of the com- 
mittee since this bill was introduced. I have my friends 
ee and out of season to act upon it, and yet no action was 

en, 

I make no complaint against the gentleman who had it, because 
I know the difficulty in getting committees and subcommittees 
together in the latter days of a session of Congress, when we have 
disposed of almost all the business that can be attended to. This 
is a matter which does not concern fhe whole country, but to ten 
counties in my district it is important, because we have no clerk 
and no authority to appoint any deputy clerk. Icould not neglect 
any opportunity that presented itself. I thank my friend from 
Illinois for the opportunity to get a vote on it. If we do not get 
some relief here, what shall we do? Wait until next session? 

Does the gentleman from Iowa believe that I would have per- 
formed my whole duty to my constituents if I had permitted the 
matter to rest when I was told by members of the committee that 
3 the Judiciary Committee would not meet again, and 
when I could see from what he said that the disposition was to 
deny to Puaro Bons that which had been accorded to Judge 
Williams and other judges—the right to name his own clerk? I 
hope that no gentleman will on rea that I was seeking to take 
an undue advantage of any member of the House or of any com- 
mittee when I asked the Committee on Appropriations, of which 
Iam a member, to put this curative legislation in this bill. 

It is not true that the Texarkana division is only a year old. 
It was created in 1887, I believe; but it was then in the eastern 
district. As I stated in the beginning, it was transferred from 
the eastern to the western, and 5 supposed the transfer 
carried with it the clerks; but we find ourselves now in a new dis- 
trict, with a new judge, but no authority to have a clerk or a 
deputy of an: kind, and all that we ask here is to give the divi- 


sion of Texarkana the right to have these clerks. If you do not 


want us to have but one, we are satisfied with that; but I shall 
insist that the judge who holds the court shall appoint the cierk. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, only a few moments 
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go my attention was called to this proposition, and as we had it 
f 


a 

before the Judiciary Committee year, and again this year, 

and reported a bill to redistrict that State, because we thought it 

was proper and DONT, and inasmuch as I had considerable to 

do with the matter and investigated it thoroughly, I deem it 
to say a few words on this subject now. 

When we redistricted that State last year the matter of clerks 
was di , and it was understood t no new offices or offi- 
cers would be required. We did not increase the number of dis- 
tricts: but we simply made, for the convenience of the le of 
that State, the litigants and the judges, a new division. There was 
no claim that they needed any additional clerks. There was no 
claim that the business of the State required it, and it was under- 
stood, of course, that the oldclerks would continue to serve and re- 
ceivetheir pay. The bill having been 3 favorably to the 
House by the Judiciary Committee, which investigated it, and of 
which I am a member, and asthe Judiciary Committee now have a 
bill before them to adjust this matter of clerks, it seems to me that 
wisdom and propriety demand that the whole subject be left with 
the Committee on the Judiciary to settle. I think that committee 
is capable of settling the matter. If we have left all the clerks in 
one district, by an pins es bill we can abolish a portion of 
them, legislate them out of office, and provide for the appointment 
of some new ones in the district where they are required. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman, I hope, did not understand me 
to say that the clerks in the other districts were useless. If I 
made such a statement I did not intend to do so. Ionly meant to 
say that in that district they still performed the duties of clerks, 

8 I presume, that use the 
Texarkana division has been transferred from one district to the 
other the transfer did not take the clerks, and that we have no 
clerks now. If we can have the clerks we had at that time con- 
tinued, that is all we want, and that is all this paragraph from the 
Be Sig reap Committee does. 

. RAY of New York. I understand the proposition. In 
other words, you claim and the Treasury De t claim that 
when we made that redivision or redistricting of that State we 
left all the clerks in one district and no clerks in the other. Now, 
your proposition as contained in this appropriation bill—— 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman is not quite accurate in that. 
They have not held that. I do not cao by what process of rea- 
soning they came to the conclusion that Texarkana has no clerks 

and that Fort Smith has, but they have so held. Yet neither of 
them is referred to in the bill reorganizing the districts, and both 
divisions have been changed. I presume it is because Fort Smith 
is still in the same district. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The amendment perfects that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The proposition resolves itself into 


a point where they do not need a clerk they have a ius one. 

ow, the pone thing to do, Mr. Chairman, is for the Judici 
Committee to look that matter up and legislate thè surplus cler 
out and then provide for the necessary clerk at the i 
That can be done in the proper manner at the pro 
out increased and unnecessary expense. That is 
ought to be followed. 

think the A; riations Committee has enough to do if it 

takes care of the legitimate business that belongs to that commit- 
tee. I know how grasping my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
is. There isno legislation connected with this House that he does 
not comprehend, and it is very difficult for him to keep his fingers 
out of anything that is going on, especially when it creates an 
office or grants a salary, because that carries money, and he seems 
to think any 5 belongs to his peculiar and individual 
jurisdiction if it carries a cent of money. 

I want to say to him, while he is older than I am and has had 
more experience than I have had, that I do think he had better 
leave the business of the Judiciary Committee alone and leave the 


e course that 


else bring in a 5 in the next 8 bill that will 
e 


ropriates money, a bill in which s 
long. If a point of order had been promptly 


8 to be stricken out, and leave it to the Commntttee on the 
ndiciary to settle. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. CANNON, Now, then, I hope this proposition, that is en- 
tirely harmless and entirely „ Will not get a black eye on 
account of any little jealousies that anybody may have in the 
House on account of committee jurisdiction. It is not n 
to explain further how this ion came here and what it is. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It creates new officers. 

mr it creates new officers. 
And then he proceeds to turn round and deliver me a personal lec- 
the committee 


this item. 
Mr. RAY of New York. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr, CANNON. Oh, certainly. = 
Mr. RAY of New York.. Well, now, I call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to pages 46 and 47, to which he referred. They relate to 
Indians, a subject which the Committee on Indian Affairs deal 


with. 

Mr. CANNON. Pages 56 and 57. It is not worth while; the 
gentleman can turn and read and he will find them. And later 
on, in this bill, I will say to the gentleman, he will find a provi- 
sion, put in this bill at his request, to pay an official of this Gov- 
ernment that has been working for his committee more than an 
such official ever got before. [Laughter.] Why? Because 
wanted to be courteous to the gentleman. [Great laughter.] 

Now, then, there is sometimes a little trouble with a commit- 
tee that has to do with hundreds and thousands of items of 
appropriations for the public service. There are 360 members, 
with 70,000,000 people, and an ever-increasing public service, each 
gentleman to represent his district. Under the strict 
rules of law, no appro ion is in order on an appropriation bill 
Scenics tats (each SI Mila bas kek case ta te 
co’ ave appro ion bi t closer to the 
law than they have been during this Congress but there are 
some things in all these bills not authorized by law. Why? Be- 
cause it seemed to be proper to do that. We put in the item I 
referred to for the gentleman. Why? it seemed to be 
por to do it, to a worthy employee that assists his committee. 

e think it ought to go there; and while it isa larger amount 
than had gone there, put it, or the committee over which I have" 
the honor to preside, did that; yet I am subject to a lecture now, 
that I, or my committee, is always getting its finger into some- 
body’s pie. If the gentleman wants to pe asa humorist, well 
and good; if in earnest in his lecture, I would say, gentlemen 
living in glass houses had better not begin casting stones, 
[Laughter and J 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now,the gentleman; when he gets 
going wrong, always demonstrates that he goes very rapidly, and 
when he gets into the mud he sinks deeper and deeper, and the 
more he struggles the deeper down he goes, 3 He 
has called attention here to pages 46 and 47, and to 56 and 57 
of this bill, and says there 555 in those pages 

Mr. CANNON. Pages 57, 58, and 59. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now he has changed it again. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, the gentleman will find the provisions, 

Mr. RAY of New York. ell, I want—— 

Mr. CANNON, In the middle of page 57, all of page 58, all of 
59, and all of 60. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want to say that I have not time to 
look at those pages. I presume that if I had three minutes to look 
at them the gentleman would change the pages once more. 

Mr. C. ON. Very likely. 

Mr. RAY of New York. ButI want to say this: That if there 
are any defects in the law that onght to be attended to and reme- 
died by the Committee on the Judiciary, the attention of that 
committee should be called to it, and the Committee on Appropri- 
ations should not assume jurisdiction and undertake to remedy 
omissions or defects in the statutes of the United States relating 
to courts and officials of the United States courts. 

a CONNOLLY. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt 


Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It is to suggest that the Judiciary Com- 
6 which is now on the Calendar, correct- 
ing that condition of the law that has existed nearly a hundred 


years. 
Mr. RAY of New York. And to which the gentleman refers? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. And to which he refers. ; 
Mr. RAY of New York. And I will say that in all human prob- 
a, after the Committee on the Judiciary had worked out a 
y and framed it, the Committee on Appropriations has 
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assumed jurisdiction, taken one proposition and put it into this 
bill, a place where it does not belong. [Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON, If my friend will allow me, I am glad to learn 
that the Committee on the Judiciary performed its function. The 

entlemen who compose it are exceedingly able. I do not know 
the bill my colleague refers to, but if it is a good bill and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and that matter were before 
us, I would be pae to avail myself, and so would the committee, 
of the ability of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I am not finding any mal 
fault with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, but 
I do criticise,and I shall continue to criticise, the Committee on 
Appropriations when it po general law on general subjects into 
appropriation bills, Itis wrong and contrary to the rules of this 

ouse. We should look in the general laws relating to the judi- 
ciary, courts, judges, clerks, etc., for laws bearing on those sub- 
jects and provisions regulating the United States courts, and 
neither judges nor lawyers can expect to find in appropriation 
bills provisions regulating the courts and increasing pi rots or 
decreasing salaries, or creating new offices or officers, and the 
| poor from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] knows that just as well as 

know it. 

Now, I want to refer to another matter. He says he has put 
into this bill a provision giving pay to an able and industrious 
employee of this House, and he intimates that that act is some- 
thing that the Committee on the Judiciary ought to have dealt 
with. Who appropriates the money to pay the employees of the 
House? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman does not want to misrepresent 
me nor be misinformed himself, and I will read the provision. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What did you mean to intimate—that 
it was not the duty of the Committee on Appropriations to provide 
for the payment of these employees? 

Mr. GAN NON. On page 71is an item to Bay H. W. Blanchard 
for extra services as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions $750. Now, I understand that Mr. Blanchard is a clerk 
in one of the Departments. He was detailed to your committee, 
the committee of which you are chairman, and still is receiving 
his pay, if I am correctly informed, as clerk in one of the Depart- 
ments. 

Now, then, you brought this item to the committee and asked 
that $750 be inserted in this deficiency bill because of the great 
value of the services of this gentleman. It was said to you that 
$500 was as much as had ever been inserted, and you said you 
thought he ought to have $750, because of his very great services, 
The committee inserted it, and I think we did right; but nowhere, 
between time and eternity, is there one scintilla of law that au- 
thorizes that provision, and yet it stands there, and the gentle- 
man, I take it, will say it is a provision affixed by the Appropria- 
tions Committee to this bill at the request of the gentleman who 
is chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not say 
this was improper, but it did seem to me that I had better bring 
a little bit of practice to the gentleman’s attention in view of the 
general character of his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has taken up about all of my time, I request that my time be 
extended. 

Mr. CANNON. If I can be recognized, I will yield further time 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want to call attention to the provi- 
sion to which the gentleman from Illinois has so kindly and cour- 
teously referred. Every year the Committee on Appropriations 
has put into the appropriation bill a provision giving extra com- 

nsation to the clerks of the Committee on Pensions and the 

Yommittee on Invalid Pensions detailed here from the Bureau of 
Pensions to perform work in this House. They have fixed that 
amount heretofore at 8500 extra compensation because it was 
worth it. They have put in for Mr. Porter, of the Committee on 
Pensions, detailed from the Bureau, $500. When it came to the 
amount to be put in for Mr. Blanchard, I went to the chairman of 
the committee and said: “I want you to increase it to $750.” 
Why? Because he has earned it, and earned twice that. 
hen I became chairman of that committee, instead of follow- 
ing the precedent of former committees and in the last Congress, 
instead of having three extra clerks, I dispensed with two of the 
extra clerks, and the work has been all done. I have saved $t2 a 
cer by that act all through this Congress. I did more than that. 


msed with one extra clerk at a regular salary who hereto- 
fore has been getting $500; so we saved $12 a day and $500 in ad- 
dition, The work has been done, and well done. Then one thing 
more. I said to the gentleman, ‘‘ Mr. Blanchard, if you will stay 
here with me and work evenings, and not go away at 4 o’clock”— 
as they are not required to work after 4 o’clock—‘‘if you will 
stay and work evenings, I will ask the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to give you extra pay,” and Mr. Blanchard for six months 
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has worked all day, and then from 4 o’clock to 6 o’clock, and has 
been back in the committee room at 7 and worked until 9 and 10 
o'clock in the evenings for the benefit of the members of this 
5 * Tee sas to t courtesy to get up h d 
ow, the gentleman e great co get up here an 

say it was doing me a great favor to give Mr. Blanchard $250 for 

s extra work done for the members of this House and the old 
soldiers of this country and their widows and orphan children. 
If he wants to stand in that light, he may. It was not a favor to 
me, but to the country, the members of this House, and the de- 
serving old soldiers. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman allow me a question be- 
fore he takes his seat? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman inform the House what 
benefit to the invalid pensioners of this country has accrued from 
the economy he has so rigorously practiced in cutting off two 
clerks of the committee? 

Mr. RAY of New York. It has resulted in giving the old sol- 
diers more pensions than have ever been given by a House of Rep- 
resentatives in the same length of time. This Congress since the 
ist day of last December has reported to this House and had pasoa 
more pension bills than were passed in the Fifty-second and Fifty- 
third Congresses during their entire existence. : 

Mr. MAHANY. Yes; but both these Congresses were Demo- 
cratic and hostile to ion legislation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If we abolish another clerk, I suppose 
you could get still more for pensions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, Mr. Chairman, I do not want the main 
question under discussion to be obscured by any controversy be- 
tween my friend from Illinois and my friend from New York as 
to the action of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or the rivalry 
that seems to be 8 between committees in their anxiety 
to retain their proper jurisdiction. 

As itstands in the bill, the proposition is to make two new offi- 
cers. There are now two clerks at Fort Smith, capable of han- 
dling all the court business at Fort Smith and Texarkana. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDE- 
GRAFF] transfers one of the two clerks now at Fort Smith to Tex- 
arkana, and clothes him with power to do the work there of the 
United States district courtand circuit court, while the clerk re- 
maining at Fort Smith will do all the work of the district and 
circuit courts at that place; so that without creating any new 
office ample provision is made for doing all the business of those 
twocourts. This is the purport of the amendment of the gentle- 
eT as ne tank h d in th din, 

o not think the proposition contained in the pending para- 
graph of this bill shout have been brought here in this way; for 
the gentleman who asks to have it put on this bill introduced the 
propositéon as a separate bill, and referred it to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, invoking our action eg it. It has been promptly 
considered by our committee during the last two weeks, in subcom- 
mittee, and even in full committee; and the full committee has 
not yet been able to satisfy itself to make such a recommendation 
to the House. But that subject being now before us in the House, 
I believe it to be the clear duty of this House to adopt the amend- 
ment of my colleague, Judge UppEGRAFF, which will preserve 
the full official force for the work of those two courts without 
making any new office or imposing any new burdens upon the 
Government. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the debate on 
this paragraph close in five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. LITTLE, Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to participate 
in this debate, but there seems to bea misunderstanding about the 
facts of thecase. This provision in the appropriation bill does not 
increase the number of Federal officers in Arkansas. Both the 
officers in the Texarkana district were provided for by the act of 
1892. I will read the provision; it is brief: 

That there shall be — — in the Texarkana district ot Arkansas one 


additional clerk of the district court and one of the circuit court, who shall 
reside and keep their offices at Texarkana. 


That is the provision of the act of April 1, 1892, 

By the bill redistricting the State of Arkansas for judicial pur- 

poses—passed, I believe, at the last session of Congress—the Tex- 

arkana district was bodily transferred to the western district, 

Everybody thought that that transfer would continue the officers 

as they had existed, the language of the bill as passed being sup- 
to be sufficient for that purpose. 

As to the Fort Smith district, the amendment proposed would 
take from the district judge of that court the power to name his 
own clerk. The judge there performs, I might say, all the judi- 
cial duties of that court. While there is a circuit court clerk, yet 
he is not appointed by or responsible to the district judge. I think 
it but right and just that the district judge should have the nam- 
ing of his clerk and that that clerk should be directly responsible 
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to him in the discharge of his duties, which is not the case as to 
the circuit court clerk. i 

These officers must earn their money if they get it; They are 
not salaried officers. Speaking for the western district of Arkan- 
sas—that is, the Fort Smith division—I have no hesitancy in say- 
ing that both these clerks do not earn to-day the amount that is 
allowed to a single clerk under the law. Since the transfer of the 
jurisdiction of that court, of the business of the Indian Territory, 
the statement I make is true. Prior to that time the earnings of 
the clerks were greater. Neither of them can receive a dollar 
that he does not earn; and when a man earns his money it is but 
right that he should haye it. With the fees divided, they do not 
get as much as one ought to have. Ido not see any wise economy 
in cutting off one, and especially do I think it wrong to cut off 
the district clerk and leave the district judge to hold court with a 
clerk that does not properly belong to his court and is not under 
his control. 

I trust members of the House will understand that there is no 
increase asked—simply that as the Texarkana district was trans- 
ferred to the western district, the officers should be transferred 
with it and continue to hold their places, according to the under- 
standing which was had at the time the act on this subject was 

assed 


If the gentleman wants to bring in general legislation to regu- 
late these matters, he will find the Representatives of Arkansas 
ready to join him in supporting a proper bill placing these courts 
in the hands of the district court clerk, or putting these officers 
upon salaries, or adopting any other general plan that will ad- 
vance the public service. But Ido not think we ought to take 
hold of this particular locality, and begin a reform which will 
very likely stop where it began. If we are to have a general bill, 
I will heartily join in giving my support (whatever it may be 
worth) to any just measure looking to the improvement of this 
service. [hope the amendment will be rejected. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
UPDEGRAFF, there were—ayes 23, noes 40, 

Mr. HENDERSON. We had better have tellers, Mr. Chairman, 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr, Cannon 
and Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 30, 


noes 63. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I think there ought to be a quorum to 
pass this. À 

Mr. CANNON, _It will only take seven more, ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman raise the peint of no 
quorum? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I made the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN counted the committee, and announced 111 
members, a quorum, present. ; 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

To pay three deputy clerks of the United States district courts in the Indian 
Territory, one at Muscogee, one at South McAlester, and one at Ardmore, at 
the rate of $1,200 per annum each, for services performed and to be performed, 
from the Ist day of July, 1897, to the 30th day of June, 1899, $7,200. 

Mr. BULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On 67, after line 13, after “legislative,” insert: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the Honse of 
Representatives be authorized to pay to the officers and 1 ae of the 
Senate and House, borne on the annual and session rolls on the Ist day of 
June, 1898, including the Capitol police, the official reporters of the Senate 
and of the House, and W. A. Smith, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD clerk, for extra 
services carte the Fifty-fifth e S sum equal to one month's pay at 
the compensation then paid them by law, the same to be immediately avail- 


able.” 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I think if the amendment is to 


be offered 

Mr. DOCKERY. A point of order ought to be reserved. 

Mr. CANNON. It ought to be after line 14 instead of line 13, 
so as to follow the word “legislative.” It is a mere formal mat- 
Ey and I suggest that the Clerk can make it come in the right 
place. 

Now, so far as I am concerned, I shall not make the point of 
order against this provision, for the reason that almostinvariably 
a provision similar to this has been adopted at each regular session 
of Congress following an extra session. Therefore, while it is 
subject to a point of order, in my judgment, I do not feel at lib- 
erty to make it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman whether or not 
the precedents warrant this resolution at this session? Is it not 
Ru se this resolution is customary at the second session of 

'ongress 

Mr. CANNON. It has been offered at the first regular session, 
as a rule, where there has been an extra session of Goioren, In 
the Fifty-third Congress there was an extra session, and at this 
stage of the Congress a similar resolution was adopted, 


Mr. DOCKERY, At the short session of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress was the same resolution adopted? 


Mr. CANNON. Yes 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LEGISLATIVE. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

For compensation and mileage of Members of the House of Representa- 
tives and Delegates from the Territories, fiscal year 1898, $12,972.60. 
4 vk BULL. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 

es 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


After line 19, page 67, insert: 

“That hereafter members of the House of Representatives who are chair- 
men of committees entitled to annual clerks 1 be entitled to the same 
allowance for clerk hire as is authorized to other members of the House of 
Representatives who are not chairmen of committees by the joint resolution 
approved March 23, 1893, and by House resolution May 8, 1896, and the 
appropriation for clerk hire to Members and Delegates made in beget 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year is 
hereby made available to pay such clerk hire as herein provided.” 


Mr. CANNON. This amendment, as I understand it, is offered 
by the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. BULL], a member of 
the Committee on Accounts, 

Mr. BULL. Itis. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that I shall not make a point of 
order on that provision. A good many members of ‘the House 


‘who are chairmen of committees having annual clerks and a 


ken to me about the matter. 


good many who are not have 
e to reserve a point of order until 


Mr. DOCKERY. Ishould 
I hear what the amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the remark of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should like to reserve a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. There is such a sentiment, at least uponthe part 
of some members, that I felt I ought not to make the point of 
order, and so far as I am concerned, I shall not. Any other gen- 
tleman can, if he chooses. 

Mr. LOVE. Does this mean that members who are chairmen 
of committees ‘having clerks are to be allowed another clerk for 


private p s? 
Mr. CANNON. I understand that applies to clerks in vacation. 
Mr. HULL. I think this only applies to clerks in vacation. 


The chairmen of committees having annual clerks are compelled 
to employ their own clerks during vacation, The committeeclerk 
is not the personal clerk of the chairman, except in connection 
with the committee business, 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not familiar with the resolution myself. 

Mr. HULL. Iam the chairman of a committee having an an- 
nual clerk, and during vacation I have always been compelled to 
employ a private clerk, to be paid for out of my own pocket; and 
I think the same is true with all other chairmen of committees 
having annual clerks. 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, we should like to have that reso- 
lution read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
again be reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HULL. That ought to be amended so as to apply only 
during vacation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand that resolution, it gives 
every gentleman who is chairman of a committee a clerk during 
the whole year. The chairman of the committee not having made 
the point of order—I waited for him to do it—I reserved the point 
of order against it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order that the point of 
order comes too late; that the matter has been discussed tan for 
five or ten minutes, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that if that comes before 
the House it would be amended so as to apply only during the 
vacation of Congress. 

Mr. MAHON. Why 

Mr. HULL. Because I think the chairmen of committees while 
they are here and can have the benefit of the committee clerks 
have not the same reason for having clerks during the session of 
Congress that they have during the vacation. 

Mr. MAHON, The clerk of our committee does not do my 
private work. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It seems to me that the only time when we 
need this additional clerk is during the session of Congress rather 
than during the recess. During the session of Con, the clerks 
of the various committees are occupied substantially all of their 
time in the committee work. What time have the clerk or the 
assistant clerk of the Committee on Appropriations to devote to 
the work of the chairman of that committee? Not onesingle min- 
ute. The same is true of the Committee on Ways and Means, the 


so? 


6090 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUBSE. 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign any the Commi 
on 


ttee 
on Military Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Commit- 


three committees and makes an appen of $27,000. It does 
seem to me, in all fairness not only to ourselves, but in fairness 
to the constituents whom we represent, that we ought to be pro- 
vided with sufficient clerical help to do promptly the work that 
our constituents wish us to do and yet leave us time enough to 
examine into the public affairs upon which we have to legislate. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. May I ask a question for informa- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Do not those committees have 
extra re a 

Mr. SHERMAN. Only two or three of them; the Committee 
on Ways and Means, the Committee on = ora and the 
Committee on Commerce I think are the ones, 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Do they not have extra help? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Only two or three. Most of them have not. 
Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment ought to 
be adopted; but I regret that it does not go a good deal further 
and, in the same time in which it authorizes an increased expendi- 
ture, do 7 10 cut off useless expenditures which we now 
make. I believe that every member of this House, whether he is 
a chairman of a committee or otherwise, ought to be treated with 
exact equality. Tie 

As the gentleman from New York has very well said, in the 
interest of his constituency, the clerk is ai gs help, more so, 
yery often, to his constituents than the m may be himself; 
but I believe we have gone on treating this question of clerks for 
committees, annual clerks, session clerks, and clerks to members 
in a slipshod sort of way, so that inequalities have grown up, and 
there are a great many sinecures. I know from my own experi- 
ence of the three divisions of the Elections Committee the clerks 
have almost nothing to do. They get 82, 000 a year each, and they 
have ically nothing to do. 

If there is any clerical service to be rendered to those three com- 
mittees, it could be readily rendered by one clerk to all three 
divisions. Thesame thing is true of other committees which have 
either annual or session clerks, but is not true of the clerk of 
the Committee on Ways and Means or the clerk to the Committee 
on Appropriations or of Military Affairs and, I have no doubt, of 
the Comuniites on Indian Affairs. These and other committee 
clerks have a great deal to do. But the fact remains that we are 
throwing away money in the payment of merely sinecure places, 
and I trust that before we begin another session of Congress the 
Committee on Accounts will reconsider the whole scheme under 
ea ye gue ̃ 8 to the House an intelligible rule, 
which will provide, in the place, to release from the employ 
of Congress any clerk for whom there is no use, and which will 
provide for committees of Congress just as much clerical assist- 
ance as they need and nomore. The net result will be greater 
Sede to the public interests and a diminution of the pub- 

c expense, 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I intended to make the point of 
order on this amendment as soon as it was offered, but did not 
because I did not know how the amendment read. I asked sey- 
eral gentlemen, but had to call for the reading of it again before 
I could understand what it meant; otherwise I would have re- 
served the point of order. 

$ KERY, eee order just as soon as 
I understood the gentleman from Illinois did not intend to reserve 
the point of order. 3 3 

. SHERMAN. I raised the point of order that the point of 
order suggested by the gentleman from Missouri was not in order, 
as coming too late, and that we had discussed the matter for five 
or ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is not necessary to raise 
any question of that kind, except as an argument on the point of 


order, and the Chair will hear the gentleman when the point of 
order is raised by the gentleman from Missouri, on the question 
whether it was presented early enough. Of course there is no 
question as to the point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The reporter's notes will show that I reserved 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever the point of order is submitted, 
the Chair will hear the gentleman on that point. 

„Mr. DOCKERY, It is simply a question of fact. Ido not de- 
sire any advantage, and if the notes do not show that I reserved 
the point of order as soon as I discovered that the gentleman from 
Illinois was not going to make it, then Iwill not press it. Iknow 
the 1 is subject to the point of order. 

5 The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi has the 
oor. 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this amendment 
should prevail, for several reasons. I think it would be alto- 
gether proper to allow the chairmen of some of the committees 
additional help. There are some committees of the House, no 
doubt, so burdened with business that some additional help is 
necessary, but there are other committees, I will venture to say, 
where the clerks are not occupied one-half of the time. 

Now, Congress will adjourn in two or three weeks, and yet the 
clerks of the committees are to go on and draw their ies, 
which is all right, but you propose to allow the chairman of each 
committee to have a k in addition. Mr. Chairman, gentle- 
men forget that these clerks of committees are paid a much bet- 
ter salary than clerks to members; and if they are not able to do 
the work of the committee and also the individual work of the 
chairman, it would be better to give them some additional help 
when Congress is in session and when these business matters are 
pressing most. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will permit me. In a great 
many of these important committees, where there is a large 
amount of work done, the clerk is compelled to work all the year, 
not only to answer the letters of the chairman, but also the other 
members of the committee in regard to the business before the 
committee. 

Mr. LOVE. Ihave just suggested that I recognize the need of 
having this additional help in some of the committees. 

Mr. HULL. It only applies to those committees important 
enough to haye annual clerks to allow the chairman to have a per- 
sonal clerk. The chairmen of committees who have only session 
clerks get these clerks when Congress is not in session. 

Mr. LOVE. I would like to ask the gentleman if he thin this 
is the = er time to increase expenses? 

Mr. 1 think any time is the proper time to facilitate 
the business of the members of the House. 

Mr. LOVE. Wemight adopt it at the beginning of the next ses- 
sion, but surely not now at the close of a session when the ex- 
pens of the country are greater than they have eyer been be- 

ore, and I protest against the adoption of this amendment at this 
time. Congre has gone on for years and years without these 
additional clerks and the business has not suffered. Now, why add 
twenty-seven more to the pay roll at an annual cost of $32,400? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chai n, I desire to say in answer to 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Lover] that now is as good a 
time as any to do justice in the matter. I have been unable to see 
how gentlemen can justify themselves for having voted for an 
appropriation for clerks and denying the same to chairmen of 
committees. Now, take the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. I have paid out of my own salary never less than 8100 a 
month, and from that to $1,800 a year, and besides that my per- 
sonal clerk has assisted the clerk of the committee to do the work 
of the committee, and he has done it to-day. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Do not you think it is right that 
out of the multiplicity of committees the committees benefited 
by this amendment should be named? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It applies to committees that have annual 
clerks—twenty-three of the committees only in the House. 

Mr. LOVE. Does that include the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think that committee has an annual clerk. 

Mr. LOVE. I think the chairman of the committee will testify 
that the clerk is so able and efficient that he has done the whole 
of the work of the committee and the chairman with ease. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Does it include the Committee on 
War Claims? é 

Mr. BABCOCK. I can not tell all the committees it includes; 
the gentleman from Missouri, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, can tell you. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It doesinclude the Committee on War Claims, 
I will say to the gentleman. It includes all chairmen of commit- 
tees that have annual clerks, 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call attention to 
the specific result that will occur in three cases if this amendment 
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is adopted without any modification, I think the amendment 
ought to be ad ted, but I think it should be modified, Thereare 
three Election Committees, which have an annual clerk appointed 
by the chairman as a matter of practice at $2,000 a year. The 
work of these three committees is probably substan’ à 
There never was any great amount of work for the clerks of these 
committees to do, because the work of those committees is work 
that the members themselves must do, and can not be delegated to 
a clerk, . i 

Now, as I say, the work of these three committees is substan- 

tially done y, and if we adopt this amendment without cut- 

off these sinecures we shall have the chairman of each of 
these three Committees on Election appointing two clerks, one his 
own personal clerk, at a salary of $1,200, and another the annual 
clerk, paying him $2,000 for doing nothing. 

Now, that ought to be remedied. I am in favor of the amend- 
ment, but there ought to be some else with it. The gentle- 
man from Rhode d ought to modify his amendment and let 
the matter go over until to-morrow. He ought to modify it so as 
to cut off the three annual clerks and give the chairman of that 
committee his mal clerk, cut off the annual clerk from ths 
committees and give the chairman in place of that his own per- 
sonal clerk. This would subserve the public interest and at the 
same time protect the public Treasury and do exact justice by each 
member's constituency and to every member on both sides of the 


Chamber. r 5 8 
Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me a question before 


OODV. That is what I say. I say he should have his 
personal clerk, , 

Mr. BRUMM. Youare saming, under all circumstances, the 
chairman appoints as his personal clerk one that lives in the local - 
ity where he resides. 

. MOODY. Oh, no. The 
proposition. Let me illustrate by y 
the committee over which the gentleman presides has a t deal 
of work for his clerk, The idea I have proposed would provide 
for sufficient clerical assistance, no matter what it might be, for 
that committee, and give to its chairman an additional personal 
clerk for his own use. A 

Mr. BRUMM. I was not speaking in my own behalf, but in 
behalf of other gentlemen, 

Mr. MOODY. I understand that a man may 8 his clerk 
from his own neighborhood or from the city of Washington, and 
may leave him in W. m during the vacation or may take 
him home with him; that is hisown concern. Personally I find 
it very much to the interest of my constituents as well as my 
own to have my clerk in Washington during the intermission of 
Congress. Other gentlemen may find it otherwise. Thatisamat- 
ter for each man to determine for himself. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I do not fully understand the effect of the 
pending amendment. Is it to pay members who happen to be 
chairmen of committees the compensation of two clerks for 
the full year? 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, no. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Some gentlemen say that chairmen of com- 
mittees having annual clerks are excepted; others say that they 
are included. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand the practice, there are now 
twenty-three committees that have annual clerks—clerks paid by 
the year. The theory is that the clerk not only serves the com- 
mittee, but serves the chairman as his spene secretary. There- 
fore, such chairmen do not get the $100 monthly allowance, either 
during the session or in vacation, that individual members gen- 


y get. 

Now, it is claimed that, as a matter of fact, when a committee 
has use for an annual clerk, his time is taken up in the perform- 
ance of his official duties without his doing the clerical work of the 
chairman, The t proposition is to give to the twenty-three 
members of the House who are chairmen of committees having 
annual clerks the same allowance of $100 a month for clerk hire 
that is received y members of the House generally. 

Mr. RIDGELY, The same allowance for the full year? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; that is the effect of this provision. 

Mr. LOVE. The pay of the committee clerks remaining the 


same? 

: Mr. This braten the 55 clerk — ee 
ore, proposition goes upon the theory that the clerk is the 

clerk of the committee, not the clerk of the chairman. I may as 

well state to the House my own experience in this matter. e 

Committee on oid aca has a clerk and an assistant clerk. 

They are quite busy the year round. I have never felt at liberty 


e misunderstood my 
isown committee. I suppose 


to call either of them to my home in Illinois,- In fact, in vacation 
when I am at home, I hire my own clerk, and get along without 


any allowance for clerk hire, the session the assistant 
clerk (I want to be entirely frank with the House) by working 
over hours—sometimes at night and on Sundays—is enabled to do 
the work of the committee, and, as I have no allowance for clerk 
hire, is enabled to do also my individual work. 

Mr. LOVE. What is the salary of that clerk? 

Mr. CANNON. One thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And this proposition: simply provides for 
twenty-three additional clerks? 

Mr. CANNON. It simply allows $100 a month clerk hire to 
twenty-three Representatives who do not now receive it. 

Mr. SIMS, If the amendment gave to the chairmen of com- 
mittees personal clerks during the vacation, would it not meet with 
the general approval of those chairmen? a 

Mr. CANNON. I would be quite content with that. In fact, 
I will say to my friend I do not think Iam on all fours” in re- 
spect to compensation with other members of the House. But I 
am not complaining. I have always been quite content, because 
I naturally complain about somebody else’s woes more I do 
about my own in little matters of this kind, although I am quite 
in favor of self-interest, if it amounts to much. 

Mr. SIMS. I believe that as a matter oe such a proposi- 
tion as I have just mentioned ought to be ted, 

Mr. CANNON. Iam quite content that thi ition shall 
prevail just as it is; or I am quite content, if such is the consen- 
sus of opinion, that an allowance of 8100 a month be made to 
twenty- chairmen of committees for clerks during vacation. 
I am easily satisfied and shall be quite content with whatever the 
House may do on this subject. 

Mr. HARTMAN. With reference to thesuggestion to limitthe 
employment of clerks for chairmen of committees to the vacation, 
it does not seem to me fair either to the clerks of those commit- 
tees or to the chairmen themselves. Iwas the author of the reso- 
lution adopted by this House in May, 1896; and it provided that 
all members, whether chairmen of committees or not, should be 
entitled to personal clerks. The reason and justice of such a pro- 
vision must be as apparent to-day as it was then. The chairmen 
of committees ought to have better service than those of us who 
are not chairmen. They have more work to perform than the 
rest of us, and there is more responsibility attaching to their du- 
ties. It is not right to ask the chairman of a committee, in addi- 
tion to performing his duties as such, to d d upon the clerk of 
his committee to perform his personal work as a resentative. 
It is equally unfair to the clerks of committees to them to do 
double duty. They are ois epg to perform their duties to the 
committee, and should not be at the same time compelled to ren- 
der personal service to the chairman. : 


Now, Mr. Chairman, amendment, under the rules, is clearl 
not in order, and the point of order was reserved in time. It 
seems to me, however, that there is some force in the suggestion 
that the chairmen of committees having annual clerks should be 
entitled to personal clerks during vacation. The committee clerk 
is constructively at Washington. I want to emphasize the word 
“constructively.” He is by law here or supposed to be here, and 
therefore he could not actually serve the chairman of the com- 
mittee when the chairman is at home in Missouri, or Iowa, or 
Illinois, or some other State. 

I have heard 


5 went out unbidden when I listened to the plaint of 
e gentleman from Montana about the struggles, trials, and sor- 


w. Congress is in session. I wish this matter could come 
up in some other way. I observe gentlemen over there who have 
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pryn Seeing to me by look and by voice to withdraw this point 
of order, 
It seems to be a very ungracious thing todo, If I had clearly 
known what the amendment was I might not have in the 
int of order, because I have been under almost without 
imit since I made it. I did not know what the amendment was 
at the time I made the point of order. I suspected it was some 
raid on the Treasury, and therefore out of abundant caution in- 
terposed the point of order, but I think that a very safe compro- 
mise out of the difficulty can be secured, consistent with my own 
conscientious convictions and the demands of gentlemen on the 
other side, to make this amendment apply only to the vacation. 
Of course this is the first step. Later on I know that an addi- 
tional step will be taken. 
= "e CLARK of Missouri. Will my colleague permit me a ques- 
on é 


who are paid by the year do during the vacation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do what you do; rest up. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I know; but I get paid for 
resting up $5,000 a year. 

Mr. S MAN. Why should not they rest up? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And I do not rest much during the 
vacation when a campaign is on, either. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Neither do they. They are kept pretty busy 
5 ple. 
. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I want to see them do it. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say, from some knowledge of the 
ublic service, in answer to the remarks of the gentleman from 
ontana [Mr. HARTMAN], emphasized by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN], that with the exception of the em- 
loyees of the public service at the other end of the Capitol, the 
best paid officials in the Federal service are the employees of the 
House of Representatives. No man who knows anything about 
the various branches of the public service can successfully con- 
trovert that statement. But, Mr. Speaker, here are twenty-three 
gentlemen on the other side claiming these clerks. My own judg- 
ment is against the proposition, but I can not stand out entirely 
against their a 8 

Mr. LOVE. I will renew the point unless the amendment is 
made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As far as I am concerned, I am willing to let 
the amendment stand without the point of order, if it applies to 
the vacation only. X 

Mr. LOVE. I will do the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the gentleman from Rhode Islan 
if he will accept this amendment 

Mr. HANDY. I renew the reservation, if the gentleman from 
Missouri withdraws it. I renew the reservation so that the pon; 
of order may still be reserved against the other, or any new legis- 
lation looking in that direction. 

Mr. SHER. Do I have the floor, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
BULL] if he will accept this amendment to his amendment—— 

Mr. HANDY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SHERMAN (continuing). Provided : 

The C . The gentleman from Delaware rises to a 

liamentary inquiry. 
as SHERMAN . Can a parliamentary inquiry take a man off 
the floor, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. HANDY. I will wait until the gentleman is through. I 
will not interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the gentleman from Rhode Island 
if he will accept this amendment to his amendment: 

Provided, That this amendment shall entitle said members who are chair- 
men of committees to said allowance during the vacation of Congress only. 

That meets the objection raised by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery]. 

Mr. BULL. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. HANDY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment is new legislation. 

Mr, TAWNEY and others. The point of order comes too late. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I raise the point of order that the point of 
order comes too late, that there has been discussion here for three- 
quarters of an hour, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I make the point of order that the original 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Rhode Island 5 
BULL] being in order, a germane amendment to that can not be 
held to be out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no difficulty about that. 

Mr. HANDY. My point of order is against the whole amend- 
ment, not only against the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York . SHERMAN]. 

The C . The Chair thinks the question whether the 
point of order comes too late or not depends entirely upon whether 


ae “asa from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] reserved the point 
e 


Mr. DOCKERY. Here are the Reporter's notes. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Reporter's notes show that immediately 
after the offering of the amendment the following occurred: 

Mr. Cannon. This amendment, as I understand it, is offered by th - 
Samea on Rhode Island [Mr. BULL], a member of the Commit an A0. 
coun 

E that I shall not mak int of 

. CANNON. I want to say not ea t of ord th 
88 A good many members of the House who ae 1 re of 1 — 


having annual clerks, and a good many who are not, have spoken to 
me about the matter. 


Mr. Dockery, I should like to reserve a point of order until I hear what 
the amendment is. 


The CHAIRMAN, What is the remark of the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. Dockery. I should like to reserve a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. There is such a sentiment at least upon the part of some 
members that I felt I ought not to make the point of order, and, so far as I 
am concerned, I shall not. Any other gentleman can, if he chooses. 

Now, the Chair is inclined to think that the reservation of the 
pan of order did not come too late from the gentleman from 

issouri, and therefore if the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
HANnpy] insists on the point of order, the Chair holds that it is 


pending. 
Bins HANDY. I make the point of order that this is new legis- 
on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I say just a word on the point of order? 
The notes that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole has 
just read show, it seems to me, that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] after stating that he would not make the point of 
order, proceeded with the discussion with reference to the amend- 
ment, proceeded to a statement of why the amendment might be 
acceptable in this bill, to wit, that somany members were affected 
by it, and so forth; and not until after he had made one or two 
statements—a sentence or two—did the gentleman from Missouri 
rise at all; not until after he had passed from the proposition that 
he would not make the point of order, and had gone on to say 
that many members of the House, and so forth, was there any 
attempt even to reserve the point of order. 

It does seem to me, Mr. i that under those circum- 
stances that was an entry into the discussion of the merits of the 
proposition. And then, Mr. Chairman, even after that, the - 
tleman from Missouri stated that so far as he was concerned he 
would withdraw the point of order if the proposition was amended, 
and even suggested an amendment he proposed to meet his views; 
and that proposition was discussed before the gentleman from 
Delaware attempted to reserve the point of order, as I understand 


the proposition. 

Mr. HANDY, That is a mistake as to the facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I say, as I understand the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that the gentleman 
from Illinois had said that he would make no point of order, or 
words to that effect. He was proceeding, as a matter of fact, 
with a further statement in regard to the amendment being offered 
by the gentleman, and was, in fact—although the Reporter’s notes 
may not show that he was—interrupted in that sentence by the 
statement of the gentleman from Missouri, that he should like to 
reserve the point of order, and the Chair asked, What was the 
observation of the gentleman from Missouri?” and he replied that 
he reserved the point of order. 

Now, when one member reserves a point of order against any 
amendment, and reserves it in time, of course it cuts off every 
other member from an Oppo ity to reserve the point of order; 
and afterwards, if he es to withdraw the point of order, it is 
the privilege of any member of the committee to renew it, and of 
course the gentleman from Delaware has that right. He does 
renew it, and makes the point of order. Under the rules this 
amendment is not in order if the pon is made in time; and the 
Chair thinks that the Committee of the Whole can not afford any 
other rule and to confine a member so closely that when a mem- 
ber rises in debate to say that in his first sentence of debate he 
can not be interrupted by a point of order by any other member. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to be permitted a moment. 
It seems to me the Reporter's notes read at the Clerk's desk do not 
gofar enough. The gentleman from Missouri did not say, ‘‘I re- 
serve the point of order;” but what he said was, I would like to 
reserve a point of order.” He did not make it. Su uently my 
colleague from Iowa [Mr. HULL] made some observations in re- 
gard to it, anda 11 across the aisle joined in, and discus- 
sion took place. en, as the Reporter’s notes will show, when the 

entleman did reserve the point of order the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. SHERMAN] promptly responded and made the point of 
order that it came too late. So that I hold that the notes thus far 
read by the direction of the Chair do not give the status of the 
matter as it was, and that the gentleman from Missouri did not 
make it at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did reserve the point of 


order. 
Mr. HENDERSON, And when he did attempt to reserve the 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6093 


point of order, the point of order was made that discussion had 
taken fame and it came too late. But, aside from that, I make a 
second point, Mr, Chairman. Suppose the gentleman does say.“ I 
reserve the point of order.” How long is that reservation going 
to hold good in this House? When speeches have been made over 
and over again, and nearly an hour’s debate has taken place, is there 
a point of order still to be reserved? Is it never to expire; is the 
débats to go on as to the merits of the question? But I urge more 

first point, that the point of order did not come in 
time. AndI 3 to the Reporter's notes in support of the point 
that I now make. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missourisaid, ‘‘Ishould 
like to reserve a point of order until I know what the amendment 
is,” The Chair said, What is the remark of the gentleman from 
Missouri?” the Chair not understanding whether the gentleman 
reserved the point of order or made the point of order. The gen- 
tleman responded, “I would like to reserve a point of order.” 
It seems to the Chair that language is equivalent to the reservation 
of a point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But, Mr. Chairman, he did not state 
cifically that he reserved the point of order; and I am sure the 

rter’s notes will show that he did not reserve the point of order, 

ause subsequently, when he did reserve the point of order, this 
point of order was made against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa remembers that 
it is the usual practice in Committee of the Whole, and very fre- 
e that a member will reserve the point of order, and then 

ebate is had, and goes on for a great length of time, and the point 
of order is always regarded as reserved; and unless it is e at 
some subsequent period of time, it is the general practice of the 
Chair, almost invariable, to ask after the close of debate if the 
point of order is insisted upon. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I wish the notes of the Reporter could be 
written out, because this is an important matter. I call the 
Chair’s attention to the fact that when the real point of order was 
reserved by the gentleman from Missouri, he said, ‘‘ Inasmuch as 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations does not make 
gt sep of order, I do reserve the point of order.” 
` The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the statement was made 
subsequently by the | eee from Missouri, after the gentle- 
man from Illinois had concluded his remarks. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I contend the construction of the gentle- 
man from Missouri himself was that he had not, in his poron 
conversation with the Chair, reserved the point of order, but later 
on he did ask to reserve it, and the point of order was re 
made by the gentleman from New York that itcametoolate. He 
said himself, The chairman of the committee not having reserved 
it, I reserve the point of order.” So that his own construction of 
his previous conversation with the Chair was that he had not then, 
at the earlier time, made the point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
one question as a matter that has a bearing on debate here gen- 
erally. Now, when a measure is proposed here and you get up 
and say you reserve the point of order,” do you not do it here 
for the very identical p of allowing members to have a 
discussion and make es, and then the point of order that 
has been reserved is withdrawn? 

Mr. HENDERSON. A pointof order is sometimes made when 
unanimous consent is asked, or the right to object is reserved 
until a gentleman can make an explanation. 

Mr. HULL was recognized. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, there is one point, it seems to me, 
that has not been brought to the attention of the House. The 
gentleman from New York was recognized to offer an amend- 
ment, and nobody had raised the point of order to the original 
amendment until after the amendment was submitted. Now, it 
seems to me, a point of order not having been made to the origi- 
nal by any other member of this House, the gentleman from Dela- 
ware raised the point of order after the amendment was offered. 

Mr. HANDY. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will wait until I get through. 

Mr. HANDY. The gentleman is misstating the fact. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Mississippi arose before the 
gentleman from Delaware, and when he said ‘‘I have no objec- 
tion to it,” then the gentleman came in and raised el a of 
order, But the amendment was read to the House offered by the 
1 from New York before the gentleman from Delaware 
woke up. 

Mr. Y. The gentleman from Delaware was not asleep, 
and knows exactly what he said. 

The CHAIR The Chair is ready to rule. : 
Mr. HANDY, I 1 the Chair had already ruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair has not stated whether the 
amendment was in or out of order. The Chair has intimated, per- 


especially the 


haps, how he was to rule. In to the last proposition made 
by the gentleman from Iowa, T the gentleman from Missouri 
said that if the amendment was modified as he proposed he would 
withdraw his point of order, the gentleman from Delaware imme- 
diately rose and said he renewed the point of order; so there was 
no question as to the time in which it was done. After that the 
statement of the gentleman from New York was made asking the 

entleman from Rhode Island to modify his amendment, and the 
Chair thinks this is clearly out of order, and so rules. 

Mr. BULL. ue from the decision of the Chair, 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Rhode Island appeals 
from the decision of the Chair; and the question is, Shall che de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the decision of the committee? 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, is this open for discussion? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is debatable under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, under the law of the House 
as stated by the Chair and under the facts as shown by the Report- 
er's notes, I think no member of this House can doubt but that 
the occupant of the chair has discharged his duty and ruled cor- 
rectly in the premises, It is 3 a question whether the mem- 
bers of the House are going to allow the decisions by the Chair to 
be made mere matters to be tossed from one side of the House to 
the other; whether the members of the House are going to uphold 
the occupant of the chair when he does his duty, I say that on 
the point of order. 

Now, as to the real merits of the case, I think the whole busi- 
ness of clerks has 5 on a wrong basis. Every member 
of this House is entitled to a private secretary, whether chairman 
of a committee or not. The fact that he is chairman of a com- 
mittee simply gives him more work of a kind which his private 
secretary ought todo. The House ought to give every membera 
pone secretary, and then if the committees have too many clerks 

et the House cut down the assistance. 

There is no connection between committee work and the private 
secretary work. I can not imagine how I could get along with 
the clerk of a committee, if I happened to be the 3 for I 
could not order the clerk of the committee to come up to my pri- 
vate room at the Cairo Hotel at 8 o’clock in the morning and at- 
tend to my private business for two or three hours and then come 
down and do his committee work. From the first time I looked 
into this matter and saw that the chairmen of the committees were 
not allowed separate private secretaries I never could understand 
the business sense of it, I think every member of the House ought 
to have a private secretary, and if the committees have too many 
clerks a proper resolution ought to be passed cutting them down. 
But this has nothing to do with the wisdom of cutting them down. 

Mr. DIN GLET. Mr, Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Rhode Island hes BULL] will withdraw the appeal from the de- 
cision of the . The decision is correct, and we ought not 
to be overruling the decisions of the Chair to reach what gentle- 
men seem to desire in particular matters. I think it is better to 
withdraw it and let the proposition come before the House in 
such form as it will be able to fairly test the sense of the House, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt in my mind as to 
the correctness of the 17 8 be the Chair if the stenographer's notes 
bear out the statement of the Chair that the gentleman from Dela- 
ware did raise the point of order before the gentleman from New 
York made his motion to amend. If he made it before the motion to 
amend was made, then the Chair is absolutely right, and the House 
should sustain the Chair. The only question in my mind is as to 
the precedence of these events. 

Mr.HANDY. Whatever the notes may show, the fact is as the 
Chair states. The gentleman from Iowa was asleep, As soon 
as the gentleman from Missouri indicated that he was likely to 
withdraw his point of order I got up and said, If that is intended 
to be withdrawn I wish to renew it.” 

Mr. BULL. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my 8 Cie from the 
decision of the Chair and give notice that at an early day I hope to 
see this proposition brought in upon a report from the Co: ttee 


on Accounts. 

Mr. MOODY. I hope that when that report is brought in it 
will embody some of the suggestions which have been made here, 
so as to abolish some of these useless or sinecure places, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For allowances to the following contestants and contestees, audited and 
recommended by the Committees on Elections, for expenses incurred by 
them in con: -election cases, namely: 

To John R. Brown, $,000; 


To C. A. Swanson, $2,000; 
To B. P. Chatfield, 80 ; 


. $2,000; 
. William Stokes, $2,000; 
Wi Sour 7 


J 
R. 000; 
Yilin Eis, $00 
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To William L. Ward, $2,000; in all, $09,711.47. 

Mr. CANNON, I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After tne 2a en page noe 

‘And in line 24 strike out “seven” and insert in lieu thereof “eight.” 

Mr. BAILEY. In this connection I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois whether it would not be within the power of the 
Committee on gay “Sager to allow the men who have estab- 
lished their rights to the seats which they occupy in this House 
an amount sufficient to cover the they have actually 
incurred in their contests and to disallow the accounts of men 
whose contests have been proven to be without merit? : 

N e . 
aware as well as m of the on covering this class o 
appropriations. In 1878 legislation was enacted prohibiting the 
payment to any contestant or contestes of any amount in excess 
of $2,000, and providing in substance, if I recollect ly, that 

yments should be made upon certificates of the Committee on 
Eizctions — os eo claims and =a such claims a we 
certification sho re upon a general appropriation bil 
I have no doubt that from that time to this there have been in 
every Congress, as there are in this , cases where these 
expenses of contestants and contestees have been legitimately in 
excess of the maximum sum allowed—$2,000. But there is the 
law, and I do not know of any way to get around it except by an 
amendment of the eae which, of course, it is always within the 

wer of Congress to ado 

8 — BAILEY. The difficulty which occurs to my mind is this: 
A candidate defeated at the polls and with no real grounds for a 
contest inaugurates one and puts the holder of the certificate to an 
expense, reaching in some cases within my own knowledge $4,000 
or $5,000; and then, after having ina ted a groundless and a 
fruitless contest, he gets $2,000 as his allowance, while the gentle- 
man who was really elected and who, holding the State certifi- 
cate, was, of course, obliged to defend it, and has thus incurred an 
expense of perhaps $4,000 or $5,000, is allowed only $2,000, These 
contests have become a matter of speculation to one class of men 
anda t burden to another class. 

I realize that if all limitation were removed in to the 

yment of expenses, you would introduce an element of serious 
3 so that men might not carefully make their contracts for 
the services of attorneys in their various counties. But it does 
seem to me that those in charge of these matters devise a 
rule that would give to a man who had been elected—not only 
certified by the State authorities to have been elected, but decided 
by the House upon a contest to have been elected—a rule under 
which a man of that kind might receive his actual expenses, while 
the man who had inaugurated the contest against him, without 
any sufficient ground, ought to be denied even a dollar. 

Ar. CANNON. In par to the gentleman from Texas, allow 
me to say that the law provides that the Committee on Elections 
shall audit the accounts for the expenses of these contests. In 
theory at least, and I apprehend in practice, the Committee on 
Elections having this authority by law does in fact audit. It is 
quite within the power of the committee in auditing to reject all 
or any portion of a proposed amount to a contestant or contestee. 
I do not know the facts in regard to the allowances in any of these 
cases, for I have not examined any item touching them. 

Mr. LOVE. Have they been certified to by the Committee on 
Elections? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; every one of them. And under the law 
we took the certificate and embodied the amount in the bill. 

The point of the gentleman from Texas as to the desirability of 
discouraging contests by mulcting a contestant or contestee or 
withholding the appropriation where the case is without merit is 


obtained certificates of election proper 
more right to a seat here than I have 
House unseated such members. 

rule that a contestant shall not be paid. Such arule would un- 


duly di contests. 
But the instituting of contests in election cases 


Mr. BAILE 
has become a re: industry in some districts in this country. 
Mr. CANNON, Isuspect that is entirely true. But Lam speak- 
ing of the difficulty that the eman suggests. I say that I 


2 Congress three or four 
ntlemen who have spent in defending their seats $4,000 or 

5,000 each, and investigation of the records will show that they 
have spent it with reasonable care. Now, it does not seem to me 
exactly just that members who are thus compelled to defend the 
certificates of their States should be called upon to put their hands 
in their pockets and pay their own expenses, 

Mr. CANNON, I with the gentleman. 

Mr, STEELE, Will the gentleman allow me to mention m 
own case? My seat was contested in a Democratic Congress, an 
first, every member of the committee, and afterwards every mem- 
ber of the House, decided that the contest against me was ill 
founded. Without counting the fees of my principal attorney, 
who was my brother, I brought in an ienie account of $4,700, 
shied dollar of which had been expended and the receipts filed. 
Yet I received only $2,000—$2,700 short of what I had to expend 
in defending my seat, which every member of the House said I 
was entitled to. 

Mr. BAILEY. There could not be a stronger illustration of 
the injustice of the present rule than that just stated by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. I believe, of course, that 
there ought to be some statute for the com: of a man who 
makes a legitimate contest, even tho it should be decided 
that he was not actually elected. Anyo rule would compel a 
man who in faith believed himself elected and his te 
unjustly withheld to carry-on the contest at his own expense, 
which many men would be unable and some men unwilling to do. 

But it appears to me that where a member of the House in de- 
fending his right to a seat incurs a given amount of expense and 
can show that he has not been reckless or extravagant in doing 
so, he ought to be reimbursed; while the man who will institute 
a contest so utterly groundless that a committee in the first place 
and the House in the second place unanimously decide it to be 
* frivolous or vexatious, ought not to be allowed a dollar. 

. STEELE. I failed to state that my competitor got the 
same amount that I did. 

Mr. BAILEY. The same amount as you did; put you to the 
expense of $4,700 and the Government to the expense of $4,000, 
and all without any sufficient cause, 

Mr. CLAYTON. And he got two thousand himself. 

Mr. LOVE. In a case of that kind, where the contestant clearly 
failed to make ont his case at all, would the Elections Committee 
have the right to report as to the amount he should receive, or 
does the law fix that? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think possibly they would; but a practice has 

own up—and it will always grow up where there is a hard and 
fixed allowance—to let them have it. The question is not very 
clear, but my own judgment is that the committee ought to take 
the matter under consideration and allow every man, whether 
contestant or contestee, what he has actually ded, provided, 
of course, that he exercises good 3 in the iture of 
it, but not allow a man a dollar who itutes a frivolous contest 
ate BURRE Air. Chairman, long as the la i 

i > so as the law remains as it 
is to-day on the statute books, just so long will it be an incentive 
and a stimulus to the instituting of contested-election cases and 


proceedings. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says that he does 
not know any remedy or any way by which this can be remedied. 
Let me su to the distinguished gentleman a remedy, full, 
complete, and comprehensive in every respect. On a previous day 
of the session of this Congress I introduced a bill and had it re- 
ferred to the rag i — committee, absolutely repealing the 
statute giving a sum in every con -election case in this 
House. Before I had done that I went to the Clerk of the House 
and ascertained from him that since the passage of the act allow- 
ing $2,000 for both contestant and contestee in election cases there 
been expended in this House, out of the public funds of the 
stag! over $600,000. 
Mr. CLAYTON. The language of the law is: 


Hereafter no contestee or contestant for a seat in the House of Repre 
sentatives shall be paid exceeding $2,000. 


Mr. BURKE. I understand that. 
Mr. CLAYTON, It shall not run over that, 
Mr. BURKE. I understand that, 
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Mr, CLAYTON. That is the maximum amount. 


the reading of the report be omitted and that the statement be 


Mr. BURKE. That is true, but even under that, I will state | read. 


to the gentleman from Alabama, the records show in the neigh- 
borhood of $600,000, not counting the $70,000 proposed to be car- 
ried in this bill. 

Mr. LOVE. How long ago was that law d? 

Mr. BURKE. In 1878. 
the s 
and I te that to practical effect and 
and inaugurate a system carry into pr e an 

a toad ions made by him. Ibelieveitisright. That 

bill is now pending before Elections Committee No. 3 of this 
H 


ouse, 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BURKE. 2 i 

Mr. KING. Does the gentleman construe the existing law as 
mandatory upon this House to pay each person $2,000 whether 
the claim is meritorious or nof? 

Mr. BURKE. No; I should think not. I 

Mr. GAINES. Not at all. It is a matter of discretion whether 
the pay 5 5 or not. . 

Mr URKE. But practically it is done. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me say to the honorable gentleman that 
the law requires, and in the Committee on Elections of which I 
am a member the law is carried out, that there shall be an item- 
ized statement of the expenses, verified by the affidavit of the per- 
son who makes the claim. That is done in each case presented to 
the committee of which I am a member. ee 

Mr. BAILEY. Butif my friend from oan Sele permit me, 
while that is true that no more is allowed than has been expended, 
yet the question as to the merits of the contest is hardly ever taken 
into consideration. 

oe But we did not think we had aright to go 
into that. 

Mr. BAILEY, Well, I think that is very probably true, and I 
have never merke ae ee ox a ee Agnes eo 000 Palen 
ever he spent (an ey generally spend up 0 82, $ 
without any reference to whether the contest was groundless or 
not, 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BURKE, Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Does the gentleman from Texas think that the com- 
mittee have any right in this matter to determine whether or not 
the case is groundless, and therefore make an allowance accord- 
ingly? 

‘ 5 BURKE. That is exactly what I wish to see remedied by 
islation. 

r. KING. Is not the law susceptible to that construction, now 
that the committee have jurisdiction to determine whether it is a 
frivolous claim or not? 

Mr. BURKE. 5 they have a right to do it, but I 
wish to say that practically it is not done. 

Mr. G. One other question, if the gentleman will permit 


me. 

Mr. BURKE. Certainly. y 

Mr. KING. If that is true, why not refer this matter back to 
the committee and let them make recommendations accordingly? 

Mr. BURKE. It might be too late for that now in this Co: 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
just for a moment? 

Mr. BURKE. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. I think that the Committees on Elections pass 
upon these expenditures as a clerk or master would, and recom- 
mend them to the House. The House, of course, upon the 
= or demerits of the contest, and settles that before anything 
is $ 

e e The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 
Mr. BAILEY, Lask that my colleague be permitted to pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. CANNON, Will my friend allow me? I should like to 
move to rise, to allow a conference report to come in, 
gentleman can take his time in the morning. 

Mr. BURKE. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PAYNE hig ae that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10691) making 2 
ations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to present a conference 
report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill, I ask that 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
asks unanimous consent to omit the reading of the report, and to 
have the statement read. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the report be not read, but 
that the statement be read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The statement contains the substance of the 
report as well, I e? 

n" GROUT, It does. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does, 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. E 6897 * 3 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their ve Houses as follows: 

its amendments numbered 4, 6, 9, 13, 18, 20, 21 

51, 54. 50, 62, 75, 78, 81. 82. 83, 91, 92, 93, 98, 

6, 119, 123, 124, 129, 130, 135, 138, 157, 138, 


Senate numbered J. 2 3, 7, 8. 10, 15, 16, 1°32, 33. 39, 43, 44, 45, 49, 
. TT, SB BF, K d Br GL, BS 400 118 107 Ths 12. 12 18. 123, dat, i tee 10 
171, and 177, and agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 1 to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt 81.030; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
2 the se wpe p 1 1,00." 

“For repairs an ay a morgue, 

And the Senate — od the same. 

Amendment num 17: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$2.500;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amen t numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 810, 00; and the 
Senate to the same. 


Amen nt numbered 24: That the House recede from its ment 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “*$14,400;"" and the 
Senate to the same. 

ment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 810.400; and the 
Senate to the same. 


ent numbered 26: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and a to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: In lien of tbe sum proposed rt **$22,400;" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “$35,200;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$41,600; and the 


ment 


Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and a to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed “$7,000;” and the 


Senate to the same. 


Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 880,000; and the 


Senate agreo to the same. 

ent numbered 87: That the House recede from its t 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and to the same withan 
dment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert $150,000;" and 


amen 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
3 ss ota In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

For the purchase or condemnation of necessary land and preparing plans 
for the construction of a sewage a station under the improved 
project for sewage disposal in the D ot Columbia, $25,000."" 

And the Senate to the same. 


Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its ment 
The to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum rt $50,000,"" and 


inse: 5 
strike out all after the word “dollars,” in line 1, page 16 of the bill, down to 
and including line 5, same ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: Insert aftersaid amendment as a separate paragraph 


the following: 
For — al and lating Kalorama avenue between Eighteenth street 
and Columbia road, 75 


And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment num 58: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and to the same withan 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘*$67,500;" and the 


Senate — to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 165,000; and the 


Banate agros ty Sho mme: 
Am nt numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 


sert the followin g: * That not ex the sum of $15,000 of the 
amount so provided may be expended under the immediate direction of the 
Commissioners without contract; and said $15,000 shall be so expended and 
the accounts thereof so kept as to show the com tive cost of hand sweep- 
ing by da . and the to agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 63: That the House 7 85 from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the e with 
52 8 as follows: as lieu of the sum proposed insert * $04 600; and 
e Sena 


agree to the sam 
Amendment membered @ es: That the House renee from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and to the same with an 
re hay el in In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘*$166,000;" and the 
Sena e same. 


Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and 5 the same with an 
amendment as follows: 5 lieu ot the sum proposed rt 81,000; “ and the 


Senate to the sam 

Amendment Aenac 76: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed t 810,000; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House rocade from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, an to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all after re aa Bo said amen in line 

ollars,” in line 8 of 


and de 

mses of or said investigation. ” 

i numbe: — red 88 $3.0 an the . recede 

tothe amendment of tho Senate numbered 85, and 

amendments as follows: Strike out the sum named in 19, 20, 12 21, and 

gn in lieu thereof “ 210.50; and strike out the sum named in lines aS 
25, and 28, and insert in lieu thereof “$207,210.50; ” and the Senate agree to the 


same, 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “$64,128; “ and the 
Senate to the same, 

Amendment raea orat 97: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as 8 = lien of ria — masa in said amendment insert 
825.000; and the Se: be agree tO 

Amendment . le Thats the Ho woes recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with an 
aona 1 In lieu ot the sum proposed insert $598,780; ” and the 

na o same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110, and tothe same with an 
prea ger as 7 —.— 9 of the sum proposed insert 510,500; and the 


the sa 
Amendment eee 112: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 112, and saree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * 1 and the 
Senate a; to the same, 


all necessary ex- 

8 the same. i 
ts disagreemen 

E the same with 


an amendment as follows: a lieu of the sum proposed inse: 
the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sam proposed insert ‘$8,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That the House rato from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 120, and agree to th 
pea pen + 5 In lieu of the sum proposed insert 0 000 is play the 

ai o tho same, 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recane from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and 8 the same with au 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt 845, 77;“ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agros tothesame withan 
ee “ — pide In lieu of the sum proposed rt 86,000; and the 

un e 

Amendment ee 133: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 4 ree 4 and 5 of said 
amendment insert $500;"’ and the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede froma tts disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: —— lieu of the sum proposed insert 87, 00; and 
the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment n 10. That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘$6,000; “ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Ame ent numbered 168: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 

105 nthe am poai — e aera to th 


e Same. 
128, 143, 144 1 147, Sis. 120 20 150. 151. 18 1530 24. 108. r 59157 ane 
2 162, 163, i dab dal and 167 the committee of er perty Baake tae have been unable 
: WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
MAHLON PITNEY. 
ALEX. M. DOCKER 
Managers on the part of the House. 


L, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the Honse conferees was read, as follows: 
ers on the part of the House of the conference on the d 
e two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 2 the bill (H. R. 


e dalle wing writ. 


The man 


2 ropriati to provide for th of 
snaking a pp p ons op e e expenses 


Columbia for the fiscal year 1899 submit the f 


ten statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed u 
Porc pera in the accompanying conference report on each of . 


namely: 
Kon os. 1 i 2: Provides for an additional m 
executive office, as proposed by the Senate. FV 
On Nos, 3, 4, 5, and i relating to the assessor's office: Appropriates for one 
proposed by the Senate, and strikes ont one addi- 
tional clerk at $1,000. 


On Nos. 7 and 8: Provides for a disbursing officer at $2,500, 

the Senate, instead of a 0 clerk at t $1,000 * eee 

On Nos. 9, 10, and II, relatin; fing to the office . 5 sealer of weights and meas- 
re 


saad taka ela 5 
forsent ofa, building for the polio 0007 — 0 9 instead of $2,190, as pro- 
posed y 155 PA $1,500, as proposed by the Senate, for arranging 
old records, 


On No. 16: Appropriates $2,000, se popas by the Senate, to correct rec- 


ords in the office of the register of 
On No. 17: Appropriates $2,500, instead of $1,500, as proposed by the House, 


ants $4000, 1 8 — pct ra Banate; 1 3) repairs 88 
riation posed 
a wars here map of 88 r 8 


5 $500, as proposed by the Senate, for enforcement 
fe —— 1 


On No. 20: Strikes out appropriation of $242,850.93, opona by the Senate, 
to ae pans of main nr ion for one ——— of Bix th eeN 
— 1 8 5 by the House, instead of 
50,000, — Bp y the Senate, tor eee and permit work. 
On No. trikes out 5 of $15,000, proposed by the Senate, 
for paving 820 85.0 araen pormi t 
On Nos, 23, 24, 80, 31, Sandia: A 3 instead of 
PO MT as proposed by the House and he Senate, 
or work on streets and avenues; crite ont out 8 . by the Sen- 
ate to continue available balances for street work; strikes out t the special 
3 p. by the Senate of $11,500 for paving P hom and $3,000 
ving west si mor Heath Gapiton sient and a roposed 
5 e Senate, $4,000 for completing pavement of vol 23 —— et NE and 
CC proposed b 
On No. pprop ñ nsi 0 as the House 
and one as 7 78 8 Aa s Senate, for grading streets, alleys, —— roads. 
and 40, relating to sewers: Appropriates $60,000, 
instead of $50, as pkar by the House Ana POOO as Ti proposed by tb 
Senate, for aa sewers; appropriates St $150, f $50, 000 as 
by the House and d $231, posed by the Homer ig for the toe 
and New hd rti avenue high-level intercepting sewer; appropriates 
$20,000, as propose y the Senate, for the northerly portion oF the Tiber 
Creek and New pot J avenue high-loy 77 17 0 intercepting sewer, and authorizes 
a contract therefor not to ex 2 appropriates $25,000 for pur- 
chase or condemnation of necessary Ad and for expenses of construction of 
a sewage-pumping station. 
On No. 41: Ap riates $5,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $15, 
3 by the Bena , for replacing side walks and curbs arcund sat 
On No. 42: Ap’ tes $50,000, as pro’ by the House, instead of $60, 
„ 8 roads. o 2 


ro 
dae ie 7 e 52, 53, 56, 57, 1 ri 
— le 
ates 500, instead of $26, roposed by tho Dos and marie en 
a ae by the Senate, for — — of — county — he a 9 


On No. 59: Strikes out the appropriation of $5,000, propoued UF. by the Senate. 
for widening the Adams Mill road entrance to the Zool Park. 3 

On N and 61: Appropriates $145,000, instead of 500, as proposed by 
the House, and $165,000, as shorts by ‘the Bonate, for sprinkling, swe sweeping, 
and cleaning streets, and authorizes that $15, sum be used under 
the immediate direction of the 55 Miche contract. 


On No. 62: Appropriates the House, instead of $5,000, 
The Senate, for cleaning snow a aid of $5,000, 


as 8 and ice from crosswalks, 
bn 'Xppropriates $22,500, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the House, 
ma 5 mn a as pr 


ARA ce Sonate, ied the parking 3 3 

relating ng of stree ropri- 

28 G dend of $160, Soe the 1 and $175, sah 455 pro: 
the Senate, oie ar thd s to use $1,000, 

$3,000, as proposed by the —.— tor experimental li al Pang. 


On a Ke f 75: 3: Strikes out the app oe of $7,000, proposed by the Senate, 


a the H ee and 


TS te kee ita instead of $8.000, as proposed by the H 
0. p ropr: S 0 as pro} e House. 
and $12.000, as — the Senate, for ie 7 “4 x 
n No. ua ppropriates $4, 3 by the Senato, instead of $3,500, 
te 1 05 e inary care, of bri 000 proposed by the Senate 

0. 7 ro e na 

for laying a new floor upon 9 B 2 N v 
On Nos, 81, 82, and 83: a Fr dhe en 81,000, as 5 by the House, in- 
stead of $5,000, as proposed b Senate, for repairing the Conduit road, 


and strikes out the UR Potions. pr ‘oposed by the Senate, of $3,000 for re- 
Postion the north nection of the Balscartia Reservelr and $5,000 for pro- 
0 


tion to the inlet of the conduit at ones Falls. 
instead o as pr d by the Senate, 


000, if $5,000, 
tion concerning the filtering of the water supply. 
ppropriates for resuming ign 8 the construction of the 


ashington A jueduct tunnel, as proposed b nate. 
08. 80, B, N. 88, 90, 91, 62 0304 95, Wb, UE . 90. 100, 101, 102, Boorse 


relation to the patio sche ere Aart for School teachers as pro 
by the Senate; appropria e 5 for. 1 nder- 


th 
Fouse. and Aud 4 eee Fea of Ba, 3 a the 
pore an 326, as th the aa for janitors and care of school 
00, as proposed by the Senate 


riates ate fo 


ites, 
Rien in the third d ‘vision, eee 
building and site therefor fo od 35 gens 7 eight divisions, with e to con- 
tract gh not to exceed strikes out the N 


parsos y the Senate, o ot $ ti) for a a Bows rasa bailain on Grant 
for a new sch h di 
Nos. 104, 105, 108, 195 Ceti il, 15 niis and 114, i relatin 


Metropolitan police: ines 6 scat the roposed increase by the Sena 
number of officers and privates: ides for two eg labore: 
posed by the Senate, at $480 pean he sad appropriates $35,025 for misce 


2 58 


Be 
cout 


1898. 
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and other e: — 3 of $32,499. as proposed by the House, and $39,525, 

Dy meng e Senate. 
"Da os. 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, and 125, relating to the 
fire eos gor ocr trikes out the appropriation of $1,150 for a in 
re 


nce of ap- 
ropriation for engine house in thi Capitol street and 
Florida avenue to the 


roposed by the Senate, for a new hose e 

K On Nos. T28 and 1 I: À 5 — for = = Paver Topin tee at $720, as 
oposed by the „Tor the ph an lephone service. 

ah Nos. 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, and iat. relating to the health department: 
Strikes out the appropriation of $720, proposed by the Senate, for an engineer 
at the smallpox hospital; appropriates $6,000, instead of 000, as pro: by 
the House, and 7.00, as proposed by the Senate, for the enforcement of laws 
to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria; appropriates $500, in- 
stead of $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the abatement of nuisan 
under the act of 10015 and makes a verbal correction in the 5 oE the bill. 


Asylum: Appropriates for 
stead of as proposed by the 
proposed by the House, and 
5 mses; appropriates $6, 

,000, as pro) 
home; —— strikes out the appropriations, 


000, as 
ospital 


as 
uipment of buil or the Indusirial Home School; and — — riates 
by ouse, 


amendments of the Senate: 

0. 12, for free public library, $6,720; i 
Nos. 69, 70, TL 73, and 74, to electric arc ligh 5 
Nos. 70 and 80 respectively, for the Connecticut ave- 
d Massachusetts avenue bridges; 

0. 128, re to telephone poles and electric wire conduits; and 

Nos. 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 
161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, and 167, ting to the charities. 

The bill as by the House a Po ee $5,606,647.57, to which the 
Senate added its amendments §$1,520,470.63. By the action of the confer- 
ence committee the Senate recedes from $710,688. 13, the House agrees to $759,- 
eed said increase, = mes ss aroraa an the Se 2225 Which 

erence commi n unable e sum of $59.720. 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
MAHLON PITNEY. 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker. I move that the report of the com- 
mittee of conference be agreed to. 

The motion was to. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the first item upon which a dis- 
agreement is reported is the amendment numbered 12, and my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New Jersey 

Mr. PITNEY], has a proposition to submit in connection with that 
mate amendment. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have a proposition with respect 
to amendment No. 12 that I desire to submit, and also a proposi- 
tion in respect to amendment No. 74. I have already pre the 
latter in writing, and would prefer to submit it first, if there be no 
objection by the gentleman from Vermont. It is in respect to 
electrical conduits, and I should like to bring it up before the 
other amendments. 

Mr. GROUT. I have no objection. 

Mr. PITNEY. I move, Mr. Speaker, the following resolution— 
that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 74, and agree thereto with an amendment 
which I submit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 74, and agree thereto with an amendment as follows: Strike 
ic dons mattar inserted by said amendment, and in lieu thereof insert the 

“Provided further, That all overhead electric light wires and poles in the 
territory bounded by B street north, First street the fire limits, and 
Roek Creek, including said B street and First street, be removed within 
one year after the passage of this act, and that from and after the passage of 
this act no further overhead electric-light wires or poles shall be erected 
within said territory, and after the expiration of said year no overhead 
JJ wos et ie cones ake 
distribution purposes, as hereinafter provided.” s 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and 
required, as soon as practicable and within 3 days after the of 
this act, to pre 4 for a system of underground conduits for 
the territo; ‘oresaid, ing the number, character, and location of the 
several conduits for the said territory; which plans shall provide for a suffi- 
cient number of ways or ducts in said conduits to contain t es n 
to take the place of the overhead electric-light wires and other overhead 
wires now existing in said territory, and conduits shall also containa 
3 a of ppnow apne Fone to provide for all : 15 . needs 

ry; and each con also contain at least two ducts which 
shall be reserved for the use of the United States and the District of Columbia. 


XXXI— 382 


At any time within sixty days after the passage of this act org oopen or 


y 
corporation now maintaining overhead or underground wiresin the District of 
Columbia for electric lighting, telegraph, nne: power, heating, or other 
purposes, may apply in writing to said Commissioners for duct room in said 
system of conduits, g as nearly as may be the number of ducts re- 
quiron for the present and future needs of such company or co’ tion; and 
the said Commissioners shall, after fully — e said app ts and all 
other parties interested, upon consideration of the whole matter, settle and 
determine not only the number, character, and location of said conduits, but 
also the total number ofducts to be laid in said conduits, and how many of said 
ducts shall be allotted to the several companies or corporations a 
duct room in said condui 


and corporation to whom duct room has 
4 bond with 


ioners may demand A pobre from said com from time to 
time in advance of the work of construction, so that said Commissioners may 
have in hand not less than 10 nor more than 25 per cent of the total cost of 


constructio! 
“The said conduits, when pags gata (except such portion thereof as shall 
— their 


be reserved for public use), be the property of the several 
contributing to the cost of construction, in proportion to the amount 
several contributions; but the use of said conduits shall be subject to the 
rovisions of this act and to such further laws as Congress may enact in that 
half, and the right to maintain and use said system of conduits shall be 
revocable at any time by 9 making to the Pon interested 
therein such reasonable compensation (if any) as shall be fixed by Congress. 

“The several companies or corporations owning said conduit system shall 
be severally entitled to use the several ducts therein contained in proportion 
to their tive contributions to the cost of construction, but subject to 
regulation 8 the Commissioners of the District of Columbia as to the num- 
ber of ducts ni to be used and as to the reservation of duct room for 
the other present future needs of said territory, and the said Commis- 
sioners have the power from time to time to let ont the right to use and 
occupy such duct room as shall not in their judgment be needed by the own- 
ers of said conduit system to any 5 by law to carry on 
business requiring the use of electric wires in said territory, upon such rea- 
sonable rentals as shall be prescribed by the said Commissioners, said rentals 
to be paid to said Commissioners for the use of the owners of said conduit 
system, but no such lease shall be made fora longer term years. 

“The loners of the District of Columbia shall have power to con- 
struct, from time to time, within the territory above descri such exten- 
sions and branches of said conduit system asin their judgment may be re- 
quired, such extensions and branches to be located and constru in the 
same manner and spon the same terms as herein above provided, and under 
such regulations and restrictions as said Commissioners shall prescribe. 

“All electrical conduits now existing within the fire limits of the District 
of Columbia and all overhead electric wires and poles now existing outside 
of said fire limits are hereby 1 until otherwise provided by law; but 
the right to maintain and use the same at all times be revocable at the 
will of Congress, and with or without compensation, as Congress may deem 


Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 

to issue pou for the construction of such conduits as may be necessary to 
e owning or lawfully using said new conduits to connect 

ir now-existing conduits at the nearestand most accessible 
for each, not exceeding two squares’ distance and not exceeding two 
connecting conduits for any one company; and said Commissioners may also 
issue permits for the construction of conduits for house connections between 
y street conduit now existing or hereby authorized and any house or 
building adjacent to such street conduit or situate within a distance of 125 
feet therefrom; and where it may be necessary for this purpose to cross 
any public grounds or reservation not controlled by said Commissioners it 
shall be lawful for the 4 5 public authority to grant a permit for the 
construction of a conduit across said public grounds or reservation for that 


purpose. 

“ And the said Commissioners are further authorized to issue permits for 
the construction of service wires, either overhead or underground, in the 
alleys of squares adjacent to street conduits, and for the construction and 
maintenance of such alley poles as may be necessary for the distribution of 
electric-light wires in such — and any square located within 125 feet 
of any street conduit shall for purpose be considered as adjacent thereto. 
And said Commissioners may permit overhead wires to cross alleys where 
pooner for such distribution, but no overhead wires shall be permitted to 
be p or maintained across any street or avenue; and said Commission- 
ers may also issue permits for the construction of overhead electric lines 
and extensions thereof and house connections therewith in that portion of 
the Dir.trict of Columbia which lies outside of the fire Hmi by any company 
or corporation now carrying on the business of electric lighting in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

“And said Commissioners may issue permits for the construction of con- 
necting conduits, not ex 500 feet in length in any case, to lead from 
any electrical conduit now existing or hereby authorized to the conduit of 
any electrical railway: Provided, however, That no house connection shall be 
made from oe of an electrical railway: Provided further, That after 
eighteen months from the passage of this act no person or corporation shall 
operate or maintain within the District of Columbia any dynamo or gener- 
ator, or any electrical circuit for furnishing or distributing 5 for 
light or power purposes, haying any terminal grounded, or any part within 
the District of Columbia in electrical connection or contact with the earth, 
except upon lines or of lines owned by such 5 or corporation 
which are authorized the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
maintain such electrical contact or connection with the earth. Any viola- 


tion of the provisions of this ph shall render the person or corpora- 

tion so offending liable to a penalty of $25 for each and every day during 

= su violation continue, to be recovered in any court of compe- 
ent J 
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Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve a point of order 
a the amendment offered by the oa 3 New Jersey. 
A s 


PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I to ask on what 


ground the point of order is made. If my motion is notin order, 
it is not n to submit any remarks on the merits. The 

ition is eni germane to the amendment for which it is 
& substitute 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey is clearly objection- 
able to this provision of the rule: 


Nor shall an vision changi existing law be in order in any general 
— ent there * 


appropriation or any amen 
As I understand, this isa tion which looks to the crea- 
tion of a different system from that now prevailing in reference to 


electric apparatus within the city and to the mode of illuminat- 
ing the streets. This is a general appropriation bill, carrying 
1 for sundry purposes respecting this city. In this gen- 

appropriation is a popoe now, looking, as I under- 
stand it, to a change in one of ordinances, if it may be so de- 
nominated, or one of the laws respecting the manner of utilizing 
electricity. It seems to me clearly that it is objectionable, in that 
it changes existing law, or, if there is no law whatever upon 
this subject, it seeks to introduce a law governing the same, and, 
of course, it would be objectionable, because it would be a change 
of the present status. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr, Speaker, the proposed amendment does 
change the existing law. But that point of order can not be raised 
to an amendment of this character on an os ara bill at 
this s If the appropriation bill were under original consid- 
eration in the House, any proposition contained therein to change 
existing law would be out of order. But the Senate has amended 
this appropriation bill, either under their rules or in spite of their 
rules, or in the absence of objection thereto, they have put upon 
the bill an amendment which does change existing law, and the 
House can not complain of that, of course. 

Now, the Senate amendment being here on a conference report, 
which reports a di mt between the House conferees and 
the Senate conferees, it is in order for the House either to insist 


upon our disa ent, or to recede from our di ent, or to 
partially e, which I pro we shall do, by m 
our former di mt to the matter contained in the Senate 


amendment, provided the Senate will amend it in the manner pro- 
posed in my resolution. : 

Now, any amendment which is germane to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senate is in order at this stage, under the rules; and 
the only question is, not whether this proposition will change the 
law of the District of Columbia, but whether it will change it in 
a respect germane to the change proposed in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KING. May I inquire what the character of the amend- 
ment is? As Lam not informed as to the amendment offered to the 
amendment of the Senate, I would be very glad if the gentleman 
would indicate the character of the amendment. 
to the merits of the 


to the one com- 
now have the over- 


different phraseology. I am 


logy 
time, and should be glad 


p mp 
not germane to the subject-matter of the Senate amendment. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add a single word to 


what has been said by the A point 
of order would lie if this bill was being considered in the House 


it is in order, as pro amendment offered gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, offer a substitute for Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. KING. I the gentleman will permit me, I concede the 


correctness of the position just stated by the gentleman; but, as I 


understand, the amendment offered by the Senate does not relate 
to the establishment of a system to be coextensive with the city, 
to be a harmonious system for the whole city. Of course, if it 
looks toward the Government control of electrical appliances of 
the city, I concede it would be germane to that subject to 
further and attempt, as the gentleman has stated, to extend the 
op’ ty to the other companies, 

. DOC Y. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Prr- 
NEY] can make answer to the inquiry, but the general purpose of 
the amendment is to put the two electric-light companies of this 
city on an equal footing so far as the law can do so. The House 
conferees insist that competition will be advantageous to the 
= of the District of Columbia, beneficial to the Government of the 

nited States, and not disadvantageous to the stockholders of the 
companies. 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman think the importance of 
the subject requires that the whole matter be relegated to the 
proper committee and have a hearing, if necessary, and have a 
complete investigation and report by bill that will finally meet 
the 3 

Mr. DOCKERY: The suggestion of the gentleman from Utah 
is a timely one, and ordinarily I would say yes. Theoretical] 
that is the correct course of procedure, but as a matter of fact it 
is practically impossible to secure independent legislation. Of 
course, this proposition could not have appeared on this bill under 
our rules, but the Senate having raised the question by amendment, 
the gentleman from New Jersey offers the amendment in response 
to that proposition, and the House can now take up the ques- 
tion and deal with it, and I believe we can secure a satisfactory 
adjustment. I feel sure that unless we can secure competition 
under the terms of this amendment the District Committee will 
be unable to secure the enactment of an independent bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from New Jersey 
pe: PITNEY] moves to recede from the House disagreement to 

o amendment No. 74 and to agree with an amendment. The 

ntleman from Utah [Mr. Kd] makes the point of order that 

ə amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey is new 
legislation. The Chair is very clearly of opinion that the point 
of order is not well taken. Itis conceded that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey is germane to the Sen- 
ate amendment, and the t that it is new legislation can not 
be raised at this s of the proceeding, inasmuch as the new 
legislation originated in the Senate. If that was not the rule, it 
would be in the power of the Senate at any time to originate new 
legislation and deprive the House of any judgment with reference 
toit. If new legislation originates in the Senate, the House has 
the right to agree or disagree or to agree with an amendment, 
and the point of order is therefore overruled. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the resolution. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jerse 
moves that the House e from its disagreement to the amend- 
sone 74 and agree with an amendment which the Clerk has 


KING. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. $ er, I should be glad,if there were 
time enough to do it, to discuss this amendment at length; but I 
have taken some pains to explain to the gentleman from Utah in 
his seat the purport of theamendmentin detail, and I have taken 
a great deal of pains in the preparation of it. The Committee on 
Appropriations has been obliged to spend much time on this ques- 
tion during the past three years. The question is always raised 
in the shape of a Senate amendment on an appropriation bill. 
We have necessarily assumed jurisdiction of it, and have spent 
much time and pains upon it. This amendment has been care- 
Lorn preg in the light of our experience. It has been sub- 
mi to the ineer issioner of the District of Columbia, 
who has gone over it word by word; it has been submitted to the 
superintendent of street lighting, and both have approved it 
and consider it a great improvement on any other proposition 
that has been made. 

It is now twenty minutes to 5 o’clock, and we have to close the 
session at 5. We are anxious to dispose of this conference report 
before that time. If there is any icular point about which 
the gentleman from Utah desires information, I should be glad to 
give it to him; otherwise I will ask fot the previous question. 

Mr. KING. I yielded to the gentleman after I had been recog- 
nized, and he must not move the previous question until I make 
an observation or two. À 

Mr.PITNEY. I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, that that is 
the status of affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Utah was 


recognized by the Chair. - 
Mr. PLINEY. On the merits of the question? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ir does not know for 


what the tleman rose. 
= INE. Sioe much time does the gentleman from Utah 
wan 
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Mr. KING. Well, I have the floor; but I will not consume 
much time. 
Mr. PITNEY. I should like the opinion of the Speaker as to 


who has the floor. 
pS tempore. The gentleman from Utah was 
y the : 
rei EIN Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the amendment 


offered in the Senate. Iheartily agree with the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Jersey, if we are to have an legisla- 
tion whatever on this subject. My opposition relates to theentire 
subject and not to the amendment just su I think this 
question is of so much importance that it ought to be considered 
by the proper committee. I believe it to be an unwise, not to say 
a very Vicious principle that controls to such an extent the action 
of the House in incorporating upon appropriation bills legislation 
so important as this. 4 

Mr. PITNEY. We have not doneit. The Senate has done it. 
If the gentleman could raise his point of order at the other end of 
the 8 it might serve some 2 piss 

Mr. G. Ifmy friend from New Jersey will listen he will 
understand that I am not finding fault with him, but with the 
action of the Senate. Itseems to me that the proper course for 
the conferees would have been to resist this amendment of the 
Senate and not to haye brought back this report asking that the 
amendment be adopted. I am in favor of rej 7 not only 
the amendment, but the entire proposition submitted by the Sen- 
ate. That is the nature of my opposition. If we are to legislate 
at all on the subject, it is infinitely better that we should adopt 
the amendment offered pig gentleman, as I understand it, than 
that we should accept the Senate proposition without amend- 


ment. 
Mr, PITNEY. Task for the ee question. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEA pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Prrney],that the House 
nek, from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
e 74, and agree to it with the amendment which has been 
reported. 

The motion of Mr. PITNEY was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PITNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PITNEY. I now move that the House recede from its for- 
mer disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 12, and agree 
thereto with the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the whole of the paragraph in said amendment numbered 12 and 


insert in lieu thereof the following: 
: For librarian, $2,000; first 


“Free public lib assistant librarian, $000; 
second assistant , $720; and for rent, fuel, light, fitting up rooms, and 
other con in all, $6,720. 


mses, $3,100; in 

That whenever said library nein Fon Be for public use such 
books, peri papers in the existing li es of the Several Execu- 
tive Departments and offices of the Government in the city of Washington as 
in the judgment of the head of the Department, bureau, or office affected are 
not required for the special official use of said Department, bureau, or office 
shall be transferred as a loan to the free public library and T 
for its use, and it is hereby made the duty of the head of each Depart- 
ment, bureau, or office in which a circulating library is maintained for the 
use of employees of the Government to deliver all such books, periodicals, 
and papers, without delay, as a loan to the free public library and reading 
room, and no general circulatin 3 but only such library as 
is —e for its official use, shall be established or maintained 
ay paramens bureau, or office of the 

umbia; but the boo! riodicals, and 
the property of the Un States and 
show such ownership.” 


The motion of Mr. PITNEY was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. PITNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 4107. An act for the protection of subsurface pipes, cables, 
wires, and other metallic constructions in the District of Columbia 
from danger by electrolysis, and for other purposes; 

S. 4070. An act to amend an act granting to the St. Louis, Okla- 
homa and Southern Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; 


and 
be labeled in such manner as to 


S. 3969. An act to extend the time for the construction of the | a 


ily! Ae the 8 Island and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany ugh the Indian Territory; 

8. 3890, An act to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College of Alabama, for 

‘oes, and the State Normal College, at Florence, Ala.; 
. 3941, An act regulating the inspection of flour in the District 

of Columbia; 

8. 4571. An act to extend Rhode Island avenue; 


S. 4079. An act W for the immediate repair of the reser- 
voir dam at Lake Winnibi ish, Minnesota; 

S. 8872, An act for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; 

S. 3723. An act for the relief of William B. Reaney, surviving 
partner of the firm of Rearey, Son & Archbold; 

S. 2844. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Elias B. Bell; and 

S. 4326. An act to regulate the sitting of the United States 
courts within the district of South Carolina. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 9338. An act to restore to the State of New York the flag 
— by the One hundred and fourth New York Volunteer In- 
antry; 

H. R. 7696. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Christenberry; 

H. R. 7314. An act for the relief of John B. Tyre; and 

H. R. 3243. An act for the relief of Cordell B. Green, Company 
D, Sixteenth Michigan Infantry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 7844) to increase the pension of M 
Broggan; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with- 
out amendment House concurrent resolution No. 36, relative to 
Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses and had further insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 6897) making app riations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of istrict of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senatè bills of the following 
titles were taken from the S ex 's table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3173. An act for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 4655. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 
Titsworth—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 4826. An act to regulate the sitting of the United States 
courts within the district of South to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

S. 2844. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Elias B. Bell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2723. An act for the relief of William B. Reaney, surviving 
partner of the firm of Reaney, Son & Archbold—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

S. 4079. An act oe for the immediate repair of the reser- 
voir dam at Lake Winnibigoshish, Minnesota—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. 4571. An act to extend Rhode Island avenne—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 3941. An act regulating the i ion of flour in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 3890. An act to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College of Alabama, for 
negroes, and the State Normal College at Florence, Ala.—to the 


by | Committee on the Public Lands. 


S. 8969, An act to extend the time for the construction of the 
sist Bos the pie, Haye Island and Pacific Railway Com- 
pony ough the In Territory—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

S. 4070. An act to amend an act granting to the St. Louis, Okla- 
homa and Southern Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 4107. An act for the protection of 5 cables, 
re and — pag e F. in he istrict of Colum- 

ia from ger by electrolysis, and for o to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. PEET 

> DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GROUT. The next amendment to which we desire the at- 
tention of the House relates to the bridges over Connecticut ave- 
nue, Rock Creek avenue, and Massachusetts avenue. The con- 
ferees on the part of the House have brought this matter here with 

disagreement, because that was the understanding in the House 
at the time the bill was sent to conference. I understand that all 
opposition is withdrawn, but we have chosen to report the disa- 
greement to the House. 

Mr. KING. I do not know that the gentleman is warranted in 
arog that all opposition to those bridges is withdrawn. 

. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman from Vermont allow 
the matter to be submitted to the House now? I desire to move 
to concur in the Senate amendment as to these two bridges, I 
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move that we concur in the Senate amendment as to the Con- 
necticut avenue and the Massachusetts avenue bridges. 

Mr. MAHANY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Vermont 
whether the proposition to build one of these bridges was not 
rejected by the House earlier in the session? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly—the one on which the House acted at 
the time the bill was passed; the other is the Connecticut avenue 


bridge. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move to concur in the amendment as to 
the first of these bridges—the Connecticut avenue bridge, That 
is amendment No. 79. 

Mr. MAHANY, I desire to say that in this Congress and in 
the Fifty-fourth Con I have repeatedly heard the professional 
“watchdogs of the Treasury,” on both sides of this House, get up 
and howl di against even urgent and necessary appropria- 
tions for public improvements of general utility, and yet it is 
calmly proposed by the committee having this measure in 
to expend $200,000 for a bridge in a remote and com tively un- 
inhabited region of the District of Columbia. At the time when 
the proposition for this particular bridge was overwhelmingly de- 
feated in the House the debate developed, clearly and distinctly, 
the fact that such an improvement was absolutely unnecessary 
and unwarranted on any grounds of public convenience or advan- 


tage. 
F Which bridge is the gentleman talking 
abou 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman means the Massachusetts 
avenue bridge. 

Mr. LIV IN GSTON. My motion now is to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate with reference to the other bridge. I hope 
the gentleman from New York will wait and not speak upon the 
other until this question is decided. 

Mr. MAHANY. The bridge to which I refer is the one pro- 

to be built over Massachusetts avenue, I have no great ob- 
jection to the other. ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is the Massachusetts avenue bridge. 


Mr. FLEMING. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that after a long | PO 


discussion in this House one of these measures was yoted down. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, That is the Massachusetts avenue bridge 
not the one to which my motion applies. 

Mr. FLEMING. The other one — the Connecticut avenue 
1 be as bad as that. It has never been discussed in 
f Taek Tatar willing yw apo i 

ow, Mr. er, I am perfectly vote upon these 
questions upon their merits when we have a full House; but I for 
one am not willing to see this bridge matter carried through this 
House with only a scattering number of members here, when it 
has already been voted down in the full House. So I give notice 
that I am going to raise the question whether or not there is a 
quorum, if a vote is to be taken upon this question. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think these matters might well be postponed. 
I hope the gentleman in charge of the conference report will agree 
to a postponement until to-morrow. 

Mr. FLEMING, If gentlemen will allow both bridge matters 
to go over until morning I will not raise the point of no quorum. 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave no objection to leaving these items open 
until to-morrow morning. Wecould hardly have timeto dispose 
of them to-night anyway, if there was any discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia has 
already made a motion. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not let the other go over and let the 
Connecticut avenue item go through? 

Mr. FLEMING. We have not discussed the Connecticut ave- 
nue bridge at all in the House, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Nobody has objected to that. 

Mr. FLEMING. I should like to know something about it. 
What is it? What is the necessity forit? The House did not put 
it on the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The law provides for it; the property is 
all condemned and everything has been done. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Georgia would withdraw 
his motion to concur, I would move that the House further insist 
on its disagreement to the Senate amendments and ask for a fur- 
ther conference. 

The SPEAKER protempore, On this particular amendment, 
or on all of them? 

Mr. GROUT. On all of the remaining amendments. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam perfectly willing to have the matter 

Drot aan to-morrow, but I do not propose to be taken clear off 
e . 
Mr. GROUT. Ido not propose to take the gentleman off the 


oor, 
ene LIVINGSTON. Not the floor, but the field, on that prop- 
on. Fe 
Mr. PITNEY. I hope the gentleman from Vermont will with- 


draw that motion, I do not think the conferees ought to be put 
in that position 


Mr. GROUT. There is a motion pending, and unless that is 
withdrawn I can make no motion, I simply suggested to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia that he withdraw it. 

Mr. FLEMING, And let it go over until morning. 

Mr. GROUT. The matter had better go over. 

Mr. PITNEY. I move that the House take a recess until 8 
o'clock this 3 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I am perfectly willing to have that done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw 
his motion? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam perfectly willing to have that done, 
with the understanding that my motion is pending. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the House take a recesss. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the House take a recess until 8 o'clock, 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman from New J ersey 
[Mr. Prrxxv] to make that motion, which I believe is in order. 

The SP R pro tempore. The Chair so understands now, 
and will put the motion in a moment, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Wuire of North Carolina, for three days, on account of 
important business. 

o Mr. ELLIOTT, for five rb on account of important business, 

To Mr, Harmer, indefinitely, on account of illness, 

5 5 Mr. Gares, for the remainder of this day, on account of 
ness, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

The Committee on Pensions was disc from further con- 
sideration of the bill S. 4246, and the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion of Mr. Grout was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the ey session the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, Mr. Evans, will act as Speaker pro tem- 


re. 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 51 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess haring expired, the House at 8 o'clock resumed its 
session and was called to order by Mr. Evans as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the rule 
for this evening's session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The H. shall h Frida: ^ „ m. 
o'clock, at which 8 V 


of political disabilities, and bills removing c of desertion only shall be 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 min- 


utes. 
BILLS PASSED. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, there is some business 
on the Unfinished Calendar which I suppose will be first in order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the first thing in order, 
The following bills, favorably reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House on June 3, 1898, were severally considered, the 
amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole agreed 
to, the House bills ordered to be engrossed, read a third time, and 
passed; the Senate bills ordered toa third reading, read a third 
time, and passed; « 
A bill (H. R.5992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Freeman; 
A bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Herman Dellit; 
A bill (H. R. 6645) to increase the pension of Theodore W. Cobia; 
A bill (S. 4451) granting a pension to Nancy Barger; 
3 bill (S. 2588) increasing the pension of Corrissanda L. Mo- 
uire; ? 
A bill (S. 1475) granting an increase of pension to Elijah N, 
Parkhurst; 
12 bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Carlton W. 


uzzy; 
A bill (S. 2541) granting a pension to Clara R. Rodgers; 
A bill (S. 3515) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Pages 
3 (S. 3350) granting an increase of pension to Blanche 
arlow; 
A bill (H. R. 1213) granting an honorable discharge to W. G. 
Neeley, of Canyon City, Colo.; 
A bill (H. R. 8723) granting a pension to Juliette J. Harrow, 
widow of Gen. William Harrow; 
A bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension to Edson 


Sullivan; . 
A pill (H. R. 3567) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Dodge: 


Gardner 


A bill (H. R. 6980) for the relief of and to correct the military 
record of Jacob Covert; 
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A bill (H. R. 6162) removing the charge of desertion from the} The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


cord of Robert V. Hancock; 
A bill (H. R. 4253) granting an honorable discharge to Thomas 


West; í 
A bill (H. R. 1373) for the relief of Frances P, Trumbull, widow 
of Matthew M. Trumbull; . 
A bill (H. R. 638) for the relief of George W. Dunning; 
A bill (H. R. 4283) for therelief of William B. Murray, of South 
Pittsburg, Marion County, Tenn.; : 
A bill (H. R.5385) granting a pension to A, C. Litchfield; 
A bill (H. R.6831) granting a pension to Taylor McFarland; 
A bill (H. R. 990) to pension George E. Welles, late colonel Sixty- 
eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 3 S 
A bill (H. R. 4315) to increase the pension of George D. Phiney; 
A bill (H. R.8037) granting a pension to Lizzie Waltz; 
A bill (H. R. 9187) to pension Missouri B. Ross; ; 
A bill (H. R.3624) granting a pension to Pauline Robbins, of 
Sandusky, Sauk County, Wis.; 
A bill (H. R.8266) to pension Mrs. Ann Gibbons; 
A bill (H. R.3271) to increase the pension of Mrs, Rebecca 8. 
Foster; 
A bill (H. R.2981) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Jackson; s 
A bill (H. R. 258) to pension Margaret Wilber, of Blair, Nebr. ; 
A bill (H. R. 9593) to increase the pension of Michael Meehan; 
aan pn (H. R. 9801) granting an increase of pension to Emer H, 
rich; 
A bill (H. R. 5402) to increase the pension of Louis Hirsch; 
A bill (H. R. 3297) to remove the stare oi desertion from the 
ward; 
(H. R. 2267) to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 
(H. R. 4001) granting a pension to Robert Fletcher; 
(H. R. 6714) granting a pension to Mary M. Wairath; 
' R. 1045) granting a pension to Mary A. Caulfield; 
bill (H. R. 4200) granting a pension to Ellen Stack; 
bill (H. R. 247) granting an increase of pension to John 


of Lunenburg, Vt.; 
A bill (H. R. 2869) for the relief of Eliza J. Mead, widow of 
James W. Mead; 
A bill (H. R. 312) for the relief of Ellen Wright, hospital nurse; 
5 bill (H. R. 7583) for the relief of John A. Whitman, a blind 
soldier; 
A bill (H. R. 9310) granting an increase of pension to Harry H. 


on; 
A bill (H. R. 9866) granting a pension to Joseph Griffith; 
A: bill (H. R. 8180) granting a pension to Isabella Cross; 
A bill (H. R. 6944) to pension John F. Gates; 
ss bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase of pension to Jordan 
omas; 
A bill (H. R. 1778) for the relief of Wesley Van Over; 
A bill (H. R. 7362) to grant a pension to Junius Alexander; 
A bill (H. R. 3487) for increase of pension of John W. Majors; 
A bill (S. 3474) granting a pension to John C. Brown; 
A bill (S. 949) granting a pension to Levi R. Long; 
A bill (S. 166) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 


mI * 

A bill (S. 156) to increase the pension of Capt. John H. Mullen; 
A bill (S. 2219) granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 

A bill (S. 4533) to increase the pension of Lucinda Booth; 

A bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

er; 

A bill (S. 3722) granting a pension to William J. Williams; 

A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Paul Carr; 

A bill (S. 2112) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; 

A bill (S. 2114) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; 

A bill (S. 1090) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford; 

A bill (S. 4004) granting a pension to Julia E. Warner; and 

A bill (S. 2247) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann. 


BILLS ORDERED TO LIE ON THE TABLE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 692) granting a pension to 
Abner Abercrombie. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Speaker, the recommendation of the 
committee is that that bill do lie on the table. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2694) to increase the pen- 
sion now paid Mrs. Lucinda Booth, widow of Wiley Booth, a 
soldier of the war of 1812. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, that bill has been recommended 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with the recommendation that they do lie on the table, were 
accordingly ordered to lie on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 10135) to increase the pension of Robert Litzinger; 


and 

A bill (S. 1853) for the increase of the pension of Farnham J. 
Eastman. s 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, there is some business 
on the aker’s table, that I call up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the 
House the following House bills with Senate amendments. 


HENRY K, OPP, 


The first business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 6411) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry K. Opp, with the follow- 
ing Senate amendments: 

In line 4, after roll,“ insert , subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.” 

In line 5 strike out who was“ and insert ! late.“ 

In line 7 strike out “seventeen ” and insert “twelve.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
disagree to the amendments of the Senate and ask for a confer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER be eae eo as conferees on the 
of the House Mr, Ray of New York, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, 
and Mr. Driaes. 

FRANK ROCKWITH. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 
619) granting an increase of pension to Frank Rockwith, with the 
following Senate amendments: 


In line 4, after “ place,” insert “on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the on laws.“ N i * 


In line 7 strike out upon the pension roll.“ 

In line 8 strike out “amount” and insert “ pension,” 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the House concur in the 
Senate amendments. > 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS S. TEFFT. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 
8299) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. Tefft, with 
the following Senate amendments: 


In line 4, after roll, insert, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.” 


In line 5 strike out “Company ——,” and insert the.“ 
In line 5, after “First,” insert ent.“ 
In line 6 strike out y” and insert “twenty.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
disagree to the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER tempore announced as conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. Ray of New York, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, 
and Mr. Dricas. 

GEORGE W. OSBORN, 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 4961) 

granting an increase of pension to George W. Osborn, with the 
ollowing Senate amendments: 

In line 5 strike out of Mattoon, III.“) and insert “late.” 

In line 8, after “month,” insert “in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH C, BERRY. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill 
granting a pension to Joseph C. Berry, alias Joseph 
the following Senate amendments: 

In line 4, after “roll,” insert: , subject to the provisions and limitations 
V1 “An act t crease of pensi 

e Nee i i 
Joseph O: Berry, aisa Joseph White” o n EMES e 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to ` 


JOSEPH R. MATHERS, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 6388 
prenting m increase of pension to Joseph R. Mathers, with the fol- 
lowing Senate amendments: 

In line 3, after “and,” insert he.“ 

In line 4, after “roll,” insert , subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.“ 

In line 5 strike out J.” and insert Joseph.” 

In line 6, alter pension.“ insert at the rate.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to, 


R. 6397) 
hite, with 


6102 


CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD HOUSE. 


JUNE 17, 


LAURITZ OLSEN, 
The next business on the S ‘s table wasthe bill (H. R. 7321) 
nting an increase of pension to Lauritz Olsen, with the follow- 
ee Senate amendments: 
In line 3, after “hereby,” insert “authorized and.” 


“ n 


In line 4 strike out “upon” and insert “in. 


In line 7 strike out “a month from and after the passage of this act” and 
nsert “per month.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN A. BINGHAM, 


The next business on the § er's table was the bill (H. R. 8181) 
for the relief of John A. Bingham, with the following Senate 
amendments: 


In line 8 strike out “from and after the passage of this act.“ 
Amend the title so as to read: An act granting a pension to John A. Bing- 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE H. GIVENS, 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 8861) 

granting an increase of pension to George H. Givens, with the 
ollowing Senate amendments: 

In line 4, after “place,” insert on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 

sions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


In 6 and 7, e out “upon the pension roll with an increase pen- 
sion” and insert “and pay him a pension at the rate.“ 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to, 

WILLIAM L. SMITHSON, 

The next business on Led road table was the bill (H. R. 9729) 
to increase the pension of William L. Smi: late pany D, 
Fifth Tennessee Volunteers; Mexican war; with the following 
Senate amendments: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, 5 is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension subject to the ns and limitations 
of the 1 2 to tho 5 
Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican war, and pay him a pension at rate 
of £24 per month, in lieu of that he is now recei Bij: 

And amend the title so as to read: “An act gan increase of pension 
to William L. Smithson.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY BROGGAN, 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 7844) 
to increase the pension of Broggan, with the following Sen- 
ate amendment: 

In line 5, after “month,” insert , the same to be in lieu of the amount she 
is now receiving.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

N. WARD CADY, 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 6098) 
to correct. the military record of N. Ward Cady, late major, Second 
Mounted Rifles, New York Volunteers, and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge, with the following Senate amendment: 

In line 4, strike out all after “to,” down to and including “ regiment,” line 
7, and insert feng go and rete = 5 1 agin ep 
ton aa of the yeuarel courr-imastial Nettine wiacks Be Waed DONT inte onion 
Second Mounted Rifles, New York Volunteers, was tried, found guilty, an 
sentenced ‘to be dismissed the service with loss of all pay due or to become 
3 to issue to said Cady an honorable discharge as of date October 28, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. j 

Ths motion was to. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, as to each of the bills 
that have passed the House this evening, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which they were passed, and to lay the latter motion on 
the table. 

The latter motion was a to. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whoie for the EAR of con- 
sidering business on the Private Calendar, under the rule. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, Mr. Moony in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills upon the Private Calendar 
under the rule, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 


subject to the provisions and limitations of | ized 


THOMAS W. O'BRIEN, 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2632) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Thomas W. O’Brien. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit eee etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is 3 


an to remove the of desertion from the mili 
of Thomas W. O'Brien, late a private 3 O, Fifth United States Artil- 
oT aaa thatan nore 1 in lieu thereof, to date from 


3 Te amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

Add to the end of the bill the following: 

5 i That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

THOMAS CONNOLLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
core Bas remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Thomas Connolly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of desertion stan pa pe Thomas 
Connolly, private in Company G, Ninth Pennsylvania Cavalry olunteers, be 
removed on the grounds that while absent from his command, under author- 
ity of his comman officer, he was drowned while re to camp be- 
fore the expiration of tation of time allowed, as was shown by coroner's in- 
quest, after recovery of said soldier. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Add at the end of the bill the folowing: 
“Prov That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was j to be laid aside with a favor - 
able recommendation. 


MICHAEL F. NEWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1608) to are the charge of desertion standing against Michael 

. Newell, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove the charge of desertion standing t Michael F. New- 
a who 5 8 yan Eua ies & pese = 

mpany C, Fortie ew Jersey Volunteers, an gran Michae 
F. Newell, alias John Nolan, an honorable discharge. 


5 LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the reading of the report in 
case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report in the time 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1008) for the relief 
of ae 10 Newell, have carefully considered the same and beg leave to 
re as follows: 

F. Newell, when a boy of 15 or 16 years of Sen onen in Com- 
pany C, Fortieth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, some Ə in 1864, with- 
out the knowledge or consent of his parents, To avoid * iden- 
unde lest his parents might seek to reclaim him from the service, he enlisted 
under the name of John Nolan, and served under that name until the end of 
the war. He was a brave and faithful soldier, present in every battle and 
skirmish in which his regimant was eng was present with his regi- 
ment constantly until, while on the to W: to take in the 
e became swollen and lame and he was unable to keep 


ng mustered out of service, but supposed his 
had nothing to do exons go home. 
He had a brother in Pitts „and findin 
their way to that city, he join them. He 
the war was over, there was nothing to be ed and no motive for desert- 
ing. He had been a brave and faithful soldier, had never flinched in — 
and would not run away when the war was over. His failure to re an 
be mustered out was due simply toa boy's ignorance and th 
He is an excellent citizen and a man of high characte 


a lot of soldiers who were on 
no intention of deserting— 


jessness, 
n, Mayor Dempsey, and 


„ There ha been no intention of default or oing on the of 
Mr. N 8 entirely unjust that his ——— — —— 
be marred by an unfounded charge of desertion. 
Your committee therefore report the bill favorably and recommend that 
it do with amendment by adding the fi z 
“ Provided, That no pay, ity, or 
or payable by virtue of the passage of t 


The amendment recommended by the committee was a; 


greed to. 
The bill as amended was ord to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 


other emoluments shall become due 
his act.” 


desertion cases be over this evening, without losing their 
place on the Calendar, unless the member introducing the bill is 
presen 


t. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. BARNEY, Mr. Chairman, I spoke to Major Schroeling at 
one time about this case, and he related to me the circumstances. 
He stated that the party interested in this case, Mr. Stolle, was a 
faithful soldier, one of the best in his regiment; that he went 
home in the winter of 1864 because his buildings had burned down 
and his wife was very sick, and when he got home, it was con- 
cluded, in talking it over in the family, that it would be better 
for the boy to go back and take his father’s place, 

The boy had become old enough, and they thought it would be 
dee and so the father stayed at home and the boy went 

own to the regiment and reported that he had come to take his 
father’s place. While it was irregular, he did take his place and 
served in the company and regiment until he died. it was 
simply a matter of ignorance on the part of the pene thinking 
the boy had a right to doit. He gave up his life for his country, 
and the father never went away with any intention of deserting. 
He went home to his farm and been there ever since. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
WILLIAM D. KURFISS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8336) to correct the military record of William D. Kurfiss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cor- 
rect the record of William D. Kurfiss, private, Company F, First Ohio Cav- 
alry, so as to show his honorable discharge from service on December 1, 1864, 

Mr. LOVE. I do not like to sia time on these questions, 
50 where nee = aoe 77 esertion F some 8 
nation oug as ə reason for removing t 
charge or the report ought to be read. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. e report, I believe, isa brief one, Per- 
hare it will be more satisfactory to have it read. 

e report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Aff to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8388) to correct the military record of William D. Kurfiss, submit the follow- 


re 3 
ing report: D. Kurfiss enlisted as a private in Company A, Seventeenth Ohio 
Infantry, on April 22, 1861, for three months, served honorably and was mus- 
tered out with his company on August 15, 1861, having served nearly a month 
over his term of enlistment. He again enlisted in September, 186], as a pri- 
yate in 2 pert F, First Ohio Cayalry, to serve three years. 

Under this enlistment he served honorably three years and four months, 
and on January 4, 1804. he reenlisted for another term of three years in the 
same company and 8 During his term of enlistment he took part 
with his et ed and regiment in nearly uy battles and skirmishes, and 

roved himself a brave soldier, always ready for duty, and never shrinkin: 
— . any demand made on him. as testih by many commissioned an 
noncommissioned officers of his company and regiment. 


CORYDON WINKLER. 3 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
987) to correct the military record of Corydon Winkler, late pri- 
vate Eighth lg ag A First Battalion, First Ohio Sharpshoo 
(introduced by Mr. SOUTHARD), 
The bill was read, as sows: So GE $ F 
7 tth tary ereby authorized an 
0 tho rolls and recordsin the office of the War Depart- 
ment the charge of desertion non tho iel in Company, First Battalion, Ohio 
0 e + 1 
eber PA 5 to him an honorable Johar; to date the Ist of 
y, l 
The committee amendment was read, as follows: 


d of the act the following: 
Aci of 40 ‘That no y, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
act.“ 


3 of the passage of this 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask some gentle- 
man who knows the circumstances of this case to make an expla- 
nation. I think cases of desertion ought to be explained. 

Mr, SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman, I know this man perfectly. 
He enlisted in the Army, was mustered into the service on Novem- 
per 10, 1863, and went South and was detailed as chief sawyer in a 
steam mill in Bridgeport, Ala. He worked in the sa a con- 
siderable length of i time as head sawyer, and while thus engaged 
met with an accident, His leg was crushed between two saw 
logs in such a way as to completely disable him. His leg now is 
as stiff hapa take He was taken to a house, and as soon as he 
was able to get about, his comrades assisting him, he worked his 
way North. For two or three years he was totally disabled. 

Nr. LOVE. Why was henot discharged? If he was in the em- 
1 of the Government while in the sawmill, he ought to 


ve been bing ee R ‘ 

Mr. SOUTHARD, There is nodispute about thecircumstances. 
There is no discrepancy between the real and what you may call 
the extrinsic evidence. It is agreed on all hands t he came 
North without any intention of deserting, and nobody thinks that 
there was any intention on his part to desert. He could not have 
rendered any service after the accident if he had wanted to, nor 
could he have done so within two or three yearsafterwards. The 
reason he was not discharged, I suppone, was that he was isolated 
fromthe Army after the accident. He did not apply for adischarge, 
and nobody thought of it for him. 

Mr. LOVE. hat period was that? 

| Mr, SOUTHARD. It was in 1862, I think. The report is short, 
if the gentleman desires to hear it read. There is nothing in the 
case to intimate that the soldier ever intended to desert from the 
service. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. - 
CARL F. W. STOLLE, 

The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1798) to remove the charge of desertion against Carl F, W. Stolle, 
of Iron Ridge, Wis. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against the name 
of Carl F. W. Stolle, Jate of Company K of the Third Regiment of Cavalry of 
Wisconsin Volunteers, and correct the record so that it may show that said 
Carl F. W. Stolle was mustered out and honorably discharged at the date of 
the muster out of his company. 

The Clerk read the committee amendments, as follows: 

Add at the end of the act the following: 

“ Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr, LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I askfor the reading of the report, 
unless the gentleman introducing the bill can explain it. 

Mr, SAUERHERING. Mr. Chairman, this man enlisted Jan- 
uary 24, 1862, for three years. In 1864 he reenlisted as a veteran 
volunteer. He was granted thecustomary furlough in May, 1864, 
Having received a letter from his wife that the house was de- 
stroyed by fire, he left the company, having an understanding 
with the captain that if he found it impossible for him to return 
he was to be permitted to have his son take his place. This is 
ees by the testimony of numerous witnesses, comrades of Mr, 

toile. It appears that he did not return tohis regiment, but his 
son entered the service in his place under date of August 30, 1865, 

Application was made to the medical director of the hospital in 
Arkansas for Carl Stolle, that being the son, for treatment. He 
was thereupon admitted to the hospital in Arkansas, had typhoid 
fever, and died September 18, 1864. It appears that the agree- 
ment that the son was to take his place was made between the 
soldier and the captain, but the captain, of course, was not au- 
thorized to accept the son in the place of the father. The boy was 
never placed on the rolls, but the records of the War Department 
show that he performed military duty and was admitted to the 17 75 DOCKERY. Is there any amendment proposed by this 


hospital, where he pia e died. There was certainly no in- | bill? 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands there is none. 


tention of the soldier to desert, and the son reported for duty and 
died in the service of his country, Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that this bill raises a new question 


When the war closed, he 3 there was no further actual need for him 
as a soldier, as was really the fact, so he did not return to his company. He 
served as a soldier al ther, under his first, second, and third enlistments, 
about three years and eight months, covering the entire period when his 
command was actually confronting tho enemy, and only left when the war 
was practically ended, so far as his command was concerned, prompted alone 
1 — very natural and pardonable desire to be with his father in his fatal 
ess. 

It seems to be a very technical and very excusable case of desertion, and 
we therefore recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amendment: 

Add after the word “sixty-four,” in line 6, the following: 

“Provided, That no pay bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 


The amendment appended to the report of the committee was 
read, and agreed to. A 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
WILHELM SPIEGELBURG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 129) 
to amend “An act for the correction of the military record of 
Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” ri pbb July 21, 1892, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act for the correction of the military record 
of Wilhelm 8 Iburg.“ approved July 21, 1892, be amended so as to read: 
That the Secre of War Be caa he hereby is, authorized and directed to 
revoke the order of discharge in Special Orders, Department of Virginia and 
North Carolina, dated October 26, 1861, of Wilhelm Spiegelburg, and to dis- 
charge bim, to date May 1, 1865; and the accounting officers of Treasury 
Department are hereby authorized and directed to adjust and pay the ac- 
counts of the said Spiegelburg for pay and allowance from November 22, 1864, 
to May 1, 1865, inclusive.” 
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and is not in harmony with the practice of the House. It has 
never been our practice to grant arrears of pensions even when we 
passed private pension bills, : 

Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin. This soldier enlisted as a sec- 
ond lieutenant and served about three years, when he asked for a 

i on account of the sickness of his wife and child. After 
his application had been sent in, and after the discharge was 
erated but before he received notice of it, a battle occurred. He 
went into the battle and was wounded, in consequence of which 
he was in the hospital for three or four months. An act was passed 
heretofore for his relief, but the language was not explicit enough 
to enable the Treasury officials to pay him for the several mon 
he was in hospital nef a wounds received in battle after 
the date of his discharge. en his discharge came it bore date 
prior to the date of the battle in which he took part and was 
toot ee I hope the bill will be passed as it came from the 

nate, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think this bill ought to pass, Ido 
not mean to say that the charge of desertion ought not to be 
removed; but the House has never granted arrears of pensions in 
passing ial pension bills. ak 

Mr. VIDSON of Wisconsin. Let me explain. This is not 
a bill to remove a charge of desertion. I would like to have the 


oy read, : A 

. DOCKERY. There is another question which might be 

raised—that the House ea 0 has no jurisdiction to consider 

this bill under the special order of business. I prefer not to raise 

3 point; but I am frank to say that this bill seems to be a new 
e 


. GRIFFIN. . Mr. Chairman, I wish to say on behalf of tho 
Committee on Military Affairs, from which this bill was reported, 
that this is an exceptional case. I doubt very much whether the 

ntleman from Missouri Mr. Dockery], in all his service here, 
as found a case similar to this. This is a case where the officer 
tendered his resignation for the reason stated by my coll e 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Davipson]; but after his resignation had 
been tendered a battle came on. and, like a true, loyal, heroic man, 
he did not ask excuse from military service upon the ground that 
he had tendered his resignation (although such an excuse would 
probably have been accepted), but he went into battle when he 


might have remained out. During that battle he was wounded— 
was so disabled that he was by the military authorities in 
the hospital and taken care of by military authority. Í 

In 1892 Con passed a which undertook to pay him for 


the period which elapsed between the time when his resignation 
was accepted and the time when he was discharged by the mili- 
G og Na from the hospital. 

. LOVE, What length of time? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Ido not remember now. The report shows. 
But I say that for that time, whatever it was, long or short, the na- 
tion was under obligation to pay him, for it would be the sheerest 
injustice to say here to-night that a man who performed such 
service should not receive pay for the time he was actually in the 
military service, though his resignation had been acce 

As I said at the outset of my remarks, I doubt whether the 
gentleman will find a similar case anywhere upon the records of 
this country. à 

Mr. LOVE. Is the pay for 2 porion just named by the gen- 
tleman all that is asked in this bill? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is all—that he shall receive pay for the 
time that he was sick and disabled and unable to get home—un- 
able to get out of the hospital. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say to the gentleman that I misun- 
derstood the reading of the bill. I thought it granted him pay 
from that time until the present. 


Mr. GRIFFIN. Oh, no; the Military Committee are not doing 
that sort of thing. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I knew that would be very unusual for my 


friend from Wisconsin to favor anything like that. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


PATRICK HANLEY,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1737) 
to correct the military record of Patrick Hanley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against Patrick 
Hanley, late a private in Company H. ‘Twenty-cighth Regiment Wisconsin 
1 and to issue to him an honorable to date De- 
cember 19, 1862. 

Mr. LOVE. Let the report be read, Mr, Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

The report (by Mr. BRowNLOw) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the 1 — 4 2 


to correct the mili record of Patrick Hanley, report the same 
House with the eee a that it do cord 


The report made by the Senate Committee on Mili irs is 
attached and made Rad, of this report. war ARE 9 


[Senate Report No. 503, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session.] 


The committee now adopts their former A pet (No. 1546), — 4 — is hereto 
again recommend the passage 


The . — an tary Aff. to wh ferred the H 

e Comm on ‘airs, to whom was refer: the House bill 
8706, have had the same under consideration and find the facts to be as stated 
in House Report No. 2470, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, which is 
made a part or this report, as follows: 

“The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8706) to correct the military record of Patrick Hanley, having considered the 
same, would 8 report such bill back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the same do pass. 

“The facts upon which your committee rely for the clemency sought to 
be extended by this bill are briefly as follows: The soldier ran away from 
home and enlisted, without bommig; in Company H, 8 iscon- 
sin, on the 2th day of August, 1 He was then about 17 years old. He 
remained with his company in camp within his own State until December 
19, 1862, when he obtained leaye to visit his home, and while absent on such 
leave his regiment was ordered to the front, leaving the soldier behind. 
When he learned that the regiment had left he followed it to Chicago. When 
he arrived there the 9 had left. Not being able to learn of its where - 
ee 3 in the Mercantile Battery, but was rejected on account 

phy e 

On the 10th day of June, 1883, he again tendered his services to his coun- 
try and was assigned to the Navy, where he served faithfully for the full 
term of hisenlistment and was honorably discharged. Had he been accepted 
when heenlisted in the Mercantile Battery the soldier could have been re- 
lieved under the 8 law. 

“It is apparent the soldier never did intend to desert, and although he had 
to enter the service a the wishes of his parents, when he was fairly in 
the 3 aa beyond the infiuence of his parents he served faithfully Te 

rm. 


The total bounty paid him for his entire enlistment was $25, 
“ ae record of such soldier, Army and Navy, is hereto attached and made 
a part hereof. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, Washington, D. C., May 7, 1896. 
Sin: Referring to your letter of the 6th instant to the honorable Secretary 
of the Navy, I have the honor to state that one Patrick Hanley enlisted in 
the Navy, at Chicago, Ill., June 15, 1863, as seaman for one year; served on 
board Lo an Covington, Fairy, and hospital Pinckney, and was discharged 


June 
ys F. 3 ` 
Hon. S. A. COOK, OF ea 
House of Representatives. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, April 17, 1896. 
Str: * * It is shown bythe records that Patrick Hanley was enrolled 
A 20, 1862, and was mustered into service October 14. 2 in Company 
H. Twenty-eighth Wisconsin e to serye three years. He appears to 
have served faithfully to December 10. 1862, when he deserted. He never re- 
turned thereafter, although his company remained in service to August 31, 
1865. No evidence has been found showing he was a minor at the date of his 
enlistment or was enlisted without the consent of his parents, or that he was 
released or d ed from such service by the order or decree of any court 
of competent j ction on habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceed- 


in, 

Te aves not appear from the files of this office that an application for re- 
moval of the charge of desertion has been presented to this Depa 

in the absence of testimony the status of the soldier can not 

under the provisions of the act of Congress e March 2, 1889, the only 
law now in force governing the removal of the charge of desertion. 


Very respectfully, 
à F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. S. A. Cook. 
House of Representatives. 

In addition to the foregoing House report, the committee gives an extract 
from a private letter, rites by 5 Murray, of — Nebr., to a 
Senator, who says he has implicit confidence in his statements. Mr. Murra: 
yas captain in the Twenty-eighth Wisconsin, from which Hanley 8 


Says: 0 

“I was one of the line officers in the Twenty-eighth Wisconsin. You were 
another. ay 3 was H. Now to business. A man whose name is 
Patrick H e upon the occasion of the organization of the Twenty- 
eighth, from Merton or Lisbon, and chose Company H to goin; went in 
Camp Washburn with the rest of us; was mustered and drilled, and on 
the whole made a good soldier, no way disorderly, and was, I verily believe, 
never repr ded by any of his superior officers. He went koia: we 
marched the next day; he failed to get back in time; he followed us to 
Chicago; we were e; he enlisted in a battery at that place, was rejected 
for physical disability of some kind. In a short time he enlisted in the Navy 
and served three years. 

“Of course most of this has been told me,after we got home, by him. I 
know this, however, while we were in camp at Mobile, one of my men came 
to me one day and said: Patriex Hanley is down on board of a gunboat and 
expressed a desire to see us, but said that he was afraid I would have him 
arrested as a deserter, and that as he had seen about as much service as any 
of the Twenty-eighth, he would not like to be arrested.’ As the war was 
about winding up I forebore sending for him. Well, of course, he was re- 

asa deserter and the muster-out rolls so reported him. It seems that 
e not long since found it out. He writes me t he is seeking to get the 
effaced on account of his children. I 8 with the boy, par- 
ticularly in that Congressman Cook, of Wisconsin, is about to try 
and have a bill restoringhim. Now, as you were in those days one of 
us, could you not, if you deem it consistent with right, etc., give the matter 
a helping hand? y recollection of the boy is quite vivid, and I found him a 
dutiful, orderly, and manly young man.“ 

While Hanley might have persevered in his attempt to overtake the 
Twent hth Wisconsin and thus have avoided the charge of desertion, we 
think t conduct in seeking to enlist in tho Mercantile Battery, and en- 
listing and serving a year in the Navy, shows that he was not endeavoring to 
avoid the service of his country, and the committee report the bill back with 
a recommendation that it do pass. ‘ 


-ei 
t 
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Mr. LOVE. Is the usual amendment attached to that bill, that 
no pay or emoluments shall become due or payable by reason of 


the e of this act? 
o CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment reported by the 851 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. LOVE. Then I move that the usual amendment be added. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of the bill: 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
or payable by reason of the passage o 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
GEORGE WITTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10276) granting an increase of pension to George Witter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the ter, late 


r other emoluments shall become due 
f this act.” t 


msion laws, the name of George Wit 
private, First Battery Ohio Volunteer ht Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read and agreed to: 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof thirty.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


P REBECCA OTIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4173) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Otis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

t e Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
PE hha ye) Pin Bree try place te pension roll as an army nurse Re 
becca Otis, at the rate of $24 per month, and this shall be in lieu of the pension 
that she is now receiving. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were read: 

Tn lines 4 and 5 strike out “as an army nurse” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “the name of.” 2 

In line 5, after the word Otis,“ insert the words, late an army nurse, 
and pay her PoP pannia 

In line 6 e out the words "and this shall be.“ 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear the 

rt read in that case, I do not know why this woman should 
get $24 a month. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Ican give the gentleman a statement 
that will save the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, this lady is now draw- 
ing a pension of $12 per month as the widow of a soldier. When 
the war broke out, her husband went into the service as a soldier. 
She went with him to the front and served as a nurse all during 
the war. While he was fighting she was nursing and caring for 
the soldiers. At the close of the war he came home wounded and 
disabled, and died as the result of wounds received in the service. 


She is ioned as his widow, on account of his death from these 
2 and disabilities. She has got along with that pension 
until now. 


Mr. LOVE. How much does she get now? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Twelve dollars a month. She has 
gotten along with that pension until now, when she is nearly 80 
pen of age. She has not a child or a relative to take care of her. 

he is old, very poor, and broken down, suffering with diseases 
that she contracted while a nurse and caring for sick and wounded 
soldiers. Your committee, therefore, because of her double claim 
upon the generosity and bounty of this Government and because 
of her age and her necessities, decided to increase her pension to 
$24a month. She will draw it but a little time. We need to en- 
courage such women as this, for our boys are marching and soon 
will need the care of faithful and devoted nurses, Let the people 
know that the Republic is not ungrateful. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES BURNETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10055) granting a pension to James Burnett, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized = Ng eaa x lace on ze pansion zo aad name of James Bur- 
ne ependen a r ol omas 2 5 
ise Regiment of ‘Tennessee Infantry, and pay him 25 A hy 2882 the tate 2 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside tobe reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES C, YOUNG. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2338) 
nting an increase of pension to James C. Young, 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll at the rate of $20 E 
month the name of James C. Young, late of Company C, Twenty-second Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions were read, and agreed to: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and lim- 


itations of the pension laws.” 
In line 6 e out the word “to.” ` 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reporteđ 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN R, BEVAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 8169} 
caress ty pension to John R. Bevan. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to poe on the on roll the name of John R. Be- 
van, stepfather of Edward L. Bowden, deceased, late private in Company G, 
First Maine Regiment Heavy Artillery Volunteers, at $12 a month. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were read, and agreed to: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and lim- 
itaticns of the pension laws.“ 

In line 5 strike out the word “deceased.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “at” and insert in lieu thereof the words. 
“and pay him a pension at the rate of.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CORNELIA M. MASON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3111) 
granting a pension to Cornelia M. Mason. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelia M. , widow of 
John S. Mason, late brevet brigndier- general, United States Army, at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The following amendment recommended by the Committee om 
Inyalid Pensions was read, and agreed to. 

4 In line 7, after the word “ Army,” insert the words and pay her a pen- 
on.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY ELIZABETH HIESKELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2545) to pension an Elizabeth Hieskell, widow of the late Pay 
Director H. M. Hieskell, on the pension roll. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to paoe upon the pension roll the name of 
eee 5 8 2 ue M. a to 6 Uni 

avy. at the ra r month, su provisions and 
limitations of the general peaaion law: 


The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were read, and agreed to: 
In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and limi- 


tations of the pension laws.“ 
In line 6, after the word “Navy,” insert “and pay her a pension.” 
3 . 8 strike out the word * and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Strike out all after the word “ month,” in line 7, and insert in ereof 
8 on lieu si the paR Te is now receiving." Ben 
en e title so as to read: granti crease 
Mary Elizabeth Hieskell.“ — naan 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
PATRICK BREEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3110) 
granting a pension to Patrick Breen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th ; 
authorized and direvéed to lace on . ee 
ter of Company A. Twenty ras Hew York letaates oad Gonpest A pin 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

WILLIAM J, MURRAY, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1334} 
granting a pension to William J. Murray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the paon roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil J. Murray, who 
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served in the F in the telegraph departm in the 
year Pee ta Hed iver coupeign TA Ile eee TR Eho 
rate of $12 per month. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read, and agreed to: 
In line 9 strike out the words “said pension to be“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “and pay him a pension.” 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


BARNEY SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2818) 
granting a pension to Barney Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Barney Smith, who 
served asa member of Company E of the Tenth Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELMER STICKLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1775) 5 the charge of desertion against and correcting the 
military record of Elmer Stickle, late Company C, Fifteenth New 
Jersey try Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
and to the military record of Elmer Stickle, late private, pany 
D, Fifteenth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, were read: 

At the end of line 7 add the words: "Provided, That no „bounty, or 
other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the peste ot 


act. 
Amend the title so it will read: A bill for the relief of Elmer Stickle.” 
Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, as that is a desertion case, let us 


have the report read. 
The MAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 


The report (by Mr. BRowNLOW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1775) to remove the N of desertion standing against Elmer Stickle, and 
to grant him an honorable have examined the same and the evi- 
dence relating thereto and respectfully report: 

This bill as amended proposes to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against, and to correct the military record of, Elmer Stickle, of Bingham- 
ton, N. X., and to grant him an honorable with the proviso that 
— 5 1. 1 emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue 

e e 

It 38 the records and evidence filed at the War Department that 

tickle was enrolled „ 1862, at Newton, N. J., as a private in 


Elmer § 
Company D, Fifteenth New Jersey olunteer Infantry, to serye for three 


ears. 
z He was with his . — | 8, when he 
at Fredericksburg, Va. In May and Jun he was a 
also reported an rne on the rolls as sick in 
The records state in March and Apen 1 
United States hospital.“ The medical records of the hospital do not show 
that the soldier deserted. 
It is proved that the soldier was 


wounded in action 
nt sick and was 
1864. 


ted a furlough on account of wounds 
and sickness, and went home, and that the captain, who was an old neighbor 
and friend of his, told him to remain until he was able to return and perform 
duty. It is also proved by several reputable witnesses that at the time stated 
the soldier returned home, and that he was 8 from the effects 
of a gunshot wound, and that he remained at his home, disabled, until after 
the close of the war. The physician who treated him while at home died 
many years ago, but other witnesses testify to the fact that the soidier 
returned home and remained at home, where he was well known under his 
true name, in the sick and disabled condition described. Physicians of re- 
pute testify that, judging from the cicatrices, the soldier's wounds were seri- 
ous and must have disabled him for years. Other evidence is filed sho 

the soldier's wounds, sickness, and disability, his inability to return to 
regiment, ns that he remained at and about his home constantly until after 
the close of the war. 

It is undisputed that the soldier was wounded twice in battle and that he 
was sent to the hospital, and that he went from there to his home on account 
of his disabilities, He did not change his name, enlist in any other service. 
or conceal himself. He was not regarded at the hospital as a deserter, : 
this to show that he went home with leave and on account of his disa- 
bilities. If this soldier had been regarded as a deserter from the service, the 
Government would surely haye made efforts to find him, punish him for his 
desertion, and return him to duty. The fact that no such effort was made 
and that the soldier remained where he could have found any day is 


satisfactory evidence that he never was a deserter, but that he was known 
to be home on sick leave and was ay marked as such on the 8 rolls 
through a mistake or inadvertence. It is probable chat his furl was not 


reported properly to the commanding officers of the company, or that there 
was some neglect somewhere in the matter. 
The soldier has been a good citizen since the close of the war. An effort 
been made to secure a removal of this at the War Department, 
t without avail, as the case is not strictly wi the provisions of law ap- 
pucahis thereto. The record of the soldier was good up to the time he went 
ome wounded from the hospital, and there is no pretense that he shirked in 
the face of the enemy. 
Your committee is satisfied that the record of desertion was error; that 
the soldier never intended to desert and never did desert, and tho bill is there- 
fore reported back with the recommendation that it pass as amended. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ALMON SPRINGSTEEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ie R. 
2656) removing the charge of desertion standin ainst on 
3 


Springsteen, late Company 5, One hundred an 
Regiment New York Volunteers. 

r. RAY of New York, Mr. Chairman, I desire tosay that since 
that bill has been reported the War Department itself, under the 
lawhas removed thechargeof desertion. Itherefore move thatthe 
bill te 3 to the House with the recommendation that it lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH D, PITTMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the 
5746) for the relief of Elizabeth D. Pittman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio d he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the ee roll, su p; — my A nat; 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth D. Pittman, depend- 
ent mother of William E. Potter, late of Company K, Nineteenth Illinois 
Infantry, at the rate of $20 per month, from and after the passage of this act. 
2 ie amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

OLLOWS: 
: In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words "and pay her a pen- 
sion.” $ 


8 = ninaa strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
welve.“ 


Strike out all after the word “month,” in line 8. 
. title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth D. 
man. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CLARISSA A. DUNHAM, * 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6427) for the relief of Clarissa A. Dunham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Clarissa 
Dunham, the dependent er serine of Marcus N. Dunham, late private of 
Company D. United States Engineers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be Jaid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


pill (H. R. 


CORYDON G. CRAFTS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
8501) for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secrotary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to place the name of Corydon G. Crafts on the pen: 
sion roll as the surviving son of Moses Crafts, late of the Tenth Regiment 
Mana Infantry Volunteers, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
-In line 4, after “place,” insert “on the pension rolls.” 
In line 5 strike out ‘on the pension rolls as the surviving” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “dependent and permanently helpless.” 

At the end of line 7 add the words payable to his duly appointed 
guardian.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES HOWARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
851) granting a pension to Charles Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereb: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll Charles feed OnT iE 
rivate, Company F, Thirty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantr „at 
he rate of $6 per month from the Ist day of July, 1885, to the Ist day of July, 
1875; at the rate of $12 per month from the Ist day of July, 1875, to the Ist da 
of July, 1885, and at the rate of $30 per month from the Ist day of July, 1 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words the name of.“ 


In line 6, after the word Infantry,“ insert “and pay him a pension.“ 
ü pare line, strike out the word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
welve. 


Strike out all of lines 7 to 13, inclusive. 

Mr. LOVE. Do TI understand, Mr. Chairman, that this bill pro- 
poses to give back pay? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No, not atall. We strike that part 
of it out, and simply give him $12 a month from the time the bill 
becomes law. 

The amendments 1 the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. s N 
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RACHEL T. ABBOTT, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
7257) for the relief of Rachel T. Abbott, of Wilkesbarre, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
„ 8 on eee roll the name of Rachel T. 


Witten L Conner, captain 
Volun 


and of 
Eighty ment Penns 


the rate of $12 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ' 


In line 5 strike out “of Wilkesbarre, Pa.” 
In line 6 strike out the word widowed" and insert “dependent” in lieu 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was — to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY ©, COOK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2036) 
to increase the pension of Mary C. Cook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Lewis G. Cook, late 
rate of $20 
certificate No, 2210. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
“ oe t “u d ly 81 Rad 
Reis e word deu. in line & — — u len thereof the 
words of the pension she is now receiving.“ 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
- able recommendation. 
FRANOES E. UTLEY DAVIS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10080) granting a pension to Frances E. Utley Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Frances E. Utley Davis, 
widow of Eugene M. Utley, se: t 8 F, One hundred and four- 
teenth Regiment New York Volunteer 

the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable report, 
JOEL BLACKMAN, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 4400) 
granting an increase of pension to Joel Blackman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized re directed So piot on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Joel late of Com- 
pany K, Fourth New nor hire Volunteer Infantry, and 1 pay him a pension 
Ar the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
EPHIRAM C, BALDWIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3668) 
granting an increase of pension to Ephiram C. Baldwin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to * 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ephiram C. Bald 
late second lieutenant Company D, First California Cavalry, at the rate o 
$35 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


1 ao amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 

In line 7, after the word Cavalry,“ insert “and pay him a pension.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARTHA JENNIE FREER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10117) granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
eee and Kegeted toy rae pit 8 83 Marti 
Jennie Freer, late a nurse in the Camden Street General Hospital, Baltimore, 
Må., war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at $12 per month. 
e amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

OWS: 


In line 5 strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the words an 


Strike out all after “nurse,” in line 5, and all of line 6; and in line 7 insert 
after “at” the words “the rate of.” $ : 


Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor - 
able recommendation. 


DELLA E. SPAULDING. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


7293) granting a pension to Della E. ding, permanently help- 
less child of Alfred O. Spaulding, late of Company G. One hun- 
dred and sixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is 88 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Della 
Spaulding, the helpless child of Alfred O, Spaulding, late private, Company 
G, One hundred and sixty-first t New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

Bac line 5, after the word “the,” insert the words dependent and perma- 
bat * 

In line 8 strike out the word twenty.“ and insert twelve.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Della E. 
Spaulding.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ROBERT S. MOORHEAD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3144) granting a pension to Robert S. Moorhead. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert S. Moorhead, late a 
porat in Company D, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 

olunteers, at the rate of $36 month in lieu of the rate he now receives, 
with the commutation banalita nad to date from date of present pension 
certificate No. 751085, August 28, 1890. 


The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 7, after “ Volunteers,” insert “and pay him a pension.“ 

In line 8 strike out “thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof “twenty-four.” 
ioe line strike out the word “rate” and insert the word pension in 

u thereof. 

2 25 be — * word W ttl in line 9. x — oe 

Amen 0 e so as to read: granting an inerease pensi 
Robert S. Moorhead.” = 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY HINCKLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2398) 
nting an increase of pension to Henry Hinckley. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Hinckley, late of Com» 
pany G, Fifth Volunteer Infantry of Vermont, at the rate of 

lieu of the pension now received. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


per month, 


JACOB MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 4568) 
granting a pension to Jacob Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the penston laws, the name of Jacob Miller, idiotic and de- 
pendent son of Abraham Miller, late of Company E, Thirty-sixth Ohio Infan- 


Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 mon bl 
to his legally constituted guardian. POE ONS DEFANS 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
LUOY NICHOLS, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4741) granting a pension to Lucy Nichols. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hero 
d to place on the pension roll the name of Lu Nichols, who ser by, 


as a hospital and camp nurse from May, 1802, to the close of the war of the 
rebellion for the Troop HEA cnt of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay her a pension at rate of $12 per month. 


The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 3, before “directed,” insert “authorized and.” 

Line 4, commencing with who,” strike out all down to the end of line 7 
and insert in lieu thereof “late an army nurse." 

In line 8 strike out the word “to.” 

Mr. ZENOR, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just one word in 
reference to this case, inasmuch as I may not be present at the 
time it is considered in the House, unless it should be considered 
to-night. I desire to state for the information of the House that I 
am personally acquainted with the woman. She is a colored woman 
and resides in New Albany, in my district, and has ever resided 
there. She went into the field hospital with the Twenty-third 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry as a nurse in 1862 and remained until 
the close of the war, In order that the facts may be known more 
in detail by the House, I have a letter written by a member of the 
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regiment who was acquainted with her during the whole of the 
service, which I will read. It is as follows: 


LOUISVILLE, Ky., May 26, 1898. 


swared before this, but had to Took up some of tho Twenty-third boys for 
tsin Aunt Lucy’s case. She came to our ent about the middle of 
tember, 1862, at Bolivar, Tenn. I left the ent several months later, 
coi uently could not tell much of her h zon personal wledge. 
e members of the Twen tell a tthe same atory in 
to her service. She pose phe us the 5th or 16th of Beptomben 1 1862, at 
Tenn. She was ed to duty in the Box, sect ntal hospital as nurse — 
cook; she also attended to the hospital washing. 
The regiment was in the following bg engagements: Ee ga d, Miss., Cham- 
ion Hill, Miss., Vicksburg, master the fall of 


mani came ie on . Turion ch, she was with 
and marc 


rool always ready to help an: saree the boys — were sick or wounded. Dr. 
Broo Sig rand Dr, 1 Dr. Burns were in charge 15 Fores hp Pea [Fame fo acer both Send, 
eeters came e regiment later. Hes 

County, and can give you any information you want in e to M ber faith- 
‘ul service, 

She came back with the regiment in 1865, and was mustered ont at Indian- 
apolis and has lived here ever since. She isa member of the Twenty-third 
Indiana Regimental tion, and attends every reunion and meeting we 


THOS, P. MOORE, 


have. 
Nag Yours, respectfully, 
as 
The committee amendments were 
The bill was laid aside to be repo: 
able recommendation, 


to. 
to the House with a favor- 


DAVID R. B, HARLAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9224) increasing the pension of David R. B. Harlan. 
The Clerk read the b bill, as follows: 


Be it Radek: etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and p is ners 
authorized and directed to place on the m roll the name of David R 


foe eine late a captain of 1 inth Missouri State Militia Volun- 
teer Ca snd pe a pension at the rate of $25 per month from and 

pe bh gest o pasšago oft TCC 
certificate Ny 0 


The committee smendments were read, as follows: 

Line 7, strike out “five. 

From lines 7 and s strike out the words "from and after the passage of this 

Strike out all after the word “ receiving,” in line 9. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


THOMAS B, HAMMOND, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
6076) to increase the ion of Thomas B, Hammond. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, 8 roe the Secre of the Interior be, —. ae is hereby, 


authorized and d a <i ates TO roll 

B. Hammond, . — Infantry, an Sra cee pay 
hima pension of r aD per mathe e to the . and tations of 
the pension laws, sald | be in lieu of that which he now receives. 


The committee ee were read, as follows: 


ne 5 after `“ nni „insert “late of.“ 
line, strike out “ Thirty-ninth ” and insert in lieu thereof “ Twenty- 


= 6, strike out the word to,“ and after pension“ insert “at the 


In tines 7 and 8 strike out the words ee to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, said pension to be 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY E. WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R, 
9732) to enforce act of Jul — 1892. 

The bill was read, as follo 

= bs enacted, etc., That the ae of July 14, 1892, relating to intermediate 

ns, shall be construed to be applicable to the case of Mary E. Walker, 

P. Sa assistant surgeon in the war of ee 

"SEC. 2. That the Commissioner of Pensions shall be, and now 1 authorized 
and directed to place the name of the said Mary E. Walker, M. D., on the 
pension roll, in accordance with section 1. 


i The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
ows: ` 


Strike out all after the enac 
“That the Secretary of the In 
lace on 


clause and insert the following: 


es See zed and 


au 
alker, late an act- 


‘A bill granting an increase of — ts 


Me RAY Tot New York. I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
port in this case be printed in the RECORD, 
There was no objection, 


the rejection was 


The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid bean rok to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2 granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Walker, have caref Ang 
ined the same and all the evidence relating thereto, and respectf 


soon rt: 
The bill as amended proposes to increase from $8.50 to $20 per month 2 8 
pension of Mary E. Walker, of the city of Washington. who Served as acting 
assistant or contract surgeon, Uni States Army, from March 11, 1864, 18 
June 12, 1865, when her service was honorably terminated. Her original ap- 
intment was by order of Major-General Thomas, and she appears to have 
12 oes $80 per month. In September, 1864, on the recommendation of Gen- 
eral Thomas, she was employed under 8 at 00 per month — assigned 
to the female prison at Louisville, Ky., where she was on gaty until May — 
1865. She was given a 5 oth honor — by Congress and was highly commend 
by-Edw. E. erp soe cal director at Louisville. The follow- 
ing is a copy of aire ee in pei case: 
“EXECUTIVE OFFICE. 


“Whereas it appears from official re that Dr. Mary E. Walker,a 
uate of medicine, ‘has rendered valuable service to the Government, an her 
efforts have been earnest and untiring in a variety of wafi. and that she ving 
assigned to duty and served as an aselstant sur eon in charge of female pris- 
oners at Louisville, Ky., upon the recommendation of Major-Generals 
man and Thomas, and fai y served as contract surgeon in the 1 of 
the United States, and has devoted herself with much patriotic zeal to the 
sick and wounded soldiers, both in the poe ees and hospi to the detriment 
of her own health, and has also endured aby a prisoner 1 war four 
months in a Southern prison while — eran as . — 

reas by reason of her not F Ape een the — anal A 
rena; a 3 or honorary rank can not, under existing laws, be confe 
upon her; an 

“Whereas in the opinion of the President an honorable recognition of her 
services and sufferings should be made: 

‘ti Tt is ordered, That a testimonial thereof shall be hereby made and given 
to the said Dr, Mary E. Walker, and that the usual medal of honor for meri- 
torious services be given her. 

“Given under my hand in the city of Washington, D. C., this llth day of 


November, A. D. 
“ANDREW JOHNSON, President. 
“By the President: 


“EDWIN M. STANTON, Secretary of War.” 


Claimant a} to have served as an acting assistant surgeon for fifteen 

have been a prisoner of war for four months, and as would be 

eral health and constitution were greatly injured by the 

ement and 4 

Dr. E. E. Phel N tor at Louisville. Ky., testifies to her havy- 

ing sarees from pry deans rostration while under his at the fe- 

military orion at niaville, and other evidence tends to show that by 

the hardships tnd and — re of the military service her general health was 

8 ny ig has so continued ever since, and also that she con- 

3 ol eyes from which she has continuously suffered ever since. 

She filed and established a claim in the Pension Office under hes neral 

law for disease of ores, and for that ie ti she has at $8.50 

r month 175 total of rank as assistant maser eon), She bas claimed 

at other ties, to wit, affection of lungs — ent of . 
organs, have e of eyes, but this not been accepted 

by the medical authorities of the Pension 89 and the — based 5 

was rejected. She a the claim to the Secretary of the Interior, and 


She appealed for 1 and that appeal was oyerruled. The ac- 
tion of one Pension Office and the Department appears to have been strictly 
correct. disabilities named are not shown to have been due to disease 
of eyes or qe any way connected therewith, but the general debilitated con- 


dition does ap ppeer have been due to service and to have existed to a 
3 or less ever since, and by reason of such debilitated condition, 
ther with ois eyes, Dr. Walker would appear to be totally dis- 

say i ed for manual 


— she served sim pna as a nurse for the length of time that she served in 


then — oe ener assistant surgeon, she would, under the act of August 
5, 1802, be (lh roe peel of $12 per month. Her services were much 
more . 70 — 1 meritorious, involving much more hardshi 


and e 
ure, and resulted in grea e Mo ng her general health. For t ese services 
she was commended by the officers under whom she served, by the Pr 
dent, and by the Congress, 

She is now 66 years of age and r, and it certainly is not improper for 
yeeros to make some provision for her support for remainder of her 


The bill is reported back with the recommendation that it pass when 
amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the yg ie Aau and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, Walt authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of alker, late an 
acting assistant or contract surgeon in the United ert 2 and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she now receives.“ 

Amend the title so it will read: A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Walker.” 

Mr. LOVE. What is the nature of this case? 

Mr. RAY of New York. This isa bill increasing the pension of 
Dr. Mary E. Walker from $7.50 a month to $20 a mon Ju 
Miers of Indiana, a member of our committee who belongs to 

mtleman’s side of the House, made the report in this case, and 

e was ver y much impressed with the idea th that the bill ought to 
be reported at $30 a ance He pressed that proposition very 
strongly before the committee. 

Whatever prejudice there may be in the mind of any gentle- 
man here, or of any citizen of the United States, growing out of 
the peculiar costume that this lady wears, when the younger 
members of this House familiarize themselves with the events of 
the civil war, and then read the record of this woman—inform 
themselves as to her valuable services (running through months 
and years) in that war—what she did for our soldiers in the camp 

and field, when they know of the commendations and thanks she 
received from the President of the United States, as well as from 
merals, colonels, and captains, and all who were associated with 
for and knew her services—when you remember in connection 
with all this that she is now 69 years of age and poor, no one will 
oppose this bill, 


1898. 
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Mr. LOVE. Is this a proposition to pension her on account of 
services as a nurse during the war? k 

Mr. RAY of New York. On account of services both as nurse 
and surgeon. She was a skilled surgeon, had graduated from a 
medical college, and was duly admitted to practice, She was a 
specialist as a surgeon. s , 

Mr. LOVE. Ihave no prejudice against her at all, 

Mr. RAY of New York. She is now 69 years of age and poor. 
She needs this pension. This is as deserving a case as was ever 
presented to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. LOVE. What amount of pension isit proposed to pay her? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Twenty dollars a month, being an 

increase from $7.50 a month which she is now receiving. 

- Mr, LOVE. I notice that most of these ladies pensioned on ac- 
count of their services as nurses have been allowed only $12 a 
month. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not such ladies as this one. 

Mr. LOVE. Ladies who served as nurses in the hospitals dur- 
ing the war. I should like toknow why a larger pension is granted 
in this case. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If Dr. Mary E. Walker had been noth- 
ing more than a nurse, we would not have increased her pension 
beyond $12 unless under exceptional circumstances. But Dr. 

Walker was not only a nurse, but a skilled surgeon; she went 
upon the field of battle; she went into the hospitals; she was there 
night and day. Such was the value of her services that she re- 
ceived, I believe, the thanks of Con rtainly of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Something of what the then President 
said of her is printed in the report. 

Mr. LOVE. Is she now practicing as a doctor or surgeon? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; she can not practice now; 
she is beyond that. She has 8 herself until the present 
time; but she is now failing. It is but a and just that we 
give her enough to insure her a reasonable support during the re- 
mainder of her days; not in luxury, but in a reasonable manner. 
We will insure her against want. 

The question being taken on the amendments reported by the 
committee, they were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House, . 

MARGERETT FERRITER, 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 4269) 
granting a pension to Margerett Ferriter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margerett Ferriter, 
widow of Patrick Ferriter, late private of Company F, Twenty-fourth Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
EDWARD R. YOUNG. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
4298) ting an increase of pension to Edward R. Young. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward R. Young, late 
private in Company H, First l United States Heavy Artillery, and pay hima 
pension of $20 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, was read, and agreed to: 

In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN N. LANDON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1361) 
granting an increase of pension to John N. Landon, of Leaven- 
worth, Kans, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John N. Landon, late privet. 
in oceans. K, Fifteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company H, One 
hund and thirty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, said pension to 
be at the rate of $16, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions were read, and agreed to: 

In lines 8 and 9, after the word “Infantry,” in line 8, strike out the words 
hea pension to be” and insert in lieu thereof the words “and pay him a 
pension.” 

In line 9, after the word “ dollars,” insert the words “per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Landon.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY E. KLINE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3606) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Kline. Á 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sen ge A Ore! the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the name of Mary 
Kline, helpless and dependent child of John Kline, late captain Company H, 
Thirteen ent Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read, and agreed to: 

In line 3, after the word hereby,“ insert “authorized and.” 

In line 4 strike out the words of the United States.“ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


EDWIN HIGGINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 873) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin Higgins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove from the rolls of the Army the charge of deser- 
tion now standing against the name of Edwin te private of Com- 
pany H, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer try, and to grant him 
an honorable d ge. 7 

ae following amendment recommended by the committee was 
read: 

Add the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

Mr. LOVE. Is the author of this bill present, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Iam familiar with the case. 

Mr. LOVE. Will the gentleman explain it? 

Mr. HAMILTON. The report furnishes a better statement of 
the case than 1 can give. 

Mr. LOVE. I have not the report here. I see it is a case of 
desertion. 

= HAMILTON. Perhaps the Clerk had better read the 
repor 

e CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the report in the time 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 515, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session.] 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to who m was referred Senate bill 873 


9 ni gurl 
n this case i that Edwin s enlisted in Company H, Eleventh 
Michigan Infantry Volunteers, on the day of August, 1861, and was made 
company bugler, and was within a short time promoted to be a princi 
musician and chief bugler of the regiment, and that he served as such prin- 
cipal musician until about the 5th of January, 1863, when, by a general order 
requiring the disch: of all principal musicians who had enlisted as such, 
and the reduction to the ranks of all who had been promoted to that position, 
he was reduced to pavers in 8 H, Eleventh Michigan Infantry. 

About Jan 0, 1863, he was ordered to hospital, and there being no 
room at Murfreesboro, where the company was then stationed, he was allowed 
to go to Nashville, where shortly afterwards he was placed in convalescent 
camp, and being informed by one of the officers that his “descriptive list” as 
princi 2 was equivalent to a discharge, and being in a very feeble 
condition, he took advantage of an Ns Pacha i to go home and did so. 
Edwin R. Pierce and Sarah Pierce testify that they were acquainted with 
Edwin Higgins during the years 1863 and 1864, and that during that time he 
suffered atly from 2 — dysenteny, etc., and was utterly unable to per- 
form the duties of a soldier. ere is no record of his discharge in the War 
1 though the * in the equa of ox hg eneral 5 the 

o0 ow e com return for June, him 

“ Discharged AN ashville, Tenn.” Sgin 5 are 

Your committee are clearly of the opinion that this soldier had no inten- 
tion of deserting; that he supposed himself to have been dis „and 
went home under that belief, being pocepane in his enfeebled condition, of 
paang service as a soldier; and we therefore recommend the passage of 

The amendment recommended by the committee was a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

CHARLES R, PRADT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
10159) to menty increase of pension to Charles R, Pradt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is nc ay 
authorized and directed to piece on the pension roll the name of Charles 
Prad Tornati a private in Company H. Fourteenth ent of Wiscon- 
sin try, at the rate of $72 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pen- 
sion now drawn by him. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, since this bill was re- 

rted, Charles R. Pradt has died. I therefore move that the bill 

reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie 

upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RAY of New York, Now, Mr. Chairman, it is about time 
for the committee to rise, 
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55 BROMWELL. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
Mr. RAY of New York. What Iwas about to say was this: 


There are two or three gentlemen here whose igen teeny not be 
reached to-night; for e the ponon oon Ohio [Mr. 
NortHway]. The first bill that he here is on 
this Calendar, and we shall not reach it for some little time. I 
should like to see his bill go 2 Here is my friend on the 
left [Mr. MCCLEARY], who has a bill which he is very anxious to 
getup. There are two or three of that kind, What I was goin 
to ask was that these gentlemen have their bills brought up an 
considered out of their order. It is a matter of favor, and it seems 
to me 3 
E. Are any of these desertion cases? 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 

oer ial has such a bill, which he will explain. It is a very 


Mr, COWHERD. Let the bills be brought up in the order in 
beg they are on the Calendar. 
he CHAIRMAN, Is the ies to understand that as a general | char; 
re — —5 for all members presen 
r. RAY of New York. Non 996 I will ask it as we come to 
these ial bills. 

Mr. MWELL. Iwas going tothe chairman that 
we run along through the Calendar, and if the member interested 
in a bill is not eee, = the bill be passed over without prej- 
udice. Then we throngh the Calendar in the regular way un- 
til we strike a bill in w a member is interested whois present. 
That, it seems to me, is fairer than to take up bills which are far 
down the Calendar, thereby 1 the consideration of bills 
introduced b gentlemen who have been here at every session 
and whose bills are about to be reached. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was going to suggest that we can 
go on in that way, and er = vious question is considered 
as ordered on all these bills can bring them up at any time. I 
ge tial tte itn cater end that course 

Mr. LOVE. Let those members who are present have the 
preference. 
ABRAHAM T, CASEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1807) 

granting an increase of pension to Abraham T, Casey, of Larned, 


a bill was pac as follows: 


and imitations of the 
1i , First Regiment ¢ Illinois Cavalry, at $20 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 


The following amendments, ee by the Committee on 
epee Pensions, were read, and agreed to 
line 7 strike out the word “at” and insert in lieu thereof the words 


“gui bim a nsion at the rate of. Pi 
Pema Amend the tile go as to read: “An act granting an increase of pension to 


o to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
MARY PAUL. 
The next business on 7 3 Sanane was the bill (H. R. 
7230) granting a pension Mary Pa 
The bill wae agen as follows: 


per mon 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read, and agreed to: 


In line 5 strike out Mrs." 
‘Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mary Paul.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 
AUGUSTA TROLAND. 
The next business on the Private sooo was the bill (H, R, 
9832) granting a pension to Augusta Troland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e 8 That be Secretary of the Interior b be, and 1 — 18 ee 


authorized and lace upon the pension roll, subject to 
visions and rah erna 040 0 n lawat —— name of A Pretend, 
widow of Ferdinand Volkman, 8 in Company C, S Connecticut 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read; 
PRP 8 strike out the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 5 the 
reason for the action of the commi this case, It seems that 
the bill only asked for 88 a month as o y Pk my and 
the committee have made it $12. I should like to ask why the | 2° 
committee recommended this increase? 


Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman who introduced tho 
bill did not understand that it was a case in which, if the claim- 
ant was entitled to any pension at all, she was entitled to 812. The 
author of the bill is a gentleman who is very modest and just 
minded—the gentleman Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL]. Tou 
all know him. It was a very clear case, andwe have simply given 
the applicant the amount to which she is justly entitled. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE L, PLUMMER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8261) to panone the sae of desertion from the military record of 


ummer, 
The bill was read, ‘as follows: 


Be it enac etc., That the 

ized and directed 4 to remove o the charge ot d Nes 1 wa mat ths 

military record of L. Plummer, late of Company M. Maine 
Caray Volunteers, and grant to said George L. Plummer an honorable dis- 
The following amendment recommended by the Committee on 

Military Affairs was read: 

Add after the word discharge in the last line of the 2 * the following: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolumen ts shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Chairman, George L. Plummer enlisted 
as a minor in the First Maine Cavalry. His father came and took 
him away. On the way home he told his father that at the first 
opportunity he would go into the Army again. When that oppor- 
tunity came, he reentered the same regiment and the same com- 
pany, but in order chan hide his identity from his father he took the 
name of 3 

There are 5 with the committee establishing the iden- 
tity of George Rogers as George Plummer. Under the name of 
George rs he served for three years, until the close of the 
war, receiving an honorable discharge. His taking away in the 
first place was not his fault. The record of desertion st him 
is an A a one, and the bill is for the purpose of correcting that 
injustice, 

The amendment recommended — ech committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


DAVID W. PENNYWITT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
Hoc eee the pension of David W. Pennywitt, of Manches- 

r, 0 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto. That the saciid thin the ee, be, and he is hereb 
author and directed to increase th s poron of David W. Pennywitt, Tate 
of Company I, Thirty- Ainin Regiment Ohio Volunteers, from $12 per an 
to $30 per month, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4 strike out “increase the pension“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


words BE og nie on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
on l name,” 


In line 6 2 9100 out “from $12 per month to thirty. 

At the end of line 7 add the following: in lieu of the pension he now ro- 
cei ves.“ 

The amendments were 


agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
ALVAH A, EATON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was ~ bill (S. 1363) 
granting an increase of pension to Alvah A. Eato 
8. bill was mi as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
ee and ‘Wiredted to 8 on the pension roll, subject — 555 
and limitations of the a panes ws, the name of Alvah A. Eato! 19 prorial of Com: 
pany A, Twenty-eigh ee Work Infantry Volunteers. aud — him a pen- 
sion at the rate of per month, in lieu oft the pension he is now receiving. 
= ‘be amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

OLLOWS: 

1 fo line T strike out the word “grant” and in insert in lieu thereof the word 


"The amendment was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY L. COOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7971) granting a pension to Mary L. Cook. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, is, 
authorized and directed to ret the pension roll of the United Sta 
5 — to tho be ysoviions and limita 5 of uis Ages pension laws, the ret 
EE * i widow of argent major and surgeon of the One 
first Regiment of Ohio 5 antiy Volunteers in the war of 1861 
rey in the military service of the United Stafes, at the rate of $30 per 
— 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as| The bill was read, as follows: 


ollows: 


Lines 4 and 5, strike out arn pions Daye faites States.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SUSAN A, GUMMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2700) granting an increased pension to Susan A. Gummer. 

The bill was 3 as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Rosary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan A. Gummer, widow 
of John Gummer, first lieutenant Company E, Thirty-third iment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and that he pay her a pension of per 
month, in lieu of all other pension. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
Pil et | strike yo She works “of thirty” and insert in lieu thereof “at 
t twenty- 
fa lined rie owt ont “all other pension” and insert in Hen thereof “ the 
pension she now receives.“ 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MRS, SARAH E, WARD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


7595) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. Ward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete. the of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
to p. the name of Sarah E. Ward, formerly widow of Willies H. 
Wilson, late acting sur; „United States Volunteers, rupan the pension roll 


rate of $17 per month, and to pay the same to her 

during her present widowhood. 

ae amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ows: 


In line 3, after — 0 word is,“ insert authorized and.“ 
From lines 5 and 6 strike out the words 


surgeon, United States 
Volunteers,” and insert in — thereof t sergeant, pany I. Eighty-second 
N gi York Volunteer Infantr: 


In line 6 strike out the words of the United States” and insert in lieu 


thereof the words and a pension.” 
In line 7 strike out ryt phn] word seventeen“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “twelve.” 

Strike out all after the word “ month,” in line 7. 

The amendments were agreed to 

` The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CATHARINE M’CARTY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8239) for the relief of Catharine McCarty. ~- 
The bill was read, as follows: 


pany 
= valry, Missourt Sta filitia V unteers, subject to the limi- 
tations of the pension laws. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: s 
In line 4, after “roll, insert “subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.“ 
Strike out all after “ volunteers,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 
a amendments were agreed to 
bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOHN H. BOYD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9466) to pension John H. Boyd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Bek hereby, 
directod to place on the pension roil the — 2 of John H. Boyd, of Baker City, 
Oreg.. late a member of Company C, Eighth 3 yey Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month in of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 5, after the word “ Boyd,” strike out “of Baker City, Oreg. 

In line 7 insert at the rate.’ 

In line 7 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert A 

Tho amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a — — 
able recommendation. 

FANNIE KAUTZ, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill es 2117) 
1 pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz, 
. late brigadier-general, United States Army. 


Be it enacted, etc., That ae A enpas Co the Interior be, na he 3 
authorized and directed t roll. 


ons and 8 of thopension laws, the name of 8 


. 1 
and Army at tl naie T $50 per month. * 


i 55 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 
Line 7, after Army.“ insert and pay her a pension.” 
The amendment were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
GEORGIE SMILEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
10316) for the relief of ee Smiley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That 1 oe 3 and he is hereby. 


end 

ent daughter of fow Hampshire tafantry Volunteers and 
rate of $12 per month 

The Pe ea recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Line 5, “ dependent,” ' insert “ imbecile. 

At ti end of line 8 add VVT 
appo 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 

e recommendation, 

MONSON W, BLISS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5920) for the relief of Monson W. Bliss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be see he is 3 


authorized and instructed to the name of Monson W. Bliss, Compan 
D, Twentieth Michigan Voluni ee onthe — roll of the United 
States. at arate of $30 per month, to commence on the 4th day of Novem- 


ber, 1 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Line 4, after the word Bliss.“ insert the word late.“ 

Line . strike out the word “invalid.” 

Same line, bed hte pede ry „ States and insert in lieu 
thereof the words and pay pens: 
a nag twine strike out the 1 5 thirty 5 ie insert the word “twenty-four” 

eu reof. 

Strike out all after — 2 “month,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the 7 in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HENRY O. BRIGGS. 


The next business on the Biles 3 255 the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to 

be bit was read, as follows: n 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and’ to place on the pension roll, at the rate of 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of s panno Jaws, the 


name of Henry O. Brie late private of Company L, Fourteenth ork 
Heavy Areen the pension hereby granted to be in lieu of that which he is 
now receiving. 


; BBV m as 
ollows: 

— er out — 5 moraa a 3 py 1 8 1 
e 8 strike out the wo; — pension h 
sertin lion thereof tbo following: “and pay him s pension at the rate of 85 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MISS MAGGIE MORRIS, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that gentlemen present who have had a bill reported and 
not considered and have deserving cases should have them now 
taken up. Iask unanimous consent that we take up the bill of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nortuway], the bill H. R. 4668, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the co: tion of a bill which the Clerk will 


re 
it RIDGELY. That will be without prejudice to bills passed 
over 
Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4868) to pension Miss Maggie Morris. 
Be it enacted, ete., T and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension rol subject to the limita- 
fions and provisions of the saws, Eho name of Miss Mage Morris, of 
Girard, Ohio, da late a veteran 2 soldier of 


sists Regiment O Ohio io Cavalry at the 7 5 of rga 3a per monii dur: 


— G minded and 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as E (H. R. 10159) to grant an increase of pension to Charles 


follows: 


Line 6 strike out Miss.” Also strike out “of Girard, Ohio,” and insert a 

3 piorna a pe gon and helpless.” 
7 strike out “a veteran eet soldier.“ 
une Bs 8, after the word “ Cav: ” insert “and pay her a pension.” 

Strike out all after month,“ in 9. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN C. KNAPP, 


Mr, RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous 
consent to take up the bill (H. R. 8952) granting an increase = 
pension to John C. Knapp, of Company K, Eighty-fifth Regi 
ment of New York Volunteers. This is a bill Coe np ae by 
poaae o from Nebraska [Mr. MAXWELL], who has been ay 

his attendance here at these evening sessions. It isa 
deserving case, and I trust there will be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

of pensi 
AM FB Seher hit Regiment Rew York Vaan eo 

Be it enacted, etc., Sor glee ee of the 3 and he is here 
authorized and directed to ne A Ack naon rol the name of John 
Knapp, privas in Company ent of New York Ton 
teers, an 3 e lieu of the pension he is 
now 
; 85 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 


In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and lim- 
Saona ora of the pension laws.” 


and 7 strike out the words “of fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words Lat the rate of twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SAMUEL S. PATTERSON. 


Mr. SHOWALTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5798) granting an 
increase of on to Samuel S. Patterson, late of Battery C, 
First West Virginia Artillery, and a veteran of the Mexican war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the 5 roll the name of Samuel 
Patterson, of Butler, Pa., late a member of Battery C, First West Virginia 
Light Artillery, war ot the rebellion, and also a member 55 Company D. 
Eleventh ent United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay Aim 
a pension of 9 month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause. | The Chair hears none. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Line 5, strike out “of Butler, 


„Pa.“ 
Lines 6 and 7, strike out “ war of the rebellion.” 


Line 9, strike out “of seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“at the rate of twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


SARAH A. HALTER, 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous SAE to 
call up the bill (H. R. 2026) to pension Sarah A. Halter 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it aid: etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll subject 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ane 
of the late R. E. Halter, for services rendered by the said R. 1. 1. Halter in re 
Navy of the United States during the rebellion, and that said Sarah A. Halte 
be allowed a pension of $20 per month. 

The Clerk read the amendments recommended by the committee, 
as follows: 

In line 6, a. “R. E. Halter,” insert and pay her a pension at the rate 


e KA aon ad ater “rebellion,” in line 8. 
oo Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Sarah A. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a sine 
able recommendation 

Mr. RAY of New "York. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee now rise and report the bills favorably to the House. 

The EA was agreed to; and accordingly the committee rose; 
and Mr. Evans, Speaker pro tempore, having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Moopy, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House, 

that the committee had had under consideration bills of 
the following titles, and had directed him to rt the same back 
with the recommendation that they Cob on the table: z 

A bill (H. R. 2656) parsley i the charge = desertion stan 
against Almon Springsteen, late Com — bed „One hundred an 
thirty-seventh Regiment New York Vo ; and 


adt. 

That the committee had also had under consideration bills of 
the following titles, which the committee had directed him to re- 
port without amendment, with the recommendation that they do 


pass: 
H. R. 10055. An act grantin a 
H. R. 6427. An act for the 
H. R. 10080. 
Dars 


on to James Burnett; 
ief of Clarissa A. 
An act granting a pension to Frances E. Utley 


record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg” approved Ju 21, 1808 
do e pi a “shed 
S 3110. An act granting a pension to to Patri bondi ag 
S. 2813. An act granting a pension to Fames Smith; 
S. 4400. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel Black- 
man; 


S. 2393. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hinckley; 

S. 4568. An act granting a pension to Jacob Miller; and 

S. 4269. An act granting a pension to Margerett Ferriter. 

Also that the committee had had under 5 bills of 
the following titles, which he was directed to report back with 


oil 


175 „ with the recommendation that as nonii they do 


8 1787. An act to correct the military record of Patrick Hanley; 
S. 2838. An act granting a pension to James C. Young; 
S. 3169. An act granting a pension to John R. Bevan; 
S. 3111. An act granting a pension to Cornelia M. Mason; 
S. 1334. An act granting a pension to William J. Murray; 
S. 2036. An act to increase the pension of Mary C. Cook; 
Bare: An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim O, 
win; 
on 4298, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R, 
oung; 
S. 1361. An act ting an increase of ion to John N. Lan- 
a of Leavenworth, Kans, ou see 
3506. granting a pension Kline; 
S. 873. An act to remove the charge of 8 against Edwin 


Higgins; 
S. 1807. An act Granting an increase of pension to Abraham T, 


Casey, of Larned, 

S. 1363. An act granting an increase of pension to Alva A. Eaton; 

S. 2117. An act granting ape pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of 
August V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, United States Army; 

R. 2632. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Thomas W. O’Brien; 

R. 3230. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the’ 
military record of Thomas Connolly; 

H. R. 1008. A bill to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Michael F. Newell; 

H. R. 987. A bill to correct the military record of Coryd 
Winkler, lata private, Eighth Company First Battalion, Fi 
Ohio Sharpshooters; 

H. R. 1798. A bill to remove the charge of desertion against 
Carl F. W. Stolle, of Iron Ridge, Wis.; 

ca > 8336. A bill to correct the military record of William D, 


“H R. R. 10278. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
itte 


H. R 4178, A bill granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 


Otis; 
H. R. 2545. A bill to ion Mary Elizabeth erat widow 
of late Pay Director H. . Hieskell, on the pension roll 


H. R. 1775. A bill removing the charge of desertion against 


| correcting the military record of Elmer Stickle, late 333 


Fifteenth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers: 
H. R. 5746. A bill for the relief of Elizabeth D. Pittman; 
H. R. 8501. A bill for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts; 
R. ooh A bill granting a pension to Charles Howard; 
7. A bill f. for the relief of Rachel T. Abbott, of Wilkes - 


10117. A bill granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 
R. 7203. A bill gran ting = poma to Della E. Spaulding, 
permanently Koiola chit child o ed O. Spaulding late of Com- 
pora G, One hundred and sixty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
nfan 
H. R. 3144. A bill granting a pension to Robert S, Moorhead; 
R. 4741. A bill granting a ion to Lucy Nichols; 
9224. A bill increasing the pension of David R. B. Harlan; 
.6076. A bill to increase the pension of Thomas B. Ham- 


. 9782, A bill to enforce act of July 14, 1992; 
7230. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Mar ited 
9832. A bill granting a pension to Augusta 
. A bill to remove the ae of eating fe 8 the 
of e L. Plummer 
A bill to increase the pension of David W. Penny- 
anchester, Ohio; 


Pop bd ba be 
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H. R. 7971. A bill granting a pension to Mary L. Cook; 

H. R. 2700. A bill granting an increased pension to Susan A. 
Gummer; 

H. R. 7595. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. E. Ward; 

R. 8239, A bill for the relief of Catherine McCarty; 

. R. 9466. A bill to pension John H. Boyd; 

R. 5920. A bill for the relief of Monson W. Bliss; 

. 10316. A bill for the relief of Georgie Smiley; 

. 2867. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
. 4668, A bill to pension Miss Maggie Morris; 

. 5798, A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
TSON; 

R. 2026. A bill to pension Sarah A. Halter; and 

H. R. 8952. A bill granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Knapp, of Company K, Eighty- fifth Regiment of New York Vol- 
unteers. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on each of the bills reported by the Committee of the Whole 
to the House the previous question be considered as ordered upon 
the amendments and final passage of the bills. 

There was no objection. - 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, 
3 rule the House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o’clock noon, 


S 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
— were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-General of the Army asking for the continu- 
ance during another year of the appropriation for the purchase of 
land for a target range at Jefferson , Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Commissary-General of Subsistence, to er with 
the draft of a bill to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence 
Department of the cases ie the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
“ie Clark, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr, CURTIS of Kansas, from theCommittee on Indian Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4759) to authorize 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company to straighten 
and restore the channel of the South Canadian River, in the In- 
dian Territory, at the crossing of said railroad, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1588); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 

- was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3277) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of a military storekeeper in the Army, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1589); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. $ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10693) directing the enlistment of cooks 
in the Regular and Volunteer armies of the United States, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1590); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4750) granting right 
of way through the Pikes Peak timber-land reserve and the pub- 
lic lands to the Cripple Creek District Railway Company, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1592); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr, FENTON, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 5188) for the relief of Mrs, A, C. Wagner, er the 
same without amendment, scene by a report (No. 1591); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10601) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles W. Tilton; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ees following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10742) to provide for 
the Ale reprak of an additional district judge in and for the 
judicial district of Kansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 283) tender- 
ing the thanks of Congress to Assistant Naval Constructor Rich- 
mond Pearson Hobson and to the volunteer crew of the Merrimac, 
and authorizing the transfer of Assistant Naval Constructor Hob- 
son from the Construction Corps to the line of the United States 
Navy-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
33 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 10722) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of James May—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10723) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert P. Horn—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10724) for the relief of Eliza A. Leffler to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 10725) for the relief of William Copp—to the 
Conimittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10726) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Wyant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 10727) 5 5 5 a pension to George Roach 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10728) to remove the charge of desertion from 
=e military record of Broad Cole—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10729) to correct the mili 
R. Anderson—to the Committee on Mili 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10730) ting a pension to Mary L. Ford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R.10731) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joseph Rogers—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 

8 Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 10732) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Rachel A. F. Robb, of Rising Sun, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 10733) granting a pension to 
Patrick Conlin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10734) granting a pension to Jane P. Dick- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Nathaniel Jones 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10736) for the 
8 of Mrs. Precilla Childers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 10737) pensioning Mary 
Ann Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10738) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Beeri Serviss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 10739) granting a pension to 
Charles F. Winch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ed Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 10740) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Henry E. Cady—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10741) granting a 7 to Mrs. Rebecca J. 
Jones to the Committee on Military irs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Pawtucket, R. I., in favor of the passage of a bill to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. CRUMPACKER: Papers of Col. J. P. Megrew, to accom- 
pany House bill No. 9703, for the removal of disabilities in the case 
of Jacob Lamont, late private, Sixteenth Indiana Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Affidavit of Mary Ann Snyder, late 
nurse in medical department of United States Volunteers, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Hedding Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Barre, Vt., Rev. W. R. Daven: , pastor, in fayor of the 
passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


C. : 

Also, petition of Mrs. J. R. George and 80 members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Barre, Vt., asking for 
the passage of the bill to raise the age of proteus for girls to 
18 years in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of T. J. Cochron and the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Groton, Vt., to forbid the transmission of lot- 
tery messages by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. ’ 

Also, petitions of T. J. Cochron and the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Groton, and Hedding Methodist Episco 
Church, of Barre, Vt., Rev. W. R. Davenport, pastor, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of attorneys and citizens of the State 
of Utah, in support of Senate bill sachsen for another judicial 
circuit court of the United States, to be known as the ‘‘Tenth cir- 
cuit,” and to have jurisdiction in Colorado, Utah, Wyoming, 
Idaho, and Montana—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, letter of James Glendinning, of Salt Lake City, in support 
of the claim of Frank Harigan, for extra compensation under the 
contract for sewer connecting Fort Douglas with Salt Lake City, 
Utah—to the Committee on Claims, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 18, 1898. 
5 The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 


peaker, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INSIGNIA OF RED CROSS. 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1913) to protect the insignia 
and name of the Red Cross. 

Lt aoe ar ee ia he on theJudiciary, 
was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present. considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall have to examine this bill before I can 
consent to its consideration. I object. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. B., 9856. An act for the relief of Anna Merkel; 

H. R. 5879. An act to amend sections 1 and 2 of the act of March 
8, 1887, 24 Statutes at Li chapter 859; and 

H. R. 3071. An act for the relief of James A. Stoddard. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, LIVINGSTON. I call for the 1 order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the gen- 
tleman from Vermont pe GROUT] is recognized to bring up the 
conference report which was under consideration at the adjourn- 
ment 5 : GAN, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I believe the pending question is upon a 
motion by myself to concur in Senate amendment No. 79. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman’s 
statement is correct. 

Mr. GROUT. How much time does the gentleman from Georgia 

+ ee 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Only a little. 
Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman such time as he may 


desire, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I think there is no objection 
to the construction of the bridge referred to in this amendment. 
I discover by reference to the RECORD of Feb 1 that there 
was considerable objection to another bridge—the usetts 
avenue bridge. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is this part of the conference report? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This is not the 5 which the gentléeman 
fought when this bill was up before. This bridge, called the Con- 
necticut avenue bridge, leading over Rock Creek, is, I believe, con- 
sidered by the citizens of Washi of all classes a necessity. 


It is recommended and approved by the District Commissioners. 


ed 
e fol- 


The Government has spent $50,000 on this side of the creek in the 
purchase of land to bring the avenue up to the creek; and on the 
other side of the creek there has not only been a donation of the 
quantity of land necessary to extend the roadway to the bridge, 
but the avenues themselves on that side have been donated to the 
ity There are 5 miles of avenues laid out and completed on that 
side, 

I hope members of the House will not confuse this with the 
Massachusetts avenue bridge. I am speaking of the Connecticut 
avenue is Aig 

Mr. BALL. Is this the same bridge in which it was stated 
some school on the other side of the creek was interested? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir: it is the Massachusetts avenue 
bridge in which the Methodist University was stated to be inter- 

On these avenues extending 5 miles on the western side of 
the creek there are 250 to 350 residences already. Parks as well 
as avenues have been laid out and dedicated. The people who own 
those residences and other property on that side of the creek aro 
paying their share of taxes into the city treasury. They have 
never received any benefit by an expenditure of taxes in that sec- 
tion, the revenues of the city being expended in paving streets and 
other expenses within the city limits, 

In view of the fact that this bridge is recommended by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners, that the Government has already expended 
$50,000 up to the creek on this side, that the people on the other 
side have made such large donations on that side, I think it only 
right that this should be built. The project has been 
twice approved by the Senate, and the only reason it was not 

the appropriation bill before it left the House was 
d report on the subject did not reach our commit- 
tee in time to be put in the bill. 
Mr. KING. Do I understand the gentleman to take the - 
tion that the city or the Government ought to bridge Rock 
at ev ce where an avenue will cross it? 
gentleman does not 


Mr. GSTON. No, sir. I hope the 
understand any such thing. Iam acter no such statement or 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, we would like to hear this dis- 


cussion. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be under- 
stood as sot bs that we ought to build a bridge at every place on 
Rock Creek where one may be surveyed or requested. That is 
not my point. Iam 8 my remarks exclusively to the Con- 
necticut avenue bridge. improvement is embraced in Sen- 
ate amendment No, 79, in which I have moved that the House 


concur. 

For the benefit of gentlemen on the other side who, on account 
of conversation among members, did not hear the statement just 
made, I will repeat that this bridge ought to be built for these 
reasons; First, it has been recommended by the District Gommis- 


area of land to facilitate the opening of the bridge. In the next 
place, there are 5 miles of avenues laid out and cated to the 
city on the other side, and on these avenues the people are build- 


ing residences and improving the property rapidly. These le 

on the outside are entitled to jaa raei dies EES 

: a MAHANY, May I ask the gentleman a question right 
ere 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. MAHANY. Iam not sure that I am so much opposed to 
the Connecticut avenue extension. I realize the fact that there 
is a denser population at that point than there is at the Massachu- 
setts avenue proposed extension. If the gentleman is speaking 
for the Connecticut avenue extension—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Exclusively. 

Mr. MAHANY. That is what I want to make clear. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is my motion. I was saying, Mr. 
Speaker, and I undertake to say without fear of . con- 
tradiction, that the only way to enlarge this city is on the outside. 
There is no room on the — We have got to cross the creek, 
We have got to goin other directions, and this city will grow. 
It ought to grow, and we are dof the fact that it does grow, 
and is becoming more beautiful as a city for residence purposes 


every day. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Can the gentleman inform us what this bridge 
is to cost? 
Mr. GSTON. Yes; itis all given in the report here. 
Mr, MAHANY. Two hundred thousand dollars, if not more. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. If one plan is accepted, itis to be lg — 
If that is considered too ve, the Commissioners say; 
the Morrison plan is to be accepted, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. SIMPSON. And the taxpayers of the District om of 
that, EEEN of the United States pay the other 5 
Mr. L GSTON. That is right. , 
Mr. MAHANY. Are you sure that the taxpayers of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia desire either of these im 


1898. 


ovements? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I know that they desire this one of which 
I = kin; 
r 


/ 


S Y. How do you know it? 


moment ago, by mixing with the people, in the first place. 
Mr. MATANY, The gentleman has had personal interviews 
with the populdtion? A ; 
Mr. L GSTON. Ifthe gentleman will not be tooimpatient, 


I will give him all the information he wants. In the first place, I 
know it because the Commissioners who rule over and control 
this District as agents of this Congress approved of it and have 


ordered 


it. 


Mr. MAHANY, They are, of course, always in touch with the 


people. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I know it for another reason, that the tax- 
have without a murmur submitted to an ex- 


pense of $50,000 for the purpose of acquiring the necessary land 


payers of this ci 


on this side. There has been no complaint of that. 
Mr. 


their “murmurs” heard. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a ques- 


the people of the United 
States do not want improvements in an qetebebited region of the 


tion: Do you know that they do not want 
Mr. MAHANY 


it? 
„ Well, I know that the 


District of Columbia, when appropriations for greatimprovements 


of general utility are denied. 4 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is dodging the question. 
Mr . No, it is not dodging the question. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have not asked for any appropriation 
for any improvement in an uninhabited portion of the District. 

Mr. One side of this is practically uninhabited. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Itisnot. Mr. Speaker, as there is no ob- 
jection to this amendment, I hope it be concurred in, We 
can then pass to the other and let each amendment stand upon 
its own merits. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I have just been advised that quite an 


amount of land is to be condemned or secured on this side of the 
bridge before the bridge can be constructed. I have sent for the 
information, and will have it here in a minute. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The land is all condemned. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave been told—I do not know whether the 
information is correct or not, but I will ascertain in a moment— 
that it will require $230,000 to pay for the land to be condemned, 
or that has been condemned, or to be purchased or that has been 
purchased, on this side of the bridge. 

Mr. SIMPSON. And that is besides the cost of the bridge. 

L Mr. DOCKERY. I make that statement tentatively. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. You will have plenty of time to look into 


the matter. 

Mr. SIMPSON, That would make the total cost over $400,000. 
Mr. DOCKERY. It is alleged that $230,000 will be required to 
purchase land on this side of the bridge, Now, I do not know 
whether that is true or not. 

Mr. MAHANY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri whether he thinks these improvements are matters of urgent 
and 5 = 
Mr. DOCKERY. ell, the gentleman might t that I 

was not in favor of this proposition, and if he has any doubt I will 
say that I am not in favor of this proposition. I now call the at- 
tention of the genfleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] to an 
amendment to be proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILLAN] to the general deficiency in these terms: 

Ob eee atte Oa for took taken for OVE of Cone 
necticut avenue from Florida avenue to Wa e drive, to charged 
wholly to the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

The gentleman is doubtless familiar with that, and he can ex- 
plain to the House what there is in that proposition. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. T hope the gentleman does not intend to 
bring anything else into this discussion, something which does 
not yet exist and may never exist. I know nothing about what 
the tor from Michigan intends to do at the other end of the 
Capitol, and I do not think the gentleman from Missouri knows, 

Mr. DOCKERY. My information is that the land must be con- 
demned and paid for out of the treasury of the District. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I know that $50,000 has actually been paid 

for the land. That is my information. 
eee vas anythin 
$ 5 id not suppose there was anything due. 
That seems to be for the purpose of connecting fpd kerra! ave- 
nue with Florida avenue or some other place. I confess I do not 
understand that proposition, 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I know it, as I said to the gentleman a 


MAHANY. They have very few opportunities to make 
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Mr. NEWLANDS, Ican explain the matter, 
Mr. GROUT. Lyield to the gentleman from Nevada ten min- 


utes, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. With the permission of the gentleman 
from Nevada, I will answer the gentleman from Missouri. Ihave 
obtained the necessary information. There is a street there now 
condemned and paid for. The proposition made by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN ], which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri read here, is for the purpose of enlarging and widening the 
street, a proposition which 1 pass and Which perhaps 
ought not to pass. I am not discussing that proposition, how- 
ever. That does not militate against the fact that the street is 
already there, the land condemned and paid for. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, the facts regarding Connecti- 
cut avenue are these: Connecticut avenue is one of the radial 
avenues, as you all know, of the District of Columbia. It origi- 
nally extended from near the White House ont to Florida avenue, 
a distance of about a mile and a half, that point to Rock 
Creek is a distance of about three-quarters of a mile. The dis- 
tance beyond Rock Creek and the District line is about 4 miles. 
2 owners in the region beyond Rock Creek had this avenue 
surveyed for a width of 135 feet and conveyed for a distance of 4 
miles to the District of Columbia, themselyes making the neces- 
sary purchases in some cases in order to open that avenue, and 
turned it over, without any expense whatever, to the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. MOODY. Is it wrought and traveled as a road beyond 
Rock Creek? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Oh, yes; they also graded that avenue the 
entire distance of 4 miles, at an expenditure of $250,000. They also 
put two bridges on that 4 miles, costing over $200,000, so that this 
avenue beyond Rock Creek, extending for a distance of 4 miles 
beyond Rock Creek, is now completed and is the — thorough- 
fare of that extensive region beyond Rock Creek, the thoroughfare 
into which come the various streets reaching out north, east, and 
west. It is the avenue that e ee that entire district. 

Mr. MAHANY. These conditions do not, however, attach to 
the Massachusetts avenue extension. 

Mr, NEWLANDS. . Not to the same extent. 

‘made as DERSON. Was all of this done by the citizens them- 
selves 

Mr, NEWLANDS. Yes; all of this was done by the citizens 
themselyes. Then the question came up as to the completion of 
the intermediate portion of Connecticut avenue, about three- 
quarters of a mile in length, between Boundary street or Florida 
avenue and Rock Creek, lying this side of Rock Creek. 

The popular sentiment of the people of the District was that 
Connecticut avenue should be continued straight; but some con- 
tended that it should be deflected so as to make use of existing 
streets. To have continued the street and condemned and pur- 
chased the land necessary for that purpose would have cost about 
$350,000, for during this time values had risen in the intermediate 
district. To defiect it and make use of and widen the existing 
streets would cost about $250,000. 

After considering this question in Congress for six years, Con- 
gress determined to accept the more economic proposition and to 
make use of the deflection, and thus make use of existing streets; 
and for that 8 appropriated 850, 000 for the purchase of the 
land upon which this bridge foundation would rest, and provided 
for the condemnation of the rest. That was made, however, con- 
ditionally on the property owners on the other side of Rock Greek 
conveying a certain apace between the existing avenue and Rock 
Creek, about 200,000 feet, I think, which was done. The result is 
that the District is fully committed by Congress to this matter; 
that it has paid out $50,000 for this intermediate district, and it 
has also authorized condemnation, and judgments of condemna- 
tion have been entered for the balance; and the question is whether 
that creek shall be bridged so as to make a continuous thorough- 
fare from the White House to the District line. The work will be 
continuous from year to year, requiring only a small appropria- 
tion in each year, and at the time when the avenue is finished the 
overwhelming necessity of it will be apparent. It is apparent 
now, because population crowds out to it, and the population on 
the other side is quite extensive. 

Mr. MOODY. Is there any connection between the two ends 
of 2e avenue that part of the avenue on the other side and this 
part? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is communication, but only by a 
very devious route. ‘ 

. MOODY. What is the deviation? 

Mr. NEWLANDS, Ishould think probably three-quarters of 
a mile, maybe less, - 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman a question to see 
if I understand this. It is not proposed to e Connecticut 


avenue straight between Rock Creek and Florida avenue, but it 
is a proposition to use the streets that run around a straight line, 
if I may so speak? _ 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, is this bridge to be built near where 
the present bridge is, that was built without expense to the Dis- 
trict? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No; it is to be built about half a mile 
farther down the creek. » 

Mr. CANNON. Farther down the creek— 

Mr.NEWLANDS. Itscommencement on this side is about half 
a mile down. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that in line with Connecticut avenue? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; the 3 up the straight line 
just beyond the deflection to which I have referred. The line has 

n laid out, and is shown in the existing map of the District. 
The deflected line has been settled by Congress and an appropriation 
has been made by both Houses and $50,000 paid on account of it. 

Mr. CANNON, As I understand it, the only bridge that is 
available to cross Rock Creek is one that was built without ex- 
pense to the Government, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes, that is true; with the exception of a 
very small bridge on Woodley road at a lower level. 

Mr. CANNON, And that bridge, while it is used as a wagon 
bridge, is also constantly used by the company that built it for its 
cars. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And about half a mile farther south of this a 
road is to be constructed and is in harmony with the construction 
of Connecticut avenue. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is in harmony with it. 

Mr. CANNON, And this appropriation that the gentleman 
from Missouri speaks of—$230,000 as a proposed Senate amend- 
ment to a Tr bill—is to pay the damages which have been 
already ascertained in condemnation proceedings in laying out 
and widening the streets that intercept Connecticut avenue and 
which it by to bridge? 

Mr. NE NDS. That is it; and I want to say further in this 
connection that the authorities have come to the conclusion that 
is a simpler proposition, to finish these radial avenues and not 
enter upon the vast and expensive schemes, such as was involved 
3 the highway aet, of extending all the existing streets in Wash- 

ngton. 
. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Nevada 
the estimated cost of this bridge? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I really do not know. 

Mr. MAHANY. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think the questions 
propounded by the gentleman from Illinois, in the perfectly judi- 
cial manner in which they were presented, disclose the real situ- 
ation to the House. In the first place, it is developed, in the 


searching cross-examination of the gentleman, that there is a. 


bridge on Rock Creek now within half a mile of the pro 

bridge that cost the Government nothing, and which is being 
used from day to day. The proposed bridge, according to the 
statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Manany], will 
cost at least $200,000. Then, in addition to that liability, $230,000 
is required to pay the awards already made from Florida avenue 
to Rock Creek, or Waterside drive, which is along theline of Rock 


Creek. 

Now, it might as well be understood that this is a ulative 
enterprise. I make no criticism upon any gentleman who has his 
money invested there. They have a right to indulge in these 
8 But the question that suggests itself is this: Two 
hundred and thirty thousand dollars is oa, a to meet the 
awards, and with a bridge now standing one- mile from the 
contemplated bridge, can we afford to enter upon the enterprise 
of building a new bridge that will cost not less than $200,000? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
a question. 


r. DOCKERY. Certainly. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the $230,000 to pay the condemnation proceed- 
to be paid by the Government or the ie 5 of the Bistrict? 
r. LIVINGS ON. By the District entirely. 

istrict. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Out of the revenue of the 

Mr. PA That is, the people interested in the improvement 
are to for it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The people of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DORR. The gentleman from New York knows very well 
that all of this money is paid out of the General Treasury; one- 
half of it is out of the Government Treasury and the other out of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PAYNE, The gentleman from New York does not know 
any such thing. The amendment says“ to be paid wholly out of 
the revenue of the District.” As I understand, the Government 
has paid $50,000 for the site of this bridge, this end of it, under 
the guidance of the Gi eae een Committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; under pressure from other sources— 


under 3 
E. Of course, under compulsion, as they always 


Mr. PA 


do—both ends of the committee. So this appropriation is but for 
$25,000 to start a foundation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Just a starter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. There is a large number of people who live be- 
yond Rock Creek and the avenues leading to the avenue, 

Mr. DOCKERY, Ihave not heard anything from them yet. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there a large number living there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The only information coming to me is from 
gentlemen interested in the enterprise. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now,I want to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is there any good reason for not going into this, except our 
extreme poverty? . 

Mr. DOC 
land. 

Mr. PAYNE. That comes out of the revenue of the District; 
that does not affect your constituents or mine. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We are acting as town council for the Dis- 
trict and we ought to give a “ fair deal” all around. 

Mr, PA Is there any good reason for not giving this, ex- 
cept our ideas of economy? 

. DOCKERY. That is a sufficient reason, and it is not nec- 
essary to give any other, 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it has got to be done in the near future, 
and the a een is whether it should be done now. 

Mr, DOCKERY, “In the sweet by and by” it may be neces- 


Y. It would seem to me wise to first pay for the 


ary. I want to say that the surplus revenue of the District is a 
little over $600,000. Of thatamount we have appropriated in this 
bill about $300,000 to increase the water supply, and an additional 
amount will be necessary to complete the project, either in this 
bill or the next, and it seems to me that we ought to secure more 
water before we build bridges that are not necessary. 

Mr. MOODY. _I want to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. 

Mr. MOODY. It has been said here that certain condemnation 
proceedings have resulted in incurring the liability of $230,000. 

ow, what connection has that fact with this question, one way 
or the other? I do not exactly understand. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The connection is this: The government of 
the District had to condemn the land from Florida avenue to the 
Waterside drive. Condemnation proceedings were instituted, and 
in order to meet the awards under these condemnations we shall 


have to 7 8 riate in the general deficiency bill $230,000. 
Mr. MOODY. The gentleman's argument is that we can not 
afford to do it. 


Mr. DOCKERY. That we do not want to complete the whole 
proecha ae once; we had better pay for the land before we build 

e bridge. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, We do not have to pay for the land out of 
the Government funds. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I know that; it comes out of the District. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
What effect will this appropriation of $25,000 have on the con- 
demnation proceedings or the payment of the $230,000? 

Mr. DOCKERY. he effect is simply this (and no one is more 
familiar with the effect of this proposition than my friend from 
Wisconsin): These gentlemen did not come here and ask for an 
expenditure of $200,000 outright, because they were pon s ap- 
prehensive that, in view of the stringent condition of the Treas- 
ury, such a proposition might intimidate some gentlemen, even 
those who are disposed to vote large appropriations. So they ask 
a simple starter“ of $25,000 for a project which, when carried 
out, will cost not less than $200,000. Nothing was said, so far as 
I heard, about the ‘‘back pay” of $230,000 necessary to meet the 
awards already made, 

BABCOCK, Is it not a fact that there is no connection be- 


Mr. 
tween the $230,000 for opening streets and the bridge proposition; 
that those awards will go on and be paid whether this appropria- 


tion be made or not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is this connection, unless you pay the 
awards, you can not reach this bridge. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Very true; but this appropriation, whether it 
is needed or not, has no effect on the expenditure of the $230,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think you can get to the bridge un- 
less we own the land. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that there is already a street there; 
that this ition is simply to widen it, 

Mr, L GSTON. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the condemnation proceedings are simply 
to widen that street. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, I will say to my friend from New York 
and my friend from Georgia that the language of this amendment 
does not warrant their view. The amendment provides for the 
extension of Connecticut avenue.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Widening it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not say so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is what it means. 

Mr. PAYNE, That is what I understood from the remarks of 
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the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEwLAnps], and I think he has 
more 13 on this subject, perhaps, than any other gentle- 
man here. . 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Ihave no doubt the gentleman from Nevada 
is well informed on this subject. A ; 

Mr. PAYNE. The only fault I find with the amendment is that 
it proposes to go to work on this improvement by piecemeal. In 
my opinion, the whole job should be undertaken at once. We 
should contract for the work with the lowest bidder, and appro- 

riate enough money to build the bridge. It seems to me this 
bridge is necessary and ought to be built, and we ought to go 
about the work in a businesslike way. y 

Mr. GROUT. One word, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the 
statement about widening the street. The 8 Was not 
to widen Connecticut avenue at that point, but back on the hill 
nearer Florida avenue. Those who have traced the history of 
this District appropriation bill for the last two or three sessions 
will remember that there has been presented by the Senate each 
time a proposition to straighten Connecticut avenue, which con- 
templated the removal of a small church and three dwelling 
houses, one of the value of between $30,000 and $40,000, and in- 
volved a deep cut in an elevation through which the avenue was 
to go before arapen the a aoe one contae) had stood 
up against that appropriation ough repea ngresses. 
Finally at the last 8 a p mes ras was reached, It was 
phase 4 that instead of making the avenue straight we would de- 
flect it. 

The avenue already runs on a deflection, and up to about the 
summit of the hill or elevation referred to is already laid out, 
although not of a width to compare with the rest of the avenue 
off to the east. What gentlemen refer to when they speak about 
widening the avenue is at that point. Then there is a set-off to 
the left as you go westward; and farther toward the river is this 
ground, for the condemnation of which an appropriation is pro- 
posed by this Senate amendment. It was stipulated that this 
condemnation should be authorized, 5 the owners of the 
land dedicated a certain quantity on the other side of the avenue, 
so as to make the proper approach there. 

So, Mr. Speaker, after repeatedly meeting the Senate conferees, 
and entirely defeating this ea Poems to straighten Connecticut 
ayenue—knocking it out entirely—we felt ourselves compelled at 
the last session to compromise by providing for completing the 
extension of the avenue, but not on the straight line—on the de- 
flected line—thus saving to the Government, as I have always 
claimed, about $200,000, f : 5 

Now, the construction of this bridge is only a question of time. 
That is the fact about the matter. The House Committee on Ap- 
propriations did not have this proposition in the bill when it first 
came before you. We did have the next proposition referred to 
in Senate amendment No. 80, to construct a bridge across Massa- 
chusetts avenue. The Senate has put in a proposition to start 
work on both these avenues. The House will remember that when 
the question was up before, 1 thought we might profitably com- 
mence the work on eee avenue bridge. Iam informed 
that for that improvement there is to be no expenditure for land; 
the way is already owned by the Government up to the abut- 
ments of the bridge. I do not speak with authority on that point, 
but I am so informed. aa 

My opinion is that while we have brought these propositions back 
to the House with a dis: ment, the House might perhaps well 
enough agree to them. accordance with the authority which 
we granted last session the condemnation proceedings have gone 
on, and the indebtedness thereby incurred is to be paid either by 
inserting the necessary appropriation in the pending deficiency 
bill, or in some other bill at some other time, The payment of 
that money is at a question of time, And it seems to me that 
we might properly enough commence the work on both these 
bridges. e do it in a small way. We have it in our on hands, 
and while it must be admitted that the pressure has been severe, 
both upon the Senate and the House, to have this work started, I 
ought, perhaps, to state in frankness that when we came to this 
agreement in conference a year ago it was tacitly understood, in- 
deed it was expressly understood, that this bridge should be built 
because we authorized the preparation of plans for the bridge and 
made an appropriation for it. 

This, then, in brief is the situation. The proposition of course 
calls for money. Arguments may be formulated against both of 
these propositions, but it does seem to me that the time has come 
when we may start upon these enterprises, and that we are com- 
mitted to them by our previous action, perhaps in a measure upon 
compulsion, because the House stood out just as long as it could 
against doing anything with this Connecticut avenue proposition. 
Finally we did agree upon the less expensive plan and took steps 
for the construction of this bridge by authorizing plans, 

Boek McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

m? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly, 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman in his researches in con- 
nection with this and other extensions any information he can 
give the House as to what it would cost to straighten that avenue 
gece Florida avenue across to where this bridge is proposed to be 
built? . ; 

Mr. GROUT. I just stated that my belief is that it would have 
made a difference of $200,000; that is, would have cost $200,000 
more than the defiected line. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My judgment is that it is a very great mis- 
fortune that that has not been done. 

Mr. GROUT, That may be. I will simply say to the gentle- 


man—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not say this as any reflection on the 
gentleman, because he has acted as he thought wise in adopting 
this policy; but that avenue has been extended about 4 miles be- 
yond Rock Creek without cost to the people, and I think it isa 
misfortune that we did not open up the avenue and make astraight 
street right through, 

Mr. GROUT. As a justification of our action in insisting upon 
the less expensive course, I will say that the only difference 
whether it goes on a straight line or on a deflected line is simply 
a matter of ap nce to the eye. If the avenue were straight- 
ened, then in driving down from the other side where it stretches 
off to the west, the eye would rest upon a long thoroughfare 
stretching away in astraight line. That is the only advantage 
there would be in the straight avenue, and, as you see, it would be 
all in your eye; and $200,000 is soe a sum of the people's money 
to pay just to please the eye of those who drive along Connecticut 
avenue from west of Rock Creek. 

The matter of convenience to the public is very trifling, because 
it makes a deflection of only a few rods, which practically amounts 
to nothing; and it did seem to the House conferees that it was an 
expenditure that we ought not to enter upon to condemn the prop- 
erty necessary to straighten the street there. Iam frank to say 
that I did all in my power to prevent it and to agree upon the less 
expensive route, and am still satisfied with my course. I have no 
doubt my associates are—— 

Mr. MAHANY, As there are two bridge propositions here, I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to state for 
the information of the House which proposition he thinks is less 
urgent as a matter of present construction for the convenience of 
the people of the District of Columbia, and which one he thinks 
ought to be built if we are ee, to take our choice. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Massachusetts avenue bridge is not under 
discussion now, 

Mr. GROUT. I have not balanced this matter in my mind, and 
am not pre to say which is most urgent. 

Mr. M Y. Should not the gentleman or the committee 
give us that information? 

Mr. GROUT. I wish to say in all fairness that it is not an un- 
suitable thing to enter upon the construction of both of these 
bridges. I have no feeling about the matter and no interest in it. 
I am perfectly willing to take the judgment of the House, and to 

it out faithfully, as we have done heretofore, because when 
the House disa to the other amendment, we felt constrained 
to bring in a disagreement as to both and submit the matter to 
the House for your guidance. I yield to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin . BABCOCK]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I fully concur in what the gentleman from 
Vermont has said, and I want to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that there is no connection between this appropriation 
of $25,000 for the construction of this bridge and the matter of the 
bill appropriating $200,000 to open the street. That isa proposi- 
tion that originated under the last appropriation bill and is being 
carried out under condemnation pr gs. Now, whether you 
oy ara! this $25,000 to build a bridge or whether you do not 

ould not be considered with the other proposition. The bridge 
has got to be built, and it is only a question whether you will com- 
mence it now or p it off. In my opinion it ought to be done now. 

Mr. KING. I want to ask the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee Whether he thinks it is the proper province of this Appro- 
3 Committee to proceed to lay out streets and avenues and 

uild bridges, and so forth? Ought not that work to originate with 
the District Committee, and ought not bills to come rather from 
that committee before appropriations are made like those contem- 
plated in this appropriation bill? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This did not originate in the Appropria- 
tions Committee of the House. 

Mr. KING. In the Appropriations Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; not a bit of it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, It did not. It is a scheme brought by 
the District authorities before the Congress of the United States, 

Mr. KING. It has not received the approval of the regular 
District Committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill say to the gentleman from Utah that there 
are many bills so intimately connected with appropriations that 
either committee might properly have charge of them; but it has 
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been the rule that the Appropriations Committee shall have 
charge of nearly all the a RS riations. The District Committee 
have occasio. repor carrying appropriations, but no 
as à rule. I 8 the District Committee Should have charge of 


all legislation proper. x 
Mr. KING. I agree with the gentleman on that. 
Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


DOCKERY]. 

Mr. RY. I congratulate the people of the northwest 
section on the fact that they are soon to have largely increased 
bridge accommodations over Rock Creek, They now have a 
bridge half a mile from the proposed bridge, a good bridge, con- 
structed without cost to the Government. This bridge is to be 
given, and then when we reach the next amendment a bridge 
will be authorized seven-eighths of a mile from this. These 
bridges will cost over $400,000. I think the gentleman from New 
York has the correct business view of the matter; that is, if we 
intend to enter upon these enterprises the money should be fully 
appropriated to earry the projects to completion and not start 
with an ient appropriation. If the House desires to make 
the appropriation, I trust some gentleman will move to concur 
with an amendment carrying the amount of the estimate. 

Mr, PAYNE. When these two bridges are built, they will be 
the only two bridges across Rock Creek that have not double 
street railroad car tracks over them? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know about that, j 

Mr. MAHANY. Does the gentleman want this built for the 
exclusive benefit of people who use carriages? 

Mr. PAYNE. I want it built for the people who use carriages 
as well as those who walk and those who ride in street cars. 

Mr. MAHANY. Not for the exclusive benefit and convenience 
of the people who ride in carriages? This would be the result un- 
less the proposed bridge were of a street railway ronte. 

Mr. PAYNE. Because I believe people ought to be allowed to 
walk in this SOUR ey sad 1 have a ridge Bo WAIE o0, if they 
want to, and I have not any demagogue about me either, 

Mr. MAHANY. We need the gentleman’s assurance to be cer- 


ge. 
HAM. Does not the gentleman want both bridges? | tion? 


Mr. BING: 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. The 


gentleman has no authority or right 

to say that the next amendment will give the people of that vicin- 
ity another bridge. ‘ : 

Mr. BING . The gentleman does not desire to rest his 


case on the other, 
CKERY. Is not the statement true? 


Mr. GROUT. I ask for the previous question. 
Mr, N of Misso 


of the United States half, À 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I want to know is, are the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia going to build their bridge or are 
we going to build it? That is a plain question. 

r. GROUT. Whom do you mean by “we”? ö 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I mean the people of the United 
States, the rest of us. 5 

Mr. GROUT. The people of the United States and the pon le 
of the District of Columbia are going to pay the expense of build- 
ing the bridge—half and half. 

.O X of Mimouri. That is, the rest of the people are 
oing to of the expense. 
g Me, GROUT. That is right, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under the law. 

Mr. GROUT. Iask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The BPEAKE protempore. The question is on the motion 
that the Honse recede from its disagreement and concur in Senate 
amendment No. 79. 

The question is harii several members demanded a division, 

The House divid 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 50 
and the noes are 41. Accordingly the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. S er, there is no quorum present. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, That point is made too late. 

Mr. SIMPSON, No, it is not too late. I made the point of no 
quorum as soon as the result was announced. I do not see how it 
Can be too late. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, The Chair delayed the announcement; the 


Chair waited. 
Mr. SIMPSON. The Chair did not wait, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair waited to hear objec- 
tion, and no objection was made. : 

Mr. SIMPSON. I made it just as soon as I could hear theresult. 
; Tia SE RARER pro tempore, The Chair thinks the point comes 

00 late. 

On motion of Mr. LIVINGSTON, a motion te reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr, Chairman, that leaves now the amendment 
numbered 80 and seyeral other amendments, including the amend- 
ments relating to charity, on which the conferees. have thus far 
disagreed, and I shall ask that the House support a motion to 
further insist, if that satisfies the gentleman, in its di ment 
to the several Senate amendments and ask for a further confer- 


ence. 
Mr, MAHANY, I would like to be heard on that motion. 
Mr. NORTHWAY,. I move to concur in the Senate amend- 


ments, 

Mr. GROUT, Iyield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
arg tt 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr, S. er, I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement agree to the Senate amendment relat- 
mg ta the Massachusetts ayenue bridge. 

. GROUT, Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. MAHANY], 


Mr. MAHANY addressed the House. See Appendix, ] 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. er, I desire to call the attention of 
the gentleman from New York to the remarks that were made on 
the Ist of February, 1898, found on page 1325 of the Recorp, al- 
most exactly the words of the gentleman from New York, made 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LENTZ], in which he says: 
Miir php upk piar g R radenia piyd e Cee 

n er 
TS the crippled and aged soldiets and thair widows end orphan n 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. BENNETT. I have not finished reading 

Mr. MAHANY, I thank the gentleman from New York for 
the reference, because it brings out the fact that in this Congress 
the decrepit and poverty-afflicted veterans of this country have, to 
some extent at least, suffered from the rigorous economy prac- 
ticed in the granting of invalid pensions, 

Mr. KING, Will my friend from New York permit me a ques- 


n 
Mr. BENNETT, Yes, 

Mr. KING. Is not the gentleman reading from the remarks of 
the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn]? As I 
remember, his remarks were stronger even than those of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr, LENTZ]. 

Mr. BENNETT, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lentz] fur- 
ther said: 

Long befo ‘on waste 000 
you would better open the Beuel the M L e 

Now, that is almost the same language used by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Manany] just now. I am surprised that 
he should 719 in i n made use of by others. 

Mr. MAHANY. Well, Ishall never be charged with making 
use of the expressions employed by the gentleman from New 
zo s Laughter.] 

r. 


ropositions, one for the Connecti- 
cut avenue bridge and the other for the Massachusetts avenue 
bridge, ought to be adopted. The people along the line of Massa- 
chusetts avenue have freely giyen 16 feet of the land on either side, 
so that the bridgecan be built without going through condemnation 
proceedings and without the expenditure of the money. Beyond 
this, on Georgetown Heights, they have given probably 50,000 or 
60,000 feet of land for parking pu: The bridge will lead to 
Georgetown Heights, to the Naval Observatory, and to the Wes- 
leyan College, nas to a thickly populated and settled portion of 
the city. I believe it will be of immense advantage to the District. 

Mr. Y. Does the gentleman say that the Rock Creek 
region at the extension of Massachusetts avenue is a thickly set- 
tled part of the city? ; 

Mr. BENNETT. I say that Georgetown Heights is thickly 


settled. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman from New York allow 
me? Would not the building of the bridge be of great public con- 
venience? 

Mr. BENNETT, Yes; I believe both bridges should be con- 
structed, and Iam unable to understand the position of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Manany]. 

Mr. MAHANY. Why should this money be spent for the build- 
ing of these bridges when there are so many unpaved streets in 
the populous suburbs of the city? 

Mr. GROUT. Iyield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] such time as he may want. 

Mr. DERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am very much in favor of 
this amendment for the construction of this bridge. The amount 
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appropriated in the amendment is $25,000, The estimated total 
cost for the construction of the bridge is, in round numbers, 
$200,000. That is the estimate of the engineer. There is a little 
bridge there now that cost about $20,000, wholly unfit for travel 
and public use. The bridge contemplated is a steel bridge, and 
is tobe used for all purposes except for carriages, cars, and wagons 
carrying heavy loads, It connects with the National Observatory, 
which has a circle of 100 acres. Reference has been made that 
that portion beyond the contemplated bridge is not populous; it 
conld not be very populous with 100 acres taken up for a National 
Observatory. I am, however, advised that the interests of the 
National Observatory require and demand the construction of a 
bridge adapted for all heavy carrying purposes. It also leads to 
the great National Methodist University, which also has 100 acres, 
and where there is a building just completed in which has been 
put $200,000, and students will soon begin to occupy it. r 
This Methodist University is backed up by the entire Methodist 
Church of the United States, We have in this city a Catholic 
University, and Congress has given it every facility, by roadways 
and street improvements, to afford it easy facilities in conn 
with the city. I remember very well, when Samuel J. Randall 


was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and I was on | to 


the subcommittee on appropriations for the District of Columbia, 
Mr. Randall called my attention to these matters and said we 
would march on a line of a policy that would give easy and com- 
fortable access to these great universities, e did so. If my 
memory does not err, we put in $15,000 at that time as our first 
move for the improvement of the streets leading toward that uni- 
versity; and other appropriations have since been made. 8 

Now, the Methodists of this country are building a great uni- 
versity at an estimated cost of $10,000,000, and ne are asking for 
this great university the same facilities and privileges that Con- 
gress has already given to the Catholic University. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Is it not a fact that this Methodist college has 
about 90 acres of vacant land over there which would be largely 
increased in value if this bridge should be built? 

Several MEMBERS. We hope that is so, k 

Mr. HENDERSON. They have 100 acres. They have a build- 
ing up now, costing $200,000, which will be occupied by students 

fall. And if giving them road facilities improves their prop- 
erty, it is simply doing what every Republican, Democrat, and 
Populist ought to favor. i 

Mr. Y. May I ask the gentleman a question in that 
connection? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, if the gentleman from New York 
will content himself with only one question, I will yield. 

Mr. MAHANY. I think one question will do. Is it not prob- 
able that students who attend that university will take the street 
railway routes in preference to walking over that bridge? 

Mr. NDERSON. Tam assured by Prof. Samuel L. Beiler 
that this bridge is absolutely needed for the freight and loading 
work on that university, and I will put that earnest worker in the 
cause of education against my friend from New York. 

But I will not stop there. I send to the Clerk's desk a letter ad- 
dressed to me by Bishop Hurst, who is at the head of this great 
enterprise. I ask to have it read for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 14, 1898. 


My Dear Mr. HENDERSON: A few years ago the Congress extended Mas- 
sachusetts avenue to the site of the American 8 This, of course, 
was done not with a thought of aid to the university, but to develop the 
widest and most important residence street of Washington. The university 
site covers 90 acres, and wo already have our first building completed, the 
college of history, costing $170,000. e have in contemplation another build- 
ing for this fall, but materials for building are hauled to the grounds by va- 
rious circuitons routes. The Congress has appropriated annually for a num- 
ber of years about $10,000 for the extension of the avenue, but this seems now 
to have stopped. There seoms to be no N for either the exten- 
sion of the avenue or for the bridge over Rock Creek. Wefavor the amend- 
ment of the Senate proposes $25,000 for the bridge. There is no direct out- 
let for the Frederick road and the country beyond. Massachusetts avenue 
would furnish just such an outlet. The Woodley lane is too hilly for the 
hauling of material and even of 2 Thave made careful inquiry and 
find that Massachusetts avenue, if extended, can be opened without the con- 
demnation of any ground, as the property has already been dedicated, with 
perhaps a very tritling exception of one or two small pieces. 

We hope to open our department of history Shp fall. As soon as the bridge 
is built and the avenue is opened, there will be constant use of both for the 
university, its patrons, and its students. We have not the slightest financial 
interest in this, except our development will be more rapid. Ihopeall friends 
of education will see the importance of this t undertaking. The Ameri- 
can University is an institution to which le: Protestant denomina- 
tions have contributed, and even the Roman Catholic friends to education 
have cooperated to some extent also. 

This letter will be handed to hae by Rev. Dr. S. L. Beiler, the yice-chan- 
cellor of the university, who will be glad to give you any further information 
that you may desire. 

Yours sincerely, 
JOHN F. HURST. 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 

House of Representatives. 


Mr. HENDERSON, Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to add only a 
word. In addition to accommodating the National Observatory, 
where the Government has now a million dollars planted, and in 
addition to the facilities which will be given to the Methodist 


University, which involves a contemplated expense of $10,000,000 
to $12,000,000, with a $200,000 building already erected, this road 


opens the connections to the most popular park of that whole 
country, namely, along the Tennallytown where the homes 
of honest peor e—not speculators—stand like monuments to the 
ind of their owners. 

Mr. ANY rose. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ah, my friend, you thought one question 
would do! It will do for me. Hane 

Mr. MAHANY, It evidently “did” for you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, Not only will this bridge, with its con- 
necting thoroughfares, accommodate that po eed als along the 
Tennallytown road, but it will accommodate Te ytown itself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives, I have sometimes said that if suddenly confronted with a 
question of how I should vote when educational institutions were 
appealing for aid, and if I had not time to investigate the particu- 
lar question presented, I would vote blindly in behalf of education. 
But this matter Ihave investigated. I have looked carefully into 
it and I believe that this improvement is needed. And I want to 
say to the Appropriations Committee, whose members responded 
the leaders who were erecting the Catholic University, that I 
thank them for their consistency in coming here with this little 
recognition of the Methodist University of the United States 
and (in the future) of the world. 


Mr. GROUT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Manany]. 
Mr ANY. ly to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 


HENDERSON], let me say that if the proposition is to give a dona- 
tion of $200,000 to this university, let us so understand it. If this 
improvement is to be made for the benefit of a ‘thickly settled 
population,” consisting of ten or twenty inhabitants on this side 
of Creek and none on the other side, let us understand that 
fact. I observe that the Pennsylvania delegation are a unit in 
favor of this bridge. 

Mr. BING . Of course they are. 

Mr. MAHANY. Possibly the fact that the proprietor of a 
Philadelphia newspapet has built a $50,000 house across that creek 
may have some infiuence? 

r. BINGHAM, A house which he has owned for twenty 


years. 

Mr. MAHANY. In which he has doubtless lived very com- 
fortably for twenty years without this bridge. 

The fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, it does not require 
anybody versed in public affairs to understand that this proposi- 
tion has all the earmarks of a job.“ The purpose is to take 
$200,000 out of the Treasury for the benefit, as I said, of a few 
land ulators who desire to enhance their private holdings at 
the public expense. 

Mr. GROUT. Inow yield tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania 

[Mr. OLMSTED]. 
Mr. OLMST. Mr. Speaker, so far as the city of Washington 
is concerned, we sit here as a town or city council. I think we 
ought to consider this subject just as the councils of any great 
city would consider a similar project coming before them. I am 
satisfied that the gentleman from New York who op this 
measure has never upon the scene of this pro bridge. 

Mr. MAHANY, Oh, I have been there many times. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Your remarks upon the subject and your 
course to-day do not indicate it, for you op; this measure, al- 
though you failed to vote against the proposition to build a bridge 
across Connecticut avenue, whereas any man familiar with the 
location knows that this Massachusetts avenue bridge is ten times 
as necessary as the Connecticut avenue bridge against which you 
failed either to vote or to raise your voice. 

Mr. Y. That is your assumption or presumption. 

Mr, OLMSTED, Itisno assumption or presumption. I have 
been upon the ground within the past two hours and know 
whereof I speak. Now, the only argument which the gentleman 
has made against this bridge is that, forsooth, somebody owning 
land upon the other side—some imaginary syndicate—may profit 
by the construction of the bridge. : 

Mr. MAHAN The syndicate may be “imaginary,” but its 
influence, a) paratg is very real. 

_ Mr. OLMS ED. The only syndicate that has been mentioned 
is the Methodist College, which owns 100 acres of land, and a 
gentleman whom my friend from New York says lives and owns 
a great newspaper in Philadelphia and owns a residence upon the 
avenue on the other side of this impassable ravine. Now, if any 
gentleman living in Philadelphia or anywhere in Pennsylvania 
owns a house over there, he has never orig, to me upon the sub- 
ject. If he does own such property, that fact will not prevent 
me from voting for this much-needed improvement. I say it is a 
shame and a disgrace that the broadest, largest, and finest avenue 
in this city, which is rapidly becoming, and ought to be, the finest 
and most beautiful residence city in the world—a city in which 
the whole people of the United States have an interest and of 
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which they are justly proud—it isa shame anda di 


that 
that great, broad, handsome avenue is broken in two by an un- 
bridged ravine 50 feet deep, at the bottom of which there flows a 
very considerable stream known as Rock Creek. 

the gentleman from New York [Mr. Manany] knew whereof 
he spoke, he would know there has been as much money expended 
in opening and blasting out this avenue upon the other side of this 
stream as it would cost to build the bridge, and yet you can not 
get across to that part of the avenue without going half a mile 
out of your way or else going down into that ravine and crossing 
a bridge built at private expense and climbing up the bank upon 
the other side. 

Mr. MABANY. If the gentleman will permit me for a mo- 
ment, I will bring the testimony of the e of the 
Government. There [showing the map] is a wilderness, while the 
Connecticut avenue extension leads through and to a compara- 
tively paon region. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Iyield no further. I thought the gentleman 
based his information upon some picture that he had seen some- 
where or other and not upon personal knowledge, 

Mr. MAHANY. Oh, I base it upon both. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ihave been there this morning, and I say that 
this avenue is lined with fine, magnificent residences almost up to 
that ravine. 

Mr. MAHANY, Iam talking about the conditions on the other 
side of the ravine. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There are fine residences on the other side of 
the ravine, and, as the gentleman from Iowa, General HENDER- 
son, has well said, there is a thickly settled country beyond, 
whose people are waiting to come across this bridge. They now 
reach the city by a circuitous route, crossing bridges which are 
covered with double lines of street-car tracks. 

The presence of the Naval Observatory upon the other side of 
this stream is a sufficient justification for this brid All the 
good Methodist people of this country are interested in its con- 
struction, and they are entitled toit. The gentleman from Iowa 
has told how the Catholic institution has been favored and bene- 
fited by public improvements in its direction. The Methodistsare 
entitled to at least equal consideration. It is true that every pub- 
lic improvement benefits private properties, but the fact that the 
construction of this Lay may enhance the value of the land 
owned by the Wesleyan College ought not to deter any member 
of this House from voting in its favor. The people who have con- 
tributed the money to build that college have done much for this 
city. They are entitled tothis means of access to that institution. 
There is not a great city in the United States whose councils would 
pean such a ravine across its handsomest street to remain un- 

rid, 


M . 81 MPSON. Is it not a fact that there is now a good bridge, 
a substantial bridge, not more than a block from where it is pro- 
posed to build this one? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is not so, 

Mr. OLMSTED. If the gentleman had been there, he would 
not have asked that question. 

Mr. BINGHAM, P of a mile away is the nearest 
bridge. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask the gentleman from Vermont to yield 
some time to the opposition to this proposition. - 

Mr. GROUT. How much time is desired? 

Mr, KING. Ten minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Utah 

r. Kine]. 
lt G. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I shall consume 
all the time that has been allotted me. I dm op to this ap- 
ropriation, I am o d to the manner in which it has been 
brought before us, en the appr riate committees have been 
appointed I think that they should have an opportunity to con- 
sider these measures, The regular District Committee appointed 
by this House is charged with the duty of introducing and sup- 
plying needed legislation for this city; but there is a growing dis- 
ition upon the part of the Appropriations Committee in this 
ouse, if I am to judge by my limited experience here, to usurp 
functions that pertain to other committees of the House. Ac- 
cordingly we find the District appropriation committee incor- 
porating upon a general appropriation bill measures which ought 
to originate with the District Committee. So far as this bill is 
5 I believe that the Senate is more censurable than the 

ouse, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit me? In the last 
session of Congress the District Committee reported a bill making 
the surveys and all the preliminary work for this Massachusetts 
avenue bridge, and this is one of the results of the action of the 
District Committee. 

Mr. KING. I want to say to my friend from Wisconsin tha 
as I understand the duties of these respective committees, it woul 

be the duty of the regular District Committee, rather than of the 


Appropriations Committee, to make provision for the construc- 
tion of a bridge. I do not think it is the duty of the Committee 
on Appropriations of this House to submit a measure for the con- 
struction of a bridge or for the eee of a street. 

Mr. GROUT. ill the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. KING. With pleasure. 

Mr. GROUT. Is the gentleman aware that the subject was re- 
ferred to the District Committee and that the District Committee 
obtained from the House its discharge from the consideration of 
m 3 and had it referred to the Committee on Appropria - 

ons 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Is the gentleman aware that 
this same item has been heretofore rejected by the House? 

Mr. KING. Yes; by a decisive vote. 

I will say to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] that L 
do not know what has been done in the past, but it does seem to 
me that it is the duty of the District Committee to introduce and 
provide legislation for the construction of bridges and the opening, 
of streets. When this is done the Committee on Appropriations’ 
has merely the perfunctory duty of adding to the appropriation 
bills the necessary appropriations for the meeting of the expenses 
which have been incurred. 

Mr. GAINES. Does this bill order a bridge built and also pro- 
vide for the appropriation? 

Mr. KING. This bill appropriates $25,000 for the beginning of 
the work. Of course it is merely the entering wedge, and every- 
body knows that this is preliminary merely to an appropriation 
which will exceed perhaps $200,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. The exhibit of the Department only 
shows $189,000. 

Mr. MAHANY,. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
says $750,000. 

a eco I have stated what theexhibit of the Depart- 
ment is. 

Mr. KING. And when exhibits show $200,000, common expe- 

rience indicates that the expense is liable to be a much greater 


sum. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; it would not exceed it. 

Mr. KING. I find by examining the record that when this 
matter was up before, my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], who 
is ominously silent upon this occasion, declaimed with very great 
vigor eee this measure which is now so virtuous. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman had better not stir up the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

„Mr. KING. It was a very great vice then, but it has been sanc- 
tified by time. Itis astonishing how many vicious measures go 
to the Senate and there become cleansed and purified and come 
back here white as snow; and it is surprising how many gentle- 
men vote no“ or ‘‘aye,” as the case may be, upon propositions 
here, and then when those same propositions come back from the 
Senate cast a different vote. 

Mr. GAINES. Have their eyes opened. 

Mr. KING. My friend the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN], who sits before me and honors me with his attention, in- 
veighed very strongly against this measure when it was under 
consideration a few weeks ago. I think the arguments which he 
then adduced are invincible. If they were invincible then, the 
are invulnerable now. If it was wrong to appropriate then, it is 
not right to appropriate now. The only argument which has 
been adduced in support of this measure was the one just offered 
by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], who 
pleads for this bill because there is a university being constructed 
out in the country. 

I visited the place where this bridge is desired last evening, and 
the only inhabitants of the neighborhood were one boy and 2 
ips one of the animals which have been made famous by Blanco's 

atches. 

here was not a house within hundreds of yards on this side of 
Rock Creek, and as you peered across the chasm into the distance 
beyond you could see, perhaps half a mile away, a chimney lookin, 
out through the hills. On the left was the city of the dead. This 
is a place where 8 5 propose to expend $200,000 or $300,000. 

Mr. MAHANY. The gentleman from Iowa says $750,000. 

Mr. KING. It is stated by my friend from New York [Mr. 
Maunany], quoting another distinguished gentleman of the House, 
that the bridge will cost $750,000, 

Isay, Mr. Speaker, there is no necessity for the construction of 
this bridge. There are no houses in proximity to Rock Creek 
where it is designed to construct the proposed bridge. It is not 
just or proper to appropriate any such sum of money at the pres- 
ent for the convenience of a few people residing in the country; 
and it is a fact, though denied by the distinguished gentleman 
who last addressed the committee, that there is a bridge within a 
short distance from Massachusetts avenue. In the West anda 


great many other places we consider ourselves fortunate if we get 
a bridge within 10 or 15 miles to enable us to cross a stream, but 
here bridges are desired every few rods, and because a deviation 
of two or three squares may be required in order to find a suitable 
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bridge that is urged as a sufficient reason to spend large sums for 
the construction of additional bridges, If some gentlemen could 
have their way we would construct a bridge at the extension of 
every street, avenue, and highway in the District. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would, speaking for myself. 

Mr. KING. Of course my distinguished friend from Pennsyl- 
vania would expend all the money in the Treasury 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would put one on every street, if nec A 

Mr. KING (continuing). And when that was gone, he would 
bond the United States, and when those bonds were sold and the 
money exhausted, he would again issue bonds, until he fastened 
the gold standard and a perperam national debt upon the Ameri- 


can people, [Laughter 5 : 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I say again, there is no necessity for the con- 
struction of this bridge. It is simply, and I repeat the words of 


my friend from New York, in the interest of some people who 
have property beyond the settled portion of the city. It will en- 
hance the value of it, of course. This should not be done when 
there are streets in this city that need paving and avenues within 
a short radius of this Capitol that need attention. 

Mr, MAHANT. And the Potomac Flats to reclaim. 

Mr. KING. My friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] in his Feb- 
ruary speech talked about the necessity of reclaiming the Potomac 
Flats before making such appropriations as this. He called atten- 
tion to the effect of the noisome gases arising from these poison- 
ous flats, the fever which they engender decimating the ranks of 
the people, and then inveighed against this committee making 
extravagant and useless appropriations upon the heights beyond 
when bag oh eg rap ought to be made for the sanitary condition 
and for the health and improvement of the immediate city. ö 

Mr. SIMPSON. I take it from What has been said that this is 
a scheme to enable the Methodist College, while serving God, to 
put money in their pockets, 

Mr. KING. I can not say as to.that; but I venture to remark 
that if this bridge is constructed, it is apparent from the number 
of railroads that approach the university that no one will travel 
to it over this proposed bridge. If Massachusetts avenue is fol- 
lowed, persons need only to diverge a short distance from the 
main traveled way in order to obtain a good bridge by which to 
cross Rock Creek. There is no necessity at the present time for 
the construction of such a bridge as is contemplated by this 
amendment, and I sincerely hope that the amendment will be 
voted down. 

Mr. GROUT. In reply to the gentleman's attack upon the 
committee, stating that it has the functions of another 
committee, the District Committee, let me say that whatever ex- 

nditure is considered municipal in character it has always been 
2 least such has always been the practice—that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have power to provide for it without an 
order in the shape of general legislation. They do not wait on 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to order lamps here 
and there, or a bridge here and there. In other words, there is 
authority in the committee to 1 for anything directly 
municipal. The Committee on the District of Columbia have 
recognized the propriety of this course by be d 
from the consideration of this very matter and having it referred 
to our committee during this very session. So much for this. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, one reason further for the construction of this 
bridge that has not been mentioned, 

The accommodation it will be to the National Observatory has 
been referred to; also the necessity forit on the part of the Methodist 
University. Allegations have been made that there are no houses 
on the other side of Rock Creek. There are not close down to the 
creek, but up beyond there are, and still farther beyond is the vil- 
lage of Tennallytown. But the fact not yet stated and bearing 
upon the propriety of building this bridge is this: There have 
since 1892 been appropriations made for the improvement of the 
roadway beyond Rock Creek—mark that, gentlemen—to the 
amount of some forty-odd thousand dollars, in small sums, run- 
ning through the different years, with a view of spanning the 
chasm in due time with a bridge and opening by that avenue to 
that university and Observatory free and easy access to the city. 
It will be remembered that when this matter came up in the con- 
sideration of this bill in the House I was in favor of this appro- 
pranon. But as the House refused to make the appropriation, 

feel that itis my duty in conference to stand against the item 
and agree to it only when the House shall so instruct or when 
further resistance would seem to imperil the bill. Nevertheless 
it is my individual judgment that we ought to enter upon the con- 
struction of this bridge now. Mr. Speaker, I think this matter has 
been sufficiently discussed, and I demand the previous question. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KING. I believe I have a minute left; and if so, I would 
be very glad to yield it to the gentleman from Iowa. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman yielded the floor, 
and did not reserve any time. 


Mr. GROUT, I demand the previous question. 


ing to be discharged |- 


Mr, HEPBURN. I would like to have that minute, 

Mr. GROUT. I yield the gentleman such time as he desires, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Some time ago, Mr. Speaker, when this mat- 
tor was under consideration, I made some observations in opposi- 
tion to this structure. Lam glad to see that what Isaid at that time 
has made some impression even upon the gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. KING. I agreed with you then. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And that he now remembers what I said. 

Mr. KING. I always remember what my friend says. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I intend to vote just as the gentleman votes. 
He seems to think it is a singular thing that Ido not reiterate and 
repeat what I said on that occasion. I have observed a habit the 
gentleman has himself of that kind. I think among the many 
speeches he has made, perhaps if he could have contented himself 
as I have now the House would have had all the information on 
the subjects he has discussed. I do not think it is necessary to go 
over the argument I made then. I satisfied myself, if no one else, 
that this ought not to pass, and I am still of that opinion. [Ap- 


1 see | 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DaALZELL). The question is 
on the motion that the House recede from its disagreement to 
Senate amendment No. 8 and concur, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Dockery, Mr. KIxd, and others) there were—ayes 48, noes 42. 

Mr. MAHANY, Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, and Mr, SIMP- 
SON. No 1 25 Mr. Speaker. 

The SPE R pro tempore proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. MAHANY (pending the count). Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
bs fap of no quorum. 

T. SIMPSON, I renew it, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I make the point, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOODY. before the point of no quorùm is withdrawn 
the Chair should announce no quorum was present, would it be 
possible for the House to apes with any business, eulogies or 
any business whatever, until a quorum was secured? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. PAYNE. bs) er, I would like to make a proposition 
that the yeas and ss 0 be considered as ordered and the report 
stand over until Mon day, so that the special order in reference to 
eulogies may be entered upon at once. 

x DSON. Let it stand over until the next legisla- 
tive yA on which the conference report is considered, 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; the previous question has been ordered, 
and let it be taken up on the next day when the conference report 


is considered, 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw 
t shall renew it if it is 


w point glee quorum for that purpose, 
no ea 

Mr. SIMPSON. With that understanding, Mr. Speaker, that 
it goes over until Monday, I withdraw the point of no quorum, 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is with- 
drawn, and ous consent is asked that the yeas and nays be 
considered as ordered on the ponang ich acess Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Unanimous consent is further asked that the report shall go 
over until Monday—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Until the conference report is in order. 

The SPEAKER yeo tempore. Until the conference report is in 
order. Is there objection to that? [After a pause.] e Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


REMOVAL OF ABANDONED TRACKS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 914) to compel street railway companies in the 
District of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other 


mepo 
The Clerk read the conference report, as follows: 


The committee of conference’on the 5 votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 914) An act to compel street rail- 
way companies in the District of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and 
for other ” having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the first and second and 
third amendments of the House and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the fourth amendment 
of the House and agree to the same amended as follows: In line 3 of the mat- 
ter proposed to be inserted, after the word “over,” insert the words “any 
portion of the underground electric“ and in line II of said matter, after tho 
words “fine of $10,” insert the words for every car operated in violation of 
the provisions of this act, said fine;” and that the House agree to the same. 

J. W. BABCOCK, 

G. M. CURTIS, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JAMES McMILLAN, 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


It would not, 


The statement was read, as follows: 


The Senate recedes from its disagreement to all of the amendments of the 
House and agrees tothe same. In the fourth amendment the report of the 
conference committee simply makes the meaning more definite, as a strict 
construction of the amendment as it passed the Senate would make it neces- 


gary to one street resins | from electric to horsepower, which error 
is now pro J amendment in the same amendment pro- 
vides a more definite penalty for the violation of the act. 


The conference report was agreed to. 


RIGHTS OF PURCHASERS OF THE BELT RAILWAY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. S. er, I present the conference report 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill H. R. 8541, an act to define the rights of 
purchasers of the Belt Railway, and for other purposes, 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 8541) to define the rights of 

rehasers of the Belt Railway, and for other having met, after 
Pali and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to 
their ive Houses as follows: 

—— e Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 4. 


or 
said Belt Railway. and shall in no case exceed the sum of $150, 
nnne track: and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same. 
That the Hoesen A from its t to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same amended as follows: In lieu of the 
section 4 insert: 


matter p to be inserted as 8 
“SEC. 3. t the ers of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized and req 


uired to station be ener ee at such street- railway 
crossings and intersections in the city of Washington as the said Commis- 
th of such service to be pro rata 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Benes Wienbenes A DEA Ss AEREA AO cue CTIS KOENNOO an OES: Num- 
ber the sections of W to the same. 


JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

JAMES McMILLAN. 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 


. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


Amendments 1 and 2 make the amount of stock and bonds to be deter- 
mined by a majority vote of the stockholders of the company, subject to the 
limitation of $150,000 mile of single track, total capitalization and bonding. 

Amendment 3 is a verbal change. : 

Amendment 4 is included in amendment 2, and therefore the Senate re- 


es. 

Amendment 5: The Senate inserted a provision requiring watchmen to be 
stationed at each t of crossing or intersection of street-railway tracks in 
the District of Columbia. The conference committee, after having examined 
the whole matter, came to the conclusion that to station a watchmanatevery 
one of the intersections would be 8 that the t system 
of signaling by the motorman of one car to motorman of another car is 
the best system that can be devised to prevent accidents. The amendment 

To iby the committee of conference gives the Commissioners discretion 
5 station policemen at such crossings as may need attention, such policemen 
to be paid by the companies. 

Amendments 4, 7, and 8 relate to changes in the numbering of sections. 


The conference report was agreed to, 
ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


Mr. BABCOCK, I submit the conference report which I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 8 votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 6148, An act to amend 
the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers“ Home Railway Company of the 
ee of Columbia, — emg — 1 eh pe way 8 a 
‘or other p s,” having met, after conference have agree 

to recommend and do recommend to their : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered from 1 to 4. inclusive, 6 to 9, inclusive, II, 13, 16 to 18, inclu- 
sive, 20 to 24, inclusive, and 26, and to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


to ed strike out all words are hereby“ and in 
sert the word “re: ;” and that the Senate to the same. 
from to the amendment of the 


to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In the matter proposed to be inserted, after the word “lighting,” in line 6, 
insert the words “and propelling; and in the same line, after the word 
“cars,” insert the words “and other machiney;" and at the end of said mat- 
ter add the following: “Provided, however, t the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are hereby authorized to permit street-railway compa- 
nies using the underground electric system to construct conduits not exceed- 
ing five blocks in length to connect their existing conduits for the 

of conveying electric current to be used for street-railway purposes car, 5 
and that the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same amended by inse: after the 
3 the opening the words and grading; and that Senate 
agree e same. 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 14. 
That the House recede from its disagreemen 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same amended as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be stricken out and inserted on 4, line 13, strike out 
all after the word “act” to the end of the section and insert the following: 
2 rion tase tee ae moar riore aes tates nto 
such an amount and upon su rms as ma u e 0 
stockholders of such company: And provided pe — That the — Ad 
bonds and stock shall not in the aggregrate exceed the amount necessary for 
effecting any such purchase, lease, or acquisition and for the construction, 
reconstruction, and equipment aforesaid, and the total outstanding bonds 
and stock shall in no event exceed the sum of $150,000 per mile of single track." 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same amended as follows: In line 3 of 
the matter proposed to be inserted strike out the word“ Company" and in- 
sert the words “of Washington; and the ae * to the same. 


è SP M. CURTIS, 


Mr. HEPBURN (interrupting the reading of the re « Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. At what 17 may a 


point of order be made against one of the items of this report? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, As soon as the report is read and 


is before the House. 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the ing. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to a point of order 
against—I do not know the number of the amendment, but it is 
the amendment to section 2 of the bill, which reads as follows: 


That the powers conferred in an act entitled “An act relative to the Rock 


Creek Railway Company of the District of Columbia” (now the Capital 


Ions, purchase, or cao of connecting or intersecting ak oe settee 
À. g 0 or Prsec' es, are nere con- 
fe: u the Eckington N 
other ieg railway a in the Bier e Cin iamas W 
This section, it will be observed, was simply the conferring of a 
power upon the Eckington and Soldiers Home Railway Com — 
a power of the same character as that possessed by the Capital 
Traction Com: . That was theeffect of the amendment, which 
agreed to and which went to conference. Now the con- 
ferees, as I understand, have agreed to the Senate amendment 
amended by ing out the words ‘‘conferred upon the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ ə Railway Company and all other street 
railway companies in the District of Columbia” and inserting the 
word ‘‘repealed.” So that the bill as now returned, instead of 
making a grant of power to the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company, repeals a statute, and thereby takes from an- 
other company a power that it possesses under that statute. I 
make the point that there was no disagreement of this character, 
and that the conference committee have no jurisdiction whatever 
over this subject. They are attempting as a conference commit- 
tee to repeal a statute that was in no way involved in the matter 
referred to them. 3 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Did the gentleman read the entire Senate 
amendment in his remarks? : 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe I did. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Is there not a special order for 2 o'clock to-day? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CLARK of uri, Then I demand the regular order. 
3 MoMILLIN. Lask that the special order be laid before the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock], in view of the present 
situation, that it might be well, perhaps, to withdraw this confer- 
ence ss at present, because the report, if insisted upon, would 
probably take precedence over the special order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not wish to have it do that. 2 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We do not object to the report going 


over. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will withdraw the report by unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the confer- 
ence report being allowed to go over until some future time? 
The Chair hears no objection. It is so ordered; and points of 
order will be considered as pending. 3 

Mr. BABCOCK. One moment, Mr. Speaker. Is it understood 
that this report will be pending as unfinished business, subject to 
being called up again, or is it withdrawn? I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw it. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the confer- 
ence re will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Davison of Kentucky, for five days, on account of im- 
ant business, . z 

To Mr, ZENOR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HARTMAN, for three weeks. 

To Mr, CRUMPACKER, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 3 x 

To Mr. Joy, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family, 

HIGHWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask that House bill No. 10209, known as the 
“highway bill,” may be laid before the House at this time, so 
that the Chair may announce the conferees. The bill is now on 
the Speaker's table, , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House, with the 
amendments of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 10209) to repeal an act 
of Congress approved March 2, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
a permanent system of highways in that part of the District of 
Columbia lying outside of cities,” and for other p í 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House nonconcur in the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference asked, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. Bascoox, Mr. Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON as con- 
ferees on the part of the House, 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR HARRIS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, pursuant to the al order, 
S The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the resolu- 
on. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now su 
tunity may be given for fitting tribute to the memory of 


mded that r- 
on. ISHAM G. - 


RIS, late a Senator from the State of Tennessee, 
esolved, That, as an additional mark of to his memory and emi- 
nent service, at the conclusion of these mem proceeding the House stand 
u 


o i 
erol: That a Kes A of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of 
the House to the f. of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, weassemble to-day to pay tribute 
to the memory of one of the most remarkable men ever produced 
by “the Volunteer State”—IsHam GREEN Harris. Tennessee has 
been prolific of great men, and they have been prolific of great 
deeds. She, before admission to statehood, furnished John Sevier 
and his fellow-officers and their brave comrades to win the battle 
of Kings Mountain and the Revolution; furnished General Jack- 
son to conquer England's trained army at New Orleans, and sub- 
sequently, as President, to stand as the great tribune of the peo- 

le; furnished Polk to carry on the Mexican war; Houston to wrest 

exas from Mexico; Crockett to immortalize ‘‘the Alamo” by his 
death, and Andrew Johnson to take the helm of state as President 
during the trying hours immediately succeeding our civil war. 
The State has furnished a long line of other noble and able states- 
men, yet, Mr. Speaker, ISHAM G. HARRIS stands out in history as 
a distinguished man, even when compared to these dis i 
sons of our splendid State. 

Isham G. Harris was born in Franklin County, Tenn., on the 
10thof February, 1818. He died July8,1897. He therefore lacked 
but little of reaching fourscore years. He married Miss Mart 
Travis, of Paris, Tenn., whom he survived only a few months. 
They i four sons; and four of their children died before the 

arents, 

That State—this country—has produced few men who achieved 
so many triumphs despite so many difficulties. j 

He was too poor when he began life to acquire a collegiate edu- 
cation. He was too poor even to start a business of his own and 
had to hire to another as clerk, But early in the action he showed 
those sterling qualities intelligence, integrity, and industry 
which caused him to win his first battle, enabled him to enter 
business on his own account about the time he attained his 
majority, and to triumph in so many of the battles of later life. 
But this is an experience so oft witnessed that it has come to be 
doubted whether poverty in youth has not made more great men 
than it ever marred. Poverty and misfortunes try the man. 
Trials and tribulations once passed are found to have chastened 
and strengthened the man instead of weakening him. 

Mr. Speaker, a brief, plain narrative of the struggles of Senator 
Hanns and his triumphs makes a very bright page in American 
history. He was born before Jefferson wrote his famous letter 
urging the promulgation of the ‘‘Monroe doctrine” or Monroe 
proclaimed it. He therefore saw the rise and triumph of that doc- 


trine whereby our Government laid out the map of the world and 
forced the world to accept the map. 

He was a young man when J 3 who had been a soldier in 
the Revolution, still lived. He beheld his country when it num- 
bered but a few millions; he lived to see it surpass in greatness 
and grandeur not only the nations now existing, but any nation 
that ever rose in the world’s history. He lived when there was 
not a railroad, a telegraph, or a telephone in the world. Yet 
when he died our country had enough railroad mileage to circle 
the globe six times. Before he died he could whisper across the 
State and talk almost across the continent. Before his death he 
could have recorded his yoice in the graphophone so it could be 
taken off sigh for sigh and sound for sound by his grandchildren 
fifty years after his death. 

As already stated, he moved from Franklin County, Tenn., to 
Henry County when only about 14 years old, to hire as a clerk in 
a store. I have nares how he set up for himself at the age of 

years, 


But mercantile pursuits were not sufficiently exciting for him. 
While thus en , looking forward to a vocation more conge- 
nial with his fiery and eloquent nature, he had studied law at 

ight, getting whatever private training he could obtain. 

e moved back to Paris, Tenn,, whence he had gone to Missis- 
sippi, and in the year 1841 began the practice of the law in con- 
junction with an older brother, who was both able and distin- 
guished in the practice. From this time forward his life was one 
of strenuous exertion, constant battle, and great triumph. 

He was elected a member of the State legislature from his sena- 
torial district in 1847. 

In 1848 he was a candidate for elector from his Congressional 
district on the Democratic ticket. He displayed tact and ability 
to such a degree as to arouse the enthusiasm of his friends and 
VVT 5 

nil e was nomina or Congress, again canvassing the 
district, and was elected. 

He was reelected in 1851, and at the close of his term, declining 
further nomination, he removed to Memphis, which was his home 
until his death, and entered successfully into the practice of his 


profession. 
In 1856 he agato entered the political arena as candidate for 
elector for the State at large on the Democratic ticket. Soe op- 


poses in this cam was one of the most disti 
‘ennessee sons, Ex-Governor Neil S. Brown, who was not only 
able as a lawyer, but able in debate. He was one of two distin- 
guished brothers, the other being Gen. John C. Brown, who were 
governors of Tennessee. 

In 1857 he was elected governor of Tennessee. 

In 1859 he was reelected. 

Then came the stirring events of the civil war in which he was 
to play so distinguished a part. As war governor” he was un- 
tiring in his exertions in 5 equipping troops, send- 
ing them to the front, and in feeding and clothing them. So 
energetically and 5 did he fang o this work that 
when the war closed about 100,000 men had furnished to the 
Confederate army, notwithstanding the thousands that had gone 
to the Union Army, the State being divided in sentiment on the 
question of on. 

When Tennessee was overrun by the Federal forces and the capi- 
tol had to be abandoned, Senator Harris took up his line of march 


ed | with the Confederate troops and stayed with them to the close of 


the conflict, He was a portion of the time with that great cav- 
alry commander, Gen. ord Forrest; but probably a greater 
portion of his time prior to the death of that distinguished gen- 
eral was spent with Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston, by whose side 
he was when that great commander of Confederate forces was 
killed at Shiloh, One of the most graphic descriptions I ever 
heard was b ened HARRIS, only a few days before the begin- 
ning of his last illness, giving an account of the death of Gen, 
Albert Sidney Johnston and the great battle in which it occurred. 

During this period he had in his custody the school fund of 
Tennessee. It was a coin fund, dedicated by the people of Ten- 
nessee to the cause of education alone, and amounted to many 
hundred thousand dollars. When compelled to leave the State he 
carried this treasure with him, and month after month and year 
after year, from city to city, as the army went, the fund was 
taken. Through ali troubles it was preserved intact, and when 
the war closed, not being able to return to the State, he sent it 
back to be used as the law had dedicated it. 

At the close of this fierce conflict, in which more than 2,000,000 
soldiers had pease rege sectional and war prejudices were at 
the highest pitch, e then ruling 8 of Tennessee, on 
the charge that he had been guilty of treason to the State, offered 
a reward for Senator Harris, by reason of which he left the United 
States and went to Mexico. After staying some time in Mexico 
he went to England, where he lived and enga, in business for 
one year, Tho prejudices of war subsiding, he returned to the 
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e he had loved so well and resumed the practice of his pro- 
ession, 

He continued this, taking interest in the political affairs of his 
State, but seeking no office until 1876. In that year the Demo- 
cratic party, in convention at Nashville, moved by a remarkably 
eloquent a dress delivered by him to the convention, nominated 
him over all opposition as candidate for elector on the Tilden- 
Hendricks ticket. It soon developed that there still existed in 
some portions of the State 3 against him to such a degree 
that he came to believe that votes would be polled against his 
party on account of prejudices inst him. With the same 
manliness and devotion that had acterized his whole life he 
came forward in a patriotic address to the people, declining to 
make the race for elector, in order that some man against whom 
there were no prejudices might be put forward by his party. At 
the same time he declared his purpose to be no laggard in the con- 
flict, but to go forward, doing battle wherever his services were 
needed, which he did. 

In 1877 he was elected by the Democratic legislature to the 
United States Senate, where the balance of his life was spent in 
faithful and efficient service to his country. Those who served 
with him in the Senate have already testified to his efficiency in 
every department of legislative life. It will, therefore, not be 
necessary for me to recountall of his characteristics in that body. 
Suffice it to say that as a debater he was courteous but bold, 
poang, able, and eloquent. As a parliamentarian he probably 

ad no superior in the distinguished body of which he was a 
member. He adhered with inching devotion to the principles 
of the Democratic party. He believed in a strict construction of 
the Constitution, in economy in public expenses, and the exertion 
of the taxing power only for the purpose of obtaining revenue. 

When the great conflict was on in 1894 for revising the tariff 
laws and reducing taxation to the requirements of economic goy- 
ernment, he was made the manager in the Senate of that measure. 
He was also appointed one of the conferees on the part of the 
Senate when that bill was sent to conference. During the long 
and trying period that it was in conference he attended with the 
same punctuality and worked with the same assiduity that char- 
acterized him in all things. Though then very old, he was able 
to stand the long strain when others more youthful and appar- 
ently more robust gave way. He and the lamented and eloquent 
Voorhees were both on that conference, and have both gone hence, 
leaving behind a great name and record. 

During a portion of the time that Senator Harris was a mem- 
ber of the Senate he was President pro tempore of that ark and 
no man was more frequently called to the chair, whether the ad- 
ministration of the Senate was of his political faith or not, than he. 

Many regarded Senator Harris as impetuous. He was never 
so in coming to a conclusion. He was careful of his premises, 
deliberate in making up his mind; but when the conclusion was 
reached, his stand was so decided and his action so unrestrained 
that many, not knowing him well, would conclude that he was an 
impulsive and impetuous man, whereas nothing was further from 
him. 

He was warm in his friendships, true to his friends, and truth- 
ful in all things. He never made a promise that he did not fulfill 
nor even give an intimation in a direction that he did not intend 


to go. 

Blessed with a strong constitution that seemed to require no 
care, with a body that never tired, and a spirit that never flagged, 
this remarkable man moved on to a ripe old age with not a men- 
tal faculty dimmed and with none of his fiery spirit quenched, 
But the end came, as it must come to all, The time arrived when 
the spirit, though unimpaired, could not pull forward a weary, 
worn, and wasted body. Until a very recent period before his 
death he continued to wait upon the y sessions of the Senate 
with his accustomed regularity, Finally, when the breakdown 
did come, he went to the seashore to gain strength and recupera- 
tion. And well might he, for during the period that they were 
contemporaries the waves had not been more ceaseless in their 
motion than his spirit ceaseless in its exertion, The recuperation 
obtained there was only temporary. He returned to the Capitol 
and to the Senate Chamber to again take up the struggle; but 
the effort was useless. The time had come when a long and 
eventful life must terminate—that earth was to reclaim its dust, 
and God the spirit He had lent it. I stood at his bedside and felt 
his last pulse beat. The end was as calm as the summer's eve on 
which it came. The man who had been so fiery in life was as a 
sr red child in death. 

ith appropriate ceremonies his funeral occurred in the Senate 
Chamber. ‘There is where it should have occurred. He had had 
every trial that could test youth, oray struggle that could em- 
barrass young manhood, and every difficulty that could hamper 
mature manhood and old age. Step by step he had oe forward 
and upward, till he had held almost every office in the gift of his 


State. And having been honored by it as few men are honored, 
he became an exile from it—a wanderer in foreign lands, where 


none but strange faces were to meet him and none but ee 
voices to greet him—a standing reward offered by his native Sta 
for his capture and return. But over all of these he triumphed, 
and returning to his loved Commonwealth, was again chosen ag 
the leader of its thought and action, and for a fifth of a century 
occupied with distinguished ability a seat in that great Chamber, 
It was therefore fitting that the scene of his activities should be 
that of his funeral. The poverty under which he rested in his- 
youth and the difficulties he encountered in after years neither 
retarded nor crushed him. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said that the eagle builds its nest never near 
the ground, nor ever in the valley, but on loftiest and most inac- 
cessible peaks. Itis also said that when the parent bird concludes 
that the eaglets have lingered long enough around the nest she 
carries them, not down with tenderness and care to earth to try 
their wings, but bearing them aloft upon her back above the 
clouds she shakes them off in mid-air to defy the dangers and 
gain the glories of the skies. Like that young bird, our dead 
statesman was shaken off in tender years, but like the eagle, he 
soared above all difficulties. 

_Accompanied by a portion of his many faithful friends and asso- 
ciates, we took his remains to his native State. At the capitol the 
dead statesman, in the senate chamber, where he had first had 
legislative experience, was visited by thousands. Themen whom 
he had fought in past years and those with whom he had done 
battle alike came to pay the tribute of their respect to his memory. 
The old Confederate was there, the old Democrat, the aged Whig, 
the Republican—all were there, and there was no heart that was 
not sad. Thence his remains were taken to Memphis, and there 
thousands gathered to attend his funeral and to witness his burial, 
Near the great river, in the greatest of all the valleys of earth, 
in the beautiful cemetery of the splendid city of Memphis, we 
laid him to rest. 

Nor shall his glory be zorgos 
While Fame her record keeps, 

Or memory points the hallowed spot 
Where valor proudly sleeps. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, the first acquaintance I had with 
the late Senator Harris was after he came to the Senate in 1877. 
Senator Harris was, I believe, for most of the time he was in 
the Senate, a member of the Finance Committee. During thig 
time I was a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures in the House, The jurisdiction of these two com- 
zee often brought us in close relations personally and politi- 
cally, 

He became the leader of the Democratic party in the Senate in 
all the great battles for the free coinage of silver and in resisting 
the efforts of the opponents of bimetallism in further demonetizing 
it. During the t battle that is memorable in our history as 
probably one of the most notable in the annals of parliamentary 
debate that took place in the effort to repeal what is commonl 
known as the Sherman Act, the late Senator Harris took the lead- 
ing part; in fact, he was, to all intents and purposes, the parlia- 
mentary counselor and leader in the Senate on the side of the bi- 
metallists. Ioften saw him in the Senate when the questions of 
parliamentary law were raised during this contest take the leading 
part in ae, the position of his side, and anyone who ever 
saw him in one of those contests, who had an opportunity to ob- 
serve the great force with which he put his points and the clear- 
ness in which he stated his propositions and the strong and em- 
phatic language in which he made his demonstrations, can never 
forget the power, both mental and physical, that was exhibited by 
the man, Every word came from him as a shot from a cannon, 
and it went to the mark as if aimed by an expert. There was no 
effort at ornate speech, but an immense cannonading of logic, 
power in statement, and conviction in argument. 

I always regarded him as a firm and determined friend of the 
people as he understood their interests. He was a man who pos- 
sessed great courage, and was not afraid to announce his views 
and opinions on any subject. He had that faith in the intelligence 
and fairness of the American people to believe that a man would 
be measured by them according to that degree of courage and 
fidelity with which he fought for the principles that he honestly 
maintained. 

I shall not attempt to give a historical sketch of him, but shall 
leave that to those who knew him as a neighbor and friend from 
the State which he so long and ably represented not only in offi- 
cial positions at home, but in the councils of the Federal Govern- 
ment. I shall not attempt to enter into a eulogy upon his high 
character. I could not pronounce a greater eulogy upon him 
than the simple, truthful statement that from my knowledge of 
him, extending over a period of twenty years, he impressed me as 
a man of great ability and wide attainments; a man of undoubted 
courage and strong convictions, and was always ready to maintain 
them; that he was a true friend of constitutional liberty; that his 
heart went out to the great mass of American people, and it was 
their interest under the Constitution upon all economic questions 
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that he brought all of his great ability to promote and subserve. 
His State has lost its greatest champion in the national councils; 
bimetallism has lost one of its most faithful advocates in the na- 
tion. His loss is felt not only in his State and throughout the 
nation as a great advocate of this cause, but is regretted by bimet- 
allists throughout the world. y s 

I speak especially on this question, because it wasin the contests 
upon this subject that I became more intimately acquainted with 
him, and was enabled to form a just opinion of the man. 

But his labors were confined to no particular subject, There 
was no great question of legislation affecting the interests of the 
people of his State and of the nation that he did not give to it his 
earnest attention, and upon allthe subjectsof the currency, tariff, 
of Federal and State control, of the rights and powers of the States 
as contradistinguished from the powers of the Federal Goyern- 
ment; in other words, the great dividing line between these juris- 
dictions received his earnest investigation. He was sincerely a 
strict constructionist as understood and taught by such lead- 
ers as Jefferson and Calhoun and others of the party to which 
Senator Harris belonged, His discussions of these subjects were 
marked by great ability and zeal. He was a leader naturally. 
He towered above the average man, and by his will power and 
ability inspired confidence in those around him as a leader; hence 
he was a leader in the Senate, and to say that he tooka leading 
part in that body is to pay a high tribute to his qualities as a great 
man. 

Peace to his ashes; honor to his memory. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, when Senator ISHAM G. 
Harris died I felt a sense of personal loss such as I neverrealized 
before in the death of a public man. He was not only my politi- 
cal friend, but my intimate personal friend. In his death, there- 
fore, I was conscious of the fact that while the country had suf- 
fered the loss of a valued public servant whose place could not 
well be filled, that personally I had lost one to whom I had been 
accustomed to look for that counsel and advice which only a true 
friend can give. I had known him from my boyhood, The first 
time I ever saw him I remember well. It was in 1856, when I, a 
mere youth, went to my county town to listen to a joint debate 
between himself and Ex-Governor Neil S. Brown, of our State. 
They were the electors for the State at large that year, he repre- 
senting Mr. Buchanan while Governor Brown represented Mr, 
Fillmore. : 

I next saw him the following year, when he was a candidate for 
governor of Tennessee, and had for his opponent Robert Hatton. 
Two years later, as a candidate for reelection to the office of goy- 
ernor, I witnessed the joint debate between himself and his Whig 
opponent, John Netherland. He was successful in both these 
campaigns for governor, and was renominated by his party for 
that office in 1861. During that year as a candidate I heard him 
in joint debate with his opponent, William H. Polk, a younger 
brother of President Polk. Inheriting as I did the political sen- 
timents and theories of my father, who belonged to the old Whig 
party, I of course did not agree with Governor Harris in the 
opinions he gave expression to and in the arguments he made in 
those several joint debates which I have mentioned, 

While I did not agree with him, I was greatly impressed by him 
as I observed his intense zeal, his fiery eloquence, his earnest ges- 
ture, and at times impassioned flights of oratory. The impressions 
I derived from his speeches, boy as I was, and fighting against 
them as I did by reason of the inherited opposition thereto, to which 
I have referred, made lodgment in my mind which was never 
eradicated. I shall not undertake to follow the cureer of this 
great man through all his public life in our State. Others have 
done this in their eulogies of him, which will appear along with 
my own. 

e was born in Franklin County, Tenn., February 10, 1817. 
This county I had the honor to represent upon this floor for eight 
years, though it is not now within my district. At an early age 


e removed to Henry County, Tenn., where his parents died and 
are buried. Soon after his death many of the le of that 
county met in Paris, the county seat, where he grown to 


manhood and practiced law, to par tribute to his 5 A 
3 and loving tribute was then and there paid to him by his 
ormer neighbors and friends. I take the liberty of using the res- 
olutions they adopted for certain facts in his life and that of his 
family, which I set forth below. He was the son of Isham G. 
Harris and wife, Lucy Davidson Harris, and was the youngest 
son of a family of nine children. His oldest brother, — W. 
D. Harris, was an able and eloquent minister of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church. His brother William R. Harris was on the 
supreme bench of Tennessee at the time of his death, which oc- 
curred on the 19th of June, 1858, from the explosion of a steam- 
boat boiler on the Mississippi River, Another brother, James 
Harris, a gallant Confederate soldier, fell at the battle of Shiloh 
pril, 1882. 

Senator HARRIS went to Paris, Tenn., at the age of about 14 years, 


and began to work as asalesman in a dry-goods store. Three years 
later he went to Mississippi and engaged in merchandising in 
partnership with his brother. After about three years he sold out 
his interest in the store and was paid in the notes of a Mississippi 
bank and returned to Paris with the intention of studying law. 
The Mississippi bank failed, leaving him penniless, and he again 
engaged in merchandising, studying law at night until the year 
1841, when he sold his interest in the business and entered upon 
the study of thelaw. Having applied himself closely to his studies 
while in business, he very early secured license and entered upon 
the practice. He was admitted to the bar at the May term of the 
court in 1841. He became at once a successful practitioner, taking 
rank as one of the best lawyers of the State. 

He was married in 1843 to Miss Martha Travis, of which mar- 
riage there were born a family of eight children, four of whom 
survive. In 1847, he was elected to the State senate of Tennessee 
and in 1849 to a seat on this floor. He was reelected in 1851, and 
was again nominated in 1853, but declined the nomination and re- 
moved to Memphis that he might find a larger field in which to 
practice his profession. He continued in active practice until 1857, 
when, as I have stated, he was chosen governor of Tennessee. He 
was the governor of our State from 1857 until the war between 
the States closed. He took a very active part in behalf of the 
Southern States during that war, participating in many battles, 

After the establishment of peace he went to Mexico, where he 
remained about two years, going from there to London, where he 
remained until November, 1867. He then returned to Memphis, 
and again entered upon the practice of law with great success, 
In 1876 the State convention placed him at the head of the elect- 
oral ticket of his party in Tennessee. His selection to this posi- 
tion did not meet with universal favor in one section of the State. 
He thereupon resigned aselector, but proceeded to make a thorough 
and extensive canvass of the whole State for his pee By this 
course and conduct he added great popularity to himself, and at 
the close of the canvass announced his candidacy for the United 
States Senate. When the legislature assembled the following 
January, he was chosen Senator almost unanimously, He was 
reelected a Senator in 1883, in 1889, and in 1895. 

I shall not attempt to discuss his long career in the Senate of 
the United States, but it is well known of all men that he adorned 
the position and met every requirement of the high trust with 
which he was clothed with earnestness, fidelity, and signal abil- 
ity. He was a great debater, a faithful public servant, and a 
courageous soldier. He was the foremost man in Tennessee poli- 
tics during his generation. He fine conversational 
powers, and was a most entertaining companion. His manner 
was sometimes severe and apparently cross, but within him there 
was always sympathy and loye for humanity. It has been truly 
said of him that more people are indebted to him for favors ex- 
tended than to any other man who ever occupied a public office. 

Mr. Speaker, his death wasa great national calamity. For more 
than fifty years he served his country in the State and national 
councils, He held the highest stations the people of his State 
could give him. He had opportunities to accumulate wealth, but 
died poor. He was scrupulously honest in private life and incor- 
ruptible in the public service. He had all the courage of the most 
courageous, and would have gone to the stake rather than yield 
his convictions of right or duty. He was never of those who 
would follow a multitude to do evil. He was ambitious, but was 
not sordid or venal. He loved the people, but was in no sense a 
demagogue. 

His character was positive and admitted of no compromise. He 
was always frank and sincere. He was either for you or against 
you. He either fayored your measure or opposed it. You were 
never in doubt as to whether he favored you and your measure, 
for ‘guile and deceit were strangers to him, He was the chief 
architect and builder of Tennessee’s Democracy, and the place he 
cee in their hearts can not be filled. His integrity was never 
assailed nor questioned, and no man ever accused him of break- 
ing a pledge or violating a pronis: Fromearly manhood through 
a long life and an honorable career, clothed oftentimes with trusts 
of the highest character, frequently taxed to the utmost of his 

hysical endurance, his course been steadily and unfalter- 
ingly upward. His candor, his faithfulness, his sagacity, his 
probity, with his integrity, honesty, courage, devotion to duty, 
and his successful career entitle his fame to endure and give con- 
spicuous luster to Tennessee. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, Senator ISHAM G. 
Harris, of Tennessee, whose memory we now meet to commemo- 
rate, was in every way a remarkable man. 

He was born in Franklin County, Tenn., in 1818. 

Sprung from Revolutionary stock, a country-bred boy, he had 
no special advantages of wealth, education, or family influence. 
He was the architect of his own fortune. 

At the early age of 14 years, with only a country-school educa- 
tion, he began the battle of life, 


6126 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


JUNE 18, 


Leaving his home, he settled at Paris, Tenn., hired himself as a 
merchant's clerk; next entered on business for his own account, 
and meantime studied law at night; then finally graduated, went 
to the bar, and began the practice of law at Paris. His great in- 
dustry and energy, which as a business man made him successful, 
soon made him preeminent in his chosen profession. 

The attractions of the political field in a country where the peo- 
le actively control prevailed over the habits and inducements of 
egal pursuits. His advancement here was rapid. In 1846 he 

was elected to the State legislature; next behold him the candi- 
date for Presidential elector in his Con ional district; then 
elected and reelected to the House; then in 1853 declining reelec- 
tion; next, Presidential elector; then in 1857 elected governor of 
the State of Tennessee, reelected in 1859, and again in 1861. 

Honors such as these, worthily won, might well fill the measure 
of any man’s ambition, but these honors were only the prelude 
to a career which for nearly forty years since has made him con- 
spicuous. 

He was the great war governor of the State of Tennessee; organ- 
ized 100,000 volunteers for the Confederate service; took his own 
full share of the perils of battle; led a regiment into the bloody 
field of Shiloh; stood by Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston, the great 
Confederate commander, when he received his mortal wound; car- 
ried him from the field; and served for three years more as aid on 
the staffs of the 
federate army of Tennessee. 

At the close of the war he was for years an exile by reason of 
his distinction and services to his State, which made him a special 
mark for slander and malignity. But when, in 1867, the abate- 
ment of passion finally permitted the step, he returned to Mem- 
phis, where he again practiced law for ten 

In 1877 he was elected a Senator of the United States from the 
State of Tennessee, taking his seat March 5, 1877. He was re- 
elected in 1883; again in 1889, and finally in 1895, for the term of 
six years. On the 8th of July last he passed away, full of years 
and full of honors. 

Such a succession of public honors was not the result of acci- 
dent, nor of pertinacity in seeking public trusts. More than once 
he declined public station for private pursuits. He was a man of 
convictions, fearless, bold, uncom: , and took all risks in 
times of conflict, strife, disorder, violent prejudice, and stron 
excitement. If, therefore, we find such a constant and unvari 


tide of success, we must study the causes in the intellectual and | ful 


moral force of the man. 

Pursuing this pathway, I find no difficulty in locating the cause 
of his success and popularity. He did not inherit fortune, nor 
did he ever acquire any large means. He showed grit and deter- 
mination at the very g. He had excellent business habits; 
he had the qualities of action—the executive faculty. 

He had quickness of tion, and, what is far more, quick- 
ness of decision. He energy, industry, close a, per- 
sistence, and the ambition to succeed in everything he undertook. 

These qualities told on everything he did. They are ly the 
secret of his successes as m t, lawyer, governor, politician, 
and Congressman. Perhaps the most trying time of his life was 
as governor of Tennessee from 1861 to 1865, and the two or three 
years of exile and straitened means that followed the war. But 
while adversity might come, he was not the man to lie down and 
surrender, His nature was heroic, He triumphed over adverse 
fate. The personal and moral heroism that bore him to the field of 
Shiloh and through the perils of the war marked his entire career. 
In and in war he was a born fighter and a leader of men. 

e exercised marked influence upon his associates and contem- 
poraries. He did not = Tennessee out of the Union, as some 
would say, but he led in the movement, and gave it much of its 
strength. 


The same infiuence was witnessed in his career in Congress, 
He was not a great oralearnedlawyer. Hehad given toomuch 
time to other things to fill a réle that is only filled by those who 
ve their whole lives to that arduous, zealous profession of the 
W; but he was a good business lawyer. His success at the bar 
can not be otherwise explained. 
| He was a clear-headed, logical man, and never neglected what 
he hadonhand. Asa er in the Senate he might not, indeed, 
be eloquent. His style did not smell of the lamp. He did not 
often speak at length. He did not speak for the sake of display or 
merely to make a speech; but when he did speak he was forcible, 
clear, strong, and conyincing. He went at once to the turning 
point of the case. He wasted no words. He struck fairly at the 
shield of his heen pire He had the ability, if he pleased, to dis- 
cuss profound and difficult economic questions. His speechsome 


years ago upon the silver question was regarded as one of the best 
f that long and able debate in the Senate. 
Vi soon after he came to the Senate Senator HARRIS was 
placed on very important committees, which he filled up to the 
| time of his death, But while a hard-working, business 
bo gave especial attention to 


tor, 


parliamentary law. He was made 


rals who successfully commanded the Con- | has 


President pro tempore of the body, and very often occupied the 
chair. He enjoyed it, and the Senators of both parties were glad 
to have him sit there. ` They all knew that he was absolutely fair, 

8 and always courteous and conservative. 

o knowledge of parliamentary law, and, above all, the ability 
to preside, is a rare gift. It isa great, a responsible, trust to be 
the presiding officer of the Senate or the House of Representatives; 
and one who worthily, ably, and conscientiously fills such a trust 
has rendered a most important service to the body over which he 
presides and to the cause of representative government, upon 
which our public liberties depend. 

In private life Senator Harris was a simple, natural man. His 
sincerity and frankness were his most striking qualities, but he 
was also kindly and genial. He did not go out of his way to con- 
ciliate foes, but he was rarely aggressive, almost always concilia- 
tory, and to his friends was true as steel. 

I have said he was a man of convictions. He was always a 
Democrat. He was true to his party, and never went back om his 
flag. He abhorred treachery or duplicity in politics. But while 
a strong party man, his eee foes felt that he would never 
strike them unfairly. ey ted and honored him. They 
never doubted his word or questioned his integrity. 

After a long life, in peson andin war filling many trying posi- 
tions, this plain man of the people, simple, natural, strong, heroic, 

from our midst, vith no stain on his record, no page of 
his life that his friends would wish to blot; honored and mourned 
by his State, and by all who had the good fortune to know him. 
I count it a high privilege to pay this last tribute of my respect 
to one on whose career I would willingly dwell longer if the work 
had not been so well performed by others. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. S er, the eloquent, affectionate, and in- 
teresting eulogies to which we have listened make it unnecessary 
for me to say more than to sagen? i my personal regard and rever- 
ence for the great statesman and Democratic leader whose mem- 
ory we commemorate to-day. He deserves all of the encomiums 
bestowed upon him here or elsewhere, 

In many he was one of the most remarkable men that 
this country hasever produced. His life was a success, and yet full 
of struggle ane sranna We aik hear of ect asan say ten 
penniless youth of 14 y against those dread jailers 
of the human heart, R hangi asrbe: and poverty. At 21 a success- 
country merchant; at 25 a good lawyer; at 30 a leader of his 
party in the State legislature; at 32 a Representative in Congress, 
and at 40 governor of his State. He served through the late war 
as governor of Tennessee, and at the same time on the staff of 
en, poet Sidney Johnston until the death of the general at 

0 * 

The success of the Union Army made him an exile from the 
home of his birth and the people he loved. After more than two 
years in Mexico and England, he returned to Memphis broken in 
fortune and again the practice of his profession. As soon 


‘as the people of his native State were allowed to control their 


elections and vote the Democrats of that State turned to him as 
their leader. In 1877 he was elected to the United States Senate, 
where he served the State until his death. He lived almost four- 
score years, and held office for nearly fifty years. 

At the end of a career so remarkable and eventful it is proper 
that the Congress of which he was a member should temporarily 

d its ordinary labors to pay tribute to his character and 
find, if poas the great secret of his wonderful success. He was 
without college education and was an entire stranger to the artful 
practices of the politician, but he possessed a strong, well-balanced 
mind and from childhood was not ashamed to work, not afraid to 
tell the truth, and in everything was direct and honest. 

In boyhood, in manhood, in private transactions, in public life, 
in military life, in adversity, in prosperity, in his own country, 
or in exile, his personal isi? and superb courage never failed 
him. He was true to himself. He was true to every trust reposed 
in him—to his State, his constituents, and to his friends. He was 
courteous and candid to his foes, He trusted the people; they 
had faith in him, He never betrayed them; they never deserted - 
him. Hedied 5 poor in purse, but rich in that which 
above everything else he desired, the love and confidence of the 
people of this Republic and particularly those of Tennessee. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Speaker, the first name of a public man 
that I ever learned to utter was that of IsHam G. Harris, or, as 
he was familiarly known in our section of Tennessee, GREEN 
Harris. Iwas bornaconstituent of his. He was the first public 
man I ever heard on the hustings. I come of a family that did 
not 3 —_ to 3 e e It yer 8 — 
cay of ig party „in 185 at my father and uncles 
{declining to —— ee. of the Know-Nothing party) joined 

ortunes with Harris. So that my memories of him began as a 
litical opponent, but early ripened into those of a political 
Friend and leader, 
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The most remarkable thing tomy mind as a child was the fascina- 
tion the man had for me. I always attended, when I had permis- 
sion, the public ery my own county, and ially asked 
the privilege of heran vernor HARRIS. His head looked to me 
in those daysexceedingly large. Hewasbald when yeta very young 
man. His eyes set deep back in his head and, when animated in 
debate, were searching and commanding. He was not what we 
call an eloquent man, after the manner of Haskell and Haynes 
and Henry, yet there was a iarity about his expressions, a 
directness, as if in a steady charge, that absolutely fascinated me 
as a child, and I can remember well, when I would go home from 
a meeting, that I insisted upon explanations being made to me of 
what was meant by certain of his arguments. - 

I remember, as well as if they were yesterday, his great debates 
in the fifties, with Governor Brown, General Hatton, and Colonel 
Netherland, his discussions of ‘‘squatter sovereignty” and the 
“ Kansas and Nebraska bills,” and the attitude which hedemanded 
Tennessee should maintain (questions of which I asa child could 
have no understan ), but I was so in ted by the manner 
and 5 5 the man that I was compelled to inquire the subject 
of his 


I can remember well when he first became a candidate for gov- 
ernor and came into our section of the State. It was a remarkable 
campaign; perha 


far-reaching than 
and Johnson and Gen i 
more important than either of those campaigns I have mentioned. 
Harris was our idol, our political leader. To our section of the 
State he was neighbor and friend, and we were greatly interested 
in the outcome of the campai The men with whom he debated 
these questions in 1856 and 1857 and 1859 were men of the finest 
character and the highest ability and education, and it was a sub- 
ject of conversation and comment among the ed and ac- 
complished Tennesseeans that Harris always held his own with 
2 most accomplished and best learned of the public men of his 


y. 

As has been before stated, he was what, for the lack of a better 
definition, we call a “self-made” man. That is to say, he was 
without a college education. He had not been trained by any lit- 
erary master. had a little of what we call uca- 
tion. He commenced life without means and without well 
equipped in college; but I am told by his confrères that he was a 
student of men and events rather than of books, though as a youth 
he read books, I well recollect hearing a conversation in the 


the fight. He called the legislature to meet in special session, In 
this connection I desire to call attention to his justly celebrated 
message to the general assembly of Tennessee. 

At this period, Mr. Speaker, far removed as we are from those 
troublous times of civil war, when we can speak of the public 
questions of that period with calmness and without being offen- 
sive, 1 may be permitted to call attention to his m to the 
general assembly of Tennessee in the spring of 1861. I do not be- 
lieve I ever read a state paper on the sovereignty of the States, or 
the original doctrine of State rights,” as it was understood by 
our school of politics, that was in all of its elements-so strong, 
convincing, and conclusive as that message. 

In aid of his irresistible arguments, his energy and his courage 
were so intense that in spite of the fact that Tennessee had voted, 
in February, 1861, by a majority of 60,000 to remain in the Union, 
in less than six months the State of Tennessee joined her fortunes 
with the South and became a member of the Confederacy. My 
attention was not called to Governor Harris's message in a serious 
wg until after the war. I procured a copy of the acts of — 
eral assembly and have it in my library, and once in a while I 
read it, more because of the strength of the paper than in memory 
of its subject. And I say 8 in my aes it is the most 
powerful argument ever made from that standpoint. 

eres carry 5 8 were 3 
of purpose and “ directness of speech. e was a positive an 
eee man. He was quick to decide, and forceful and lucid 
in laining his position. His worst enemy never declared of 
him that there was any doubt about where he stood upon any 

ublic question. Public men, as we know, nearly all at some time 
d to public opinion and give up cherished views, but Gov- 
ernor Harris fought with the same degree of courage public 
opinion, when he thought it was , as when he was leading 
in the current ing his way. He fought and won with public 
opinion against him in 1849, 1856, and 1861. And his last great 
battle was for bimetallism against a strong current. 

He did not study to ascertain the popular side. He only waited 
to convince hi of what was right for the people and constitu- 
tional. Then he spoke and acted. Secession was as unpopular 
in 1860 and early in 1861 in Tennessee as it was in Illinois. But 
it did not deter hi He believed that the reserved rights of the 
States were to be invaded and the Constitution violated, and he 
acted accordingly. The general belief in his honesty of purpose 
and his force of character, together with his powerful arguments, 
made Tennessee a part of the Confederacy. 

There is a potent lesson to young ambition in the life of Sen- 
ator Harris, He washonest; honest in thought, honest in speech, 


cloakroom here last winter, by the only man who ever held a suc- | honest in private life. His word to his neighbor was sufficient. 
cessful tilt with him in politics, Emerson Etheridge, that it was | This made him strong with the people. And he believed in the 
commonly known in Henry County in his boyhood that every | people. Like his great political master, Jefferson, he trusted the 


book bearing upon public questions which could possibly be bor- 
rowed or bought ans read; and while he lacked co train- 
ing, he gave all of his spare time to informing l on the 
t questions of the day. And when he came out into public 

e, it was a cause of marvel among the minent men of the 
State that on all the questions of interest of that day he stood in 


the forefront 

I believe, Mr, § „that I do no violence to the glory roll of 
Tennessee when I say that next to General Jackson ISHAM G. 
Harris was the most potential that has ever lived in that 
State. He had atone period of his life bitter and resentful enemies. 
A man of his positive character always has; but up against them 
he had the most powerful, positive, and affectionate friends of 
any man who has lived in the State of Tennessee since I can re- 
member. To him, to his force of character, to his indomitable 
energy, to his tremendous courage, to his incisive arguments, 
more than to any other man, and I may say than to all other men 
of the State, is due the position which Tennessee assumed in 1861, 


In 1860 the Democratic party of the State was divided. He and |T 


Senator Johnson at that time both su Mr. Breckinridge. 
Early in the year 1861 they separated. vernor HARRIS insisted 
that the election of Mr. Lincoln would lead to the destruction of 
State sovereignty and centralization of government. Taking the 
resolutions of 1798 as his text and Mr. Calhoun as his political 
guide, he demanded that the State of Tennessee should follow her 
sister States of the South. In this contention he was met and 
resisted by the most powerful Democrat then living in the State, 
Senator Johnson, afterwards President, who led the Union ele- 
ment in the Democratic party. He was met by that other pow- 
erful element, the remnants of the old Whig party, led by Brown- 
‘low, of East Tennessee, and M. R. Hill and Emerson Etheridge, 
of West Tennessee, all of them the brainiest and bravest of men. 

In the first contest, in February, 1861, an election was held for 
delegates to a constitutional convention, as well as to test the 


gense of the poops on the question of secession, The advocates of | His last 


secession were defeated by more than 60,000 majority. But Gov- 
ernor Harris was not dismayed. Under his undaunted leadership 
those who believed that Tennessee should join the South kept up 


people, and at in turn trusted him. I knew Governor Harris 
well in my boy 3 He was often in my town. I lived in 
a gone y of his g oe brother, Rev. George ves n 
ris, one stronges most distinguished men in the South- 
ee ed a erin nace 
orce of c an of purpose is and was in the 
name. It has been said of the Harris name that there was no 
compromise in them. It has been stated often that the dead Sen- 
ator wasdogmatic. Mr. Speaker, what man of strong mind, great 
force of character, information, and positive convictions but what 
is more or less dogmatic? And yet with all, this great forceful, 
driving man, when properly ‘approached, was as gentle as a 
woman. I was not taught to re Governor HARRIS as a jurist 
of equal merit with his brother, Judge William Harris, or Judge 
Willam B. Turley. But he was a very successful practitioner of 
thelaw. His character for honesty, his forceful and pny way 
of approaching ev ing made him a success at the bar. He did 


ap 
He was a statesman. That splendid term as applied to him is de; 


his convictions; he thought not for himself but for his people. 
Of such are statesmen. Hi will say that all in all ISHAM 
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GREEN HARRIS was one of the very strongest men that have ever 
lived in the State of my nativity.. i 


Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in the public life of 
this country, no man has more fully and honorably left the im- 
rint of his character and great ability than IsHam G. HARRIS, 
For half a century and more he stood in the fierce light of the pub- 
lic gaze, and the universal judgment of his fellow-citizens vindi- 
cates the integrity of his actions and bears testimony to his 
honesty and manhood. In all the affairs of life, in all its walks, 
as the private citizen, as the public servant, his qualities of heart 
and mind have vindicated the purity of his motives and the 
high purposes that ever impelled his intercourse with his fellow- 
men. 

With that great State, Tennessee, that so long recognized and 
valued his worth, and which he so long honored as State official 
and in the larger sphere of Federal public service, his name is 
inseparably linked. And whether in the discharge of his duties 
as a State official or the broader arena of Federal legislation, a 
wisdom and fidelity not surpassed and rarely equaled have 
marked his public career. A singleness of p , guided by the 
best 5 of all the people, as he could understand and know 
them, was the rule of his life. 5 : 

For a brief time, laying aside the duties of civil station to enter 
into the more stirring scenes and activities of warfare, the same 
high resolves and 1 the same fidelity to duty as he saw it, 

ided his feet. He saw his people divided the North nst 

uth. He cast his fortunes with the peo le of that sun-ki 

land that gave him birth and whose rights, as he believed, were 
assailed. hen this darkest page in our country’s history was 
closed, when the cause for which he fought was lost, when the 
8 banner of the Union floated once more over a reunited coun- 
try, the roar of cannon, the rattle of musketry, the gleam of sabers 
had ceased, this man, accepting the issues as settled, in faith 
did what he could to heal the breaches made by war and to set in 
motion again the forces of civil government for the 5 of 
our common country. Broad gauged, liberal minded, he still ad- 
mired the beauty of the Southern , but its effulgence did not 
in his eyes dim the brilliancy of the Northern star. Reaching a 
ripe old age. the sands of life run out. Heslept. How well he 
met the obligations of life, with what fidelity and integrity he dis- 
charged them, the judgment of the present is known, the history 
of the future will record— 


In his honor imp: able, 

In his simplicity sublime; 

No cause ever had a nobler defender, 
No principle a purer victim. 


Mr. BROWNLOW. Mr. Speaker, one who, at the assemblin 
of this Congress in extra session, had, in the coordinate House o 
Congress, by more than twenty years’ service become a familiar 

resence, a potent influence, came not again on our reassembling. 

e are paying the last tribute of respect to one who served longer 
in the Senate of the United States than has any citizen of my State, 
and whose name will be forever prominently associated with her 
history. 

Tsai GREEN Harris played a leading and bold part in every 
prominent national measure for the past forty-seven years. He 
was a very remarkable man and of a family remarkable for intel- 
lect, one of his brothers having been distinguished as a judge of 
Tennessee’s a pee court and another as a rete forceful clergy- 
man of the Methodist Church. With educational advantages 
scarcely worthy of the name, he possessed a felicity, fluency, and 
vigor of speech possessed by few collegians, His will power was 
phenomenal. A ane 

Whether as an advocate before a jury, as a Representative in 
this body during the stormy period of 1850, as governor of Ten- 
nessee organizing and planning for the secession of that old Whig, 
antisecession State from our Federal Union, organizing and equip- 
ping an army, conducting a political campaign in his own State, 
or organizing for the free-silver campaign of 1896, he threw him- 
self into all his undertakings with that determination and utter 
disregard of obstacles which are usually ties of success. 

From his entrance into public life when a very young man he 
was the acknowledged leader of his in western Tennessee. 
When Andrew Johnson had nearly completed a second term as 
governor of Tennessee in 1857, the Democratic party with one voice 
turned to Harris as their most capable leader, and nominated 
him for governor; and on the threshold of the successful canvass 
he then made an incident occurred illustrative of his character. 

Mr. Johnson had prepared a speech which he intended deliver- 
ing andcirculating in pamphlet form, HARRIS was asked by him 
to hear this speech read, with the remark that he intended it as 
the keynote to the approaching campaign.” After Johnson had 
read his speech to HARRIS, the latter said: “I should tto have 
you deliver that speech as a ‘keynote to this campaign. ‘ Why?” 


asked Johnson. Because, said Harris, ‘‘ my competitor will be 


sure to read from it in our joint discussions.“ What if he does?” 
asked Johnson. Then,“ replied Harris, “I would denounce it, 
and, from your and my position in our party, it would be very em- 
barrassing to not only ourselves, but to our party. In that speech, 
Johnson, you advocate anew basis of representation in Congressand 
the electoral college, eliminating the three-fifths of the slave pop- 
ulation now represented, and you advocate changes in the Federal 
Constitution by which the President, Vice-President, United States 
Senators, and the entire Federal judiciary shall be elected by a 
direct vote of the people, and the judiciary for a limited period. 
Not one of your propositions can be found in any platform of the 
Democratic party, State or national. [am op to all of them. 
They are not Democracy; they are only Andy Johnsonisms, and 
you can not force them on me as a keynote for my campaign.” 

For the first time Mr. Johnson encountered within his party a 
will as imperious as his own. He was ardently desirous of the 
election of a legislature which would make him Senator, and as 
the Whigs had elected the three previous legislatures he felt com- 
pelled to 1 to the younger leader to prevent division in his 
party, and he failed to deliver the speech he had prepared. But 
there was never any cordial feeling after this between the two 
leaders. Had not Johnson been accustomed to the unquestioning 
obedience of the politicians of his party he would not have made 
the mistake of trying to put his collar over the neck of his younger 
confrère.. He would have remembered that Harris was almost 
the only Democrat of influence in Tennessee who had dared oppose 
Mr. Clay’s compromise measures of 1850 in the face of the over- 
moaie sentiment of the people of that State in favor of their 
adoption. 

In 1859 and 1861 he was reelected governor of his State, which 
office he held till the close of the late war, and from the inaugu- 
ration of the rebellion of 1861 until his death his supremacy was 
as absolute in his party in Tennessee as was ever that of Andrew 
Jackson and Andrew Johnson, and lasted longer than that of 
either. Johnson's began with his election as governor in 1853 and 
terminated in 1861, when he patriotically refused to follow his 
party and State into rebellion. True, he was elected to the Sen- 
ate in 1875 by a majority of only 1 vote, but a majority of his 
party voted against him because he had opposed it on the war 
question, and because of this ground of opposition the Repub- 
licans in the legislature voted for and elected him. The supremacy 
of Andrew Jackson in Tennessee politics began in 1815, with his 
superb victory at New Orleans, and terminated in 1836, when the 
peo le of the State became weary of worthless ‘‘ wild-cat” local 

money and free trade. Johnson's domination in his party 
was for a period of eight, Jackson's twenty-one, and HARRIS 
irty-six years and until his death. 

Of the 19 number of able men in the executive chairs of the 
States, North and South, with the inauguration of war in 1861, 
no one of them was possessed of more determination than the gov- 
ernor of Tennessee, or of as much executive ability, except the great 
and lamented war governor of Indiana, Oliver P. Morton. It was 
the expression of the London Times that the most plausible justi- 
fication of the reasons for the action of the seceding States was 
made by Governor Harris in his messages to the legislature of 
Tennessee in 1861. Unsound and sophistical as I regard his rea- 
soning to haye been, it is a fact that in the labor demanded of 
him as the governor of a State reluctant to secede, and divided 
in sentiment as Tennessee was, he showed such herculean energy 
as to entitle him toa tion among the first of the forceful men 
of that era of forceful men. What Governor Morton was to his 
State and the Federal Government, that was Governor Harris to 
Tennessee and the ill-fated Confederacy. 

At no time did he shrink from any 1 however per- 
ilous; any labor, however arduous. Although prior to the elec- 
tion of Mr. Lincoln he was recognized in Tennessee as the ablest 
man of his party except Andrew Johnson, yet it was as governor 
of that State he became a national figure. The rapidity with 
which he organized 120,000 men for the Confederate army, despite 
the fact that 40,000 Tennesseans enlisted in the Union Army, 
stamps him as a man of extraordinary executive ability. In an 
account of the battle of Shiloh, by Col. William Preston Johnstgn, 
son of Albert Sidney, in the Century Magazine for February, 1885, 
the writer says his father’s army ‘‘ was weakened by the necessity 
of keeping thousands of troops in East Tennessee to overawe the 
Union population of that section, soas to guard the only line of 
railroad communication between Virginia and Tennessee.” 

He says further, This hostile section penetrated the heart of 
the Confederacy like a wedge and flanked and weakened General 
Johnston's line of defense, a hte as it did constant vigilance 
and repression.” And he adds that, of all the executives in the 
vast territory, “an empire in extent,” constituting the depart- 
ment of Albert Sidney Johnston, the only governor who fur- ~ 
nished his State’s quota of troops was Governor Harris, of Tennes- 
see.” These words are in reply to the criticisms of General John- 
ston by Southern newspa for the loss of Forts Henry and Don- 
elson and the retreat of the Confederate army from Bowling 
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Green and Nashville, and were intended as a vindication of that 
distinguished officer, but it will be seen that they are at the same 
time a high tribute to the executive ability of Governor Harris 
and to the unflinching loyalty and heroism of the Union patriots 
of East Tennessee, with whom the Governor had to contend. 

Nor were Senator Harris’s activities confined to recruiting a 
large army. During nearly the entire war he served as an aid 
on the staffs of the various commanders of the leading Confeder- 
ate army of the Southwest, peti ae life for a cause he deemed 
just—a feature of his character wherein he differed from nearly 
all the political leaders who aided in precipitating the civil war, 
for history records that these gentlemen almost invariably ES 
ferred bombproof positions to the perils of the battlefield. d 
he chosen arms for his profession he might have made a great 

eneral, and rivaled the fame of that distinguished soldier, Gen. 
§ oseph E. Johnston, on whose staff he served. Whatever Generals 
N. B. Forrest, William B. Bate, B. F. Cheatham, John C. Brown, 
and others did for the military fame of Tennessee and for their 
mistaken cause is largely to be shared by their coadjutor, the chief 
magistrate of Tennessee. And to the arbitrary and herculean 
labors of Governor Harris to force the highlanders of East Ten- 
nessee into a service abhorrent to their consciences is 15 to 
be attributed the most heroic and sublime manifestation of phys- 
ical and moral courage and patriotism recorded in the annals of 
American history. 8 

But when this man of blood and iron” attempted the coercion 
of the descendants of the heroes of Kings Mountain and New 
Orleans he encountered a people whose courage and determina- 
tion were equal to his own, and who, so far from yielding to his 
imperious will, backed up as it was with regiments and brigades, 
furnished to the Union Army a larger number of soldiers, in pro- 

rtion to population, than any section of the United States; and 
Ptake ride in stating that I represent a district whose quota to 
the Federal Army of white soldiers exceeded that of any district 
in the Union. And these loyal heroes and their leaders, Generals 
Samuel P. Carter, Joseph A. Cooper, Alvan C. Gillem, James P. 
Brownlow, and others did as much for the military fame of Ten- 
nessee as did the heroes and their leaders of the opposing side; an 
after Tennessee's vast mineral and other resources shall have been 
developed under free labor, the verdict of impartial history will 
be that they loved their State as well and served it better. Thus 
from the crosses of war came the heroes who have shed imperish- 
able fame on Tennessee. Wine issues from the trodden grape; 
iron is blistered into steel.” 

With the downfall of the ill-fated Confederacy, for whose suc- 
cess he had performed such herculean labors, Governor HARRIS 
retired from participation in public life until in October, 1869, 
when he came to Nashville to aid in the defeat for the United 
States Senate of his old rival and enemy, Andrew Johnson. With 
the termination of the war an incident occurred illustrative of 
Senator Harris’s personal integrity in connection with the public 
funds of the State, and I give the facts somewhat in detail because 
they have been distorted and misrepresented by certain of his po- 
litical and personal opponents and in turn by those who would do 
injustice to Republicans. 

e school fund of Tennessee in 1862 amounted to $2,679,018.33, 
all deposited in and constituting a part of the assets of the Bank 
of Tennessee. In 1862 the Confederate legislature of the State di- 
rected that this fund should be invested in Confederate bonds, and 
it was so invested. That was an end of the Tennessee antebellum 
school fund, as at the close of the war the Confederate bonds were 
without value. In these assets, before they were removed south 
on the approach of Buell's army to Nashville, was $720,380.94 in 
coin, The fact that the reports of the bank on January 1, 1862, 
showed this sum in coin among the assets is probably the basis 
of the unintentionally untruthful statement that has been often 
published that $700,000 of the assets were turned over,to the State 
authorities in 1865 and wasted. But the truth is the coin so 
turned over amounted to only $446,719.70. Part of the original 
sum was paid in salaries of State officers, part of it loaned before 
its return to Nashville, as the receipts in the boxes showed. These 
receipts and memoranda accounted for the difference between the 
$720,380.94 in coin, as shown by the report of January 1, 1862, and 
$446,719.70, the amount returned to Nashville and turned over to 
the State authorities in 1865, less the necessary expenses incident 
to their return to Nashville, 

By act of the legislature of January 9, 1865, the governor, secre- 

of state, and comptroller were directed to invest the coin so 
returned, the $446,719.70, for the benefit of the school fund, In 
obedience to that act 7-30 United States bonds were bought, and 
the premium on gold being largeat that time, the bonds purchased 
amounted to $618,250. These bonds were in the custody of the 
State treasurer, R. L. Stanford. In violation of the law, which 
required that they be kept at Nashville, he deposited them in a 
Memphis national bank which subsequently failed. When the 
action of the treasurer became known, the governor, b authority 
of the legislature, sent a committee to Memphis Which recovered 
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d | endeavoring to have it vio! 


for the State $368,433.85. How much of the remainder, $249,816.15 
has been recovered, I can not say, as there has not been a final 
termination of some litigation growing out of the matter. The 
treasurer, when detected in his violation of law in sending these 
bonds away from the capital, was the president of a Johnson po- 

litical club in opposition to the reconstruction 85 — of Congress. 

He was not a Republican or ex-Confederate. He had been an offi- 
cer in the Federal Army, and owed his election as treasurer to the 
influence of his personal and political friend, President Andrew 
Johnson. When his offense was made public the treasurer com- 
mitted suicide. The probabilities are he had not intended to be- 
come a defaulter. He thought to speculate on State funds with- 
out the State losing by it. 

When the war ended, Senator Harris left the United States, 
going first to Mexico and then to England. In 1866 he returned 
to Tennessee. Had he not been an honest man, he could have 
taken as much of this coin with him as he and his seryants could 
1 carried in his overland trip through Texas to the City of 

exico. 

Totally differing from him on the leading questions of currency 
and tarif „and above all on the injurious consequences of his teach- 
ap in favor of secession, I do not think that the final influence 
of his energies, talents, and courage p tan the public mind of his 
State and country will be beneficial. But nevertheless there was 
much in him to admire. His directness of purpose, his courage, 
his scorn and contempt for political trimmers, his generosity to 
the poor (for his purse was ever open to them), his industry, his 
iron will—these were excellent qualities, and to them he largely 
owed the great popularity he had with the people of Tennessee 
and his success in public life. 

But there were some questions on which we had kindred sym- 
pathies. For the oppressed people of Ireland, for the struggling 
patriots of Cuba, for the vindication of the rights of American 
citizens in foreign lands, he had strongly pronounced opinions. 
And our sympathies were kindred in opposition to that greatest 
of modern humbugs, miscalled “ civil-service reform.“ Senator 
Harris was too manly to oe to favor the law while secretly 

ted, but he was 5 5 opposed to this 
un-Democratic, anti-Republican system of life tenure in office- 
holding. He was as much in favor of honesty and efficiency in 
the public service as the pretentious people who shout loudest for 
reform. He knew that— 
A man ma 
With no more piety than other poole? werd 
A daw 's not ‘oned a religious 
Because it keeps a-cawing a steeple. 

We live too near the great war in which he was so potent a 
factor and the party strife growing out of it to expect that all 
should do justice to his good qualities of head and heart. He was 
as little influenced by a personally revengeful feeling as any man 
of positive opinions I ever knew. He could hate what he believed 
to be political heresy and yet cherish kindly 3 feelings 
toward those whom he knew held such views. In this respect he 
was more liberal in spirit than many of the leaders of his party or 
of his provincial supporters in the lowlands of middle and western 
Tennessee, 

Senator Harris was not a man of education or culture as these 
terms are usually understood, nor was he an orator according to 
the generally accepted definition of that term. He was what 
neither education nor culture nor oratory can make—he was a 
tireless and fearless worker. He was nota scholar as implying 
knowledge of books, but ina ugor sense he was not untaught. 
He had a marvelous knowledge of men and how to control them. 
His ches were terse, vigorous, full of enthusiasm. They were 
practical, dealing in facts, never above the comprehension of the 
popular assemblies he addressed, and calculated to produce the 
efiect which is both the 2 and result of true oratory- that 
of e attention and producing conviction. 

In breadth of intellect I do not think he was equal to Jackson, 
White, Grundy, Bell, or Johnson, who preceded Mim in the Sen- 
ate, but as a party organizer and leader he surpassed them all. 
As an organizer of campaigns he never had an equal in Tennessee, 
and often during the past ten years his party would have been 
badly beaten under the leadership of any other man. Tennessee 
has furnished more names that stand high on the national rôle of 
honor than any State save Virginia and Massachusetts. Not to 
mention Tennesseans who, like Claiborne, of Louisiana; Sharkey, 
Yerger, and Cocke, of Mississippi; Gwin, of California; Tipton, 
of Indiana; Sevier, of Arkansas; Benton and Barton, of Missouri; 
Henry Watterson, of Kentucky; Houston, of Texas, and Commo- 
dore M. F. Maury, who attained influence and celebrity, either 
local or national, in other States, Tennessee has given to the Na- 
tional Government a number of Presidents and Cabinet officers 
entirely out of proportion to its wealth and population. 

We have furnished one Secretary of the Treasury, two Secreta- 
ries of War, one Attorney-General, and four Postmasters-General. 
To this House Tennessee has furnished two Speakers and to the 
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Senate two presiding officers, one of whom was IsHam G. HARRIS, 
Besides pl a had three Presidents, Tennessee has had two un- 
successful candidates for the Presidency, each of whom received 
the electoral votes of several States. e have two associate 
justices of the Supreme Court of the United States. In addition 

this Tennessee has furnished many representatives to the diplo- 
matic service. But of this brilliant galaxy few were equal in 
force of character and ability to the late Senator Harris. His 
political convictions in the most important period of his life were 
on trial in the midst of remorseless war, when thousands of his 
friends were going down before the iron tempest of battle. He 
should be eh ee by the times in which he lived. That he pos- 
sessed many manly qualities none can deny. 

“Let us pass him to the grave as we would have others pass 
ourselves, forgetting the frailties incident to our nature and which 
appear to be inseparably connected with our being.” 


Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I did not know 
that arrangements had been made to-day to pay tribute to the 
memory of the distinguished statesman who most ably and hon- 
orably and for so long a time re ted the great State of Ten- 
nessee in various high offices, or I should have Ha gous a suitable 
eulogy to his ee fame sod mmo, But I can st aow 
the opportunity to pass wi at least paying a word of tribui 
to the name and fame of Senator Harris. It was not my good 
fortune to know him closely as a companion or as a friend; but 
I thought I knew him as an able Senator and statesman, as a 
rugged, sturdy, honest man; and yet, as a member of the funeral 
party which accompanied the remains of the distinguished Sena- 

r to bis late home at Memphis, when I approached the confines 
of the State which he had so honorably represented I soon learned 
my mistake—I then ascertained that I had but partially and im- 
perfectly estimated the man. : 

When we reached the State of Tennessee, I found that his friends 


Were legion and that they had all abandoned both business and 


easure and were present to pay their sad tribute to his fame, to 

is memory, and to his grea I remember the con- 
course of people that met us at the capital of the State and the 

isti honor that all seemed anxious to pay to the states- 
man’s memory. Rich and poor, high and low, 5 seemed 
to be the friends of Senator Harris. knew his work, they 
knew the great and valuable services that he had performed for 
them in his representative capacity in many ways, and they were 
there to add their last tribute to the great man who had been 
called beyond the borders that no eye can pierce. And when we 
reached his home, there was an impression made upon me that I 
shallneverforget. Iremember that distinguished gentlemen, rep- 
resenting eee of business, all vocations in life, all pro- 
fessions, out as one man to meet the funeral pi and to 
shed a tear at the loss of their neighbor and their friend. I re- 
member, Mr. Speaker, as we entered that great church and took 
our places within the chancel the words of his pastor and that 
beautiful service of song, the words of which ring in my ears even 


to-day: . 
S Lay him low, lay him low; 
Under the clover, or under the snow, 
What cares he? He can not know. 
Lay him low, lay him low. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 we accompanied his remains 
to that beautiful field of the dead, and I remember as the sun 
went down beyond those great shade trees that he had pé sat set 

ay him 


this, when all your neighbors and friends have come here, with 
one to pay their sad tribute to your memory, and are say- 


ing, ‘ Well done, thou good and faithful servant; enter thou into 
the joy of thy Lord,’” 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. , the first public men that I have any 
recollection of hearing mentioned were Governor ISHAM G. HAR- 
RIS, President Buchanan, Abraham Lincoln, and Jefferson Davis. 
Iwas only 8 years old, but remember distinctly hearing my father 
speak in the highest terms of Governor Harris, although my 
father was an intense Whig. 5 

I went out to Camp Alger a few days ago, and it reminded me 
of the first gathering of volunteer soldiers that I ever saw, thirty- 
seven years ago, assembled at the call of Governor IsHam G. HAR- 
RIS, of Tennessee. When those volunteers of 1861, those that were 
spring of 1865, my childish heart grayed thet the doy might wore 
spring o my childish heart t the day might never 
come again in the history of ais cae when there would be a 
call for volunteers to go forth to fight other volunteers of our own 
—.— and brotherhood; and, 


answered, 
After so much has been said of the life and character of Senator 


God, so far that prayer has | hi 


HARRIS by those so much more able and better fitted to do justice 


to his fame and memory, I feel great delicacy in attempti 
speak here to-day, for fear that I may rather detract 8 

e interest of the occasion, 

Senator Harris’s early years were spent in the beautiful and 
intellectual little city of Paris, the county seat of Henry County, 
noted then, as at proven, for its public men of national reputation. 
Such a home and surroundings were well calculated to develop 
the talents of the young and ambitious Harris. While his home 
was at Paris he was twice elected to represent that district on 
this floor. His beloved wife died there only a short while before 
the death of her illustrious husband, 

On account of the long and intimate association of Senator 
Hargis with the eg) Neate the Eighth district of Tennessee, Ishould 
feel that I had not discharged my full duty if I did not at this 
time and on this occasion give some expression of the esteem in 
which he was held by his old friends and associates. 

Senator Harris was in public life almost continuously for over 
fifty years, and in all that time never suffered even a temporary 
defeat, while at times he had to and did overcome an adverse 

ty and political majority. Of how few of our successful pub- 
ic men can the same be said? While courteous and affable, he 
was not that character of man known as a good electioneerer, a 
good hand shaker. He was rather blunt and plain in his manner 
and Mie ay abe sincere 5 5 candid. He wis a man of 
great moral an ysical courage. He was nota political diplo- 
mat. Henever sought toaccomplish his p by 3 or 
machine methods. He spurned an attempt at indirection. 

It was never charged against him that he belonged to any polit- 
ical xing or that he was in any sense a party boss. His was a most 
positive character, 5 the dogmatic. He had enemies, 
as all such men have, but he was never revengeful. He never 
sought to popularize his views by other means than clear and 
forcible arguments, gi ra He used no circumlocution, no 
confusing platitudes, 
ever simple or untutored, could possibly misunderstand him. 

While there is perhaps no single great legislative enactment 
bearing his name, there was no man in the Senate during the last 
twenty years who had or exerted a greater influence in the national 
legislation of that period than Senator „ There was no 
man in the Senate of the United States during his long period of 
service whose word was more implicitly relied on. Noone ever 
questioned his sincerity or honesty. It is useless to give details 
or circumstances to justify this statement, as no enemy, personal 
or political, ever questioned his honor or integrity. 

FF this body, three 
times governor of Tennessee, and twenty years a Senator, all the 
details of his public career have been 80 fully stated by others 
who have gone before me that it is unnecessary that I should 
make further mention of them at this time. I suppose that if all 
his acts of usefulness during his long and eventful N res life 
were stated in detail it would require volumes to con them. 

Senator Harris was endowed with a most remarkable memory. 
I will ask the indulgence of the House to relate an incident that 
goes to show how t aT one In the campai 
of 1876 Governor and ILLIAM B. BATE, now the 
honored senior Senator from Tennessee, were to deliver addresses 
at an old-fashioned Democratic rally and barbecue held in Linden, 
Tenn., then and now my home. 

I was selected, together with Dr. S. A. McDonald, to go to 
Waynesboro, the county seat of Wayne County, 30 miles distant, 
and pilot Governor Harris through the country to Linden. Dr. 
McDonald and I were on horse while Governor Harris and 
his son were ina buggy. About halfway between Waynesboro 
and Linden, while riding some 200 yards in advance of the buggy, 
we saw a covey of birds by the side of the road. 

Dr. McDonald alighted and picked up a stone, threw it into the 
covey, and killed two of the birds. e waited until his buggy 
came up and gave the birds to Governor Harris. We went on to 
within 8 miles of Linden, ee e over at the home of Dr. Mo- 
Donald for lunch and to feed and rest the horse the Governor was 
driving. The birds were at once dressed and cooked, and Gov- 
ernor HARRIS ate them. Twenty years after this date, at the time 
Senator was elected to the Senate for 1 consecu- 


to 
to 


4 


en he stated a proposition, no one, how- ‘ 
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The incident had long passed out of my mind, but the Senator 
remembered it quite wel He then gave every incident and detail 
of his visit to Linden, and what occurred after he arrived, and 
the names of old friends he met while there, and related all that 
took place on the day of the barbecue, with much more circum- 
stantial detail than I could have possibly done. 

Only a short time before his death I heard him go over the de- 
tails of court trials in which he had been engaged that had taken 

lace more than fifty years before, giving all the minute particu- 
— as though they had occurred only the day before. 

For many years before he died he was regarded by the whole 
people of Tennessee with the warmest feelings of affection. 
was lovingly called “the old Senator.” When “the old Senator” 
made a promise, no one ever entertained the slightest doubt but 
that he would most faithfully keep it. ae 
passed from this life within the last fifty 


In that meeting were men of all shades of political opinion. In 
that meeting were men gathered together from the highest to the 
lowest walks of life. The gray-haired statesman of wide national 
reputation sat beside the humblest De temployee, all drawn 
together by a common sorrow; akanang over the loss of a loved 
and cheri friend. No one tell who was Republican or 
Democrat in that assembly, but anyone could easily see that all 
were sincere mourners. Such distinguished os as Hon. 
A. H. Pettibone, Hon. W. P. BROWNLOW, Gen. | ge H. Maney, 
and many others were present and took conspicuous part in the 
proceedings, all evincing a genuine and unaffected sorrow. 

No man that ever lived had truer friends than Senator HARRIS, 
and no man ever lived who was more faithful and devoted to his 
friends than was Senator Harris. 


by poverty. ae 
sense a self-made man. Beginning 
life without money or influential friends at the tender age of 14 


what can be accompli y 
ing effort and perseverance. His life ght to 
worthy thousands who are now struggling against the cold and 
chilly waves of adversity and poverty. i 

Mr. S er, Senator HARRIS did not live in vain, and he has 
not died in vain. Full of years and honors, he sleeps the sleep of 
the just. ` 

[Mr. SWANSON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that the deaths 
in the present Congress have been more numerous than the average 
in preceding Con ; but it has seemed to me that the stricken 
ones were unusually prominent. Out of this House went that man 
of long service and great usefulness, William Steele Holman. 
From the Senate were taken Senator Earle, of South Carolina (a 
new man in the body, but eminent in his State), two great Sena- 
tors from the State of Mississippi, and the great veteran Senator 
from the State of Tennessee. In these notable deaths our atten- 
tion has been directed pointedly to the fact that a number of great 
men of the older period, of the generation to which but few now 
living belong, have passed from us lately; and y can we 
hope that the present and the oncoming generation will be 1 
to the task of filling as well as they filled the places which they 
yaca 

It is not much that I can add to what has been said in sketching 
the careerand outlining thesalient points of thecharacter of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee., It has beensaid very truthfully 
that he was one of the foremost men of his day and tion—gifted 
with 1 85 ability, a man of supar courage, honest and direct 
in all his methods. Through a long period in the service of his 
State and his country, his triumphs have been such as but few 
mit first Fund ETD Sen to us that tarting as he started, 

it might seem to us , Starting as 

poor and obscure, is a disadvantage in the great race of life. To 
the ped mig ieee weak, the timid and the fearful especially, poy- 
erty and the lack of influential family do indeed amount to great 
hindrances that often make miscarriage and ship- 

rutin it is tres T tink, ix tii’ that's oraiiio wos 

y es, it is in a conside i 

‘of the men really strong by nature are made stronger by early 


contact with poverty and early experience of privation, We often 
look upon the careers of our great men in retrospect and say to 
ourselves that they would have been much greater, that their 
achievements would have been more marked and their success 
more signal, if they had started in life with better advantages; if 
their early opportunities had been superior to what they were; if 
family intluence had given them aid which they were denied. 

I believe, however, that such an idea involves a superficial and 
incorrect view of the possibilities of life in this country and of the 
achievements of our great men. In a countrylike this, where the 
people do their own governing—where the people are the great 


He | power, the source of all power, and where those who fairly at- 


tain high position and honestly retain it long must be intrenched 
in the confidence and support of the people—it seems to me noth- 
ing so well fits a man for an illustrious career, nothing so securely 
binds him to the interests of the great masses of the people, asthe 
hard but valuable experiences in youth of a life of penury, of toil, 
of sacrifice. 

This country can attain its high destiny—the people of this 
country can be measurably prosperous and happy—only when 
those who administer the laws, those who are clo’ with great 
power, capable of great thi good or bad, are true to the inter- 
ests of the masses. Steadfast fidelity to the A e interests gen- 
erally can be found in large measure only with those who partake 
of the feelings and sentiments and experiences—who enter exper- 
imentally into the lives—of the ptt re body of the people. Those 
who have been brought up in affiuence, those whose early oppor- 
tunities were great, those who have had the pathway of life made 
smooth and easy for them from beginning to end—they can not, 
from the very nature of thi enter into the lives, appreciate the 
motives, understand the ties, estimate properly the rights 
and the duties of that stern, that noble citizenship which belongs 
to the common people of our great Republic. 

With very few exceptions—there are some notable ones—themen 
who have made illustrious the history of this country, who have 
been benefactors of human kind in their age and generation, who 
laid the foundations of this Republic and builded the nation, who 
sustained it in times of trial and who will sustain it in all the 


grandly. Without high ability, without b „without 
F to friend and candor in deal - 
7 8 
an ps he never ve deve in any 0 
the great, the inestimable, the noble qualities which he exhibited 
FF iscipli 5 
manhood in w: such qualities are 0 if the 
5 Mr. Speaker ae ae 
ut a few years ago 5 W e great to 
which the departed Senator belonged was considering, away back 
in the school districts, in the conventions an 
assemblages of the masses of its people, questions of vital party 
t up 


as to 


party and the country were in th 


were passing. 

To Senator Harris, Senator George, Senator TURPIE, and Sen- 
ator JONES of Arkansas—they are the four whom I remember ' 
particularly and preeminently—from the standpoint of those who 
think as I think and who try to act as I try to act with regard to 
these great public questions, a world of gratitude is due. Then 
there took form in the 8 of which Senator HARRIS was 
an exemplar and a leader, that which was in the minds of the 
masses. The movement then inaugurated and put fairly upon its 
feet gathered strength and force until a year later the efforts of 
those who thought as he thought were crowned with success, and 
the representatives of the party, meeting in national convention, 
declared at Chicago what the true party creed was and is; what 
the true party creed should be. 

Very much indeed did this dead Senator add ee 

ch 


of the State, already great, which he honored and whi 
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him. High, no doubt, will he rank in all time to come among the 
great men of that great State. High will he rank,as long as 
the annals of Congress are read or known, among the great men 
of this nation. He in marked degree qualities which it 
has sometimes seemed to me are not too common, not too gener- 
ally found in publicmen. He was thoroughly devoted to any cause 
in which he was enlisted. He was thoroughly open and direct in 
his methods, and his position, once taken, was held with Spartan 
tenacity. He may have seemed impetuous in advocacy, as has 
been remarked here this afternoon; he may have seemed impetu- 
ousin action, butit was the impetuosity of courage and conviction. 

The subject considered, the conclusion reached, the die cast, he 
may have ee impetuous in execution. Nothing remained 
but to make known the decision and to act upon the lines deliber- 
ately chosen. In action there is no time for consideration of 
whether there should be action. When the charge is sounded 
there is no time for considering whether it should have been 
sounded. Senator Harris distinctively recognized this, as every 
pns man in history has recognized it, and acted upon it. Care- 

ul and cautious in reaching his conclusions, thorough in his 
investigations, his conclusions once reached, his determination 
once arrived at, the time for action once at hand, he was impet- 
nous in the charge—there was no halting and no hesitancy about 
his course. He struck home, struck quick, and struck hard. It 
was this quality, among others which he in a high de- 
gree, that made him the conspicuous figure that he was and that 

e will remain in the history of our country. 

Beantiful and feeling tributes have been paid to his memory by 
those who knew him personally far better than I did. Distin- 
guished men from his own State have delighted to praise him by 
telling the truth about him. Distinguished men throughout the 
land, while they may not have known him so well, delight also to 
join, though far distant they may be, with their tribute. And 
the great mass of the people the country over, forgetting what- 
ever faults he may have had—and all men have faults—recognize 
that his virtues triumphed over his faults and in their spendid 
glow obscured them almost entirely from view. 

Among all the great men of the land, Tennessee’s venerable 
Senator ever will stand as one of the most able, most co us, 
most useful. Such a standing few men attain. Such a standing 
reflects at once honor upon the man who attains it; honor upon 
those connected with him by blood, by position, by association; 
honor upon the community which honors him, and which he in 
aba honors, Such a man, with such standing, was ISHAM G. 

ARRIS, 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, Senator HARRIS was in public life 
many years before I was born. I was not privileged to be socially 
intimate with him for the reason that his home was in the distant 
end of the State, but from my earliest childhood my father taught 
me to love and respect him, and as I grew tomanhood I learned to 
look up to him as a leader, a patriot, and a statesman worthy the 
exalted love of a great people, I have frequently asked myself: 
“ Why do the people love this man so devotedly?” and I found its 
solution when I came to know him and his works better. It was 
because he never abused their confidence. 

No man has ever lived to say that ISHAM G. Harris deceived 
him. I have wondered also why it was that his political foes held 
him in such high esteem, and I have concluded that it was be- 
cause they always knew where to find him and he never struck 
below the belt. He was amanof magnificent courage, physically 
and morally. Never in his long and splendid public life did he 

lter with truth or hesitate between two opinions. He dared to 
8 What lofty courage it sometimes 5 He never 
tee yed a trust, an al principle of 
his life. 

Senator Harris was stricken with his fatal illness shortly after 
I entered upon my duties at this capital, and I was denied much 
of his wise counsel which I had so much depended upon to equip 
me for duty here; but as a Tennesseean and one of his constituents 
and disciples I am joint heir to a rich heritage of benefit that 
flowed out of his great and eventful life. His mind retained its 
vigor until the last. When the hand of death was upon him and 
he awaited with calm fortitude the dire event, I called upon him 
and found him greatly interested in the four-days adjournment 
question then pending, and with wonderful precision and almost 
supernatural clearness he laid down the principles involved, which 
I afterwards found the law books verified. He had not investi- 
gated the books; it was intuitive, evolved out of his own inate 

om. 

Mr, Speaker, when this great spirit had winged its flight to 
other spheres, we took ue the wasted tenement it had so long oc- 
cupied and bore it lovingly to Tennessee where his people might 
do it honor, and the multitudes of people, regardless of politics, 
ereed, or race, who crowded past his bier bore 8 though 
tearful testimonial to the universality of that love which they all 
bore him. On that occasion, when the best men of Tennessee were 


he made candor the 


assembled to pay tribute to his memory, Col. John J. Vertrees, of 
Nashville, presented resolutions, which I ask to have printed here, 
together with the remarks he made, and I offer them in lieu of 
further remarks myself. They pay masterful tribute to the mem- 
ory and deeds of a great man, and I ask that they be printed here 
that they may be perpetuated in the forum he so long honored, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). itd there is no 
objection, that order will be e. 

There was no objection. 


APPENDIX. 


Memorial and resolutions adopted at Nashville, Tenn., July 12, 1897, under the 
direction of committees from each grand division of the State, presented by 
Mr. J. J. Vertrees, of Nashville, for citizens of the State. 

Great men are jewels of the Republic. In peace we proudly boast of their 
characters and their achievements. In the hour of danger we arouse to ac- 
tion by their names and heroic deeds. It is therefore the duty of those liy- 
ing in a republic to pass down to posterity with truthful and fitting testimo- 
nials the name of every really capable, honest, courageous public man. 

Senator ISHAM GREEN HARRIS was such aman. On the Sth day of this 
July, in the eightieth year of his age, 3 away. 

In 1847 he was elected State senator and introduced into public life. In 1897 
he died a United States Senator, after fifty years of almost continuous public 
service. While his countrymen mourn death, it was not untimely. 
Neither in length of days nor in lofty bearing was his death untimely. 
reason of strength his years were fourscore, and they were full of that wort 
which entitle his name to live. We do not mourn for him as citizens of a 
republic which has been deprived of the full harvest of a strong and useful 
life, but grieve for him as a friend, and lament that we are deprived of his 
3 his influence, and his strength. 

It were idle for us to testify in phrase and speech to the high esteem in 
which Mr. HARRIS was held by the people of Tennessee. 

That he served them fifty years and died with the harness on, enjoying 
the highest distinction which it was within their power to bestow; that from 
1847 to 1897 he repeatedly contested with our ablest men for public honors, 
and never once suffered defeat; that a nation mourns his loss, and for the 
first time drapes the Senate Chamber on the occasion of a Senator's death— 

roon the strong hold which he had upon the confidence and affection of 
countrymen. 

Mr. HARRIS had foes. He had a multitude of unflinching friends, and, of 
course, had foes. He was not without faults, but the faults were as nothing 
to the virtues which were his. He who stands immediately by the moun- 
tain's side may here and there observe the irregularities which appear to 
mar the patch of surface w. vision may command; but he who views 
it sufficiently afar to see the mountain itself—to observe the 8 of its 
sweep, its loftiness, its massiveness, and its reach—forgets the gnarled tree 
and barren spot upon its majestic side. So it is with the character ofa great, 
strong man. So it was with Mr. HARRIS. 

He knew little of books, but much of men. He was ous. He was 
wise. He had the resistless and self-sustaining power which is born in the 
union of courage and will. He was himself a power because of the fact that 
whenever responsibility was his, decision marked the act. ` 

He was governor of Tennessee during the critical period which marked 
the war between the States. He was emphatically a “war governor.” No 

vernor was more resolute, impetuous, and 9 than Mr. HARRIS. 

e declined the proffer of a seat in the Confederate senate for the reason 
that it would deprive him of the com ionship of Tennesseeans in the field. 
He became an exile in 2 lands when the fates announced that the 
Union should be preserved. He never apologized nor recanted. Neverthe- 
less, he and patriotically accepted the consequences. For the last 
twenty years he was a Senator of and for that Union he had previously 
labored soardently to dissolve. It was no merit to him, neither would it be 
meritorious in any Tennesseean yoray of the Senatorship, that every act 
and word and vote as Senator was loyal and patriotic, and delivered with an 
eye single to the preservation of the Union, strength and prosperity of the 
States. It was well understood by the poops of Tennessee when he was 
elected that Mr. HARRIS could and would pursue no other course. 

‘When he was elected, loyalty to the Union was what the people of Tennes- 
see demanded, and when he accepted the Senatorship the ge which never 
shrinks was the only thing they had any right to expect. It is not, however 
to his loyalty that we would refer, but to the fact that this sagacious and 
patriotic man, whom those who knew him not are wont to describe as un- 
reconstructed“ and imperious, has exhibited a conservative and wise appre- 
ciation of conditions which many others, called wise, have not. Senatorsand 
Representatives from the South have often been goaded and taunted with 
the past. Rebel“ and“ disunion and “disloyal” have been exasperating 

es which haye been kept in political stock; and the Representatives 
from the South have often been provoked into retort. 

This is not true as to Mr. Harris. Courageous, resolute, and even at 
times imperious, he has borne in dignified silence all offensive allusions to 
the pest The past with him was truiy adear and cherished memory, but 
asa United States Senator he sought neither to vindicate nor to defend. 
His every word was of the present and of the future of the people whom he 
served and whose appa he labored to promote. The silence of Senator, 
HARRIS was like the silence of Goneral Lee, and reveals a greatness of spirit 
and patriotic purpose y few. 

In another respect Mr. HARRIS was conspicuous. He wasa most candid, 
punctual, and truthful man. 

In him there was no deceit—no promises broken, no pledges unfulfilled. 
Mr. HARRIS, like other public men, was not exempt from the aspersions of 
party rancor and the malignity of defeat; yet the accusation was never 
or rege to our knowledge, that he had broken a promise or betrayed a 

en 

Mr. HARRIS was always with the majority, yet he never followed them. 
He was too sagacious, wise, and practical to be a mere follower. He was too 
independent, honest, and brave to follow, or even seek to ascertain the popular 
will. But he was a Democrat of the strictest sect. He had real faith in the 
people. He was one of the 1 himself. Consequently, his sagacity per- 
ceived at once what was for their good. He subordinated his opinions upon 
party questions to his deep-rooted views of government and to his confidence 
and faith in the honesty of the people themselves. His common sense was so 
clear, so honest and ex cores grad Mere it not only commanded and secured 
him leadership, but it inspired in an unusual confidence in the sense and 
ju ent of his fellow-men. 

e revered the constitution of his State and count 
constitutional safı and limitations was to him political sacrilege. To 
cross the barriers which constitutional law had erected against the aggres- 
sions of power or the invasions of centralization invoked from him protest 
and denunciation, strong, earnest, and masterful. To hold intact the consti- 
tutional and reserved rights of the people was with him a political faith in- 
tense and enduring. hand and voice were ever ready to defend them 


. Infringement of 
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from attack at any cost. If need be, he would have willingly yielded his 


life for their preservation. Accurate and comprehensive in conceptions 
of the fundamental 8 of free gorant, heis entitled to a place 
with the foremost men of the day. In ry the name of ISHAM G. HARRIS 


will rank with those whose lives and deeds haye made the annals of our 
country illustrious. 

Mr. Harris was not only candid and sincere, but he was personally an 
honest man. For a long period prior to the war between the States the Gov- 
ernment was administered by the men of the South, and it is our pride that 
pate the long period of their domination they were icnous for their 

th 


dor, his faithfuln his probity, his sagacity, his loyalty, his power as a 
man, were qualities whi drew men to him, — their allegiance, 
and. ä surely, onpa and inspired his machine. 

To this should be added his affection for the pape of Tennessee. As a 
Senator he labored as earnestly to aid, promote, and assist a Tennessee Re- 
publican, when political conditions admitted of it, as he did a Democrat. 
And the only wish expressed by him, and often repeated, was to be removed 
before the end, that he might die in Tennessee. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
It is, 5 bok a melancholy but patriotic satisfaction that his coun- 
en do now resolve: 
har in the death of Mr. ISHAM GREEN HARRIS the Republic has been 
stricken, and 1 has lost an able, honest, capable, loyal, and coura- 
gus son; an 
Ee That it is due to his memory that his virtues be publicly commemorated; 


and 

That it is due to the living, and tothose that come after us, to declare that 
it is the sense of his countrymen who knew him, and who are also not un- 
familiar with the fame of great men who have gone before, that the truth, 
candor, honor, honesty, courage, and successful career of Mr. ISHAM GREEN 
HARRIS entitle his fame to live, and that they do reflect honor upon and give 
renown to Tennessee; an , 

That the respect which has been shown by the nation officially to hismem- 

and the universal expressions of confidence and t by the press of 

other States is grateful and gives consolation to the people of Tennessee; and 

That while the history of this State teaches that a strong man has ever 
been found for every great occasion, and that in the death of one cf her sons 
Tennessee has never suffered a loss beyond the stature of all her surviving 
sons, yet the manly virtues, unblemished and suce l career of ISHAM 
GREEN HARRIS were such as to excite no higher desire than that the succes- 
sor of Mr. HARRIS in the Senate shall have the strength to bend his bow. 


[Mr. KING addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Speaker, it was the profound remark of 
a wise old Mohammedan caliph that men are more like the times 
they live in than they are like their fathers. Mind and character 
are cast in the mold of environment; they take form and color 
from their surroundings; they are fashioned to the hour by the 
plastic hand of circumstance. Types of character come and go 
with the varying phases of social, economic, and political condi- 
tions, of national growth or decay. Times change and men 
change with them. The rough-hewn characters who lay the 
foundations of empire in the midst of pains and perils are but 
feebly stamped upon the lineaments of a softer age. We are not 
born of the dead past, but are children of the living hour. Upon 
its Procrustean bed the tyrannical present fits each generation to 
its own whim or need. 

Isham G. HARRIS was a survival of a type which has passed or 
is fast passing with the conditions that gave it birth—the old fron- 
tier or pioneer type. He was born in the early years of the cen- 
tury, when Tennessee was but young in the Union, when thesmell 
of the wilderness yet lingered in the air of its new-born civiliza- 
tion, when the character of the a drew its sap and vigor from 
the forest mold. He possessed the essential qualities of the 
hardy and heroic statesmen-warriors who on the Watauga and 
the Cumberland made a clearing for civilization and free govern- 
ment. He was of the mold and fiber of Andrew Jackson; a ċhar- 
acter of massive simplicity, of heroic force and clearness; fearless, 
resolute, masterful, and imperious, he was born to lead, and, by 
the sheer force of his personality, to rule. 

The composition of his nature was not complex or intricate—its 
elements were few and simple. To know him at all was to know 
him well. Long years of close and intimate association only 
strengthened and deepened the earlier impressions. You were 
never startled or surprised by the revelation of new and unex- 
pected traits, except that the softer and gentler side of his charac- 
ter was not kept on public exhibition. In his many acts of kind- 
ness and generosity, indeed, his left hand was hardly suffered to 
know what his right hand did. Otherwise all his traits and qual- 
ities were stripped to every eye. 

His intellect was not subtle or ingenious, but robust, vigorous, 
direct, guided always by unfailing commonsense. His judgment 
was wonderfully swift and wonderfully true. He was not widely 
or deeply read—though he knew accurately the political history 
of his own country—but he knew men, and he understood the 
springs of human action, 

His long public career, unbroken by a single defeat, is worthy 
of study, for it is stored with lessons to the rising generation, in 
which may be learned the secret of failure or success. He lived 


a life full of stormy conflicts, in which were given many a hard 


and bitter blow—blows which left behind them lasting enmities 
and unforgiving animosities. Yet from the first to the last of 
his long career victory clung to his standard, and amid all the 
great and rapid political changes of his time popular confidence 
never wavered from the man whoadhered with stubborn, defiant, 
combative tenacity to his earliest creed. 

Many a man, his equal in intellect and in many other qualities 
of leadership, would have gone down in any one of the many 
storms through which he passed triumphantly and with honor. 
His success was a triumph not so much of intellect as of charac- 
ter. The people had marked him as a man worthy of confidence, 
and he justified their faith, not by seeking to find and follow the 
een opinion, but to instruct and guide it. He dealt with per- 
ect candor both with individuals and the public. He was, I be- 
lieve, the most truthful man I have eyer known. His statements 
of fact were never colored or warped from the line of accuracy 
by prejudice or self-interest. 

Perhaps the highest tribute that could be paid him is to be 
found in the negative fact that, though he lived for years under 
the full blaze of a passionate and hostile criticism, no accusation 
tainting his honor has ever adhered to his fame. No charge of 
double-dealing, of deception, or even of a lack of full and perfect 
candor was ever laid at his door. His bitterest foes have been 
forced to admit that IHA G. Harris was a man to be trusted 
when he had given his word. 

Such qualities as these won and retained for him throughout all 
his stormy life the unshaken confidence of the people. He had 
few of the arts of a popular politician, His manner was lacking 
in warmth and cordiality, and, except to those who knew him well, 
he often seemed distantand reserved. Withamarvelous memory 
for fact and incident, he had a poor memory for names and faces, 
and he never affected to remember a face he had forgotten. 

His enemies, who could not or would not understand his suc- 
cess, attributed it in large measure to his matchless skill in the 

ement of a well-organized machine. Yet in truth no man 
ever profited less by such methods. His methods were 5 
open, straightforward, and direct. He made no promises. He 
sought no alliances. He wrote few letters and made few sugges- 
tions as to the gea e of his own political affairs, He went 
straight to the people and 8 to them from the hustings, 
and there he won all his battles. 

No man in Tennessee was ever more powerful or effective as a 
public speaker, and he was preeminently so in joint discussion, 
where all the latent power and fire of his nature was stirred by the 
peo of a strong antagonist. In the days when the Whig and 

emocratic parties in Tennessee an unusual array of 
brilliant orators, IsHam G. HARRIS was the peer of the best. He 


met in joint debate such masters of political controversy as Neil 


S. Brown, Robert Hatton, John Netherland, and others, and no 
antagonist ever bore away from him the prize of combat. He 
was not a phrase maker or a rhetorician, but he possessed the fac- 
ulty of sinewy, terse, incisive speech, with intense earnestness of 
manner, an impressive delivery, and a gift of plain and logical 
presentation. His manner of public speaking may be described 
as argument, warm and glowing with earnestness and passion. 

In the discharge of public duty he was rigidly conscientious. 
He loved to do things well—not brilliantly or with splendid 
dramatic effect, but well. It was not enough for him to gain the 
approval of his countrymen. His conduct and the results were 
subjected tothe merciless analysis of his own judgment and scrupu- 
pared tested by his own estimate of the scope and measure of his 

uty. 

It would not be true to say that he took no thought of his own 
fame; but no man ever made less effort to gain a factitious pop 
ularity. No man ever did 3 to win public approval. He 
did not ey 5 in the applause of the moment. He valued only 
that solidly built esteem formed to endure the impartial criticism 
of the future and against which the pitiless years may beat in vain. 

He trusted the people as implicitly as they trusted him: he 

trusted not only their good intentions but their intelligence and 
capacity for self-government. Believing, with never a shadow of 
doubt, in the truth and righteousness of his own principles, he 
was never apprehensive as to his own political fortunes. But 
even to the people he never stooped his high, imperial crest. 
He never wheedied them or cringed to or flattered them. His 
kingly manhood stood erect in the 7 and dignity of its char- 
acter, and he faced the people confidently and without fear. It 
was a confidence both in himself and in them. 

He was never troubled with doubts. His opinions once formed 
were never clouded by any vague misgivings. His beliefs and his 
purposes were always as clear as the noonday to his own mind, 

e never groped in the fog or stumbled in the dark. He knew his 
way and walked with confidence. : 

In the course of his long and eventful career the fiber of his 
character was many times put to the sternest trial. When the 
war of secession began, he was serving his second term as gov- 
ernor of Tennessee, He was a thoroughgoing secessionist. He 
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believed in secession, both as a constitutional doctrine and as a 

ractical remedy. He believed that it was impossible for the 

nion to endure and the institutions of the South to be rved, 
and with characteristic courage he accepted the inevitable. Ten- 
nessee was slow to yield to the secession movement, and Senator 
Harris's enemies have often said that he dragged it out of the 
Union against its will. Certain it is that the tremendous force of 
his personality was a powerful factor in bringing the State under 
the reagan of the Confederacy. 

As governor of Tennessee his resourcefulness, his marvelous 
energy, his intuitive judgment and decision of character, his 
thorough knowledge of men, his genius for administration, made 
him the greatest war governor of the South. In spite of the fact 
that his capital was in the hands of the enemy and that a large 
te of his State was loyal to the Union, he gave to the Con- 

ederacy 100,000 soldiers thoroughly organized and equipped. It 
had been his purpose upon the expiration of his term as governor 
to take command in the field; but because his successor could not 
be ina ted owing to the capital being in the hands of his 
enemy, he served as governor to the end of the war. He was, 
however, with the army of Tennessee from the time of the fall of 
Nashville, rendering gallant and conspicuous service. He was 
volunteer aid on the staff of Gen. Albert Sidney Johnston at the 
battle of Shiloh, and in the thick of all that bloody fray. He ral- 
lied in person a Tennessee regiment which was retreating in dis- 
order and led it back to the position from which it had been 
driven. He was by the side of General Johnston when fatally 
wounded, and bore him from the field. 

The end of the war found him broken in fortune, an exile from 
his country, the proscribed tative of aruinedcause. But 
he returned to face the new duties, problems, and responsibilities 
of the hour, and he faced them with courage and practical wis- 
dom. It was not in his nature torepine. He cherished no illu- 
sions as to the results of the war. He saw what had been irre- 
trievably lost and what might yet be saved from the wreck and 
ruin. He turned from the d 
future with high resolve. His dearest hopes had been entwined 
with the fallen Confederacy; but he knew that the cause he loved 
had died on the field of battle and he did not withhold his beloved 
from the grave. Thenceforth the destiny of his people was to be 
cast with the Union, and under its flag and law its future must 
redeem its past. To the Union, therefore, sincerely and ungrudg- 
ingly, he gave his renewed allegiance. 

e reentered public life as a candidate in the Presidential elec- 
tion of 1876. His name was in that year presented to the Demo- 
mists ee: = 6 for = State 
at large. There develo convention an unexpected oppo- 
sition to his candidacy. . There was still some prejudice saan 
him among the ‘Old Line Whigs.” There were those who feared 
that his conspicuous activity in the secession movement would 
alienate a considerable body of Union Democrats, and there were 
the usual number of pusi ous spirits who always visit the 
blame of their misfortunes upon the 
cause. 

All these sentiments found voice in the convention. He was 
nominated in spite of this opposition, but, stung to the quick, he 
appeared before the convention and in a speech full of patriotic 
fire declined to allow his name to be the cause of discord in the 
ranks of his . All opposition was swept away in the enthu- 
siasm which his speech evo: and in spite of his declination the 
convention again selected him by an almost unanimous vote. He 
adhered, however, to his decision and announced that he would 
canvass the State on his own responsibility. So effective were the 
series of speeches which he delivered in that memorabie campaign 
that by the time the legislature assembled there was not an oppo- 
nent to dispute his election to the Senate. 

Upon his subsequent career I need not dwell. It is enough to 
say that during all the of his service in the Senate he held 
fast to his fundamental conception of Democracy, a strict con- 
struction of the Constitution. 
the Covenant, he fixed his faith and hope. 

During all these years he was the acknowl 
Tennessee Democracy, infallible in council and invincible in the 
field. The growing infirmities of age never dimmed his mind, 
weakened his intellectual energies, or abated his zeal for the prin; 
ciples he loved. 

n the great battle of 1896, PET: 7 weakened by disease, his in- 
terest in the campaign burned with unwonted en and power. 
Perhaps it was because he realized, as I know he did, that amid 
the tumults of the next Presidential contest, the thunder of the 
captains and the shouting,” his voice would not be heard. He 
felt, like Ossian, that this was the last of his fields.” He de- 
termined to give the last remnant of hisstrength to liberty and 


eee poopie: 23 more, and then be dumb; 
once H 
Let victors when they come, 
When the forts of folly fall, 
Find thy body by the wall. 


past with sorrow and faced the | people ot 


of the unsuccessful | and 


o that doctrine, as to the Ark of 
leader of the 


His last days were characteristic of the man. He had known 
for weeks that death was upon him. He accepted it serenely and 
without a murmur. It is natural for men when the hope of life 
has passed or is passing awar to seek consolation in the sympathy 
of those about them, to touch their hearts to pity by allusions to 
the dread event, and find a wretched comfort in the sorrow of 
their loved ones. Not so with him. He trod the wine press alone. 
For long weeks and months he looked steadily in the face of the 
king of terrors, and his own stout heart, which had sustained him 
2 9 5 life, sustained him in death. Calmly, silently, and hero- 
ically he awaited the inevitable hour.“ 

A character both unique and great has passed. His conquering 
spirit, his iron will, his brave and true and generous heart will be 
with us no more amid the scenes of this mortal life. In the soil 
of his own beloved State his ashes haye been laid to rest, and sor- 
row’s tears will keep green his graye, while love and honor will 
sentinel the hallowed spot where he sleeps his last, long sleep. 
We may not hope to see another who can draw his bow or wield 
his sword, for “ he was a man, take him for all in all, we shall not 
look upon his like again.” 

APPENDIX. 
MEMORIAL CEREMONIES. 

Mr. W. J. Crawford, permanent chairman of the committee on arran 

porary chairman 


ments and tem of the great meeting peop! 
Auditorium. 25 3 e 5 m of the le at the 
“LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: In behalf of committee charged with the 
aration of a memorial service befitting the ty and character of the 
te Senator HARRIS, I take the liberty of ing this assemblage to order, and 
ting the — — officer on this occasion in the per- 
5 throughout this country. 
ty in 


has always — ef them with 


[Senator BATE pays a tribute to his late colleague in the United States Senate.] 

Senator BATE in assuming the chair said: 

“Having been invited to preside over this memorial meeting, and as oth- 
ers have been designated to deliver addresses suitable to the occasion, it is 
not expected of me to present other than a few words by way of introduc- 
tion to that which is to follow. 


Descending from. a pioneer paren , ISHAM GREEN HARRIS was bo 
in that beautifal and romantic ary end where the waters of Elk 


of un 
ucation and development he was essen - 
as the bud unfolded into the blossom 


nd t es strengthened and matured into ripe manhood and clung to 
him through his long and eventful career and, now that he is gone, leave a 


resplendent memory. 

“ Possessed of strong natural al that was eminently practical, and 
backed by a will power and energy and an ambition that had a spur within, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS m the battle of life. 

in he lived afforded rare 


and merit to 
rightly availed himpelt of fh But tof 
a 


unities for men of metal 
m, and he readily and 

w his career would be to go thro 
part of the history of Tennessee during the last half century, and the 

time allotted to introductory remarks will not allow it. 

“ The chief and point in his history, and that which most at- 
tracted the public gaze, was the course he took at the outbreak of the war, 
while he was governor of Tennessee. The time, the occasion, and the office 


propran: 
The keynote which he struck at outset of hostilities when called upon, 
use 


as the governor of Tennessee, by ident Lincoln for men and means to 
he South, wassuch a and emphatic denial that it not 
only found favorable response , but was applauded to the echo 


“The war belay anon us, and the State of Tennessee having formally se- 
ceded from the Union, Governor RIS, as governor, mustered in 21 or- 
more than a hundred thousand soldiers for the Confederate service. 

ence he is known to history as one of the War governors.’ 
Without going into detail, it is sufficient to state that from the first re- 


veille tothe last tattoo in Confederate camps, Governor s was an active 
2 = our great ual contest. 
7 g 


nature, as he was by . — a Democrat in its broadest and 
most liberal sense, he was ensily a favorite with his people and was one of the 
leaders who was rarely if ever out of touch with them. Hence it was an easy 
matter for him to be elected to anything within their gift. 

“Since peace came unto us he was four times el to the United States 
Senate from Tennessee. The State has honored him and he has honored the 
State. The Senate likewise honored him by electing him President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate, and he thus became its presiding officer in the absence of 
the Vice-President; and in this, as in other official p held by him, he be- 
ana moer of the situation and brought credit alike to himself and the 

ce he held. 

“In no part of his life was Senator HARRIS ever a drone in the human 
hive. but an active * in its make-up and management. 

“As an actor on the stage of life he played a leading part, and when the 
curtain fell at the close of the last act in the drama it but removed the actor 
— leaving fresh and pleasant memories of his sayings and the im- 
press of his doings upon those who saw and heard him. 
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“But ‘ scythe and O Time, are not the emblems of thy gentler | Congress from the Fifth District of Mississippi, who had been invited to 
er, — des ‘the Old Guard’ must surrender to thy inexorable . resent the National House of Representa on this occasion. Mr. Wo 


one of the last of the Old Guards—and they are getting LIAMS sys pice the follo 


scarce now—stood for twenty years in the Senate a sentinel to t Mr. CHAIRMAN, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: Perh the best definition 

stitution of our cou 8 Ba this faithful old sentinel has been called by | of philosophy is this, that it is the contemplation of death. This means in 

the decree of fate from post of duty, and his mother, Tennessee, has put | its utmost analysis that it is the study of the immutable and eternal in 

him to rest in her bosom within the sacred precincts of your own Elmwood. 3 of the immortal in mau of that which remains as char - 

“It is well ac’ and as establishing identity after what we call death has taken 
„And tien reac a place. 

7 ronan pati wer Hi 8 ee rest, How far death puts an end to the man as we have known him in life will 

Where we shall clearly seeand pea pac ey, J always remain a debated tion. Some of us, drawing a lesson from the 

I think that we will say, ‘God knew the best. acorn, be 7 of corn, the pollen in the lily cup, the tiniest material thing 

° that is e, can not conceive of a moment at which the essential man has 

When Senator BATE had concluded his brief speech heasked the audience | ceased to exist. or his identity has been destroyed. But, however skeptical 

torise, and then called op the Rey. Dr. N. M. Woods, pastor of the Second | the most skeptical and mate c man who differs from us may be, there 

Presbyterian Church, who offered prayer. is one sense in which he must recognize the fact of the immortality of all 

The invocation was impressive, asking the blessings of Heaven upon the | men. It is the sense in which the man’s thought and feeling, his psychical 

exercises, and pra: God that the lessons to be learned from the life | identity, continues with and influences others after his death, and with- 

of Senator HARRIS might be impressed upon all present, t conscious knowledge on the part of those influenced of the source whence 


oui 

575 Ms the mental and moral molding comes. 

[Governor Taylor makes a graceful speech as the representative of the State “In that of man’s on -sided existence on this earth which we call 

of Tennessee.] the ‘public’ phase—in the field of political life, where the opinions the 

Professor Arnold's orchestra rendered a selection when Senator TURPIE | most are molded and shaped to the governance of all—no man in Tennessee, 

had concluded. The governor of Tennessee, Hon. Robert L. Taylor, was the | except Andrew Jackson alone, ever influenced other men more during life 

next d Senator Barn introduced him as the representative of the | than Isham G. Harris, nor will continue at ter death to influence them more. 

State upon the occasion when citizens of the State would honor the dead who, There was a reason for it. It ought not to be far to seek. His position 

when living, labored so ably and conscientiously to honor the Commonwealth | was never doubtful; his voice was never un 5 

of which he was a Senatorial representative. vernor Taylor was accorded The man did not know what insincerity and half-heartedness were, ex- 

the ciosest attention while he delivered the following graceful utterance: cept in so far as he observed in the lives of others the overt acts which proved 
“Mr. CHATRMAN, LADIES, AND GENTLEMEN: I come to drop a flower of | them to exist. 


was his creed. He lived a long and stormy life; he died a hero. he was 19 he was merchandising successfully on his own account amo 
The summons came ‘ken in the jen dre e hour of the State, when Se a and his family. He 5 as papp eee me 
Inthe Miori noontide of joyful jubilee, e eee „ plaining 
ous of Tennessee's jo; w when the pe away an accumn mcy —the uncom — 
peace were out the soul of music on the summer air, he heard the | sistency of the boy—father here, as always, to the man—enab! him atcoce 
solemn call of trumpet, which drowned all the melodies of this world. | to meet all liabilities and retrieve all losses and lost gains. More than that, 
pangs ee oe —— his pillow, a x pons Meanie yes 8 5 ee: he 5 his closel 
over his face, his heart forgo ; there was a a sigh, a w. rsed desire to study practice law. e exigencies ess 
tired e like purple curtains over tion of his 
* 


‘Iam tired,’ and 
Leyes; tired were forever; tired hands were folded on a | interfere with his determination to make a success of his money to 
m breast. 7... cerca te dy aa ey OORL the limit of becoming independent. He was never a lover of money for its 
“What is life? What is death? To-day we hear a bird singing in the tree | own sake, agreeing with Burns that he wanted money 


; they tell us that is life. To-morrow the bird lies cold and stiff at the Ge 
top of the tree. 8 They tell us that is death. 7 
A babe is born into the world. Jt opens its glad eves to the light of day and F 
smiles in the face of its loving mother. They tell us that is life. The child „ 


among its flowers. But soon youth wakes into manhood his soul is afire l i i i > M 
with ambition. Hernshes nto the 3 . = —.— hisway from 5 r — shin tet God oe pore ‘oar 
the gathering clouds of war: the Live thunders tegin ts fall sround him but | might make money—oblivious of this episode of his life, criticising Governor 
he stands like a lion at his post, and when the dreadful shock at Shiloh HARRIS'S position on a great public question, have said deprecatingly: ‘Oh, 
to and the grave, | he isa cian; he is not a business man.“ There are only two mistakes in 
the rifted smoke I see him kneeling on the field with the | the criticism; first, the assump‘ o innuendo—is false; it is not true, itis 
peerless Albert Sidney Johnston dying in his eternally false. that a man must have devoted his life to piling up money for 
“At last his flag goes down in blood and tears. He is exiled from his coun: | himself before he can be presumed to . 
try, but the clouds soon clear away and he returns in triumph, to be clothed 3 ——.— the did good; and, secondly, the politi- 
by the — — than ever before, and to sit like an un- I near hme mS possess all the insi * — 
„ council of the nation, until his raven locks turn fe remzzn in that walle of life and to make the üerumuigkion er ho chosen 
“But the scene shifts again, and as we are called from our re tostand | life work, he would have distanced his critics. 
. g mates mirth. They 5 „ 
me: en m muffles us ! 
„and the laughter of the child “Not only did he begin man's work in private life when almost a child, 
eatin Sie taicc er soles the Shot of graria a cools Ea Siden r aapa na aeae Ine Soran ee ri rors ce 
ro 0 1 an 4 man, he was 
from the of childhood. Deathplucks the blossoms of youthand | ture. The Danner of his en to public life was characteristic the 
turns the golden ts of manhood to ashes on the lips of age. man, with whom initiative was never wanting and with whom aggression 
“Poor bird, is there no ter 1 where Say avert myles sing — — — bP agar bby of — — * knot 8 
child. was tied. Alexand Whigand two Demo- 
soul shall wake and smile in the face of God? Poor old tired man, is itall of | crats, each of the latter jealous of the other’s preferment and insistent on 
the maintenance of his own re candidates in a district Demo- 


would seem the acme of folly, resulting in ‘confusion worse confounded,’ 
ti adem murmur inthe soul but that is precisely what IsHam G. HARRIS advised and did. 7 È then, 
intends ee i rh a eg a 

men, whether or 
gaps eet dota peta war, the sagacity to know when to be audacious. As Johnson says 


“There must bea God. We look up through the telescope into the blue “* When desperate ills demand a speedy c 
SEIS sa Tonte —— We see millions of suns flaming like Distrust is cowardice, and pradence folly.” 
stellar space. 


* and shields Papier wreatin f stars, isla: “I shall not give you in detail s history of th Suffice it t 
crowns 00 o n e man’s career. 0 
— of sunafioating —ũ— seas. . say he became that time on a trusted counselor in party life. In 1849 
worlds like ours wheeling around those suns? Are there no eyes but ours to | he went to Congress; remained two terms; refused a proffered nomination 
see those floods of light? Are there no sails on those far away summer seas? for a third. 3 a reason for this course not at that time 


“Surely there can not be a universe of suns without a universe of wor when good men on both sides were striving to forestall foreseen calamities— 
and reason teaches us that there can not be a universe of worlds destitute of | to void the humanly unavoidable—disunion and war. This young man, 
then only 30 years of age, was not then, nor, indeed, at any time of his life, 
We turn from the telescope and look down through the microscope and | even when old had mellowed him much, fitted to shine when compro- 
itreveals in a single drop of water a tiny world teeming with animal life, mise was the of leaders and the wish of followers. He thought, to be 
with forms as perfect as the human body, yet invisible to the naked eye. It sure, that everything possible in that direction ought to be tried, and hence 
can not be denied that some power beyond this world created them. We — his voice to the experiment. But between the lines it was soon eabily 
know that some power beyond this world created us. We know that they 
must parish and that we must die, and we know that the power which cre- | Ciliatory makeshifts, however patriotically intended, but would be found 
ated t. and us and the stars above us lives on forever. when the time came with those who, like Yancey on one side and Seward on 
* corey. smnewhere beyond this world there is infinite power and | the other, announced 5 as lipine line of battle’ for the 
eternal life. us hope that C who whispered ‘Peace’ to the troubled | inevitable conflict’—to them plainly, recognizab’ T inevitable. Until other 
waters of Galilee, has —.— < to the troubled soul of our de- men sow iow [Cente Ovens cat 55 fore,’ his best place was 
Senator, and that his tired have tothe in priva e He no use lace in public life. 
— er opened to the light of a blissful in 1854, when nominated as ential elector, he 8 


[Congressman WILLTAus's f of the lower House toan end, a contrivance of our forefathers to secure the liberties and lives 
gross. and protect e; when it ceased bserve those 

“One sweetly solemn thought“ was the offering of the memorial choir at nde cx either of ack nish meee gents Deckns & E 40°tiee GROE 
the conclusion of Governor lor's address. Senator BATE, when the sing- E A — — 
end, presented Hen JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS, a member of ‘tute for the means which failed some other and adequate means. 
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HARRIS, of the public men with whom his long career had made 
him acquainted as factors in political thought and work, brushing the other 
men whom we had been aside as, after all, of small estimate, said: 


But the greatest mind and the greatest man political life has ever furnished 
was John C. Calhoun.’ Such was his estimate of the great logician, the 


great aspostle of State rights and local self-government. 


HARRIS IN HISTORY. 

“But to pass on. 

“History was made rapidly in those dayg. In 1857 ISHAM G. HARRIS be- 
eame chief executive of this great Commonwealth. In 1859 and 1861 he suc- 
ceeded himself. Those of us who love him best like to call him Governor“ 
yet. He was the last of the war governors.’ Nothing but the fear of the 
7 5 of invidiousness prevents me from saying that he was, in executive 
ability, the greatest of them all. 

The Confederacy rose and fell. ‘ 

“A few years of exile, and in 1867 he returned to his home town and prac- 
ticed law 1 474 you until 1876. From 1876 to the day of his death he was a 
Senator in the Congress of the United States. 

“T have given this bird's-eye view of a career familiar to you all, in order 
that you and I both might realize how long Governor HARRIS has been a 
moving factor, how long a leader, in American tics and during what 
troublous times. For these were the days that s men’s passions and 
tried men’s souls; first the days of an ve: tation, the first sounds of 
which had alarmed Jefferson ‘like a fire bell e night;’ then the days of 
civil strife, when more than G: met more than G in the fearfulsweat 
and tug of war, and then, most tr’ of all, the days of reconstruction, 
when the very groundwork of civilization itself seemed undermined, when 
day after da: uthern manhood was humiliated and Southern womanhood 
was menaced. 

- of it! This man whose memory we celebrate to-day saw almost 
the birth and saw the end of the eer constitutional agitation the world 
ever saw. His public life was as long as the natural lives of two full genera- 
tions. It lapped over in many cases to the third. I know of an instance 
where he served in Congress with the grandfather, afterwards discussed the 
constitutional right of peaceable secession with the father, to whom he sub- 
sequently issued a commission as a Confederate officer, and then, long after, 
served with one of the present representatives of the y once more in 
the Congress of the United States. There are many families in Tennessee 
with whom he has been similarly associated in public life. 

“But why do I wish you to realize the length and variousness of his public 
service? Because, during all that long period, this man was never once lack- 
ing in thought, feeling, utterance, or service to the common people, nor to 
the State of Tennessee, nor to the South. Because, most remarkable of all, 
during all that long time, amid all the entanglements of practical e 
and it brings strange bedfellows—no man ever so much as claimed t this 
man had broken his plighted faith or been lacking in service to any friend 
who had not first been notoriously untrue to himself, Because, during all 
these generations, his enemy never him to another enemy of a mis- 
statement of fact or of a deception, and for the simplest of all reasons—the 
other enemy would not have believed him. 

“No man was ever more soundly hated than Isham G. HARRIS, and he 
was himself what Samuel Johnson called a ‘good hater,’ and yet no man’s 
word was ever more implicitly and universally accepted as final in a statement 
of fact. Those who knew therefore, were not astonished when, in the 
city of Washington, a bitter Republican Senator from a New England State 
rose to his feet when a bill was pending for the 8 of a very important 
claim t the Government and, g Senate, the following con- 
yersation, substantially, occurred: 

r. President, I would like to ask the senior Senator from Tennessee a 

peony’ A Has the Senator from Tennessee made a personal investigation of 


case 

“Senator HARRIS replied: ‘I have. 

“Is it the opinion of the Senator from Tennessee that this claim is just 
and ought to be paid? 

„Senator HARRIS replied: ‘It is.’ 

“*Then, Mr. President,’ said this ublican Senator, ‘this is sufficient 
= me, and will,in my opinion, be cient for the Senate of the United 


es. 
“In all this lon riod, though many people thought him often wrong, 
and radically Entra pol nis Be in understood the meaning of the word ever 
accused him of being a demagogue; that is, of advocating a measure use 
it was popular, and not because he verily believed in it, or o a meas- 
ure because it was unpopular, and not because he verily repro it. 


HIS INTELLECTUAL POWER. 


“You have known men of higher intellectual powers, though not many; 
ou have known men—many men—of greater and broader educational cul- 
vation, but I haye never known aman whose conclusions were more logic- 

ally, unfalteringly, and impersonally drawn from his premises, nor one more 
sincerely convinced of the eternal truth—the subjective verity—of the basic 
principles embodied in his premises. But this logical faculty, rare and un- 
erring as it was, was not the secret of his success nor the mainstay of his 

tness. Nor was it his power of speech, though this rose at times to the 
Erel of that of the orator born, not made —persuading men's wills as well 
as convincing their judgments. After all, however, he persuaded chiefly 
because he was himself so thoroughly persuaded; he convinced chiefly by 
the emphatic utterance of the unornamented truth, his own convictions be- 
ing so intensely earnest and so palpable to all men. 

“There were few men who equaled him in resourcefulness and in what 
y, be called intellectual moeni: He was simply untiring, setting for him- 
self; in the seyenth decade of his life, tasks from which strong youth would 
have But this even was not the main secret of his power over men. 
Many men have equal intellectual energy and have none the less 
fretted away their unavailing lives. Nor can you find the secret in his re- 
markable executive or administrative ability the power to organize.“ as it 
is called in this latter da yy has a oe organizer he seemed all- 

an 


wors' 


duplicity; 
8 in action. It is the o ite of these that make a man 
what he was—an integer, not duplex; a whole number, not a half number; 
a single number, not a ed number—in the affairs of life. 

„His ends were single, his means direct. 


enem 


9 ma all-things-to all-men face, manner. 


which is t to the field of hypocrisy. is so easy in the begin 4 

“Governor HARRIS carried his directness of purpose and utterance so far 
that he did not have even what are called ‘ popular manners’ to help him on. 
The little hypocrisies of convenance even, excusable as they are held to be in 
the mixed associations of public life—even these he scorned to practice, 
When men said, Governor“ or ‘Senator, I don’t believe you remember me,“ 
his ToN was not the usual formula, ‘Your face is familiar, but—’ ete., unless, 
indeed, the formula was the very expression of the very fact. His reply was, 
‘No, sir,’ or ‘No, I do not.’ His friends haye heard him say these 
words in this way, not once, but many times, and have seen sensible men re- 
ceive the response sensibly and many fools go off offended. 


A MARVELOUS MEMORY. 


“He cultivated the habit of accuracy in detail to such an extent that it 
was marvelous merely as a display of the mental powers of memory. 
repetitions of conversations, of arguments. and of repartee drawn from his 
many campaigns were intended to be in letter, word, and ture precisely 
as they were uttered forty, twenty, and ten years before. I have heard him 
relate some of these in the office of Harris, McKissick & Turley in Memphis, 
and then, nearly twenty years afterwards, I have heard him repeat them in 
Washington in the same words, with the same intonation and emphasis, and 
frequently with the same gestures. he had failed verbally to italicize 
any hing he or the other interlocutor had emph: thirty years ago, I 
think he would have held himself Dro an untruth. 

“ This integrity of character, t of being an integer and not duplex, 
of being one—a whole number, and not a number, nor a mixed number 

in much need in sore time. It stood him in need in business affairs 
in the hard days right after the war, When the war came he had accumu- 
lated over $150,000. When it ended he had absolutely nothing. Ido not sup- 
pose he ever saw the week from that time until his death, or perhaps a few 
years prior thereto, when he was not embarrassed about ready money, espe- 
cially sums, and yet here in Memphis, or elsewhere among men who 
knew him, he could borrow any sum he was willing to promise to repay from 
moneyed men with whom ‘business was business’ and not sentiment. The 
deposi of a policy upon his life secured them in case of his death, and his 
noted integrity of character them in case he lived. 

“Next to the fact of having mastered ‘the difficult art of telling the 
truth,’ the secret of the man’s leadership consisted in his courage. It was 
this courage that gave him decision, so that he spent little time in doubting 
and noneat allin 8 The ‘ whining yelp of complaint,’ as some one 

called it, was fore 555 to his soul, so foreign that I doubt if the man of you 
all best acquainted with him can fit the expression of complaint to his counte- 
nance or i ne it modulating his voice. He was no let to have the 
‘native hue of resolution sicklied o'er with the pale cast of thought.“ He 
never spent time soliloquizing about “taking up arms against a sea of 
trouble.’ He simply took them up. 

Hence it was that when old issues were dead he promptly turned around 
to face new ones. The old ones he not only ceased to talk about, save as one 
talks of the Wars of the Roses, but he seemed to cease even to think about 
them,except in the historical or reminiscent way. I do not mean by that, of 
course, that truth and ee ceased to be truth and right with him, no 
matter on which side the ner of might was unfurled. But his mind was 
above all things a practical mind, and the aspiration or desire or intention 
which was demonstrated impossible of consummation had with him prac- 
tically ceased to exist. 

Fou will remember how the Confederate cause was ingrained part and 

reel of the man and how he became part and parcel of the cause, giving 

o it everything he had or could control except the sacred fund of posterity, 
the Tennessee school fund. He never any more doubted on the day of 
death than he did on the day of Shiloh that the eleven States of the South . 
had al and constitutional 1 5 to do what they attempted to do- peace 
ably to ve their relations with the other States in the Union but when 
the people of the balance of the formerly United States had exercised their 
extraconstitutional ‘right of revolution,’ and our Government, on cae eee 
or wrongfully, had become ‘chan altered, and modified,’ he turned 
face squarely about in another tion. ‘The stars in their course had 
fought against Sisera, and that was sufficient. 


BELIEVED IN SECESSION. 


“T have said that his means were direct, but that he was practical and re- 
sourceful, and hence he was nostickler about the words in which 3 
should express themselves when ready to join in the attainment of end. 
For instance, he was a believer in the doctrine of secession, while many 
others did not believe that the right existed under the Constitution, but be- 
lieved in what was called th 


but Iam expressing in my own way many words and acts of his, as I under- 
stand them, condensed intoa sentence. Asa consequence of this practi: 
nontechnical trait ot the man, Tennessee did not secede, but ‘dec her 
independence.’ Conceding the means, he attained the end. The two roads 
came together; what difference which you traveled? 

“As a consequence of this same p trait, the war, when it was over, 
was over more completely for him than for almost any other individual in 
the Union. He turned to face a new war—a war be; for the preservation 
of civilization, and, as a means to that end, for the preservation of white 
supremacy in the South. 

“ With a 16 5 placed between civilization the fruit of all the ages- on 
one side and the written law—written with men's hands-on the other, the 


a mi 

in the leash, ready to 
and how much to do with the final Soop when it came, his 
will never truly tell, but you and I, resen 

down to the level of an infi 
ignorant of our race's gains,’ will, I hope, never forget. 
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Most of us spend 20 per cent of our time in arriving at conclusions and 10 

r cent later on in reviewing them and in wondering if, after all, we may not 
Pe -wrone: Half of this first 20 pir oen and all of this last 10 per cent Gov- 
ernor HARRIS saved. After having satisfied himself that ‘the ends he aimed 
at were his country's and truth’s,' and therefore God's. and that they were 
practical of attainment, I doubt if irresolution ever cost the man five seconds 
of time. Andrew Jackson once said: Take time to deliberate, but when the 
time for action comes, stop thinking and go in.’ 

“The two men were in many respects e, and both possessed this advan- 
tage over common humanity that they knew precisely and definitely what 
they wanted to do, and the time which others consumed in making up their 
minds what to do they spent in devising means to do and in doing. the 
would have reverenced ISHAM G. HARRIS, because Goethe says: ‘l reverence 
the man who understands distinctly what he wishes to do, who unweariedl 
advances, who knows the means conducive to his object and can seize an 
use them.' He also says truly that ‘the greater part of all the mischief in 
the world arses from the fact that men do not know definitely their own 


HIS PHYSICAL BRAVERY. 


“You need not be told that he was brave in battle—physically brave. The 
man’s devotion to the truth would have told you the story of his moral cour- 
age, and his moral courage would have led you to presuppose his physical 
bravery. For Walter Scott was right when he said, Without courage there 
can not be truth, and without truth there can not be any character.’ Asyolun- 
. to Albert Sidney Johnston and his successors in command 
of the Army of the West, this governor of a sovereign State delivered mes- 
sages and led regiments to the charge at Shiloh and in every engagement of 
that army to the close of hostilities. You will remember that he was off lead- 
ing a Tennessee regiment into battle at a place so power with bullets that 
the regiment had trembled in the ce and sought the cover of a hill, when 
Albert Sidney Johnston was shot, and that he returned just in time to dis- 
cover him wounded and to ease him off his horse to die. 5 

“ I have said that the other trait of character which made him great as a 
leader was his confidence in the judgment of the people—in the common 
sense and just intentions of the common people. Even Thomas Jefferson 
was hardly superior to him in this respect. No man who has this demo- 
cratic faith well grounded—this abiding faith in the capacity of the people 
to understand, provided he himself have information and ideas to commu- 
nicate and ability to convey them—this abiding faith in their intention to do 
the right thing, when they learn what it is, can have any ee to be- 
come that vilest of all 8 hissing things—a demagogue. th his own 
mind and his concept of what is in the mind of his hearers forbid it; they 
give him, on the contrary, every cause to be just and fear not.’ The very 
groundwork of the faith of such a politician is the doctrine that if he is 
right he must finally be successful, because the people are neither fools, to 
be permanently misled, nor knaves, to do the wron; . 

SF be here pardoned for te an incident from which I derived my 
first lesson on this subject. Iwasa young boy, and a just-home-from-college 
boy at that, with a just home: from: co boy's contempt for the general 
intelligence. An estimable gonnen whose real name I will not give, but 
whom I will call John Smith, was discussing with Governor s a local 
Democratic platform recently promulgated. Governor HARRIS was regret- 

that in order to fall in with a foolish and passing sentiment the platform 
temporized with economical falsehood. The other man replied: *Yes, 
Governor, you and I understand that that is all wrong, but the common peo- 
ple do not, and. moreover, Lee do not carearap.’ That is where you are 
mistaken, sir,’ thundered the old governor; ‘the John Smiths and the Isham 
. Harrises of this world—the so-called leaders“ in public life—may not 
always be relied on to vote what is right, even when they understand it, be- 
cause they have, or perhaps may have, their own “axes to grind,” private 
ambitions as well as public purposes to serve; but no man who knows the 
common le would them with that crime. r have no axes 
except the public ax to grind; no motive to guide them in politics except the 
motive to ascertain what will be for the greatest good of the greatest num- 
ber,” which is their own greatest good, and having ascertained it, to con- 
summateit.’ These are almost his very words, though it is more than twent 
ears since I heard them uttered. They are words of eternal truth that l 
70 a blessed optimism and to a restful confidence in the permanency and 
eect, of democracy! Words which foreshadow disappointment to the 
prevalent and fashionable pessimism which would despair of the Republic! 


LESSON OF HIS LIFE. 


=y began by saying that the spirits of men abide after them immortally 
even on this earth in the influence which has radiated from them, becoming 
year by year less traceable to its o , but broader and broader in its con- 
centric es. This man’s life will leaye, has left, among you perpetual re- 
enforcement to seyeral ttruths—reminders priceless in value right now. 
Chiefly this: That a politician need not, in order to win and keep the people's 
favor, be either a moral coward Ie or a liar; in a word, n not 

be a dema; e—the epitome or brie ERT. of all three. 
y- You see a few of them on 


“ You see demagogues su g tem 5 
small arenas su for a lifetime by living a lifetime lie, but it is a 
blessed thing to know that even in the worst days of popular government no 


man need be one of them and that in days of emergency no man can be one 

of them and succeed. It isa blessed truth that the people hate fawners and 

fiatterers—duplex characters—that they love men—strong, honest, frank, 

single-minded men—and that all the great leaders of the le under popa: 

lar governments from the beginning until now: t Sedara; I say, with 

1 element of permanency in their leadership—have been men who, like 
M 


SHAM G. HARRIS, have ‘learned the difficult art of telling the ple the 
truth — not always saints—far from it, I am sorry to says t at least the 
men with ‘souls of fire,’ who lived the truth and hated a lie. 


“Eere was a man who would neither ‘follow after a multitude to do evil,’ 
nor, on the other hand—worse fault yet and far more prevalent—surrender 
conviction while he ‘crooked the pregnant hinges of the knee where thrift 
might follow fawning’ on the rich and great of this world. 

“Was it any wonder then—that rare spectacle which some of us witnessed 
not many days ago in Washington—that tacle which told the story in a 
single scene of our being the greatest and most remarkable people on the 
face of the globe? 

= years after ISHAM G. HARRIS had returned to his native State 
from foreign lands, where he had been an exile with a price set on his head, 
his body laid in state in the Senate Chamber of the 3 the United 
States. The old rebel war governor there in his coffin! ion, civil war, 
and the bitter scenes and bitterer words of a stirring life forgotten by all. 
Only his integrity and ability and courage and love for the people remained! 
Around him 8 his fellow - Senators, among whom he had stood so 
long acknowled easily chief asa parliamentarian and easily an equal in 

cts. Around him Senators and Representatives, and, rare if 
ented honor, the President of the United States and his Cabinet. 
and unusual honor, and you do well to 


so many re: 
not unpre: 
“They did well to pay him e: 
honor his memory now and always. 
Tennessee proud volunteer Commonwealth—second to no State in this 
broad Union in resources or in men—great in everything which material na- 


ter yet in the memory of the achievements of her 


ture can give, but 
‘buried warlike and her wise,’ will place him side by side with the greatest 
of them all, nor fear a just comparison with any.” 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Colonel Cox, may have inserted in the RECORD some re- 
marks upon the life, character, and services of the late Senator 
Harris. Colonel Cox is unavoidably detained at the present. 


time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). Several other 
members have asked the same privilege, and if there is no objec- 
tion, permission will be given to them all, [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may have printed as a part of my remarks the addresses at the 
memorial services of the late Senator HARRIS at Memphis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Tennessee? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were es: and then (at 4 o'clock and 82 
minutes), in accordance with the resolutions, the House adjourned 
until Monday at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of the 

easury, transmitting a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior submitting an estimate of appropriation for payment 
to boards on town-site entries in Oklahoma, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, from the Committee on Coinage, 
8 and Measures, to which was referred the resolution of 
the House (House Res. No. 314) for the preparation and publica- 
tion of an index to all Government publications relating to coin- 
age, finance, revenues, and bankruptey, series the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1594); which said 
resolution and report were referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3256) in 
reference to the civil service and appointments thereunder, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
Gen 10); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 4451) granting a pension to 
Nancy Barger, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1593); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. Í 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
oie following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to 
Milton C. Cunningham—to the Sg nt a Invalid ensions, 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 10744) for the relief of David R. 
Watson, alias John R. Williams, alias Francis Williams—to the 
Committee on 75197 e 

_ By Mr. CRUMPAC : A bill (H. R. 10745) granting a pen- 

sion to Catharine Schilling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10746) increasing the pension of William T, 
Kimsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 10747) increasing the pension of 
Milton Kinder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10748) granting a pension to Bennett C. For- 
rester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension to Richard Roberts 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10750) for the relief of James P, Catterson~ 
to the Committee on War Claims. . 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PEARSON: Petition of James Ledford, late private, 
Company H, Eleventh Sy eT Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, 
to accompany House bill 10707, for the removal of the charge 
of desertion him—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. P CE: Petition of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Aledo, Ill., for the passage of a bill which forbids the 
sale of alcoholic liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
say on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

1 positions of the Independent Order of Good Templars of 
Aled in favor of the passage of bills to forbid eee 
transmission of lottery messages by telegra 
of . for girls to 18 8 the 


and to raise the 
e i 


. petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Rock Is- 
land, ga Zomg i Si s Christian Union of the United Presby- 
terian Church anà dependent Order of Good Templars of 
Feuer and bata pe fey of Alpha, State of Illinois, favoring 
egislation providing cigarettes im in original packages 
on entering any State shall become subject to its laws—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John Buford Post, No. 243, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Rock Island, Ill., protesting against appropriation 
for erecting a monument to Gen. Albert e—to the Committee 
on the Library. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 20, 1898. 


Prayer by Rev. R. W. SMART, of Memphis, Tenn. 

The Secre to read the Journal of the 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further r reading was dispensed with. 


DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the ers of the District of Columbia, submitting 
estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for public schools in 
the District of Columbia, 1898, and judgments rendered against 
the District of Columbia, $9,078.35; which, with the accompany- 

pa rs, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Re tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNInG, its reed Clerk, announced that the Bouse had 
to the report of the committee of conference on th 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Houts to the 
bill (S, 914) to compel street railway companies in the District of 
Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had ah to ~~ 
report of the committee of conference on the 


isagreed 

bill (H. R. 10209) to re- 

peal an act of Congress approved March 2, 1893, entitled “An act 

to provide a permanent system of highways in that part of the 

District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” and for other pur- 

to the conference asked for by the on the 

g votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 

Mr. Mr. Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills, asks confer- 
ences with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had a ed Mr. Ray of New York, Mr. Henry of 


Connecticut, and Mr. Dnidds managers of the respective confer- 

ences on the of the House: 

Onan 6411) granting an increase of pension to Henry K. 
p; an 


5 (H. R. 8299) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
The further announced that the House had passed the 

following bills: 

A bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Carlton W. 


Abi (S. 1475) granting an increase of pension to Elijah N. 
"A bill & 2541) granting a pension to Clara R. Rogers; 


25 5 bill (S. 2588) increasing the pension of Corrissanda L. Me- 
pote (S. 3350) granting an increase of pension to Blanche E. 
rlo 
À bill (S 3515) granting an increase of pension to Mary L, 
; and 


A bill (S. 4533) to increase the pension of Lucinda Booth. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

5 — bill More R. 619) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
ockwi 

ren (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to George 

sborn; 

A bill (H. R. 6098) to correct the military record of N. Ward 
Cady, late major, Second Mounted Rifles, New York 5 
and to grant him an honorable discharge 

AM Ie R. 6379) granting ee to Joseph C. Berg, alias 


J 
aan (A. R. 6388) granting an increase of pension to Joseph R. 


om (H. R. 7321) granting an increase of pension to Lauritz 


A bill (H. R. 7844) to increase ion of Mar ry Broggan; 
A bill (H. R. 8181) for the relief 2 John A. Bing 0 
A bill (H. R. 8861) granting an increase 2 pension — George 
H. Givens; and 
A bili (H. R. 9729) to increase the pension of William L. Smith- 
son. late Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican war. 
The message further announced that the House had passed with 
Momma the following bills; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 


ne granting an increase of pension to George W. 
st o (S. 166) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A, 


Satine a anion te Willen ome 
A bill (S. 4004) granting a pension to Julia 
A bill (S. 4451) granting a pension to Nancy | 
„The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 

bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 638) for th ope eh 
1 (H. R. 990) . 8 

elles; 

A bill (H. R. 1045) granting a pension to A. ae 

A bill (H. R. u , granting an e die discharge to W.G. 
Neeley, of Canyon City, Colo. 
-| Ail = R. 1373) granting an increase of pension to Frances 


A bill (H. R. 1778) for the relief of Wesley Van Over, late of 
Company C, One hundred and ninth New York Volunteers, and 
8 G, Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

ill (H. R. 2157) granting a to Herman Dellit; 

A bill (H. R. 2267) to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 

A bill (H. R. 2869) granting a pension to Eliza J. Mead; 
3 (H. R. 2981) granting an increase of pension to James 
A hill (H. R. 8271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca S, 


E. 


e also announced that the House had disagreed to | Foster; 


A bill (H. R. 3297) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Henry Woodward; 

A bill (H. R. 3487) for increase of pension of John W. Majors; 

A bill (H. R. 3567) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Gardner Dodge 

A bill (H. K. 3598) granting a pension to Henrietta Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to Pauline Robbins; 
reg (H. R. 4001) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

A bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 


wee bill (H. R. 4253) granting an honorable discharge to Thomas 
A bin ( (H. R. 4283) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill 1 (H.R. 4315) to increase the pension of George D. Phinney; 


1898. 
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A bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension to Edson 


van; 
A bill (H. R. 5158) granting a pension to Cordelia Cheney; 
A bill (E R. 5385) granting a pension to A. C. Litchfield; 
A bill (H. R. 5402) to increase the pension of Louis Hirsch; 
A bill (H. R. 5762) granting an increase of pension to Joel W. 
Gibson; 
A bill (H. R. 5992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A, Free- 


man; 

A bill (H. R. 6162) removing the charge of desertion from the 
record of Robert V. Hancock; 

A bill (H. R. 6625) for the relief of George B. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 6645) to increase the pension of Theodore W. 
Cobia; 

A bill (H. R. 6714) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Walrath 

A bill 
cFar 


H. R. 6831) granting an increase of pension to Taylor 
d; 
A bill (H. R. 6930) for relief of and to correct record of Jacob 


E 


Waltz; 
A bill (H. R. 8180) granting a pension to Isabella Cross; 
A bill (H. R. 8266) to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons; 


Harrow; 
A bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase to pension to Jordan 


omas; 
A bill (H. R. 9141) granting a pension to Mrs. A, A, Pinkston; 
A bill (H. R. 9187) granting an increase of pension of Missouri 


B. Ross; 
A bill (H. R. 9310) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 


Preston; 
A bill (H. R. 9593) to increase the pension of Michael Meehan; 
A bill (H. R. 9801) granting an increase of pension to Emer H. 
A bal (l. k. 9866) tin ion to Joseph Griffith 
a on ` 
The message „555500 the Senate resolutions of the 
House as a tribute to the memory of Hon. IsHam G. , late 
a Senator from the State of Tennessee. * 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 
bill (H. R. 3071) for the relief of James A. Stoddard; 
bill (H. R. 5879) to amend sections 1 and 2 of the act of March 
24 Statutes at chapter 359; and $ 

(H. R. 9856) for the relief of Anna Merkel. 


PETITIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the General 
Synod of the Reformed Church in America, praying for the en- 
actment of mk grate to limit absolute divorces in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary ; 


e, 
bi e 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Dairy | amendment to the bill (S. 3546) for reference of certain claims 


Board of Trade of Boonville, N. Y., and a petition of the Dairy 
Board of Trade of Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing that cheese be adopted as a part of the rations 
for the y and Navy; which were referred to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., praying for the passage of the bill to amend an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 

1887, and all acts amendatory thereof; which was referred to 

e i on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a gee of the Department of 
Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to establish a national military park at Vicksburg; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4700) to receive arrear- 
ages of taxes due the District of Columbia to July 1, 1896, at 6 per 
cent interest per annum, in lieu of penalties and costs, reported it 

Without amendment, and submi a report thereon. 
also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 


following bills, reported adversely thereon; and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3084) to repeal the charter and all acts of Congress in- 
corporating the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington 
Railway Company, now the Belt Railway Company, in the city 
of Washington and District of Columbia, and all acts and parts 
of acts amendatory thereof, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1232) to amend the act authorizing the Washington 
and Mariboro Electric Railway Company to extend its lines into 
and within the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 922) to amend an act entitled “An act to 8 the 
use of one-horse cars within the limits of the city of Washington 
after the Ist day of January, 1893, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved July 29, 1892. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred three House bills, to submit adverse 
reports thereon, inasmuch as the claims are pending in the Pen- 
sion Bureau and the bills can not be considered under the rules of 
the committee. I therefore ask that they be indefinitely post- 


poned. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be read by title. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1529) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. H. Nevitt. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the bill 
will be indefinitely postponed. 
5 The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Belle 
eter. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I ask that the bill be laid on the table for the 


present. 
BE CALLIN GER. Let it go to the Calendar, I suggest to the 


T. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Very well. 
e VICE-PRESID The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1712) granting an increase of 
pension to Joel H. Hallo’ 
Bog LINDSAY. I ask that that bill may go on the Calendar 

0. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
F The bill will take its place on the Calen- 

r. 
Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4714) to the harbor defenses 
and fortifications or used by the United States from 
malicious injury, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 


referred, reported a bill (S. 4791) directing the enlistment of cooks 
in the Regular and Volunteer armies of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3557) for the relief of Thomas Paul; 

A bill (S. 4110) to amend the act entitled An act to provide for 
the location and sati ion of outstanding military bounty land 
warrants and certificates of location, under section 3 of the act 
approved June 2, 1858;” and 

bill (S. 3357) for the relief of Clinton F. Pulsifer, of the State 
of Washington. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1713) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, 
Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor, reported it as an 


against the Government of the United States to the Court of 
Claims, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committes on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 955) for the relief of Alice Walsh, it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4549) authorizing the British Columbia, Seattle 
and Pacific Coast Railway Company to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1073) to provide for the construction of a bridge across 
Niagara River, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment relative to the claim of Aaron Van Camp 
and Virginius P. 3 against the United States, submitted by 
Mr. HansprouaH on February 14, 1898, intended to be proposed 
to the bill (S. 3546) for the reference of certain claims against the 
Government of the United States to the Court of Claims, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4623) to ratify agreements with 
the Indians of the Lower Brule and Rosebud reservations, in South 
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Dakota, and making an appropriation to carry the same into ef- 
fect, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Select Committee on the Construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal, to whom were referred the bill (S. 4539) 
to amend the act entitled An act to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved Febr 20, 1889, and 
to aid in the construction of the Nicaragua Canal, and the bill 
(S. 4657) concerning right of way for a canal across the Isthmus 
of Darien, via Lake Nicaragua, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 4792) to amend the act entitled “An act to incorpo- 
rate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved Feb- 
ruary 20, 1889, and to aid in the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bills 4539 and 4657 will be 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. MOR , from the Select Committee on the Construction 
of the abs Soe Canal, reported the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report statements before the 


Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal, June 15, 16, 
aud 17, 1898, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4793) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late John Van Riswick; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
4794) to authorize the registration of trade-marks and to protect 
the same; which was read twice by its title, and refe: to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4795) to increase the eff- 
ciency of the Subsistence Department of the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment providing for 
changes, alterations, and repairs to the old post-office and court- 
house at Detroit, intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment relative to mainte- 
nance of target range at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., intended to be 
proposed by him to thegeneral deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment providing for a com- 
mercial commission to China, intended to be 8 by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

PAY OF STENOGRAPHER, 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before the 
Committee on Education and Labor, J ane 16, 1898, on the bill (H. É 7389) “An 
act limiting the hours of daily services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed upon the public works of, or work done for, the United States, or 
any Territory, or the District of Columbia,” be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


CHARLES M, SKIPPON, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that Order of Business 1029, being 
the bill (S. 4227) for the relief of the heirs of Charles M. Skippon, 
be indefinitely postponed, as this claim is provided for in the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 18th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1118) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Chamberlin; 

An act (S, 1131) granting a pension to Adonia Huard, of New 
Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, deceased; 

An act (S. 1472) granting an increase of pension to Bettie Hord 


rown; 
z An act (S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to Halbert E. 
aine; 
An act (S. 3660) granting a pension to Thomas Edsall; 
An act (S. 4048) granting to the Kettle River Valley Railway 


Company a right of way through the north half of the Colville 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington; and 

An act (S. 4763) to provide American registers for the steamers 
Specialist and Unionist. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of x perga pe by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 

with amendments, to the amendments of the Senate numbered 13 
and 74 to the bill (H. R. 6897) making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate; recedes from its disa- 

eement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 79 and 80; 

urther insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 128, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 
149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 100, 161, 162, 168, 
164, 165, 166, and 167, upon which the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree; asks a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon and on 
its amendment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 12 and 
74, and had appointed Mr. Grout, Mr. PITNEY, and Mr. DockERY 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6148) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home re pees Basra of the District of Columbia, the Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company, and for other purposes; 
further insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill; asks a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Bascock, Mr. Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 


closed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the question is put, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Minnesota, the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, whether it is his purpose to go on in the morning 
hour with the Hawaiian matter and then also from day to day 
proceeding with it after 2 o'clock as the unfinished business, or 
whether he proposes only to occupy the morning hour, the time 
before 2 o'clock, 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is my purpose, subject, of 
course, to the direction of the Senate, to occupy not only the 
morning hour, but thejentire time as far as the rules of order will 
permit in the consideration of this most important measure. The 
measure, in our opinion, is of growing and imperious importance; 
the necessity for immediate decision is most imperative. Of 
course in everything that may be done, necessarily the guidance 
and direction of the Senate will be invoked and submitted to. 
There will be no disposition, whenever it can be done with any 
regard to the interests of this great measure, to impede other 
business or to sidetrack it; but at the same time the necessity 
must in my opinion be very imperative to warrant me, under the 
instructions I have received and my sense of duty, in yielding in 
e matter. 

. HOAR. There are some few conference reports likely to 
come in, not many. The conference report on the bankruptcy 
bill, which I have in charge, was presented to the Senate last 
week and printed in order that it might be understood by Sena- 
tors before being called up. Ido not suppose that report will 
take a great while. I should be sorry to put it in antagonism 
with the matter which the Senator from Minnesota justly regards 
of such great importance. On the other hand, I should be so: 
not to have the short time given to it at some conyenient perio 
which I hope will be sufficient to get the sense of the Senate on it, 
I suppose under the rules of the Senate I have a right to call up 
the conference report at any moment, and I wish to give notice, 
therefore, that, without interfering now with the current matter, 
I shall seek a convenient 1 sae i to call it up, when I sup- 
pe the Senate will be willing to devote a short time to it. I 

ope a time will occur when perhaps a Senator is not ready to go 
on or something of that sort. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me, I will suggest that it is the intention that the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] shall take the floor upon the Hawaiian 
matter this morning, and take it at an early hour. If it is as con- 
venient for the Senator from Massachusetts to permit him to do 
so at an early hour, it will be able, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. I gave notice. It was not my purpose to call up 
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the conference report now, but I only stated that I should seek a 
time when it would be likely to be the desire of the Senate that I 
should do so. At some early time I shall desire to call it up, but 
I do not make the motion now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota to proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing the Ha- 
waiian Islands to the United States. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the joint resolution is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE. It was stated at a recent meeting of the Senate 
that I was to address the Senate upon this subject this morning. 
I will yield the floor to the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. FRYE. One moment. Mr. President, this is enterin 
upon the consideration of an exceedingly important matter. 
sincerely hope the chairman of the committee who has it in 
charge will insist that there shall be no yielding to any business 
whatever except that which is absolutely necessary as a war 
measure; that this matter will be considered to a conclusion; that 
the Senate will not adjourn at 4 or 5 o’clock in the afternoon, and 
that it will not wait for any speaker to be ready with his speech, 
but that it will be contested to the end. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the question to take up the joint resolution for considera- 


on. 

Mr. WHITE. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HALE, The joint resolution is already up, 

Mr. FRYE. Has the order been made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order has been made, 

Mr. WHITE. Then I make the point of order that there is no 
occasion or propriety in calling for the yeas and nays upon an 
issue that is dead. 

Mr. BERRY. It has already been taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. ' 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to make a suggestion 
in this ‘connection. What has been said by the Senator from 
Maine, and the manner in which it was said, would seem to indi- 
cate that he and those who think with him propose to resort to 
harsh measures at,once to push things in their own way. I wish 
to suggest that the Senator from Maine of course wili see to it 
that there is a quorum in the Senate Chamber all the time when 
he is enforcing such harsh measures as he now proposes to en- 
force, 

Mr. DAVIS, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no doubt there will be a quorum in the 
Senate, as there ought to be at ail times. 

Mr. WHITE. President 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California is recog- 
nized. The regular order is demanded and will be enforced, 
The joint resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoR- 
RILL]. 

Me DAVIS. The yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not recognize the call 
for the and nays. The question had been concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. The Chair announced that the joint resolution was 
up. Idid not notice that the announcement had been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont will pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I shall trespass upon the time 
of the Senate only to state why the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands in time of war is more inopportune than in time of peace, 
and also to state some of the reasons why I am unable to concur 
with the learned Committee on Foreign Relations in regard to 
such an annexation, whether by treaty, by joint resolution, by 
flagrant Executive usurpation, or in any manner which leaves 
an open door for their admission into the Union as a State. 

The undesirable character of the greater part of their ill-gathered 
races of population, gathered by contract to long years of semi- 
slavery by sugar employers, does not warrant and never can en- 
title them to an equal representation in the Senate of the United 
States with Virginia and Massachusetts, or with Illinois and 
Colorado, nor any other State. A new member, as a business 
matter, ought not to be pushed into the Union without the con- 
sent of all the present members. We can be their friend without 
taking them into our family. 

I do not suppose many Senators here will acknowledge that 
they favor the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands with the idea 
that they can be at once or ever admitted into the Union as a 
State. Yet they ought to know that by the terms here presented, 
copied as they have been from the moribund treaty, they are 
to be admitted into some back-door vestibule of the Union 
and may be then admitted as a State at the pleasure of Con- 
gress. A square denial and interdictiun of this statehood to-day, 

~ though embroidered on the breast of a joint resolution or branded 


on the rump of a treaty, will not bind any future Congress against 
admission, but might perhaps induce President Dole to inform 
us that anything less than as an equal to one of the stars of the 
Union would be unacceptable to him, and it is easy to predict 
what party would yield. If the islands should be annexed, no 
matter upon what terms, there would soon be here two men 
knocking at our doors for admission as Senators, As candidates, 
they may even now be weary of waiting. ; 

Whether or not we shall at the very next election have to wait 
until the returns are received from Honolulu to determine who 
has beenelected President of the United States remains to be seen. 

This statehood question was elsewhere recently very jauntily 
disposed of by the suggestion that the islands would probably be 
found some years hence located as a county in one of our Pacific 
States. Years agochildren were sometimes told that if they would 
run out to the end of the rainbow they would find a sack of 
money. Hawaii County will be found in Oregon or California at 
about the same time the sack of money is found at the tail end of 
some rainbow. 

At my time of life, having no higher ambition than to be right, 
I greatly regret to find that on the question of the annexation of 
the Hawaiian Islands I can not quite agree with some of my as- 
sociates here with whose opinions I have rarely differed, and 
while knowing how impossible it is to change the views of any 
Senator, I hope they will pardon my desire to present in open ses- 
sion of the Senate my reasons for opposition to a measure hereto- 
fore always rejected by the United States, and, as it appears to me, 
never so much deserving of rejection asnow. Iam not unwilling 
the record should show, if the consistency of any person or party 
on this question has been broken, that it will not include any 
record of mine. Let me add that Iam, as ever, in favor of holding 
executive sessions of the Senate with closed doors, but not in 
favor of a secret session of the Senate for the admission of a State 
into the Union. That is too important to be wholly concealed 
from the people. 

I shall still vote for an increase of the Navy, but I am opposed 
to a policy of annexing distant islands that might create a neces- 
sity for doubling our naval force, and largely 1 the cost of 
its maintenance, especially when there are no islands worthy of 
our annexation now unappropriated. 

The annexation of the Hawaiian Islands has never been included 
in any Republican platform. Hawaii was mentioned for the first 
time in the platform of 1896, and then merely to declare that “the 
Hawaiian Islands should be controlled by the United States, and 
no foreign power should be permitted to interfere with them,” but 
this was only the affirmation of the policy the United States has 
maintained for more than one hundred years. 

The Hawaiian annexation scheme hardly belongs to the present 
Administration, nor to the humanitarian war, and the time ma 
come when even its present boldest advocates may not be unwill- 
ing to have it more justly known as an untimely seven-months’ 
ge of some previous Administration. 

e Hawaiian ds in early days having been the place of 
rest and of supplies for our whaling vessels while in pursuit of 
their gigantic game, the American ple became interested in 
the race and were recently surprised by what they were willing 
to accept as a sign of an advance in their civilization and politi- 
cal prosperity. Accordingly the ceful dethronement of their 
Queen seemed a step deserving cheerful acquiescence, although 
her resignation, it can not be denied, appeared to have been a lit- 
tle too abruptly enticed. When the late President of our Repub- 
lic, however, with “paramount” authority, set about the Blount 
restoration of her majesty, even without any civil-service exam- 
ination, it was so incongruous with any Democratic or Republican 
ideas that our sympathy for Hawaii became very robust and so 
unduly excited that annexation appeared to some of our hot and 
impressible statesmen as not an exaggerated reparation of an at- 
tempted great and crowning wrong. 

One prominent objection to the pending measure is that the 
people of neither Hawaii nor of the United States have been con- 
sulted or taken into confidence in relation to the impending com- 
pact. The promoters have been reluctant to trust the people with 
it. The country is to wake up next week and find a new but un- 
welcome member ‘‘incorporated,” as Mr. Sherman, the Secretary 
of State, described it, into the body politic of the United States. 
At Hawaii something leaked out about it after its final determina- 
tion. Here the Senate was informed about it after the Secre 
had signed the treaty; but even the Senate did not permit itself to 
discuss it except in secret session until its paucity of votes was 
disclosed; and it came originally in the form of a treaty, not to 
hide the fact that a treaty was not a courageous but a cowardly 
way to bring a State into the Union, as some people thought, but 
for the reason that the Hawaiian promoters of the compact could 
fix up their part of it in that way with less lubrication. The 
authorship of this state paper appears to have been miscellaneous 
and partly unknown, having been cut and dried in Honolulu, and 
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seem to have regarded it as properly inspired and inerrant. 
The late Secretary of State, J ann ee whose eminent serv- 
ices will not be forgotten, in his “Recollections” declares: 


If my life is prol I will do all I can to add to the strength and pros- 
rity of the United tates, but nothing to extend its limits nor to add new 
angers by acquisitions of foreign territory. 


That was the way he wished his record to stand if his life 
should be prolonged. Can anyone believe, if he were now in the 
seat he so long honored in the Senate, that he would favor the an- 
nexation of these islands with all their heterogeneous and vicious 
jncumbrances? Ido not. He signed the treaty, but his heart was 
not there. Secretary Sherman must also have had his reluctance 
to sign the treaty for the annexation of Hawaii a good deal stiff- 
ened by the remonstrance against it which was presented to him 
signed by 20,000 of the natives. 

On our part the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands is only an 
overdone example of the European colonial system. It belongs 
to and emenates the aristocratic school of politics, It has 
— 3 s3 coolie labor, larran is 2s akg Pic S 

very. It covets prodigal expenditures a big ay o 
power. It does not [isten to the still, small voice of peace, indus- 
try, and economy, but to the blast of the trumpet which 
yon conquer worlds and reign over Hawaii rather than serve in 

eaven. : 

My firm conviction, however, is that annexation of distant 
na ds = he in pap with the oo eee of neg cag 

tates, but is conspicu repugnant thereto; nor is it in har- 
mony with the history or —.— with any of the recorded opinions 
of our earliest and ripest statesmen. iming nothing in con- 
sideration of any words of mine, except for the facts 
sented, I have yet to hear any sufficient reasons which should 
induce me to break the consistency of my record of many years’ 
standin — the annexation of distant foreign lands. May 
I not pe, th the country ever lamented the rejection of Santo 
Domingo? Manifestlyno. Let me hope that I may never part 
with my profound reverence for the eminent statesmen who con- 
struc e Constitution of our Republic, and I shall also hope 
to be pardoned if I should not turn the pictures of the faces of 


whose wisdom has guided the great 


gui 

through its first century, although they, ‘‘rich in saving common 
sense,” flatly refused the Gondel achievement of annexing dis- 
tant foreign islands. 


The title of the parties now holding the dominion of the Ha- 
eee based V 5 
than wo ve been a title superior to any bar- 

that might have been made with Vilinokalani, and must now 
treated as a de facto Government. It succeeds. to the power and 
estate of its predecessor, and the United States may extend, if it 
chooses, some favors to Hawaii, as was done long years ago, but 
can not afford to even seem to profit by the recent conquest. Nor 
can the United States afford to accept the validity of the title of 
the present they have—while much of the world 
and so many Senators hold it open to suspicion and dispute, al- 
though held to be excellent by most of those who favor annexation, 
an anyhow annexation. 

It has been very ominously hinted that other nations, more am- 
bitious, are eager to take these islands in case of our declination, 
but this is squarely denied by Great Britain, and, were the island- 
ers to so consent, their ingratitude would diminish gt A as’ were 
we called upon to say, Farewell, Hawaii.” But Hawaii wil 
never let go of even our little finger, and the ominous hint is of 
no more worth than it was when made in the case of Santo Do- 
mingo, or of St. John, or St. Thomas, or in the case of Hawaii in 
1854, or than any other very cheap theatrical thunder. 

No other nation can offer Hawaii an equal market for its sugar 
to that of the United States, and such a market is their great an 
abiding necessity. Hawaii has nothing, however, to give in re- 
turn or no market of the slightest importance to reciprocate. 
England could not renounce and stultify its free-trade policy by 
imposing duties on sugar, and then, in the same act of Parliament, 
8 that all sugar imported from Hawaii should be free of 

uty. Germany and France are both heavily in the sugar indus- 
try, and would be the last to nurse and coddle Hawaii in the same 
line, as that would only compel them to assume the burden we 
now bear. They may not like us, but they have been taught 


Heat not a furnace for foe so hot 
That it do singe yoursel. 


The Republic of Hawaii, with all the world before it where to 
choose,” would not commit commercial suicide by the blunder of 
trying to find a better friend than the United States. No other 
nation will seek their acquisition so long as we let it be known, as 


we have done for more than fifty years, that the United States 
would regard it as an unfriendly act and would resist it. 

The onnel of the present Hawaiian Government is guided 
not only with some skill „but with sufficient iron and blood” to 
maintain its independence as a State. I see no good reason for a 
change. Let us tell them, as we have done for over a half cen- 
tury, ‘‘ We are your friend, and your independence as a State will 
have our continued favor and support.” If a trinity of foreign 
powers move to combine, or to ieaie, the carcass of the an- 
cient Holy Alliance, as some timid people apprehend, in order to 
curb the United States, the first crack of the pean whip will 
be the only summons required by Americans for the crisis. 3 
let the historian record whether empires or republics in Europe 
have been made stronger or weaker by such a conflict, It is 
known to be perilous to expose mape ial armies to political con- 

on by contact, even in war, with Republican s4 ms 

he fact, however, that we have been so long held as the fore- 
most friend of the Hawaiians makes it difficult for any of us to 
look upon the question of their annexation with absolute justice 
to the national interests of our own country. Let that is what we 
are here for. 

The important question is now presented of the acquisition of 
this far-away territory—not contiguous, but a straggling litter of 
islands of volcanic birth, which it is pro shall somehow 
actually become an integral part of the territory of our Republic. 
Annexation, it should be honestly confessed, has not been so much 
sought after by the natives as by the dominant and more astute 
prera yi have been fully acclimated by their very tropical sugar 

vi 

It has been wildly asserted by an Eastern attorney that the 
session of the Hawaiian Islands by the United States would in 
time of war contribute largely to the defensive strength of our 


pre- | Pacific coast. How that could be realized, while over 2,000 miles 


away in the Pacific Ocean, it has not been satisfactorily explained. 
At present there are no fortifications there of the slightest impor- 
tance, and with the most lavish ditures the eight islands 
could never be made impregnable. Nature has not supplied them 
with the foundations of a Gibraltar, nor of a Malta, nor of even 
a Quebec. Major-General Schofield denies that even Honolulu 
can be defended by shore batteries. 

In a report to the Secretary of War May 8, 1873, he makes the 
following statement: 


Honolulu is the onl 


commercial harbor in the whole group. There 
are many other so 


harbors or for an but th 
as places chorage, but they are open 


g ter only winds, and they are all en- 
tirely incapable of being defended by shore batteries. E the harbor of 
Honolului lf can not be 838 the shore. hg 


An enemy could take up his position outside of the entrance to the harbor 

and command the entire as well as the town of Honolulu itself. 
c no use to us as a harbor of refuge in time 
of war. 


_There is more testimony of this kind, as well as some in con- 
flict, but none of equal authortiy, as the testimony of General 
Schofield has not become worthless or his becoming a partisan. 

But were fortifications possible at Honolulu, of what protection 
would they be to our cities and ports on the Pacific coast? In- 
stead of being any auxiliary defense, the islands themselves would 
largely require both naval and military defense. 

Perhaps some American statesmen would regard it quite as 
prudent to first have our numerous ports and us cities on 
the Pacific and Atlantic coasts receive some defensive attention, 
and also that the national capital, if not madeinvulnerable to a long 
siege, should at least be made safe from a twelve- raid up 
the Potomac by some Admiral Cockburn, and not be left so gun- 


1 | less and unprotected as to tempt the puny aggression of second 


and third rate powers. 

The Hawaiian Islands, if annexed, would prove as barren of 
mili importance as of commercial, which is wholly based on 
our unfortunate tof a free market for their sugar, and their 
annexation would be a source of weakness, and no more desirable 


d | for the defense of the Pacific coast than the back side of the moon. 


As owners it would at once require on our part a large and per- 
manent naval and military force to be stationed there to main- 
tain our mastery, but as an independent state the United States 
could shield Hawaii from any hostile attack by merely announc- 
ing that we were their ally in the 12 of their independence. 
yond doubt the islands would be a considerable source of 
embarrassment and probable discomfiture by rob gn our 
ee as well as by a far more exhaustive addition to 
our natio itures. I will dismiss this branch of the sub- 
ject, and leave it to the judgment of all Senators whether these 
islands, if annexed, would not in case of war quickly be in the 
ion of the commander there of the superior naval fleet? 

ut without annexation the Hawaiian Islands would not be 
threatened. Annexation would alone create the necessity of its 
preparations for war. If annexation is to be our fate, at least 
two or three of our vessels of war, including one of our best battle 
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ships, should be sent forthwith to Honolulu, unless we intend 
to leave the islands as an easy prize to some idle Spanish gunboat. 
The main source of Hawaiian revenue is now from duties im- 
on imports, which after annexation would be surrendered. 
the proposed treaty the public debt of Hawaii—not to exceed 
000,000—is to be paid by the United States. The admission of 
tes into the Union has not often been encumbered with a con- 
dition that its public debt should be paid by the United States. 
In this case the debt is less than half the amount we shall continue 
annually to surrender by the admission of Hawaiian sugar free of 
duty. LS 
The details of our import and export trade with Hawaii will 
show its pitiful amount and its worse than worthless character. 
The total duties remitted by the United States while the reci- 
procity treaty has been in force amount to over $65,000,000—a big 
gum for a little trade. The total imports in 1897 were $13,687,787, 
of which $13,164,379 was sugar and only $523,403 for all other 
imports. The whole gross amount of imports from Hawaii sub- 
ject to any duty in 1897 amounted to less than $25,000. Our ex- 
ports to Hawaii are only remarkable for their slender character, 
and were, in 1897 only $4,690,075. Of course this adverse bal- 
ance of the sugar trade against us of $8,987,724 we paid some- 
where in specie to sugar-stock owners residing in Honolulu or 
elsewhere, These oppressive balances occur every year, and an- 
nexation can not diminish them. - 
The annual report of the Hutchinson Company, one of the nu- 
merous prosperous sugar companies of Hawaii, sets forth the cost 


of their sugar products to have been $30 per ton, or a little less | accep 


than i} cents per pound. The price quoted in our market 
for their sugar has been 3.7 cents per pound. This would leave 
the su 
$9,000,000, or twice as much as the gross amount of all the United 
States rt trade to Hawaii. If this is nob paying too deaxly 
for the whistle, what is it? If any individual were guilty of 

dull-witted incapacity, the Government would at once have a 
guardian appointed. Unfortunately, however, the Senate, it is 
claimed, is not unwilling to perpetuate forever this preposterous 
free-sugar folly by annexation, simply because it includes as bene- 
ficiaries a paces | number of former Americans who left their coun- 
try, settled in Honolulu, have paid taxes there, and are no longer 
American citizens, We could still give them our good will, but, 
expatriated as they chose to be, it is asking too much that we 
shall continue forever to support them in this most prodigal and 


extravagant style. : 

If any of our are esis Sor eee by 
creating a market in Hawaii for man , they should at once 
be sent to school where flogging has not become an obsolete 
method for the correction of the pupils. The trade of the uncul- 
tured inhabitants of tropical countries, like that of Hawaii, 
makes no figure in commerce and rarely pays more anywhere 
than the cost of its practical protection. y 

The annexation of the Hawaiian Islands by the United States 
presents a question of national policy, of constitutional power, 
and of national honor of the utmost gravity. It. is not anew 
question, but one that has been heretofore always rejected, and by 
our most eminent statesmen. The islands are not near to the 
American Continent, but far out in the middle of the Pacific 
Ocean. President Jefferson regarded £ st 
tional po to annex even the contiguous assert f of Louisiana 
so dou as properly to require an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, but the irresistible power of the mouths of the Mississippi 
silenced that question. A 8 

However that may be, the Hawaiian question of annexation 
appas to have been forever negatively determined by the United 
States in 1843, as was then supposed, At that time our Secretary 
of State, Daniel Webster, announced the established policy of the 
United States in relation to the Sandwich Islands in a communi- 
cation addressed to George Brown, our commissioner to Hawaii, 
from which I take the following extract: . 


ever. in 
territories may be ulously maintained and that its Government should 
2 2 nation. 


With this declaration from the D ent of State, with 
Daniel Webster speaking for the United States, intended for all 
time, and sent to our commissioner at Honolulu, and made known 
to all the world, it might be hoped that no Senator would require 
a ogy po Government pledge to induce him to maintain the good 
faith of the United States. 

Preliminary to this it is known that the ministers of Great Brit- 
ain and of France had proposed to Secretary Webster to unite in 
a treaty to bind the three powers to make and preserve the Ha- 
waiian Islands as an independent State. To this Mr. Webster did 
not consent, as our trade and relations, he thought, made us an 
exception to other nations; but he was entirely in accord about 
our consent to the preservation of the full and complete independ- 
ence of the islands, 


producers of Hawaii a profit last = of about 
0 


the question of constitu- ting 


production of sugar. 


Finally the chief secretary of Great Britain and the ambassador 
of France completed such an agreement in London November 28, 
1843, as follows: 

3 the Queen of = United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 


the King of the French, taking into tion the 
existence in the Sandwich Islands of a Government capable of for 
the regularity of its relations tio 


pro 
foreign nations, ghtit 
or under the title of i 


with na have thou 
engage ly to consider the Sandwich Islands as an ind 
State and never to take possession, either directly 
tectorate, or under any other form, of any part of the territory of which 
are composed. 
ABERDEEN. 
ST. AULAIRE. 

Can anybody su; that England and France would have 
bound themselves by such an ent but for the antecedent 
pledged word and lead of the United States? How can we, the 
foremost nation of the New World, while changing our front 
without a blush or apology about annexing Hawaii as an inde- 
pendent State,” hope to escape the reproach of breaking our 
recorded word? 

In the summer of 1854 our commissioner to Honolulu, Mr. 
Gregg, advised Secretary William L. Marcy that the Kingdom of 
Hawaii was on the verge of a revolution and resting on a political 
volcano; that four British ships-of war and four French war 
ships had just arrived at Honolulu. Annexation, therefore, must 
be quickly sought or Hawaii would be forever lost. A treaty was 
asked for and obtained from Hawaii, but as it was to be admitted 
as a State, with Senators and Represenatives, it was not swiftly 

ted by Marcy. The King of the islands did not sign an 
amended treaty, and in a short time he died. The Prince Royal 
having ascended the throne, the political volcano disappeared, 
and so did this embryotic treaty. 

After denouncing as forbidden fruit the 
tant islands whines _ as lg rts done, 
empires are so „it appears strange ge 
radical should suddenly 6 and ꝓresent us to the 
world as eager to acquire even t will be impossible for Ameri- 
cans to assimilate, what will degrade our republican system of 
3 and can not elevate the political character 
of our e. 

The formal annexation of the Hawaiian Islands, under a one- 
man power, under a republic in name, or whatever form of gov- 
ernmental i we may choose or be compelled to prescribe, 
will advertise the final of the Monroe doctrine,” so 


-long held dear by the American people. Self-respect will compel 


us to discard and seek a divorce from the glory of a connection 
with a historic measure to w the public opinion of mankind 
will at once pronounce us unworthy. We can not afford to de- 
nounce and forbid all acquisitions of territory in the Western 


Hemisphere by E governments, even at the peril of war, 
and forthwith 3 in a thus bedamned enterprise ourselves. 
If ao — yet unstained doctrine respected by others, 
we m 


expensive and furions catch-as-catch-can naval hunt to seize ports 
and harbors, or any tidbits of the Chinese Empire, it is not a suf- 
ficient reason why the United States sh suddenly blot its 
record by showing how easily we can be seduced by a like beset- 


sin. 

Some tears were shed in the former and confidential part of this 
debate for the reason that we, unlike European nations, had no 
colonies nor dependencies and were not alert in the seizure of 
ports and harbors of China, ostensibly to build up trade and com- 
merce, as all Europe seemed to be doing. 

Yet the monopoly of these and harbors, for their own ex- 
clusive benefit, appeared likely to provoke the hostility of other 
commercial nations, and therefore a trio of the China reformers, 
now led by Great Britain, at once agreed to make all these ports 
as free and open to the whole world as to themselves. The loudl 
proclaimed overwhelming necessity that the United States e 
begin to snatch by diplomacy or by force some foreign market 
place, or annex some foreign islands, or at least twist the tail of 
the British lion, has been, it now appears, overworked, and all of 
its varied pathos has fled. 

The reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands of June 3, 
1875, was an enormous blunder, greater even than that with Can- 
ada in 1854, on the part of the United States, as a brief examina- 
tion of its practical operation will conclusively show. Thus ex- 
empting their sugar from duty by compact we gave to those who 
were unentitled to it by reciprocity or by furnishing our poole 
with any cheaper sugar the power to annually intercept and take 
away from us millions of revenue on sugar for which no fair 
equivalent of commerce or of sentiment has ever been even pre- 
tended. To obtain more revenue we had just imposed on sugar 
extraordinary duties, andthe remission of such duties on Hawaiian 
sugar and molasses, as might have been expected, gave enormous 
profits to the sugar planters and greatly augmented the Hawaiian 
i Much of the most valuable sugar lands 
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machinery 
ousand cooly 
ought and put 


there were immediately largely monopolized, 2 5 
was swiftly and annually imported, and man 
laborers from China and Japan were suddenly 
at work in Hawaii at the cooly rate of wages. 

In 1876 our imports of free sugar from Hawaii were only 26,000,- 
000 pomas, but in 1896 iner to 443,000, 000 pounds. The treaty 
‘ought long ago to have been terminated or reasonably modified, so 
as to have remitted not more than 10 or 20 per cent of the duties on 
sugar, or no more than we may propon remit on the sugar of 
Brazil or of Germany, where our e would require and receive 
some reciprocal advantagesin return. Some interested parties in 
Hawaii might regret a collapse in their present enormous advan- 
tages, but our people would not regret tohave this unreciprocated 
ont quixotic boon no longer so extravagantly maintained at their 
cost. 

The people of the United States being the largest consumers in 
the world of sugar per capita, as well as in the aggregate, the 
great economy of its home production has by them long been 
anxiously desired. Its production by the cheapest foreign labor- 
ers and foreign owners, 2,100 miles away from our shores, and ad- 
mitted here free of duty, is now a loss of millions per annum of 
revenue, and enriches only a very limited monopoly in Hawaii. 
But many people of our States, our own kith and kin, would 
gladly risk their labor and their capital to establish the sugar-beet 
culture on their own Western continental homes, and thus we 
might 3 an annual drain to which we have been long sub- 
jected to the amount of nearly 8100, 000, 000 to pay for our un- 
equaled sugar consumption. Our home . of sugar do 
not want to be confronted forever with competition of free 
sugar produced by cooly labor which no American can afford to 
tolerate, much less to protect, as we are doing and as it is now 
proposed we shall do forever. Our election of 1896 was not won 
on a pledge of protection to the sugar production of Hawaii. 

The terrible curse of the Hawaiian Islands appears to be incur- 
able leprosy, which is communicable by the presence of the leper, 
but how or in what manner science has furnished no answer, 
although kissing has been ascertained to be a perilous exposure. 
There is no disease to which any portion of the human race has 
ever been afflicted more to be dreaded than leprosy. Its hateful, 
loathsome, and contagious features haye from the earliest how ed 
stamped its presence with horror. Dr. Morrow has presented a 
learned and interesting statement of the 7 as it now exists 
in Hawaii, where the residents of no nationality have entirely es- 
caped from the disease, and which he rightly thinks ought not to 
be kept out of sight should the annexation of the islands ever be 
seriously contemplated. It has been attempted to suppress the 
disease by segregation of the lepers at Molokai so long as they 
live, usually from three to five years, but the number of cases for 
ten years past, it is claimed, has increased. The expenses for 
houses, clothing, and food is borne by the Government. The con- 
stant decrease of the native population indicates their early exter- 
mination. Dr. Morrow also reports that in addition to the 1,200 
now segregated at Molokai there are probably two or three times 
as many at large in whom the disease is latent. Each of these 
carries with him the seeds of a deadly contagion, and in the 
event of annexation,” the Doctor says, “it would be idle to think 
of confining leprosy to the islands, or rather of ec top, E from 
this 9 quarantine measures.“ No; wecanonly take them, 
if we take them at all, in sickness and in health, for better and for 
worse. Any closer connection should not be coveted by us than 
that wenow have. The incomputable incumbrances are there to 
stay forever. Hawaii once annexed, a divorce would be impos- 
sible. Our only security is now to solemnly forbid the bans. 

How unfortunate are we that the wonderful value and prodi- 
gious importance, military and sentimental, of the Hawaiian 

lands had not been discovered earlier, and their annexation 
pushed prior to our distinct pledge in favor of their “independence 
as a state” and before we rejected these and all other like 
distant islands, and by rather ey proposing instead to estab- 
lish the Monroe doctrine,” which we now find more difficult to 

ractice ourselves than it has been to impose upon ae 
urely Hawaiian annexation would have been less repugnant, less 
unfortunate, had it been proposed before leprosy had destroyed so 
large a part of the native 3 an eal, before the 
islands had been invaded and so heavily stocked with the Chinese 
and Japanese contract laborers. Certainly, could these incurable 
2 now be removed, the objections to annexation would 
less conspicuous, but still formidable, as even then the islands 

as American dependencies would have had no temptation to the 
statesmen of the eras of Washington, nor of Jackson or Lincoln. 

Less than 3 per cent of the present number ot inhabitants in 
Hawaii are of American origin—not enough to dominate or to 
boss the 97 per cent of the other nationalities, which could not 
without too great risk be trusted to self-government, nor even to 
loyalty to the United States, yet they ool soon, whatever may 
be the terms of annexation, that bat be full-fledged citizens 

ed to share in governing the 


a] 


of an integral part of the Union, enti 


United States in both Houses of Congress, To this I am irrevo- 
cably opposed. 

An examination of the basis of any possible free government in 
Hawaii, with inhabitants of somany different languages, religions, 
habits, and traditions, mostly monarchists, presents no encourage- 
ment for the creation or permanence of a republican form of goy- 
ernment, to which nine out of every ten are theoretically as well 
as practically op The objections apparent there to suffrage, 
whether free or limited, seem insuperable. To confine suffrage to 
the 3,080 Americans alone, including men, women, and children, 
would hardly be submitted to, except at the point of the bayonet, 
If the natives were allowed to vote, representing 39,504 (includin 
half-castes and lepers), they might restore the deposed Queen, an 
it would be queer to treat the natives as no longer citizens but 
savages after we have been their schoolmasters and missionaries 
so many years. What the Japanese,* numbering 25 407. with 
their rights by treaty, would do if allowed to vote we can onl 
guess that they would antagonize the Chinese, who number 21 600. 
And there are 15,291 of the unreckoned Portuguese. Certainly 
none of these could ever be 8 85 counted in favor of leaving the 
paramount“ authority in the hands of the United States, and 
an army of sufficient strength, with the Stars and Stripes, would 
therefore be a permanent necessity to shield the islands from in- 
surrections and revolutions. 

It has been erroneously suggested by a Boston visitor, if the 
Hawaiian Islands were to be annexed, that a large multitude of 
United States immigrants would flock there for settlement. This, 
to me, seems most improbable. There will be few or no vacancies 
to be filled by newcomers of any sort. We have no American la- 
borers who could withstand the tropical climate or be tempted 
from home by the average wages now paidin Hawaii. The small 
trades and professions are said now to be overcrowded. The out- 
door laboring men there now are exclusively Chinese, Japanese, 
Portuguese, or natives, and equal in numbers to any present or 
probable future demands. The hot sun and low wages are eer 4 
to exclude all others, It would be doubtful whether there coul 
be even a platoon of colored laborers recruited for Hawaiian wa 
in America, Official positions doubtless have been, so to say, ade- 
quately promised to Americans who understand the language 
made for the natives. The Chinese, Japanese, and Portuguese 
were brought there by the shipload, and there they are likely to 
remain forever. 

The best of the sugar lands in the valleys and on the sides of the 
mountains haye been monopolized, and after the Spreckels, all 
other speculators will be gleaners in fields already largely reaped. 
A considerable amount, however, of sugar lands, only less profit- 
able, can of course be brought into cultivation. Finally, there 
are no lands outside of the United States, however blessed the cli- 
mate or however prosperous, even with more industries than one, 
or however advanced in science and general education or worthy 
in moral purity, which have ever tempted the American people 
toemigrate. More than half of our States might have their pop- 
ulation quadrupled and suffer nothing from density. We are 
most ikely to furnish any country—certainly not Hawaii— 
with any considerable number of immigrants for a hundred years 
to come. The only tracks made on our borders are all inward 
and none outward. Foreign emigrants have come and will come 
to usin abundant streams from all quarters of the globe, and each 
one will soon be heard repeating the words of a proud and native- 
born American: Thank God! I—I also—am an American.“ 

One gentleman in this debate rests his argument for annexation 
on his belief that the Chinese and Japanese will be at once driven 
out of Hawaii by Americans and expatriated. All history will 
show that this is impossible. The few Americans there now could 
not do without theirlabor. No race is ever supplanted except by 
a hardier one—one that can endure more hours of labor and be 
content with cheaper and coarser food. The British troops took 
Quebec, but the Canadian Frenchmen remained in Canada. They 
are there now, and so is their language. We haye had colonization 
societies for generations, and expended large sums of money in 
sending away colored immigrants, but wholly without success, 
because their labor is ea pg ate here, and it can not be super- 
seded by more acceptable labor. Even the Romans sometimes 
yielded to the Goths. A’smallnumber of the Chinese and Japanese 
may return to their former homes, but their places will be filled 
by larger numbers of these most industrious and hardy workers. 

The Turks got possession of Thessaly, the largest division of 
ancient Greece, in the fourteenth century; but Greece, though 
often favored by other powers, has not recovered the largest and 
most fertile division of her ancient possessions. Nor will the 
Asiatics be expelled from Hawaii. y R 

In addition to the American residents, there are 2,250 British 
and 1,432 German. Most of these respectable people went there 
only to seek better professional support as ministers, lawyers, 
physicians, merchants, or as speculators in sugar and real estate, 


* Largely increased since 1896, 


1898. 
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The numbers there now competing in all these learned and skilled 
professions and in trade are reported to langoy overlap and exceed 
what can be sumptuously supported as all want to be by their 
tributary patrons. Annexation would make a little additional 
room for a few low-priced, sedentary officials, but might also 
add something to the present excessive competition of this hungry 


class. 

If ever they come under our and Constitution their diverse 
population must be subject to our laws as now recorded, and they 
are not as flexible as some political platforms, and could not mean 
one thing in Hawaii and another in California. The provisions 
relating to citizenship, aliens, suffrage, and homesteads, with all 
the privileges and penalties in their application, would be likely 
to get badly tangled: If the islands are ever in the Union as a 
Territory, then it should be remembered that thin partitions divide 
Territories or even dependencies from States; and any party num- 
bering one more than half in each House of Congress may admit 
by resolution these unfortunately leprous islands as a State, with 
equal power in the Senate of the oldest States of the Union. It 
would require six months for our most learned committee to 
frame and fit proper laws to hold the Hawaiian infant territory, 
and yet we have not even a cradle ready for this expected addition 
to our American family. : f 

It has also been urged that a harbor and coaling station would 
be a great convenience to our commerce across the Pacific Ocean. 
How great that would be, however, can be better estimated by 
those who know that the Hawaiian Islands lie 18 degrees south 
and 2,100 miles distant from San Francisco. We now have such 
a harbor under an irrevocable grant. It is not probable that any 
harbor would ever be denied to us in time of peace; and in case 
of war the-strongest naval power would keep or take whatever it 
chose to have. Pearl Harbor could be made of immediate use at 
avery inconsiderable expense by the removal of a coral reef which 
now obstructs its entrance. , } 

The American whaling fleet, which formerly was in the habit of 
calling at Honolulu for supplies and repairs, is now but little 
more than a 3 of the past. In 1870 the number was seventy- 
one, and in 1895 only six of such vessels were seen at Honolulu, 
and in 1896 only two. Under our flag we have more than one- 

` half of their trade, and several foreign flags, including the sub- 
sidized British, obtain the remainder. But the whole import 
trade is insignificant, as I have already shown, and the consump- 
tion of American manufactures by natives or residents of Hawaii 
will never make it otherwise. Their earnings are too restricted, 
combined with Asiatic habits, to create valuable consumers, No 
country is likely toadd much to the value of domestic or to foreign 
trade where the native women go barefoot, eat fish raw, and strive 
to witch the world on horseback with each foot in a stirrup. 

It has been the happiness of the Republic of the United States 
that it has long and very distinctly had the benefit of a contrast 
with aristocratic empires and monarchies in relation to colonial 
dependencies. These arrogant aristocracies nurse their pride and 
dazzle their subjects with the obedience and enchantments of dis- 
tant colonies and dependencies, but their condition is now, or was 
recently, on exhibition by their paternal and maternal wars and 
rumors of wars in India, North and South Africa, Madagascar, 
Egypt, China, Philippine Islands, and Cuba. 

These perennial colonial flagellations, or life struggles of colo- 
nies and dependencies which refuse to stay conquered, require the 
increase of big home armies and bigger navies, which can only be 
maintained by the biggest taxes. The aristocratic empires push 
the inexorable demand of three to five years of the life of all their 
young men in military service, and then to be ready for further 
service until emancipated by the decrepitude of old age. These 
large standing armies threaten their neighbors, and their neigh- 
bors threaten everybody else by an increase of their battle ships. 
Boundless public debts and double and twisted taxes leave their 
people poor, with no hope that these grim and stubborn exactions 

ill ever be less. 

Hitherto the statesmen of our Republic have kept clear of colo- 
nies and dependencies, for it need not be admi that Alaska is 
an exception, nor that it is ever more likely to become one of the 
United States than any other part of the yet unappropriated 
North Pole, Our young men of the Republic are at school, or at 
work on the farm, or busy somewhere learning a trade or a pro- 
fession from which they may derive a livelihood or the comforts 
of an independent home. They are not impressed for the 1 
lar Army, which is so small as to be almost invisible, and wholly 
composed of volunteers, Two-thirds of our rebellion debt has 
been paid, and we fully expect to pay the remainder, and that it 
will speedily grow less. 

The historic policy of the Republic of the United States for the 
hundred years just based as it has been upon the sound 
doctrine ee | by Washington in his Farewell Address 
with words of perennial wisdom against foreign entangling alli- 
ances, has taken root in the hearts of the American people, where 


XXXI——385 


it is treasured up as their political Bible and can not now be 
“ mocked at” as merely an ancient tradition. Its acceptance has 


made the nation great, made it respected. If our fidelity to the 
well-ripened statesmanship of the Father of his Country shall be 
perpetuated for the next hundred goe as in the past, the honor, 
prosperity, and power of our Republic, it may safely be predicted, 
will light and lead all the nations, 

During the delivery of Mr. MORRILL’S h, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock*has arrived, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (S. 3698) for the restoration of annuities to the Sisseton 
and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the unfinished business be laid aside, 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the pending 
joint resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. Laid aside temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota is that the unfinished business be laid aside—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That it be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS. And that the Senate proceed with the consider- 
ation of the Fore resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And that the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the 
United States be proceeded with. The Chair hears no objection. 
The joint resolution is before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Vermont will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. MORRILL’s speech, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I yield to the Senator. from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I presume it will be recognized 
by all that there can be no more important question than this be- 
fore the country to-day. It is not simply the question of the an- 
nexation of a very small poe of territory, but, considered with 
reference to the merits of the case, it is one which involves the 
utter revolution of the practice and traditions of our Government 
with reference to its benefits to the people and the obligations 
which it lays upon them. 

It is not my purpose at this time to discuss the general merits 
of this proposition. Iam inclined to address the Beakta at this 
time because the particular branch of the discussion to which I 
shall direct my attention is one which goes to the root of the 
matter and which ought, if my contention is correct, to control 
the action of the Senate. á 

Before 8 with it, I think, however, I may be excused 
for remarking that certainly this is a strange presentation to the 
country, that in a matter of such gravity, that in a matter of such 
wide-reaching importance, the advocates of the measure have 
nothing tosay. Ordinarily in measures of importance which come 
from the Foreign Relations Committee we have a report. In this 
instance the committee haye not even honored us with a report. 
Ordinarily not only do we have a report, but we have from the 
chairman of that committee or some member representing the 
committee an elaborate presentation of the reasons why the * 
lation is recommended by that committee. But here we have 
neither report nor presentation. We have simply presented to the 
Senate a bill which has been passed by the House, and without re- 
port and without discussion those who hold to the affirmative ask 
the Senate to act. It is as if, confident of a majority, they should 
say, We propose to do thus and so, right or wrong, and give no 
reason for it; and whatare you going to do about it? That is the 
attitude which the committee occupy in coming before the Senate. 

Mr. President, as I stated, it is not my purpose to discuss the 
general merits of the proposition to annex the islands of Hawaii, 
certainly not at this time; but I propose to present to the Senate 
a proponon and to ask that they may give me their attention 
while I discuss it, which, if it be true, as I have previously said, 
ought to control the action of the Senate and make them say that 
they will not pass the bill which the House has sent to us. 

The proposition which I propose to discuss is that a measure 
which provides for the annexation of foreign territory is neces- 
sarily, essentially, the subject-matter of a treaty, and that the as- 
sumption of the House of Representatives in the e of the 
bill, and the proposition on the part of the Foreign Relations 
Committee that the Senate shall pass the bill, is utterly without 
warrant in the Constitution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As the Senator from Georgia is about 
to enter on the discussion of a very material question in connec- 
tion with this important measure, and as it is manifest there is 
not a quorum present in the Chamber, I make the point that 
there is no quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). The 
Senator from Arkansas suggests the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say that I do not particularly desire 
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to havo the roll called, but at the same time I think it very proper 


will cail the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aliso; Fairbanks, Lodi 
TA Forsker, McEnery, Sewell, 
Baker, s CA McMillan, Shoup, 
Bate, nar T, Mallory, amen 
Ber T y * * Mantle, V ir t * 
Burrows, G Mills, Teller, 
Carter, Hale, . Morgan, 
Chilto: Nelson, Turley, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Pasco, Turner, 
Clay, “Penrose, Warren, 
Cocker ' Hawley, Perkins, Wellington, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, to. 
‘oar, Platt, Wilson. 
pare Sae ag Dn N. Y. 
boe, ones, Nev. 
Kyle, . Rawlins, 


Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBrme] is 
necessarily absent from the Chamber, on account of illness. 

Mr. W I was requested to state that the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] is unavoidably detained by illness. He 
hopes, however, to e oem in this matter later on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from 
Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Georgia yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I made the point a few minutes ago 
that there was no quorum present. Senators are aware what oc- 
curred on the floor this morning and the assurances we had that 
Senators would take sufficient interest in this question to keep a 
quorum present in the Senate Chamber. All those who took the 
pens to notice saw that there were very few Senators present 

uring the whole of the proceedings this morning. 

Now, I insist that, if the rigid methods are to be enforced we 
were notified of this morning, Senators ought to be in the Senate 
Chamber and hear these ar; ts. Ihave no desire to call for 
a quorum for the 3 of delay nor for the purpose of havin 
the roll called. Ido not want to do anything of that sort. But 
insist that Senators shall remain in the Senate Chamber during 
these proceedings, and when there is manifestly no oaran pres- 
entin the Senate Chamber I will consider myself bound to make the 
point that there is no quorum. That Senators'may bein the com- 
mittee rooms and in the smoking room, paying no attention to 
what is going on in the Senate, is not a compliance, as it seems to 
me, with the requirements of the situation, 

„WILSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. If some of uson this side are to be embarrassed 
by what the honorable Senator from Arkansas has stated, I ear- 
nestly hope and trust that the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations will at the earliest moment possible, in accordance 
with therules of the Senate, if such be necessary, make a motion 
that we proceed to a continuous session upon this question. If the 
gantlet is to be thrown down by the opposition here and now, we 
might just as well take it up ourselves. : 

ro to stay here if others do. and I think I can stay as long 
as the Senator from Arkansas can stay, but I do not want to in- 
convenience any Senator. Occasionally we are called from the 
Chamber, and we are within calling distance, and if this open 
threat is made against the convenience and comfort of Senators 
now in the first hour of this debate, this side and those in favor 
of annexation might as well know it first as last. Let a motion 
be entered to proceed with a continuous session and see how long 
some of the others can stand it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Will the Senator from Georgia yield 
to me? 8 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatisexactlyin keeping with many 
other things that are being said and done on the other side of the 

Senate Chamber. Your side made this statement. Yourside told 
us that the convenience of Senators would not have any attention 
paid to it; that there would be no adjournment because Senators 
were not ready to make speeches; that we were to be kept in ses- 
sion all the time. I replied to that this morning that whenever 
that was required the gentlemen who were insisting on remain- 
ing in session would, I suppose, be good enough to stay in their 
seats. So far as I am concerned, I insist on that being done, and 
no suggestion or threat of a continuous session will keep me from 
doing what I understand to be my duty in the premises. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, if the honorable Senator from 


-| as the other side can stay here. They commenced 


Georgia will permit me, Ihave made no threat, and Ihavenori 
to make any threat. Whatever threat has been made here 
been made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. Y. Ifthe Senator will permit me, the Senator from 
Maine p FRYE] made a threat this morning, 

Mr. N. The Senator from Maine came in this morn- 
ing—if I may be permitted to enter a word for the Senator from 
Maine, who is amply able in this matter to take care of himself— 
and did not know, as I understand, that by unanimous consent 
the joint resolution had been called up, and was then pending. 
He intended to make a motion, and was not present at the exact 
moment when the consent was given, and made some remarks. 

This thing can be conducted along with kindly consideration for 
all Senators, but I have heard the tor from Arkansas during 
my term in the Senate over and over and over again say this sort 
of thing. We are entitled to some consideration. We have been 
here during the entire session, and we can stay here just as long 

y on this matter 
last Friday, and wanted to adjourn from Friday until Monday. 
Now they want something else; and that is going to be the plea 
5 time to time, so that the majority shall not control this mat- 


— 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I call for the oy ‘ote order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
es entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Georgia to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. BACON: I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. President 

Mr. WILSON. I call for the regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Georgia, if he has the 
floor, Sel on with His h. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not know that the Senator from Maine has 
any particular right, when I occupy the floor, to call on the Sen- 
ator from Georgia to do something that may gratify the whim of 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. WILSON. He did not do it on your account. 

Mr. WHITE, Iam glad to see there has been another unparlia- 
mentary exhibition from the Senator from Washington. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington 
pee WILSON] cg e the floor with the consent of the Senator 

r 


om Georgia 18 ACON]. 
Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Georgia yielded the floor to 
me, but the Senator who takes charge in this body of all things 


called for the regular order while I was making some observa- 
tions, and of course I immediately, when the Senator from Maine 
made that point, took my seat, because I could not think of being 
contrariwise or 1 to the honorable Senator from Maine, 
who has in charge the entire parliamentary proceedings of this 


body. 
Mr. HALE. Iam glad the Senator is 80 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] has the floor, ; 
Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Maine does not wish to insist 


on his point. 
Mr. HALE. My only object, Mr. President, was 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. . 


ident, I call for 8 order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILsOx] was only taken off the 
floor by his own willingness to yield. 

Mr. N. The Chair understands that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] interrupted me in my remarks, I accordingly 
took my seat because that Senator called for the regular order. 
2 now on calling for the regular order on the Senator from 

aine. 

Mr. HALE. I did not call for the regular order until I thought 
the Senator had yielded the floor and Was sitting down. 

I think there is nothing to be gained by the kind of controversy 
which has occupied the Senate for the last fifteen minutes. It is 
a very serious subject whichis beforetheSenate. This morning— 
there was no skirmishing, there was no filibustering, there was 
no . upon either side—the Senator in charge of the joint 
resolution asked that it be laid before the Senate, and by unani- 
mous consent that was done. 

The Senator in charge stated that he proposed, so far as in his 
power lay, that the discussion upon the subject-matter and its 
merits should proceed; that he would not give way unless some 

business intervened, upon which by unanimous consent 

no jangling, no controyersy—the venerable Senator from Vermont 

Mr. MORRILL] addressed the Chair and the Senate in opposition 

the measure. When he concluded, another Senator took the 
floor for discussion. 

My object in calling for the regular order was that the discus- 
sion proceed in a dignified way by Senators for and against 
this proposition. I repeat, I think nothing is gained for either 


side, nor for the Senate before the country and the world, by any 
discussion back and forth as to who is to blame for something 
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that is said that may be exciting and exasperating. Let the dis- 
cussion 3 upon the merits of the case. My object in call- 
ing for the regular order was that it mightso proceed. Ofcourse, 
it is the fashion, and it has been the practice of the Senate, for a 
Senator having the floor to yield for any purpose; but I do not 
think, when the rule is rigidly applied, that a Senator can do that. 

A Senator may yield for a question as to something in the line 
of his argument, but it never in this body has been assented to 
that a Senator may divide his time and portion it out, giving five 
minutes to one Senator and ten minutes to another, upon sub- 
jects-matter nobody can tell what they may be. The regular 
order, in my view of the rules, is that a Senator having the floor 
shall himself proceed, and that he shall not farm out the timeand 
allow other Senators to come in with controversies outside of his 
own speech. ee X i 

Having said this, I am entirely willing to withdraw the point 
of order. If Senators do not agree with me that it would be bet- 
ter for this discussion to proceed in a Sees way, without 
either side reproaching the other when we have embarked upon 
itina 5 5 7 way, I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. WHITE. President y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. WHITE. Of course the rule stated by the Senator from 
Maine may be perhaps technically good, but it should scarcely be 
invoked by him after the eloquent address which he has mađe in 
Wee of the solemn principle which he has so graphically de- 


So far as those who are opposed to annexation are concerned, I 
believe there has not been shown the slightest disposition to harass 
the discussion of this question. This morning, when the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] made the proposition to proceed 
with it, there not only was no opposition to what he said he in- 
tended to do, but I suggested that he bring the matter before the 
Senate at as early an hour as possible to permit the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to speak. I stated so on the floor, and 
I told the chairman of the committee so personally. After that 
had been done my very able and distinguished friend from Maine 

. FRYE] made what seemed to me to be a semisanguinary 
statement, which stirred up, naturally, the feelings of a great 
many Senators who had not done anything to warrant censure, 
but who, it seemed, in advance were to be censured. a 

I did not think the Senator from Maine had any very ulterior 
design in view; and I thought perhaps if he invoked the ex- 
treme measures which he to some extent threatened, that would 
be in the future, when some evidence had been displayed of an 
attempt to unduly procrastinate this debate; but when that state- 
ment was made, it seemed to me—though it was probably a mis- 
take on the part of those who thought that way—to be a threat 
that some new rule or supposed rule was to be invoked, and that 
we would be forced from the beginning to proceed during unusual 
hours. This debate has just commenced to-day, and by unani- 
mous consent it has commenced to-day, and there has not been 
one vote to-day, or any other day, against commencing this debate 
to-day, as it has been commenced. ` 

I thoroughly agree that we should proceed, as we ought to be 
able to do, in a good-natured way, and if there is anything done 
hereafter to indicate the necessity of prolonged sessions it may be 
that we will have such sessions; but we have had quite a lengthy 
and a very able presentation of the matter by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and we are now to have another from 
the Senator from Georgia x 
this record will not be up on the suggestion that we have 
initiated any threat. Ifeel confident that, for whoever that threat 
was intended, the Senator from Maine will not deny, now that he 
is in the Chamber, that he made it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I do deny that I made any threat 
whatever. There was a proposition made on the floor of the Sen- 
ate the first thing this morning that the bankruptcy bill should 
be taken up. Anybody who has heard the discussion of bank- 
ruptcy bills in this Senate knows perfectly well that there could 
be a week’s debate on that conference report. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Who made it? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. WHITE. It was not suggested by anything that occurred 
on this side of the Chamber. p 

Mr. HOAR. Imade no such suggestion, and the Senator from 
Maine is as absolutely mistaken as he ever was in his life. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I will say that I understood the Senator from 
Massachusetts to make the suggestion that he would call up the 
conference report on the bankruptcy bill; and that was what sug- 

ted to me to say that this measure was important, and I hoped 
t the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, who 
had it in charge, would not surrender to any legislation, except 
absolutely necessary war legislation. There was no threat in that. 
I then added that I hoped he would hold the consideration of this 
resolution without adjourning at 4 or 5 o'clock, That I said, 


. Bacon], and I certainly hope that | y? 


Then I said I hoped he would not feel that he was under the neces- 
sity of consulting the convenience of a Senator in relation to the 
time in which he should speak. 

That was all that I said about the matter. There was no inten- 
tion of threat, and there was no threat at all in what I did say. 

` Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Maine by making the state- 
ment, and not elaborating it to show that, instead of its being di- 
rected against those who are opposed to the annexation of Hawaii, 
the fire was wholly centered upon the Senator from Massachusetts, 
did not do either hina: lf or ourselves justice. 

Mr. WILSON. Now, Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. BACON. Ihave got so much in the habit of yielding that 
I think I will do so with great pleasure. 

323 T 
up to the exclusion of ordi usiness and against 
order of ordinary business by unanimous consent—once at the 
close of the routine business, and again at 2 o'clock. At 2 o'clock 
it was taken up, to the temporary exclusion of a measure incharge 
of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], who, it 
is rumored, is an y arres of the annexation of Hawaii, I be- 
lieve—I am not at liberty to state what I have heard him state on 
the subject, but there is such a rumor. So I think that those who 
are in favor of the annexation of Hawaii have no right to com- 
plain that its opponents have treated them unfairly or discour- 
teously or have manifested any intention to interfere with their 
plans for the conduct of the business. 

I stated to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], when he 
made his request, that I hoped, the conference report on the bank- 
ruptcy bill having been made on Friday last, with the notice that 
it would be called up early this week, if there came an opportunity 
during the discussion at some time that it might be taken up if it 
turned out that it would not take much time. That is all I said. 

That is what provoked the Senator from Maine, as I understand 
now, to make what everybody else in the Chamber, I think, but 
himself construed as a threat. The Senator, with great earnest- 
ness and passion of manner, demanded the yeas and nays first on 
a vote which had already been taken, which did not indicate his 
usual plainness of perception of what had been going on, or his 
usual application of the rules of parliamentary law. Then he 
5 to say that he hoped this debate would be so conducted 

y the chairman that we should not adjourn at 4 or 5 o'clock in 
the afternoon; that he should not give way to any business except 
necessary war business—if he made that limitation, and he thi 
he did; 1 thought that limitation was made by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], but that is immaterial—and that no Sen- 
ator's convenience as to the time of making his should be 
consulted. If that is not a threat, or at any rate the expression of 
a desire of a very unusual and harsh method to be pursued in con- 
ducting a debate, I do not know what is. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rise really to a question of 
order. In the first place, I think this is a good time to do it, be- 
cause I know that the Senator from Georgia is not sensitive about 
occupying the floor at this moment. 

The Senator from Georgia appears to have the floor; and he has 

elded for some temporary purpose. That has been the custom 
in the Senate for many years, as a parliamentary practice well 
recognized here. But, Mr. President, when the Senator from 
Georgia took his seat and did not promptly rise when the inter- 
ruption had ceased, he had lost his right to the floor. 

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing, Mr. President, for the 
Senator from Colorado to proceed if he desires. 

Mr. TELLER. If any other Senator had taken the floor, he 
would have been entitled to proceed. He could not have been 
speaking by the consent of a Senator who is in his seat. 

I notice that the Chair, whenever Senators rose to speak, ad- 
dressed the Senator from Georgia with the request whether he 
yielded, the Senator from Georgia being in his seat. A Senator 
who desires to address the Chair has the right to assume that 
under such circumstances a Senator has left the floor, and the 
Senator rising may address the Chair, and the Chair should rec- 
ognize him. ‘ 

It has been the custom in the Senate for many years that a Sen- 
ator who has the floor should yield for an interruption, and that 
has been one of the things which have made service in the Senate 
extremely pleasant. Sometimes he would yield while he was 
making a speech to another Senator who had a pressing matter 
which he wanted to take up, like a resolution, or perhaps a short 
bill, or something of that kind, and it has been recognized that 
he is entitled by the courtesy of the Senate to go on when the 
Senator who interrupted him had concluded. 
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No Senator would ever think of interrupting another under 
those conditions; but yet, strictly ing, according to parlia- 
mentary rule, the Senator yielding the floor had lost it. No Sen- 
ator can call for the regular order when a Senator is on the floor 
discussing any question in the Senate, because he is not required 
under the laws of the Senate to speak germanely to the subject 
under consideration, and he can not be interrupted unless he is 
speaking out of order, as suggested, or is committing some impro- 
priety or some violation of parliamentary ethics or parliamentary 
rule; but the fact that he is speaking about something else than the 
bill under consideration does not entitle any Senator to call him 
to order. Every Senator is supposed to have judgment himself 

xpon all such questions and to discuss whatever he thinks is 
proper. The great liberty of debate which here exists has been 
one of the things which has also made service in this body pleasant. 

Mr. President, I only mention this for fear there will grow up 
a feeling here that a Senator who gets the floor and does not pro- 
ceed to make a h has any claim to the floor, or that he is 
under any obligation to go on and make a h. He may decline 
to make a speech after having given notice that he intended to 
make it. It may embarrass others, who are not prepared to go 

on, and all that, and sometimes retard the business of the body; 
but that is one of the rights of a Senator. No one can say, I 
insist now that the Senator from Georgia go on,” if he does not 


wish to go on. A 

I have said this because I thought it was a time to do so. 
If the Senator from Georgia had ee himself pressing, I would 
not have said this at all. 


Ibelieve we can po through this debate ina Senatorial way. The 
question is one of a good deal of importance, about which some 
of us have a great deal of feeling. I myself have. I am so de- 
cidedly in favor of this joint resolution, and so igri: ae im- 
pressed that the interests of this country require its adoption, 
that I should be willing to vote right now, without a word of ex- 
planation or any defense of my vote, which I have not had an 
opportunity to make, except in executive session; and yet I would 
not deny, upon a great question like this, to every Senator who 
does not agree with me the right to present his views. There can 
be no such haste in coming to aconclusion in this case as to justify 
the American Senate in taking any unusual course and d ing 
from the well-established and well-regulated rules of this Senate— 
not all of which are in a book, but rules which are well under- 
stood by members of this body who have served here for a good 
many years and which, I can say, are universally obeyed in the 
nate, 

One of the cardinal rules here has been that every Senator's con- 
venience, even though it may lead to delay, be consulted. 
Of course if the request for delay is for the purpose of postpone- 
ment, for the purpose of preventing a vote, then the Senate has 
the 9 — to insist upon speedy and or action; but it has al- 
ways been the custom since I have been a member of the Senate, 
when a Senator rose in his seat and said he was not prepared to go 
on, to give him time, especially when there is no constitutional 
limit as to the length of the session, as is the case now. 

I should be delighted, Mr. President, to have a vote this week 
on this proposition; but I should not be willing to vote on this 

roposition this week if the members of the Senate who desire to 
Reena it have not had a fair opportunity to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that, under 
strict parliamentary law, he understands when a Senator yields 
the floor to another for a speech, of course the Senator originally 
having the floor loses his right to the floor. The custom, how- 
ever, has grown up that when a Senator begins a long speech and 

ields for collateral matters, he retains the floor, and the Chair 

as aap respected thatcustom. The Senator from Washington 

. WiLson] was taken from the floor not by any order of the 
air, but by his own consent. 

Mr. WHITE. Under duress, as I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. WILSON. o Senator thought I was through. Rabin 3 
I should have finished a little bit earlier, but it was no fault of the 
Chair or of anybody else that I lost the floor, and I do not care 
anything about it. 

. BACON, All this very pleasant Toi was occasioned by 
an act of courtesy on my part, which I did not anticipate would 
consume so much time. I simply yielded to the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] in order to make the statement that he had 
not called for a quorum for the purpose of delay, and I thought 
that would be the end of it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] says 
that he would be very glad to vote on this question to-day; that 
his mind is made up. The Senator from Colorado is one of the 
Senators whom I am anxious to speak to to-day, not because I be- 
lieve I can change his mind or his opinion on the general merits 
of this question, but because I desire to ask him and all Senators, 
especially those who are lawyers, to consider the question whether 


or not they have the right, under their constitutional obligations, 
to vote for this resolution, however much they may favor the an- 
nexation of Hawaii. 

Mr. T . Will the Senator permit me to answer that 
now? 

Mr. BACON. Ibeg that the Senator will hear me before he 
answers. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that I will hear the Senator, but 
the Senator is not to understand that I have not myself considered 
this question very carefully. I will hear the Senator, of course. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, of course I do not presume that 
the Senator from Colorado had not considered this question, but 
we are here for the purpose of interchanging views. I have great 
confidence in the Senator from Colorado, ahd am gratified by the 
fact that I seldom differ from him, and I shall be more than grati- 
fied if we can get together upon this question. 

I assume that Senators will not vote for a resolution if they can 
be satisfied that it is unconstitutional. I assume that they will 
not vote for an unconstitutional resolution which directly impairs 
and strikes down one of the highest peoga aro of the Senate; and 
it is to that 57 that I propose to address myself to-day and 
upon which I am extremely anxious to have the hearing of Sena- 
tors who favor the annexation of Hawaii. 

The proposition which I had stated before the interruption was 
this: That a joint resolution for the annexation of foreign terri- 
tory was necessarily and essentially the subject-matter of a treaty, 
and that itcould not be accomplished legally and e 
by a statute or joint resolution. If Hawaii is to be annexed, it 
ought certainly to be annexed by a constitutional method; and if 
by a constitutional method it can not be annexed, no Senator 
ought to desire its annexation sufficiently to induce him to give 
his support to an unconstitutional measure. 

I trust, Mr. President, that the time has not come when a Sen- 
ator can not appeal with confidence to his fellow-Senators in o 
position to a measure on the ground that it is unconstitution 
It matters not how important it may be that Hawaii should be 
annexed, it matters not how valuable it may be, it will be too 
costly if its price is the violation of a great fundamental provision 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. President, it is a painful fact that not only people at large, 
but officials are losing to some extent the reverence which they 
ought to have for constitutional obligations. It is a matter of a 
smile with some when you oppose a measure on the ground that 
it is unconstitutional, and I confess that I have been pained when 
I have heard, as I have heard in this Chamber, learned and dis- 
tinguished Senators say that ai Bhar approve and applaud the 
action of the President of the United States if he would seize 
Hawaii and run up spon it the flag of the United States, and take 
possession of it as the property of the United States as a war 
measure. 

Isay I have been pained when I have heard that, as I have 
heard it in this Chamber from very learned and very distinguished 
Senators, and I have been more than gratified that the President 
of the United States has not suffered himself to be guided by sucht 
foolish and such unwise counsels, If he had done so, every lover 
of his country must have been grieved that such a blow had 
been stricken at the integrity of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, it surprises me that I even have to mention such 
a proposition; but if the President of the United States can in 
time of war, or at any other time, without the action of Congress 
in the performance of its constitutional functions, take possession 
of the territory of a friendly power, proclaim it as the territory of 
the United States, run the flag of the United States up over it as 
the insignia of its power and its dominion—if he can do so in one 
case, he can do so in any. 

lf the President of the United States can do it in the case of 
Hawaii, he can with equal propriety and legality do it in the case 
of Jamaica, and I repeat that I am more than gratified, although 
my apprehensions were aroused by the source from which those 
intimations came, that the President of the United States has 
not seen proper to listen to their unwise counsels, 

And yet, Mr. President, if my view of this question is correct, 
the President of the United States would have as much power to 
take possession of the Island of Hawaii by a proclamation as would 
the Congress of the United States have the power to gain posses- 
sion of it by a joint resplution of the two Houses, The powers of 
the executive department and the legislative d ent are ad 
distinctly divided the one from the other as are the powers of the 
judicial department and the legislative department. 

There are two kinds of law which are recognized by the Consti- 
tution of the United States and which are provided for by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and each of these kinds of law is 
termed in the Constitution of the United States the supreme law 
of the land. One class of these laws is statute law, and it is pro- 
vided that statute law shall be enacted by Congress; that statute 
law shall be made by a majority vote of the House of Representa- 
tives and of the Senate, with the approval of the President, or 
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that it may be made, in case of the „ of the President. 
by the two-thirds vote of the House of Representatives and the 
two-thirds yote of the Senate, overriding his veto, and that law, 
when made, is declared by the Constitution of the United States 
to be the supreme law of fhe land, In the same way the Consti- 
tution of the United States declares that there are other laws 
which are also supreme, and those laws aremade astreaties. The 
Constitution of the United States in the same section declares 
both of these as the supreme law of the land. i 

The Supreme Court of the United States in construing the ques- 
tion of supremacy has ruled that each is supreme. It has ruled 
that a treaty may be nullified bbe statute and that a statute may 
be nullified by a treaty, and that where they come in conflict 
the question of the later is the one invoked to determine which 
shall prevail. As to those two classes of law, each one of them 
supreme, there is provided in the Constitution an entirely distinct 
method by which they may be enacted or made. I have stated 
the manner in which the statute law is made. Now, in an en- 
tirely different manner, the Constitution of the United States de- 
clares how a treaty, which is also a supreme law, shall be made. 
It declares that a treaty must be made by the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consentof two-thirds of 
the Senate present, I am not quoting literally, but stating it sub- 
stantially. 

I ask the attention of Senators to this most marked provision in 
the Constitution of the United States and the two distinct classes of 
law, each of them declared by the Constitution to be supreme, each 
of them declared by the Supreme Court of the United States in con- 
struing that provision to be equally supreme with the other, which 
are made and enacted in specific ways in the manner pointed out 
in the Constitution, one totally different from the other. Is that 
provision of the Constitution a vital principle? Does it mean any- 
thing? Is it possible that the power which is clothed by the Con- 
stitution with the authority to make one class of laws can make 
the other class of laws? 

Is it possible that the power which is conferred upon the Con- 
gress of the United States, the lawmaking power, the Senateand 
the House, with the approval of the President, can be used to 
make that other supreme law which the Constitution says shall 
be made in a different way, to wit, by the President, with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate? If it is possible for the House of 
Representatives and the Senate and the President. acting in the 
lawmaking capacity, and known generally in the Constitution as 
Congress, can make a treaty, and in so making it make it the 
supreme law of the land, then this joint resolution is constitu- 
tional. Butif it be true that when the Constitution devolved 
upon the President and the Senate the power to make treaties it 
denied to the Congress of the United States the right to make 
treaties, then the joint resolution is necessarily unconstitutional, 
as I shall endeavor to show. 

Mr. President, the Constitution gives to the President the power 
to appoint all officers of the United States by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. If Congress can by statute make a 
treaty, why may it not by a statute make an ambassador or a 
chief justice or a general of the Army? 

Mr. President, there are two ways in which the provision in 
the Constitution conferring upon the President of the United 
States and the Senate the power to make treaties can be absolutely 
nullified. One is the manner I havesuggested, by Congressopenly 
and boldly assuming to make a treaty; and if constitutional re- 
strictions are not tobe respected, if no man is bound by the Con- 
stitution, if a Senator or a Representative, because forsooth he 
may be in the majority can effect his purpose by overriding the 
Constitution and disregarding it, then that is the simplest way to 
doit. There is still another way in which this provision in the 
Constitution can be nullified, and that is by undertaking to put 
into the form of a statute that which in realityis atreaty. Now, 
one method is just as effective as the other, and either method is 
as absolutely illegal as the other. 

Before going further in that line of ar, ent, in order that I 
may have the attention of Senators and that they may not think 
there is an answer which I do not recognize, I desire to say that 
I of course fully understand the argument which is made in reply 
that the State of Texas was admitted in this way. I can not stop 
to interrupt the thread of the argument at the present point to 
show that that reply is not a good one. Not to elaborate it fur- 
ther, I will merely state that it is the distinction between the au- 
thority of Congress to admit a State, to do which it is given the 
power in words in the Constitution, and the power to acquire for- 
eign territory not for the purpose of making it a State, which, as 
I shall endeavor to show, is essentially and necessarily the subject- 
matter of treaty between two governments. 

Mr. President, when the framers of the Constitution put the 
word “treaties” into the Constitution without any other defining 
words or without any limitation, is it to be supposed for a moment 
that they did not recognize the fact that the term “treaties” had 
a distinct, legitimate, necessary, well-understood meaning? Is it 


to be supposed that they for one moment contemplated that when 
the question came up whether a certain measure which involved 
a negotiation and agreement between this country and another 
should be accomplished in the way it provided, through a trea 

by the President and the Senate, or whether it should be remi 

to Congress, that the question of the form of the measure would | 
contro 

Is it to be supposed for a moment that they supposed that that 
which is essentially a treaty, and which they had provided should 
be made only by the President and the Senate, would be by any 
species of legislative legerdemain converted into the form of a 
statute, and another power or department of the Government 
which had had distinct powers conferred upon it and which had 
been denied this power, would usurp it and that its usurpation 
would be recognized? 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. Does the Senator admit now that Congress can 
admit a State into the Union? 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ELKINS. And it admitted Texas? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but I will say to the Senator that I am com- 
ing to the distinct discussion of that branch of the case. 

. ELKINS. I merely want to put this question 

Mr. BACON. And I would be very glad if the Senator would 
pretermit the question until I reach that point, and I shall be 
very happy at that time to take it up. I am now discussing an- 
other line. Iam coming 5o the question of the power to admit 
States, and that will be the time for the question. 

Mr. ELKINS. Having it in mind now, I should like to ask why, 
if it can admit a State, it can not admit anything less than a State; 
something that is not a State? 

Mr. BACON. Iam coming to that, and would be very glad if 
the Senator would repeat his question if I do not answer it before 
I get through, because I do the Senator the justice to say that I 
believe if I can ibly satisfy him of the unconstitutionality of 
the joint resolution he will not vote for it, however much he may 
desire the annexation of Hawaii. It is true I am very much dis- 
couraged by the fact that the Senator said to me, in private con- 
versation, when I asked him if he was bound by the Constitution, 
yes, as he interpreted it. 

Mr. ELKINS. No; now tell the whole of it. I beg the Sena- 
tor’s pardon. I said as the Supreme Court of the United States 
interpreted it and as I interpreted it. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. ELKINS. And not as the Senator interpreted it. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Let me answer the Senator from West Virginia 
first. If the Senator from West Virginia will stand to that prop- 
osition, I will promise to show him a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States which says that the United States Goy- 
ernment has no right—I do not go so far as the Supreme Court go 
in this particular, and I am merely stating this for the benefit of 
the Senator from West Virginia—to annex territory which it does 
not intend to make into a State, and Senators themselves say they 
do not intend to make a State of Hawaii. 

Mr. ELKINS. You can not state what will be the intention of 
the Government a hundred years from now, 

Mr. BACON. I am not putting it on that ground at all. Now 
I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. The position of the Senator from West Virginia 
is good Democratic doctrine, a doctrine which old Jackson pressed 
on the country with great force, that every Senator and every 
Representativecould construe the Constitution as he understood it. 

Mr. BACON. Of course. 

Mr. TELLER. And it was his duty not to look to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, but to hisown judgment and conscience 
in these matters. 

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly satisfied if that shai! be the rule. 
I was discour by the fact that the manner of the reply of the 
Senator from West Virginia indicated that he would not be con- 
trolled by what some of the more distinctive lawyer members of 
the Senate might consider to be the law. He was going to take it 
into his own hands. 

But to return, I am coming to a discussion of the question, to 
which I ask the attention of Senators, as to what the framers of 
the Constitution meant when they said “treaties” and what they 
must necessarily have meant. Iasked the question whether it was 
possible that the framers of the Constitution when they put the 
word ‘‘ treaties” into the Constitution in this connection under- . 
stood that it simply meant an agreement or a negotiation put in 
a certain form, and that if it were not put in that certain form, 
it could be refined away and the exercise of the function could be 
us by Congress which had been denied the right to make a 
treaty. Ihad asked that question when the Senator from West 
Virginia interrupted me, 
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Now, Mr. President, has the word“ treaty” a definite, well-fixed 
meaning? Is a treaty only that which is put in the form of a treaty 
as we usually see it when submitted to the Senate on the of the 
President, or does a treaty mean a certain thing of the 
form? I say the latter. The distinction between a statute and a 
treaty does not depend on the form. A statute may be in various 
forms. It may be in the ordinary form of a statute or in the form 
of a joint resolution. One has the same effect as the other. A 
treaty depends for the fact thatit is a treaty according to the sub- 
stance of it and what it proposes to accomplish. 

Now, a statute is this: A statute is a rule of conduct laid down 
by the legislative department, which has its effect upon all of those 
within the jurisdiction. In other words, a statute passed by the 
Congress of the United States is obligatory upon every person who 
is a citizen of the United States or a resident therein. A statute 
can not go outside the jurisdiction of the United States and be 
binding uyon the subjects of another power. It takes the consent 
of the subjects of the other power, speaking or giving their con- 
sent through their duly authorized government, to be bound by a 
certain thing which is enacted in this country; and therein comes 
the necessity for a treaty. : 

A treaty is that which is binding upon the people of two coun- 
tries by mutual agreement that it shall be binding upon the two 
countries. <A treaty is binding on two countries because the au- 
thority in each country undertakes that it shall be binding in its 
particular country, and that is the essential element and feature 
of a treaty, that it is binding on two countries because the au- 
thority which makes it binding is the particular authority in each 
country, not having a general authority over both. 

If it were practicable for a statute to be made obligatory upon 
the citizens of another country, there would be no need of a treaty. 
We could simply enact what we wanted, and the people in the 
other country would have to obey. But as we can not do it, we 
have to invoke the consent of the people or the authority in that 
other country that they will also be bound by the same law, and 
that makes a treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat possibly, but I desire to state it in 
another shape, that the distinction between a treaty and a statute 
is this: The statute affects only the people within the jurisdiction 
of the authority by which it is enacted. There is no consent re- 
quired on the part of those who are subject to such a statute. It 
is made obligatory upon them by the authority of those who 
enact it. 

A treaty, on the other hand, is something which involves nego- 
tiation with another country. It requires the consent of the duly 
authorized department in this Government, and it also requires 
that they negotiate and obtain the consent of the power in 
the other Government. This is stated with very great clearness 
ina + gay made by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations 
in 1844—I have forgotten the number of the Congress—when 
it had under consideration the Texas resolutions. I will read 
it. This is a definition of a treaty. I read from Senate Docu- 
ments, volume 3, 1844 and 1845. It is broken up so that the pages 
can not be told, as the documents are bound together, but it is 
Document No. 79, page 5 thereof; not the page of the volume. 

But let it be remembered . 

And I ask the attention of Senators now to this definition of a 
treaty— 


on the other hand, that although this treaty only acts for other powers 


and in the sphere of exterior ae thin this sphere no other 
power has privil intrude; the domain is its own; in a proporiy ex- 
clusive. If the affair to be accomplished be exterior and require the inter- 


accom: it, here with the treaty-makin wer is 
te cs, and sole oes, to 9 it. No other Somer has ai to 
ouch. 

I do not know whether or not I make my distinction clear, but 
the framers of the Constitution had in view certain actions by 
this Government when they set up a distinct and separáte de- 
partment of Government for the making of treaties and when 
they conferred upon that department exclusive power to make 
treaties; and I suggest and urge as the crucial feature in this con- 
sideration that the framers of the Constitution necessarily, when 
they said that the President should have the power to 
ties, with the consent of the Senate, meant to put within that de- 
partment the power to conduct all negotiations between this 
country and another country, and to come to any agreement with 
ae other country as to what should be a rule of conduct between 

em 


If that be true, necessarily ev ing which is of that nature, 
everything which can be that and nothing else, must be the sub- 
ject-matter of a treaty. If not, as I have said before, the framers 
of the Constitution made a great mistake when they unnecessarily 
put into the Constitution this machinery by which the power was 
conferred upon the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties. 

Mr. President, I said that it was within the power of Congress 
to nullify this 5 of the Constitution in two ways, either 
by directly making a treaty with another foreign Government or 


e trea- | H 


DT pratio gms: the shape of astatute that which in reality is a 
treaty. me illustrate as to the latter, because that is what is 
attempted to be done here now. The attempt here is to make a 
treaty by statute. The 8 understand it, which was pro- 

and negotiated by the dent of the United States with 
the authority of Hawaii, and all the reports in connection with it 
3 = made public, so that I can with propriety speak of 

em here. 

A treaty was negotiated between the President of the United 
States and the Hawaiian Government. Why did the President 
of the United States and the Hawaiian Government negotiate a 
treaty for the annexation of those islands? I hope Senators who 
are considering sh eres and who ose to answer it will 
consider this partic feature of it. y did the President of 
the United States negotiate with the Hawaiian Government by 
means of a treaty for the annexation of those islands except that 
the President of the United States and the authorities of the 
Hawaiian Islands recognized that it was the proper subject- 
matter of a treaty? 

Why did the Senate of the United States, when the President 
submitted the treaty here, undertake to consider it and to give its 
consent to the treaty which had been negotiated between the 
President of the United States and the Hawaiian authorities? 
Why was it that it did not return it to the President and say 
This is not the subject-matter of a treaty, and we should not be 
asked for our advice or consent?” Simply because of the fact 
that the Senate of the United States, without exception, regard- 
less of what the opinion of any Senator might be on the merits, 
recognized that it was the proper subject-matter of a treaty. 

Aside from this direct recognition it comes within the general 
definition of that which must be atreaty. It is to accomplish 
something which can not be accomplished by the unaided act of - 
the United States. It is to accomplish something which requires 
not only the consent of the United States, but the consent of 
Hawaii, and therefore must be in its essence and in its character 
a treaty. And yet, Mr. President, as I have said, in the joint res- 
olution now before the Senate there is an effort made to nullify 
this provision in the Constitution in the second of the methods 
which I suggested, to wit, in the method of putting in the form 
of a statute that which of necessity can be nothing else but the 
subject-matter of a 1 Gl 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Georgia will permit me, in 
line with the point he is making, it may be that the treaty was 
8 because of the 3 of the Hawaiian constitution, 
found in the thirty-second article of that instrument, which pro- 
vides specifically for annexation to the United States by treaty, 
which treaty, of course, has never been made. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. Ihave no doubt that point 
will be fully brought out by the Senators who discuss the merits 
of the question. 

What is it that the House of Representatives has done? And I 
say the House of Representatives, not in any spirit of criticism of 
it particularly, because the Senate, through its Foreign Relations 
Committee, had previously proposed the same rr Here was 
the case of a treaty, which was not only recognized by both par- 
ties as a treaty and acted upon by both parties as a treaty, but 
which, in its essence, must of necessity a treaty, which was 
practically abandoned in the Senate for the reason that in the 
manner and the method pointed out by the Constitution it could 
not be madelaw. The framers of the Constitution, in their wis- 
dom, had provided that the President of the United States should 
make a treaty if two-thirds of the Senators present concurred in it, 

Now, whether wise or unwise, that is the law. If only a ma- 
jority concur, the treaty can not be made. Therefore the effect 


of the failure in the Senate to ratify that treaty was the same as 


the failure of an attempted passage of a statute law. The friends 
of annexation, seeing that it was impossible to make this treaty in 
the manner pointed out by the Constitution, attempted then to 
nullify the provision in the Constitution by putting t treaty in 
the form of a statute, and here we have embodied the provisions 
of the treaty in the joint resolution which comes to us from the 


ouse. 
I will state the object I have in calling attention to this point, 
It is perfectly within the power of Congress—and when I speak of 
Congress in this discussion I mean the lawmaking power—if it 
has a majority in each House, if it can pursue the method legally 
which is sought to be pursued here, it is perfectly-within the 
power of Congress not only to nullify and destroy that provision 
in the Federal Constitution, but to effect by statute any treaty 
that can not command a two-thirds vote in the Senate. y 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
there is any treaty that we can not annul by a direct act of Con- 
ess? 
om. BACON. I do not. I have so stated already. But I ask 
the learned Senator A 
Mr. TELLER. Then the legislative power can not be inferioz 
to the treaty-making power. 
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Mr. BACON. The learned Senator has certainly not read the 
decisions of the S Court on this subject. 
Mr. TELLER. T have. 


Mr. BACON. The law on the subject is not in doubt. Ihave 
stated it already. The Senator probably did not hear it when I 


Mr. TELLER. Yes, Idid. : 

Mr. BACON. It was that the Supreme Court have decided 
that a treaty and a statute were supreme, and that when 
they came in conflict the latter would prevail as being of a later 
date; in other words, that a statute may be set aside by a treaty, 
anda 5. be set aside by a statute. j 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if that is not simply a recog- 
nition of the statutory right to annul a treaty. We have done 
that repeatedly. It has been discussed here for days. 

Mr. BACON, Nobody disputes that. And in the same way a 
statute can be annulled by a treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. I recall that the Senator from Oregon not now 
here, Mr. Mitchell, made perhaps a half day’s argument on that 
subject to show by the authorities and by argument the absolute 
control of the legislative department over any treaty that might 

made. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator and myself are not differing upon 
that pan I had announced that before he interrupted me. I 
say that a treaty may be annulled by a statute, and I say also 
that a statute may be annulled by a treaty. Now, the point I 
want to call the Senator's attention to is that while a statute has 
the power to annul a treaty, and while a treaty has the power to 
annul a statute, neither one of them has the power to usurp the 
functions of the other. Let the Senator point out, if he can, any 
authority for that. In other words, while a treaty made by the 
President and Senate can be annulled by an act of Congress, 
that does not imply that the treaty itself can be made by act of 
Congress, They are two very different things. It can set the 
treaty aside, but it can not create a treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. That is right. 

Mr. BACON. That is right, the Senator says, and I am glad 
that we have now on common ground. It can annul, it 
can destroy, but it can not create. Now, the point I want tocall 
the attention of the Senator and the attention of the Senate to is, 
that if the joint resolution under consideration is constitutional, 
it is within the power of by such a joint resolution to 
create a treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. There is just where the contention comes in. 

Mr. BACON. Ofcourse; and I want to try to prove it, if the 
Senator bp olga me. : 

Mr. TELLER. I say it is no assertion of the treaty-making 
power, but clearly the legislative er. I want to call the 
attention of the Senator to another point, if he will allow me. 
He has en of this treaty not having been ratified by the 
Senate. He must remember very well that when the attempt 
was made to annex Texas to this country it absolutely fail 
The Senate voted the treaty down and declared that they would 
not have the son 

Mr. BACON. Iam coming to that. I will read to the Sena- 
tor all about that before I get through. 

Mr. WHITE. Congress did not rely upon a treaty. They did 
not consider it to be of any effect. 

Mr. TELLER. Ofcourse; they voted it down, 

Mr. WHITE. You rely upon the treaty here. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not. 

Mr. BACON. I hope I may have the judicial ear of the Senator, 
not his controversial ear. I hope I may have the judicial ear of 
the Senator, because I wish to suggest, so far as I am able, a logical 
presentation of this matter. The Senator comes to the conclusion 
with me that while Congress in its lawmaking capacity may de- 
stroy a treaty,itcan notmakeatreaty. The Senator admits that. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want the Senator to understand that 
he has first put that idea in my mind. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no; by no means. . 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave not come to that conclusion from any- 
thing in the Senator’s argument. Thatis one of the things that 
I think every ordinary lawyer in this body would recognize. 

Mr. BACON. Well, I am not claiming any very great origi- 
nality in this matter. Iam simply trying to suggest a view of it, 
and, I hope, with becoming modesty; and I am not assuming to 
be suggesting anything which the Senator did not know before. 
I am sorry, I say, that there is this contraversial spirit, because I 
was in hopes we might have a judicial consideration of this ques- 
tion. If, therefore, not by reason of my argument, but by reason 
of a fundamental principle which every ordinary lawyer recog- 
nizes, it be true that Congress can not by statute make a treaty, 
then if this procedure is one by which Congress does make a trea 
there is no answer to the proposition that itis unconstitutional. 
propose to show that by this process Congress does make a treaty; 
end when Congress assumes to make a treaty, I say it violates the 
Constitution, and not only so, but it strikes a blow at one of the 


fundamental and most important prerogatives of the President of 
the United States and also of the 8 

Now, why do I say that if this method can be proceeded with 
successfully it does put within the power of Fee hg the soppa 
tunity to make a treaty? Iwill have to repeat a little in order to 
show it, because of the interruptions, to which I do not object. 
Ihavecalled attention to the fact that here was the subject-matter 
of a treaty. It was a negotiation between this Government and 
another government. It was something which could not bemade 
effective by the independent action of this Government. 

It was something which required the action of this Government 
and the reciprocal action of another government. And I say, rec- 
ognizing that to be a necessity, the President of the United States 
and the Hawaiian authorities had, for the purpose of effecting it, 
entered into a negotiation and had come to an agreement to make 
atreaty; that, recognizing it as a proper subject-matter of a treaty, 
in obedience to the commands of the Constitution of the United 
States, the President sent the treaty to this body; and that this body, 
composed as it is nine-tenths of lawyers, and some of them 
great lawyers, recognized it as a proper subject-matter of a treaty 
and considered it for weeks and months as a treaty; whereas if it 
had not been the subject-matier properly of a treaty they would 
have refused to consider it; and that because of the fact that 
they could not command the two-thirds majority required by 
the Constitution the treaty was abandoned, and the same treaty, 
word for word, is embodied in a joint resolution passed by the 
House of Representatives, and it comes here and we are asked that 
we shall pass it; and that that which would have been law asa 
treaty if it could haye commanded two-thirds majority in this 
body, shall now become law in the absence of two-thirds by virtue 
of a majority vote in the House and the Senate, which is only 
required for a statute, and which is not sufficient for a treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, if that is effected, if the joint resolution 
Which has pa the House the Senate and receives the 
approyal ot the President, lt pr has become law? The treaty? 
Yes, the treaty which could not command two-thirds vote here 
has, if it passes the Senate, become a law. Where is the answer 
to the proposition that by so doing the Congress of the United 
States has made a treaty in totidem verbis the same as the treaty 
which could not get a two-thirds vote in the Senate? 

Now, Mr. President, that is not the only illustration. What is 
sought to be done in this case can be done in any other case. We 
had before this body during two Congresses, the last Congress 
and a part of this, a treaty with Great Britain known as the arbi- 
tration treaty, from which also the injunction of secrecy has been 
taken so far as the treaty itself is concerned and the fact that it 
was rejected by this 5 

What prohibited the House of Representatives from taking that 
treaty and embodying it in a joint resolution, copying it word for 
word, and sending it to the Senate; and if this joint resolution, by 
receiving a majority vote of the two Houses, can become a law, 
what would have prevented the arbitration treaty from becoming 
a law when it had a majority vote in the House and the Senate, if it 
had been embodied in a joint resolution and had been approved a 
the President? Would not that haye been making a treaty? 
there any other treaty which can be conceived of which, although 
it has been rejected by the Senate, still, if it once had the assent 
of the foreign power, could not be made into law in this country 


by an act of Con by copying it into a bill or joint resolution? 
Mr. net ould it disturb the Senator if I should ask him 
a question? : 


. BACON. Not in the least. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me to touch the point of his entire 
argument. Perhaps he will allow me to follow my question with 
a single illustration, so that it may be understood. I shall not 
take sixty seconds in doing so. 

Is not the essence of a treaty the incurring an obligation to a 
foreign nation? Therefore,if we choose to makea bargain witha 
foreign state that we will annex it in future, that may be done by 
a treaty 3 the obligation to a foreign nation. But if 
we strip it of al t and incur no obligation whatever to any 
foreign nation, but only an act that a certain Territory shall 
come into the Union, it is only operated upon; it comes in by its 
consent, as a domestic transaction. : 

„„ The Senator is speaking of the admission of a 
tate? 

Mr. HOAR. I will say Territory, which is the same thing. I 
mean the admission of territory under our control. I do not speak 
of annexing it to the United States. Let me repeat. I shall not 
take any time. Is it not the essence of a treaty, the incurring of 
an obligation to a foreign country? And therefore, although the 
taking of territory under our dominion, not as a State, might be 
aecomplished by incurring an obligation to a foreign country to 
do it, if it can be done without that obligation, by a mere legis- 
lative act, is not that valid legislation? 

Mr. BACON. I say the-rule is very much broader than that 
stated by the Senator. It is not simply the question of incurring 
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an obligation; it is the making of any agreement. It isan agree- 
ment by which beyond the jurisdiction of a statute in this coun- 
try something is made lawful in another country; and whenever 
it involyes the absolute e Fag of authority in the foreign 
country and the putting it-under the authority of this country, 
1555 is certainly a most fundamental and vital agreement between 

e two. 

Mr. President, we could not annex Hawaii by a statute or by a 
joint resolution if Hawaii had not consented. It would be brutum 
fulmen unless we proposed to enforce it by war. We can only 
annex Hawaii by a joint resolution or a statute in case Hawaii 
has herself assented toit. Therefore it involves a feature of ne- 
gotiation, and necessarily the feature of a. ment, Whenever 
you have the feature of negotiation and of agreement you have 
the essential characteristics and 85 of a treaty, and when- 
ever you have a treaty you have that which the Constitution says 
must be made in a particular way and which can not be made in 
another way. 

Mr. HOAR. Take the case of Texas. 

Mr. BACON. I will come to that. If I do not differentiate 
Texas from this case, I will give up the question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ill the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator seems to think that 
there can be noacquisition of territory without a treaty or by war. 

Mr. BACON. Les, or by war. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Suppose that, as on a former oc- 
casion, without any previous negotiation whatever; Hawaii had 
made a cession of her territory and sovereignty to the United 
States, does the Senator hold that Congress could not accept that? 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly; it would require the treaty- 
making power to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. BACON. ey: 

Mr. SPOONER. Only for information. The first line of the 
joint resolution reads as follows: 

That said cession—— 

Mr. BACON. I have the joint resolution in my hand for the 
purpose of reading that clause, but I am very glad to have the 
Senator read it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. No; goon. Iinsist that you go on, 

Mr. SPOONER. It reads: 

That eaid cession is accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I am not discussing this question. 

Mr. SPOONER. In other words, has there been any attempted 
cession—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam not discussing that, 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not finished my questson, Has there 
been any attempted cession except by treaty? I understand my 
friend from Georgia is arguing the question whether Congress 
has the power to accept, ratify, and confirm a cession made by 
treaty not ratified by the Senate? 

Mr. BACON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not as familiar with what 
has been done as the Committee on Foreign Relations, but I un- 
derstand that there has been an offer to cede. 

Mr. SPOONER. An offer to cede is not a cession. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. One moment. I was not discuss- 
ing this case particularly, but I was asking a question which, as 
it seemed to me, went to the whole argument of the Senator from 
Georgia, whether if there should have been an actual cession 
without any previous negotiation on the part of the United States 
we could not accept that without making a treaty? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON, I will answer the Senator from Connecticut, but 
I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am loath to interrupt the Senator, but I have 
been desiring for some minutes since he got on this proposition to 

ut a question to him. The question I desire to put is this: 
Would it not be competent for the Congress of the United States 
to prescribe by law certain terms and conditions upon which any 
8 ee: might come in and become a part of the 
territory of the United States by complying with the terms and 
conditions prescribed by the Congress of the United States? 

Suppose, for instance, to make plain what I have in my mind, 
we should provide that any independent people or government, 
doing what this preamble recites the people of Hawaii have done, 
Sana, upon complying with certain conditions, those and others 
that we might see fit to make, become a part of our territory, 
they notifying us that they had complied with all the terms and 
conditions, could we not thereupon declare them to be annexed 
and make them a part of the territory of the United States, and 
would not that be a more competent power for the Congress than 
it would be for the treaty-making power? 

Mr. BACON. You can do that if you absolutely nullify the 


a 


provision of the Constitution which says that a treaty shall be 
made in another way. 

Mr. FoRAKER rose. 

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me just one word 
further, I agree with almost all he has said; but at the point 
where I differ from him the difference becomes vital. I think 
that when you make a compact with a foreign power it must be 
in the nature of a treaty, but that contemplates the continued ex- 
istence of the foreign power. Therefore, if a foreign power were 
by agreement to cede to us a part of its territory upon certain 
terms and conditions agreed. upon, it would necessarily have to 
be done by treaty. 

But where the whole foreign country comes in and ceases to be 
an independent power, as is proposed in this case, it is not pro 
erly done by treaty, or at least not so properly by a treaty, Pwi 
put it, as by an act of Congress in the nature of legislation. That 
was the case with Texas. She had ceased to be a part of Mexico; 
she had acquired her independence; she was an independent Re- 
public; she hada right to stipulate for herself, and she stipulated, 
among other things, that she would cease to be as an independent 
power, and therefore she could accept a treaty or she could come 
in by the door of legislation. While the treaty-making power 
might be properly invoked, this other power is equally so. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, Į am endeavoring to present with 
some degree of sequence, if possible, an argument. It is mani- 
festly impossible for me to do so if I am interrupted by Senators, 
not for the ard of a question, but for purposes of interjecting 
arguments. I do not think I can be accused of being unwilling to 
have interruptions, but I will ask Senators to permit me to pursue 
the argument with some degree of continuity, and when I have 
reached a stoppin place at any particular division I shall be more 
than happy to yield for any question Senators may wish to ask. 

Mr. FO R. I hope the Senator will not think that I was 
uallestekiog to do more than.make plain to him what was in my 
mind. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator's interruption was very much less 
than that of some others. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. I wished. the Senator to know while he was 
on the floor what I had in mind. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Ohio makes a very important 
concession, and if he stands by that I think he will be bound to 
vote inst this joint resolution. The Senator from Ohio con- 
cedes that if the purpose were to cede to this Government a part 
of the territory of another government it must necessarily be in 
the form of a treaty, but that if the purpose is to cede the entire 
country a treaty is not necessary. 

Mr. President, I am utterly unable to see the force of that ar- 
gument, It is in either case an agreement by which saverien 
existing over certain territory is abandoned, or rather ann a 
and by which the sovereignty of this country is given to it. Why 
should the change of sovereignty as toa part be the subject-matter 
of negotiation and the change of sovereignty as to the whole be 
not the subject-matter of negotiation? 

Mr. FORAKER. In a wordIcan answer that. Because there 
is no continuance of a compact, The whole thing is at an end by 
its consummation. 

Mr. BACON. I do not agree with the Senator, for this reason: 
The vital essence by which this agreement is made binding is not 
that anything is enacted in this country which can have force 
there, but it is because by an agreement in consideration that it 
shall have force there we say it shall have force here. 

But, Mr. President, I was on a practical point, and I want the 
consideration of Senators toit. The Constitution has clothed us 
with the high function, in conjunction with the President, of 
making a certain class of laws. which the Constitution says shall 
be supreme, to wit, treaties. Now, if this joint resolution can be 
ra constitutionally passed, I submit the proposition as 
one which can not be successfully answered, that there is no treaty 
rejected by the Senate because of a lack of two-thirds vote, if the 
foreign government had given its assent thereto, as it has done here, 
or as it did in the arbitration treaty, which could not be made 
law by the enactment of a statute in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate and by it being signed by the President. I see 
the Senator from Colorado assents to that. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I assent to it; but I do not 
think that the fact that that can be done is any argument. 

Mr. BACON. That ay A We shall see whether it is an ar- 
gumentor not. But, Mr. President, I want to say to Senators, if 
there is any treaty which could be entered into between the Presi- 
dent and a foreign government, which, when it failed to receive a 
two-thirds yote in the Senate, could not be made law by this 

process, although it could not command a two-thirds vote in the 

nate, I want Senators to point it out. If there is any treaty 
which can be devised which can not command a two-thirds vote 
in the Senate, which can command a majority in the Senate, which 
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can not be made a law by this process, I want Senators to suggest 
wha that treaty is. p 

What does that lead us to, Mr. President? If itbe true that 
whenever a treaty fails to get two-thirds majority in the Senate, 
but can command a majority here and also command a majority 
in the House of Representatives and command the approval of 
the President—if it be true that sucha treaty, although it can not 
be enacted or made in the way the Constitution provides, can be 
made in the way of putting it in the form of a statute or of a joint 
resolution, do we not, when we give our assent to such a proposi- 
tion, absolutely surrender the power which the Constitution con- 
fers upon us for the making of treaties? 

Mr. President, what does that lead to? The Senator from Colo- 
rado said he did not know that that would be any argument 
against the proposition, It leads to this: The President of the 

nited States is the Executive, clothed with the power to make 
treaties. It can not possibly be denied that it was the contempla- 
tion of the Constitution that no treaty should be made which was 
not initiated by him. Is there any denial of that proposition? If 
so, let Senators, when they come to speak, answer it. It was the 
design of the Constitution that every treaty should be made by 
the ident and should be initiated by him, and it was the de- 
sign of the Constitution and the command of the Constitution that 
there should be no treaty which did not have his approval; and 

et, if this can be done, the House of Representatives can orig- 
inate a treaty. ; 

The House of Representatives, when England, for instance, has 
signified her assent by an act of Parliament, or in any other way, 
can pass a joint resolution saying there shall be such and such an 
agreement 3 this country and another coun It can pass 
the House of Representatives; it can come to the Senate; it can 
receive a majority of each; and it can go to the President and re- 
ceive his disapproval. It can go back to the House of 1 
tives and get two-thirds in that body, and come to this body and 
get two-thirds in this body, and we have a treaty absolutely over 
and above the consent of the President. 

Do not let Senators confuse this proposition. It can not be said 
that at last it would rest with the ident whether he would 
roclaim that treaty, because, if this form is adopted, it becomes 
law. and law binds the President as well as everybody else. 
Whenever he disapproves it, and it is passed by a two-thirds vote 
of the House of Representatives and a two-thirds vote of the Sen- 
ate, it is a law which binds him, and it would be an impeachable 
offense in him if he refused to carry it out. ta 

On the contrary, in the manner prescribed by the Constitution, 
he is part of the treaty-making power. A treaty is not lg oer | 
until he himself proclaims it as a treaty. It may be even ratifi 
by the Senate and he can withdraw his approval, for there is 
nothing that makes it law until he does proclaim it; but when 
you put itin the form of a joint resolution or a statute it becomes 
law whenever it has what the Constitution says shall be requisite 
to make a law, and it is then as binding on him as on anyone else. 

So I say there is no escape from the proposition thatif that which 
in its essential character is a treaty can be enacted in the form of 
a statute or a joint resolution, it is perfectly practicable to havea 
treaty in its essence and substance which the President of the 
United States not only has not initiated, not only has not approved, 
but which he has distinctly disapproved. : 

Mr. President, I am defending this great prerogative of the 
President as well as that of the Senate. His is the principal pre- 
rogative, and the prerogative of the Senate is an incident to it. 
If this precedent can be established, it will return in an evil hour 
to plague the President as well as the Senate. 

Mr. 3 this is a very serious consideration; and it is the 
duty of all of us to maintain every provision in the Constitution. 
It is doubly the duty of Senators to see that they do not absolutely 
abdicate the power which the Constitution confers on the Senate; 
and I can not, for the life of me, see any escape from the argu- 
ment that, if this method is constitutional, then, wherever the 
assent of a foreign government can be gotten in another way, 
practically a treaty can be made without the consent of two-thir 
of this body. 

Mr. President, I want to read what a great man said on this 
subject. It is not simply the fact that we abdicate our power; it 
is not simply the fact that we fail to maintain the authority which 
the Constitution gives us; it is the fact that if we permit that 
which is in substance a treaty to be enacted by anything less than 
two-thirds in this body, we violate a great principle of the Consti- 
tution and we violate the rights of the States stipulated for when 
they entered the Federal Union. 

I propose to read what George Washington said abont it. The 
House of Representatives called upon President Washington in 
1796 to lay before the House 7 8 of instructions to the ministers 
of the United States who had negotiated a treaty with Great 
Britain, and the President, replying to the House of Representa- 
tives, asserts the power of the President and of the Senate to the 
exclusive control of all matters which are treaties, and gives the 


reasons for it. Iread from the first volume of Messages and Pa- 
pers of the Presidents, by RICHARDSON, page 194: 

UNITED STATES, March 30, 1796. 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

With the utmost attention I have considered your resolution of the 24th 
instant, requesting me to lay before your Housea ony of the instructionsto 
the minister of the United States who negotiated the treaty with the King 
of Great Britain, together with the . and other documents 
relative to that treaty, excepting such of the said papers as any e 
3 may render imp T to be disclosed. 

n deliberating upon this . it was impossible for me to lose sight of 
the principle which some have av oed in its on, or to avoid exten 
nok id tothe consequences which must flow from the on of thai 
principle. 


The very principle now under discussion, 


I trust that no part of my conduct has everindicated a disposition to with- 
hold any information which the Constitution has enjoined upon the Presi- 
dent as a duty to give or which could be required of him by either House of 
Congress asa right; and with truth I affirm that it has been, as it will con- 
tinue to be while I have the honor to preside in the Government, my con- 
stant endeavor to harmonize with the other branches thereof so far as the 
trust delegated to me by the people of the United States and my sense of the 
8 hz imposes to “ preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution” 
will perm: 

The nature of foreign negotiations uires caution, and their success 
must often depend on secrecy; and even when ates, oe toa conclusion a full 
isclosure of all the measures, demands, or eventual concessions which ma: 
have been proposed or contemplated would be extremely impolitic, for this 
might have a pernicious influence on future negotiations or produce immedi- 
ate inconveniences, perhaps danger and mischief, in relation to other powers. 

The necessity of such caution and secrecy was one cogent reason for vest- 
ing the power of making treaties in the President, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, the principle on which that body was formed confining it 
to a small number of members. To admit, then, a right in the House of Rep- 
resentatives to demand and to have, as a matter of course, all the papers re- 
specting a eee with a foreign power would be to establish a danger- 
ous pr ent. 

It does not occur that the inspection of the papers asked for can be relative 
to any purpose under the ce of the House of Representatives, ex- 
cept that of an impeachment, which the resolution has not expresse 
repeat that I have no disposition to withhold any information which the 
duty of my station will permit or the W good shall require to be dis- 

osed; and, in fact, all the papers affecting the negotiation with Great Brit- 
ain were laid before the Senate when the treaty itself was communicated 


for their consideration and advice. 


Mr, President, I ask the attention of every Senator to what Iam 
now about to read, because that which is to follow is that which 
85 in view when I proposed to read this communication to the 

nate: 

The course which the debate has taken on the resolution of the House leads 
to some observations on the mode of making treaties under the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Having been a member of the general convention, and knowing the prin- 
ciples on which the Constitution was formed, I have ever entertained but 
one opinion on this subject; and from the first establishment of the Govern- 
ment to this moment my conduct has 5 that opinion—that the 
power of making treaties is exclusively vested in the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, provided two-thirds of the Senators 
present concur; and that every treaty so made and promulgated thencefor- 
ward became the law of the land. 

It is thus that the 3 power has been understood by foreign 
nations, and in all the treaties e with them we have declared and they 
have believed that, when ratified by the President, with the advice and çon- . 
sent of the Senate, they became obligatory. In this construction of the 
Constitution, every House of Representatives has heretofore acquiesced, and 
until the present time not a doubt or suspicion has appeared, to my knowl- 
edge, that this construction was not the true one. Nay, they have more than 
acqu. ; for till now, without controverting the obliga on of such treat- 
ies. they have made all the requisite prorsns for carrying them into effect. 

There is also reason to believe that this construction agrees with the opin- 
ions entertained by the State conventions when they were deliberating on 
the Constitution, especially oF those who objected to it because there was not 
required in commercial treaties the consent of two-thirds of the whole num- 
ber of the members of the Senate, instead of two-thirds of the Senators pres- 
ent, and because in treaties 8 territorial and certain other Tights 
and claims the concurrence of ourths of the whole number of the 
members of both Houses, respectively, was not made necessary. 

As stated by him, some States objected to the ratification of the 
Constitution because when it came to the question of the acqui- 
sition of territory the votes of three-fourths both of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives were not required. Then he 
goes on to say: 

It is a fact declared by the general convention and universally understood 
that the Constitution of the United States was the result of a spirit of amity 
and mutual concession; and it is well known that under this influence the 
smaller States were admitted to an equal representation in the Senate with 
the larger States, and that this branch of the Government was invested with 
great powers, for on the equal 8 of those powers the sovereignt 
and political safety of the smaller States were deeme: essentially to depen 

lf other proofs than these and the plain letter of the Constitution itself be 
necessary to ascertain the point under consideration, they may be found in 
the journals of the general convention, which I have deposited in the office 
of the Department of State. In those journals it will appear that a p i- 
tion was made “that no treaty should be binding on the United States Which 
was not ratified by a law,“ and that the proposition was explicitly rejected. 

In other words, it appears by the journals of the convention 
which framed the Constitution of the United States that there 
was a proposition that if the President and the Senate made a 
treaty it should not be binding until an act of Congress approved it, 
and that proposition was explicitly rejected. Thatis what George 
Washington said about it. 

The concluding sentence is as follows: À 

As, therefore, it is perfectly clear to my understanding that the assent of 
the House of 5 is not necessary to the validity of a treaty; 
as the treaty with Great Britain exhibits in itself all the objects requiring 
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legisla and on the a papers cole’ for can throw no light, 
of the Government that the 
ei fang mace ig nage er Ko ＋ 


GO. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. President, I desire that Senators will mark the peculiar 
significance of this utterance by Washington. The distinct ques- 
tion which he was having under consideration was whether the 
House of Representatives had the right to any consideration 
whatever of the subject-matter of a treaty. They had called on 


him for information with reference to a treaty, and he had stated 


to them, practically, It is none of your business; that is a mat- 
ter which belongs to the President and to the Senate, and does 
not belong to the House of Representatives.” 

I confess that I am utterly unable to understand how anyone 
can possibly get away from the proposition which I have submit- 
ted, which is, that if what is here contended for islegal, whenever 
a treaty is rejected by the Senate because it can not get a two-thirds 
vote, and whenever the project can command the assent of a for- 
eign government, a majority of the Senate and a majority of the 
House of Representatives, with the a al of the President, = 
treaty thus rejected by two-thirds of the Senate can be enac 
into 
gives to the President and two-thirds of the Senate the treaty- 
making power is not worth od pa ip or the ink which it has taken 
to express it; it can be nullified at will. : 

Mr. President, it is contrary to every rule of construction that 
such a construction shall be put upon any constitutional provi- 
sion as will enable it to be utterly nullified and made of no effect, 
The strongest argument which you can make against any con- 
struction of any provision of any constitution or any law is that 
uy construction wes ered it. a otara barre emia 

t many people, 8 an ve jum a con- 
clusion as to the power of Con, on what occurred in the ad- 
mission of the State of Texas, There-is no doubt that Texas was 
admitted by a joint resolution, but it is equally undoubted that it 
was admitted under the express grant of power in the Constitution 
given to Congress to admit new States, and that the claim that 
there was no power in Congress to negotiate what in substance 
would be a treaty was absolutely disavowed by the men who were 
most prominent in effecting it. $ ; : g 

I have here the Con onal Globe, in which there is a discus- 
sion in the Senate at the time the resolutions were under consid- 
eration for the 3 srs ol Minimin degen’ I read sed the 
speech of Robert J. of Mississippi, who was not only a 
very able man, so recognized throughout the length and th 
of this country, a man of very great learning, of admitted promi- 
nence, but one of the most earnest advocates for the — of 
the resolutions by which Texas was admitted into the Union. I 
read from the Congressional Globe, second session Twenty-eighth 
Congress, page 246: 8 


Mr, Walker said that he was rejoiced that the great American question of 
the reannexation of Texas was 


presented on all hands on a conas 
on which it was placed originally by him (Mr. Walker) in his Texas letter of 


18H. 
He (Mr. Walker) then more than a year since, to admit Texas 
{ proposed, m of under that clause of the 
s Congress to admit new States into the Union. 
then existing territory, but was without 
framers of the Constitution had xen 


limitation; and the refused to 
limit the general power contained in this clause to the tory then em- 
braced within the Union. 


The generai power, then, was in express words, and no man has a right to 
interpalate 8 and especially restrictions which the framers of the 
Constitution had rejected. But when this mode of admitting Texas as a 
State by Congress was suggested by him (Mr. Walker) in January, J844, he 
was held up as the author of a new —— unwarranted by authority 
or precedent. Sir, said Mr. W., Mr. one of the founders 
of the Constitution, had expressly sanctioned this mode —.— area 


Congress out of foreign territory: and one of the most dis 
9 of the Supreme Court of the United States had expressed a similar 
opinia, all a he (Mr. W.) would ghow in due time. opinion was 
jen 
North Carolina, Vermont, Rhode Island, and the Florida es of Loni- 
siana were admitted into the Union as States or of foreign States by the 


In tlie case of Rh 


was treated as such by Con for several years, and duties were 

et treated in ee 25 — 4 d by the adoption of 
was eve as a fore an e oi 

the Constitution and her with the confederacy she became a for- 

eign state and was admitted as such by Congress, the same ques so 

far as constitutional power is concerned, whether had a 


state two years or two hundred years, when she was admitted by Congres 
a State of the Union. d by 


I read on page 361 of the same volume from Mr. Buchanan: 


Mr. Buchanan said he might have assumed the privilege of reply. which 
to him from the position he occupied on the Committee on Forei 

Rela but he waived it. Not because the arguments on the other side 
had not been exceedingly ingenious and plausible and urged with t abil- 
ity, but because all the reasoning and ingenuity in the world not abol- 
ish the plain lan; e of the Constitution, which that “ New States 

t be admitted by Congress into the Union.” But what new States? 

© convention had answered that question in letters of 1 
the proposed limitation of this grant which would have to States 


w. If that is so, the provision in the Constitution which | body 


lawfully arising within the United States. The clause was introduced with 
this pestearen, and after full discussion, 
without limitation or eee of any hind Fus the pine 

Mr. President, I could go on and cite innumerable utterances 
from the Senators and Representatives who were active in that 
debate to show that while in some instances there were proposi- 
tions looking to enact what really would have been a treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Republic of Texas, they were all 
abandoned, and the advocacy of them was abandoned and the ad- 
mission of Texas put exclusively on the ground that she was ad- 
mitted as a State under the provision in the Constitution which 
specifically authorizes Congress to admit States, 

The President and two-thirds of the Senate could not admit a 
State. A State could not be admitted by treaty. A State can 
only be admitted by act of Congress, and the of the 
United States in passing the law which did admit Texas did not 
annex Texas and did not acquire one single foot of foreign terri- 
tory. It admitted Texas as a State, and Texas herself reserved 
every inch of territory within her borders, 

This question was again under consideration twenty-five years 
after that in this Chamber. That discussion occurred in the old 
Chamber, but in this Chamber twenty-five years ago or more, 
twenty-eight years ago, when there were as great lawyers in this 

as ever graced it, this very question was again under dis- 
cussion, when the question of the annexation of Santo Domingo 
was before the Senate, 

There had been a treaty negotiated by the President with the 
Dominican Government which had been rejected by the Senate, 
and the President had sent a m e to Congress in which, while 
he did not recommend the annexation of the island, he used lan- 
guage that indicated that such was the design; and upon a rese- 

ution which was introduced to send commissioners for the pur- 
pose of getting certain information this debate came up, and this 
question was di by the great lawyers then in the Senate as 
to ese a or not by joint resolution foreign territory could be 
anne 

‘In the Senate were such men as mter and Conklin and 
Thurman and Edmunds and Morton and Garret Davis and Sum- 
ner, and every utterance that there was, was either in accordance 
with the doctrine which I have stated here or else was an utter 
failure to t the challenge when it was laid down to them 
that that was the doctrine, 

Mr. President, what was good law in 1844 and 1870 is good law 
now. What such men as Carpenter and Sumner and unds 
and Thurman pode i 5 5 tere we — ae go far 2 in 
recognizing as W, for I repeat no greater lawyers have ever 
been members of the Senate of the United States. I do not pre- 
tend that each one of the lawyers whose names I have mentioned 
gave distinct utterance to the pr ition I make, but I do say 
that it was given distinct utterance in the debate, and that in that 
debate Thurman, Garret Davis, Sumner, Morton, Edmunds, and 
aot epep t but thi cipated in the deba | 

ot only were they present but they participa‘ n the debate, 
and while the doctrine was boldly avowed by some, it was denied 
by at eon 8 g hetig by aua tiy ee a the Con- 
gressio: obe, , third session, Forty-first gress, page 
193, what Jud f said on the subject. If ever there was 
a man in this Chamber who was recognized by everybody, not only 
in this body but outside, as a great lawyer that man was Thurman. 
If ever there was a man who cast a doubt on the question as to 
his standing in the very front rank of lawyers I never heard him, 
Here is what he said: 


Mr. THURMAN. I epee! sir, it is proper enough for me to say, for I think 


the President himself says it in his annual Seaca that a treaty was negoti- 
ated for the annexation of Dominica tothe United States, and that that treaty 


to receive the requisite votes in favor of its ratification, thus disclos- 
ing the fact that between the President of the United States and the Senate 
there is a direct opposition of opinion upon the subject of this acquisition. 


Certainly directly parallel to the case we now have before us. 


Now, not willing to defer to the opinion of the Senator—and I do not sa: 


that in order to blame him; he has a right to his own opinion—the Preside 
with very earnestness, urges 


m 
great v Congress and u the country the 

desirableness of this acquisition, and apes 80 far as to — the mode 

which ica may be annexed. Seeing that it is not likely to be annex 


under the treaty-making power for want of the requisite support in the Sen- 


posed | ate, he suggests that it may be annexed by joint resolution, as in the case of 


Texas; and it is with a view to carry out, no doubt, the wishes or opinions of 
the President in this particular that the Senator from Indiana has introduced 
the joint resolution. 

I repeat that the joint resolution which was introduced was not 
for annexation, but for the purpose of sending parties there to get 
information. The discussion, however, proceeded upon the ground 
that that was the object. i 

Mr. PASCO. A preliminary step to it. 

Mr. BACON. A preliminary step toit, and, therefore, Mr. Thur- 
man comes to the discussion as to whether or not that could be 
done. If it could not be done, why the preliminary step? Hewas 
opposing the preliminary step. 

Now, the first thing that strikes me is this: Is the Senate ready to recede 


from its position? Is Senate willing to ratify a treaty for the annexation 
of Dominica, or is the Senate ready to annex Dominica by joint resolutiont 
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And in that connection I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate to the 
Listen, This is what Thurman, this great lawyer, said: 


— to the United States, but thatterritory belonging to a foreign power 


I am now answering the question of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ELKINS] by reading to him what Mr. Thurman said. 

It was upon that doctrine that the resolution in the case of Texas was 
passed. But no one has ever pretended— 


This is very strong language, because he had reference to the 
former debate in 1844— 


that you could by joint resolution annex territory as a Territory without 
admitting it as a State. Then, if a treaty is to be abandoned, the proposition 
which is before the Senate is, Is this Senate prepared to annex Dominica in 
its present condition? - 
è + * * x n + 
Nobody, I think, has tho least idea that any treaty for its annexation can 
be ratified. This Senate is not so ignorant that it not know every essen- 
tial thing in this resolution when it voted onthe treaty. It would be to stul- 
tify ourselves to say that there is one single material epee? in all this reso- 
lu that was not known to the Senate when it vo on the treaty; and 
unless the Senators who were to that treaty are willing to recede 
opposition and ratify a treaty that may be formed, it follows that 
this resolution can only be put forward with the view of annexing Dominica 
by ee ae | that, as I said before, you can not do unless you are 
g to take her in as a State. 


That is what Allen G. Thurman said in this Chamber in the ti 


year 1870. 

I say again that no man on this floor, I think, has the least idea that a 
treaty of annexation can receive the requisite number of votes for its ratifi- 
cation, and therefore—and I can not, perhaps, repeat it too often—the only 
question is, Will you annex Dominica as a State? 

In the same debate Garrett Davis, of Kentucky, on the same 
day used language which I will quote. I ask the attention of 
Senators particularly to this, because Garrett Davis, in the course 
of his speech, said he was a member of the House at the time the 
a resolution was passed. Iread now from thesame volume, 
page 195: - 

The question so remained, and that was the judgment of the American 
people untilthe ition to annex Texas was nted to the consideration 
A Conatouk an the le of the United There was a treaty first 
negotiated by Mr. oun for the acquisition of Texas, and that treaty was 
aid by Eresitiont Trio betore the Sadata for ite action, either of ratification 
or rejection. The treaty was rejected by the action of the Senate. After 
that action a joint resolution was introduced toannex Texas as a State of the 
Union—not as a Territory, but as a State of the Union: and the only power 
that was relied u ae ana Are, cher E S ters t single 
ee oe tion which authorizes Congress to admit States into 

Union. It was my fortune at that time to be a member of the House of 
Representatives. 


Going on, then, to discuss the message of the President, and 
coming to the point that he really attempted to annex it by joint 
resolution, Senator Davis used this language, on the same page: 

eaae a pO E the President; that is his recommendation; that is 
his ves ngs wr t is in furtherance of that proposition, as I understand, 
thay joint resolution has been introduced. It is simply to take up this 
furtive, 3 88 the 3 to be * 8 
authori Constitu an rverting and usurpi powers by 

— the prerogative rg the treaty-making power in admitting 
into the Union as a Territory territory that now forms part of a foreign 
country. It is to forward and give impetus, ene Dome to this 
covert and monstrous | can water om that this resolution is in uced. 

Are Senators read subordinate the power of the Senate to such a pur- 

to suchaproject? Su the honorable Senator from Indiana should 
Tesredece a t resolution to-morrow “ i 


that the country called Dominica, a 
of the island of San be, and the same is hereby, annexed to the 
Territory — 


nited States of America as a part of the 

Just the resolution you have here— 
where is the Senator— 

Said this Senator, speaking in the presence of such men as those 
‘whose names I have called here to-day— 

Where is the Senator who would stand up and avow his willingness to 
support such a proposition? 

And nobody answered then or at any other time in that debate, 
It was denounced, scouted, and yet there was no man in the Sen- 
ate at that day who would say he favored such a proposition or 
would defend the right of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate to pass a law under such circumstances and to such effect. 


And yeti 8 
and a better chance of mucous is te to TAMA to the nek Dart at the 
President that, I understand, this resolution will operate. I donot say that 
that is the motive with which it is introduced; but I say that will be the 
and the only effect, of the passage of such a resolu’ 
Mr. STEWART. From whom does the Senator read? 
Mr. BACON. From the speech of Garrett Davis. I had read 
5 speech of Allen G. Thurman. The Senator 
Nevada was not present. 
Mr. STEWART. I can cite the Senator to others. 
Mr. BACON. I have no doubt the Senator would be very much 


edified by reading them, and if the Senator had pointed them out 
to me before I began I would have taken in reading 
them; but as it is I have trespassed so largely upon the time of 
the Senate that I hope that will be allowed to pass by. 

Mr. STEWART. They are not in line with the Senator's argu- 
ment. 

Mr. BACON. I presume the Senator will read them. He read 
us a book the other day. 2 

wis Homan gentlemen who believe that the Constitution does not author- 
ize a resolution as that—to mire foreign territory, not to admit it as 
FFF 
this resolution the least countenance, when its only „ 
monstrous and unconstitutional project? 

ay ee that the debate that day was participated in by Thur- 
man, Davis, Sumner, Morton, Edmunds, and bull, and that 
in the face of such enunciation and in the face of such denuncia- 
tion there was no man in the Senate to rise upand say, “ You are 
wrong; we can do this by joint resolution.” On the contrary, 
they all acquiesced in it. 

There is a very significant fact connected with this matter. 
This, as was stated by Garret Davis, was a pet project of the 
President of the United States, That President was Ulysses S. 
Grant, the very idol of the country at that time certainly. In this 
bedy were those who were his extreme partisans, and yet while 
the suggestion thatit was his purpose to have a joint resolution 
passed to annex Dominica was denounced in this body, we do not 
tind one single man who would defend the doctrine that there 
could be any right by a joint resolution to annex Dominica. 

Vr. TELLER. It was denied that there was any such proposi- 
on. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator from Colorado certainly is not can- 
did in that suggestion. The proposition before the Senate was 
what was stated by Mr, Thurman to be a preliminary step to that 
roposition. It was avowed by Mr. Thurman that the resolution 
fore the Senate was a preliminary step to a joint resolution by 
which Dominica could be annexed to United States, and he 
distinctly stated it, and he stated that his opposition to it was that 
the second step could not legally be taken, that there could be no 
such thing as annexation of Dominica by joint resolution, and 
that therefore it would be foolish to take the preliminary step 
and incur the expense of making an investigation unless it was 
going to be admitted as a State, which nobody claimed. 

Mr. FORAKER, I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia 
whether or not he deems it conclusive that Senators who were in 
their seats conceded the correctness of the 3 advanced 
of Senators on the floor when they did not to take issue with 


em? P 

Mr. BACON. Iwill not say a Senator who was in his seat, but 
I do say that when Senators participated in the debate on that 
particular proposition, when that was the question involved and 
upon which and around which the discussion revolved, when Sen- 
ators did not take issue with it, it was equivalent to saying that 
they could not successfully do so. . ~ 

„Mr. FORAKER. I simply desire to place on record the nega- 

tive of that proposition. ery day we sit here and to-day we 
have sat here and heard propositions advanced which Senators 
who are in their seats do not agree with and the correctness of 
which they do not concede. We do not take issue simply because 
we do not wish to break the continuity of thought, the logical ar- 


5 nes n 
e à 
At the proper time we may ha 


ro ve something to say in answer to 
ae ore of the Senator from Georgia. I as one, in view 
of the position taken, want to say now that while I agree with a 
great many of the itions of the Senator from Coe Ido 
not at all agree with some of them. I think there is a f y un- 
derlying his whole argument which disposes of all of it whenever 
it is presented; and at the proper time it will be presented. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator thinks that, I hope the avowed 
pegon of those who sympathize with him, not to be heard in this 

ebate, may be changed, and that we may hear from him and 
other Senators; and I think we will before we get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a question of policy in debate whether 
or not every proposition that is advanced shall be met in argu- 
ment. Sometimes there are other considerations than the mere 
meeting of argument that may uoe Senators to sit still and 
allow a Senator to proceed. I want to register my protest 
against is, it being taken for granted that because we do sit still 
and listen to the Senator with pleasure, as we always do, for heis 
always entertaining, we are on that account to be presumed tobe 
in accord with everything he expresses, 

Mr. BACON. Pleasepardonme. Iamnearlythrough. Ihave 
not taken any such eee I have not said that Senators who 
were t upon occasion and who did not participate in 
the debate were to be taken as acceding to the propositions made, 
but I haye said—this was an isolated proposition—that Senators 
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who participated in the debate and who failed to take issue with 
it virtually conceded it. 

Mr. President, I certainly did not expect to popr so much of 
the time of the Senate, and it is fortunate that I said in the begin- 
ning that I did not intend to go into a discussion of the merits of 
the question, I desire to submit to the Senate what I consider to 
be a very grave question. It is a question, if we pass this joint 
resolution, not only of one revolution, but of two revolutions. If 
we pass the joint resolution we enter upon a revolution which 
shall conyert this country from a peaceful country into a warlike 
country. If we pass the joint resolution, we revolutionize this 
country from one engaged in its own concerns into one which 
shall immediately proceed to intermeddle with the concerns of all 
the world. If we pass this joint resolution we inaugurate a revolu- 
tion which shall convert this country from one designed for the ad- 
vancement and the prosperity and the happiness of our citizens 
into one which shall seek its gratification in dominion and domina- 
tion and foreign acquisition. Mr. President, if we pass the joint 
resolution we have entered upon a revolution which shall change 
the entire character of the Government, which is a government of 
equals, a government solely for the benefit of its citizens, into a 
government in which the flag shall float over communities that we 
would never agree should be equals with us in this Government. 

That is a great enough revolution, Mr. President, but if we pass 
the joint resolution, we have entered upon a revolution which I 
consider greater and more to be objected to than that; thatisa 
revolution where, because the majority has the power, it will in 
this body surrender the great function which the Constitution 
gives to the President of the United States, and also to us as a 

art of the treaty-making power, and we have entered upon a 

eld where the restraints of the Constitution are no longer to be 
observed and where the will of the majority shall obtain regard- 
less of constitutional restrictions. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest, if there is nothing else pressing at this 
moment, that if anyone desires that the Senate shall proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, I will make that motion; 
otherwise I will move to adjourn. I suggest to the Senator from 
Minnesota that we have two able presentations of the matter 
to-day, the first day it has been considered, and it is now not far 
from 5 o'clock. 

Mr. DAVIS. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER, Before the motion is put I wish to make a sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. WHITE. I have made no motion at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to debate the question, but I 
wish to say that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] who has 
just taken his seat has assumed in his discussion of this question 
that there is some constitutional provision requiring the admis- 
sion of territory by treaty. There is the fallacy, if I may say so, 
of his whole argument. He has proceeded upon the basis that we 
could only — property by treaty, and therefore that an act 
of Congress which did acquire property was equivalent to a treaty 
and an inyasion of the constitutional prerogative of the President 
and the Senate. 3 

There is nothing whatever in that contention. There is no pro- 
vision in the Constitution anywhere which can be tortured into a 
suggestion that property may not be acquired by an act any more 
than there is that it may not be acquired by the strong hand of 
war. We have heard from time to time the same argument made 
to-day. Itwas asserted for many years and asserted in the House 
of Representatives with great force by Josiah Quincy in 1811 that 
that provision of the Constitution which allowed the Government 
of the United States to take in Territories was confined to Territo- 
ries belonging to the United States. He declared on the question 
of the admission of Louisiana, which was then before the House, 
that if it was admitted, it would be the disruption of the States, 
and he declared that it would be the duty of some of the States to 
move in that direction, or words to that effect. 

The right of Jefferson (and Jefferson himself had some doubt 
upon it, it seems) to acquire territory by treaty or in any other 
way was denied. It seems to me we fail to see what I think every- 

y ought to recognize, that it is the right of every sovereign 
power, every nation, to add toits territory whenever it sees fit. I 
assert here that the Government of the United States may add 
territory to territory without any constitutional provision what- 
ever, and that must have been understood by the fathers, because 
that was a recognized power of sovereignty which they could not 
have overlooked; andif 11 had not intended at the time that that 
should be done, they would have provided against it. They did 
not provide against it, and in the very beginning of our adminis- 
tration of public affairs we took in the Louisiana purchase. 

I doubt whether there was anybody in the country who doubted 
that power to take in under some conditions. Mr. Jefferson 
doubted his power to take it in by treaty. In the Congress pre- 
ceding his act there had been an appropriation of $2,000,000 for 
the p of purchasing a portion of the territory or purchas- 


ing rights in the territory, one or the other, or both. I do not 
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remember the exact lan . I tried to turn to it, but I 
not, although I have rear it. i = 


Mr. DAVIS. It was a os to purchase that portion of 
Louisiana lying east of the Mississippi River. 
Mr. TELLER. Yes; that was it. It was settling a conflict that 


was always arising between us and the people of that section, 
Congress appropriated $2,000,000. That might have been consid- 
ered, so far as President Jefferson was concerned, a legislative 
declaration of the extent that we were willing to go, but instead 
of that he takes in the whole of the Louisiana country and agrees 
to pay $13,000,000 in addition, which was a tremendous sum when 
you consider the poverty of the country at that time. It was 
probably as great in real expense to the nation as the present war 
will be to us before we get through. 

The Louisiana purchase brought on in this country a determined 
fight. We were told the same thing that the Senator from Geor- 
gia closed his speech by saying, that it is a revolution; that you 
are commencing now to do something that you will not be able 
to restrain yourselves from doing, and that you will take in some 
country, and that while this may not be very bad, you will ulti- 
mately take in some country that will have a population very 
diverse from ours, and therefore great harm may come. All 
that was heard in the House of Representatives with ten times 
the venom that you will hear it here now. Theopponents of Jef- 
ferson went to work and figured it up in the 2 press. They 
said if you had piled one dollar on the other of the $15,000,000, it 
would reach to the very heavens. They estimated how many 
wagons if would take to carry the $15,000,000 of silver, All the 
press of the country in opposition to Jefferson teemed with these 
1 He was char with corruption in it, and all those 

ings. 

Mr. President, does anybody doubt to-day, if we had failed to 
make that acquisition, but that we would have been a little, one- 
horse power, surrounded on the south as we are on the north, de- 
barred from going to the Pacific coast, limited in our area? What 
rows have been our condition then compared with our condition 
now 

When we took Texas, we heard the same howl, not from the 
Democratic party, that is coming up from some portion of it to- 
day, but from everybody who did not want to see that section of 
the country strengthened, and from the same class of men who are 
now complaining that the country would be so big that it would 
break down. 

After the war we mighthaye taken it from Mexico without paying 
a dollar. When we entered into an arrangement to take it from 
Mexico and pay for it, you heard the same complaint then that 
you hear now. It fell pretty quickly when they discovered that 
there were untold quantities of gold there. After the American 
people began to go out there to get it there was very little said 
about it. You had the same complaint when Florida was an- 
nexed. You have not annexed a footof ground that this cry has 
not been heard. You had it when you annexed Alaska. 

In the first place, there is nothing in this constitutional argu- 
ment at all, in my judgment, with all deference to the Senator 
from Georgia. He assumes premises that are false, and his con- 
clusions, of course, must be false because his premises are false, 
or they are liable to be at least. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to debate this subject. I have 
said I would not, and I will not in extenso. But I want to say 
that I am not one of those who are afraid that the common sense 
and the patriotism of the American people will not restrain them 
from the acquisition of any undesirable territory, It is a reflec- 
tion upon the American people to say that they can not trust 
themselves. I do not know what this war is to present to us. 
I confess I would not myself have felt unkindly disposed toward 
the postponement of this discussion until we could see to what we 
are brought and what great questions are presented to us. 

But there is one thing certain; we have the same power as a 
nation that any other nation that flies its flag has, and you can 
not make the American people believe that the Government of the 
United States is not as capable of exercising the power of govern- 
ment in the Philippine Islands as any government in the world; 
that she can not give to those people a government infinitely better 
than they have had there for two hundred years. You can not 
make the American people believe that American liberty carried 
by our votes here, supported by this great nations of ours, will be 
a harm to the people who are asked to take their share in it. 

Mr. President, if we have a mission to free Cuba, we have a mis- 
sion to give to them a government if they do not have it; we have 
a mission if it is ours to step in there and say to Spain: Get out, 
because you are incapable of managing the affairs here in accord- 
ance with the interests of the people.” If it is our mission to do 
that, it will be our mission when we have done it to give them a 
government that shall secure to them the blessingsof freedom, for 
which this country was established and for which it has stood be- 
fore the world for more than a hundred years, 

I hear with no degree of complacency people say, You are 
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incapable as a republic of managing a colony—of managing terri- 
tory not adjacent.” Mr. President, the best hour that the world 
saw under Roman power was when it was arepublic. The best 

vernment the world ever got under Roman infiuence was when 
it had not a Cesar at its head, but when it had a republican form 
of government. If any people in the world are capable of main- 
taining colonies, it is a republic, or else a republic is a failure and 
monarchy or absolutism is better. 

Do the American people believe it? No, Mr. President, they do 
not. I do not know what will be done when this war is over, but 
I will tell you what I believe, yet not wishing to take up and dis- 
cuss mooted questions. I believe that wherever our flag flies by 
right of conquest or by the consent of the people who will let it be 
put up, there it will remain, and the party or the men who pro- 

to take it down will reckon with the great body of the Amer- 


kan people, who believe that it is the best flag and the best Gov- | E 


ernment, better calculated to bring peace and prosperity to men 
than any other flag and Government under the sky. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, when I rose before I made no 
motion. I made a suggestion, expecting that there would be no 
opposition to it. From the conversation or debate which was 
had upon the floor to-day during the time when the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] first occupied it, I presumed there would be 


no objection. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis] what his wish is in connection with this discussion? 
Mr. DAV. Mr. President, I think the discussion should pro- 


ceed until at least half past 5 o'clock. 

Mr. WHITE. We are not ready to proceed to-night any further 
with the discussion. It is ten minutes to 5. We have debated 
it quite fully, and I regard the = 6f the Senator from Min- 
nesota as unreasonable. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. Were he pres- 
ent, he would vote on all these questions with the majority in this 
Chamber, and I will therefore vote, I make this announcement 
once for all. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name was called). I desire 
~ tostate that my colleague [Mr. Quay] is absent, but is paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware . GRAY], who is also absent. 
Were my colleague present, he would vote with the majority upon 
this question. : A 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. He is absent, and I re- 
frain from voting. 

Mr. TILLMAN Slows his name was called), Iam with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. He being absent, 
I withhold my vote, 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay,” 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Iin- 
gore 8 1 whether the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 

vo 

= . T. The senior Senator from Texas has 
not vo 

Mr. GALLINGER, I am paired with that Senator, and will 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the aair). Iam 
with e junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], and wi 
my vote. 

. FAIRBANKS, I desire to state that the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. Piatt] is necessarily absent. He is pai 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr, MURPHY]. 

Mr. MALLORY (after having voted in the affirmative), Iam 
pe with the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], and 

desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it will be agreeable to the Senator from 
3 I suggest that we transfer our pairs so that we may both 
vote. 

Mr. MALLORY. It will be . to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired wi e Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Mints] and the Senator from Florida is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. We transfer our pairs, I 
vote ‘‘nay.” A 

Mr. MALLORY. I vote “yea,” 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to state that the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. 1. is confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. GAL GER. Iwill announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CHANDLER] is unavoidably absent from the city, and is paired 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MCENERY]. 

Mr. BURROWS, I understand that the Senator from Colorado 
eo is absent and unpaired. If there is no objection, 


draw 
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Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] and the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Worcorr] will stand paired, I vote “nay.” r 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 44; as follows: 
YEAS-15. 


Bacon, Chilton, Mallory, Turley, 
Bate, f Pasco, er, 
Berry, Cockrell, Pettigrew, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. R 
NAYS—4. 

Aldrich, Foraker, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Allison, e, Lindsay, wlins, 
Baker, G ger, ge, Sewell, 
Burrows, Gorman, McLaurin, Shoup, 
Cannon, Hale, cMillan, Spooner, 
Carter, Hanna, Money, Stewart, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Cullom, 2 arren, 
Davis, Hawiy, Perkins, Wellington, 

kins, Heitfeld, Pettus, Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, oar, Platt, Conn. ilson. 

NOT VOTING—J. 

Allen, Jones, Ney. Mitchell, Sullivan, 
Caffery, Kenney, Morrill, Thurston, 
Chandler, McBride, Murphy, ‘Tillman, 
Daniel, McEnery, elson, Turpie, 
Deboe, Mantle, Platt, N. Y. Vest, 
Faulkner, Martin, tor, Wolcott. 

ear, Mason, Quay, 
Gray, Mills, Smi 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. WHITE. As I remarked when I took the floor a moment 
ago, it struck me that for an initial day we have done pretty well. 
I still think so, $ 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to take the floor myself the first thing in 
the morning. I did not feel like doing it bigs and I do not 
intend to speak this evening. I suggest to the Senator from 
Minnesota, especially in view of the fact that we have sat here 
to-day a great deal of the time without a quorum and without any 
suggestion from us, and while we are making no concessions of 
any kind at all, but are simply asking for what we think should 
be right and fair, that there should be no opposition to a motion 
either to adjourn or to go into executive session. Of course we 
have just voted upon the adjournment question, but I am not 
especially anxious about that. I shall be prepared to go on to- 
morrow and desire to do so. No one else seems to be ready to go 
on to-night. I will not make the motion myself, but I suggest to 
the Senator from Minnesota that perhaps it might not impede 
1 Peary if he made the motion. 

DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Minnesota if he will not 
allow half an hour to be spent in the consideration of the bank- 
ruptcy bill? 

. TELLER and others. Oh, not to-night. 

Mr. MoMILLAN, Will the Senator allow me to present a con- 
ference report? . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest that a number 
of House bills and other matters are to be laid before the Senate. 
Does the Senator from Minnesota insist on his motion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly not. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOAR, If I can have the attention of the Senate, I will 
state that the bankruptey measure as proposed by the conferees 
has been the result of a great deal of hard work, especially on the 
parn of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. After a great 

eal of difficulty an agreement has been reached in which the 
desire of the Senate has almost wholly prevailed. Several gentle- 
men who have previously opposed such a measure have stated to 
me that they think this is very satisfactory, and some others who 
are not prepared to support it say that nearly all their objections 
are gone. It has the right of way. 

I suppose under the rules of this body I have a right to take a 
Senator off the floor and submit the question of the consideration 
of the report. I do not propose to do that, because it is very clear 
that a majority of the Senate desires to have the matter which 
has been discussed to-day considered, but I give notice that when- 
ever a convenient time comes, when by reason of the failure of a 
Senator to be ready to speak or for any other good cause the gen- 
tlemen who are in charge of the pending joint resolution wink to 
yield the floor of the Senate for a short time,I shall avail myself 
of the first opportunity to call up that measure, and I shall re- 
main here vigilant and constant. Iam staying in the Senate at 
an enormous sacrifice to myself for the purpose of haying the con- 
ference rt considered. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
bills from the House of Representatives for reference, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, i 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A a (H. R. 247) granting an increase of pension to John 
er; 


transfer my pair to the Senator from Colorado, so that the | Doeb 
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A bill (H. R. 258) granting a pension to Margaret Wilber; 

A bill (H. R. 312) granting a pension to Ellen Wright; 
Wellen (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to George E. 

elles; 

A bill (H. R. 1045) granting a pension to Mary A. Caulfield; 

A bill (H. K. 1373) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
P. Trumbull; 

A bill (H. R. 2 on to Herman Dellit; 


201 granting a 
= bill (H. R. 2267) to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 
A bill (H. R. 2869) granting a pension to Eliza J. Mead; 

A bill (E. R. 2981) granting an increase of pension to James W. 


ackson; 
me bill (H. R. 8271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca 8. 
ter; 


A bill (H. R. 3487) for increase of pension of John W. Majors; 

A bill (H. R. 3598) granting a pension to Henrietta Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to Pauline Robbins; 
ue bill (H. R. 4001) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

ete 

A vill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 


u. Winter (H. R. 4283) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill H. R. 4315) to increase the pension of George D. Phin- 


ney; 
A bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension to Edson 


Sullivan; 
A bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Cordelia Cheney; 
A bill (H. R. 5385) granting a pension to A. C. Litchfield; 
bill (H. R. 5402) to increase the pension of Louis Hirsch; 


ill 
bill (H. R. 5762) granting an increase of pension to Joel W. 


A 
A 
resi 1 (H. R.5992) ti to Mrs. Mary A. F. 
antinga on Teeman; 
A bill (H. R. 6625) For the al pe George B. Stone; 
A bill (H. R. 6645) to increase the pension of Theodore W. Cobia; 
W d 6. R. 6714) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 

A bill (H. R. 6831) granting an increase of pension to Taylor 
McFarland; 

A bill (H. R. 6944) to pension John F. Gates; 

A bill (H. R. 7010) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary H. Harbour; 

A bill (H. R. 7362) to grant a pension to Junius Alexander; 

A bill 12 R. 7588) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


Whitm 
Wa (H. R. 8037) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 


A bill (H. R. 8280 granting a pension to Isabella Cross; 
A bill (H. R. 8266 to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons; 
A bill (E. R. 8723) granting an increase of pension to Juliette 


Harrow 
A bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase of pension to Jordan 


A "bill (H. R. 9141) granting a pension to Mrs. A. A. Pinkston; 
A bill (H. R. 9187) granting an increase of pension to Missouri 


B. Ross; 
5 bill (H. R. 9310) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
eston; 

A bill (H. R. 9593) to increase the pension of Michael Meehan; 

A bill (H. R. 9801) granting an increase of pension to Emer H. 
Aldrich; and 

A bill (H. R. 9866) granti 3 h Griffith. 

The following bills were sev y their titles and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

A bill (H. R. 638) for the relief of rea We Dunning; 

A bill (H. R. 1213) granting an honorable discharge to W. G 
Neeley, of Canon City, Colo.; 

A bill (H. R. 1778) for the relief of Wesley Van Over, late of 
Company 18. 8 on oe. York Volunteers, and 
Co ennsylvania Ca 

A bill ( (H. R. 3297) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Henry Woodward; 

Gardner be H. = 8567) to remove the charge of desertion against 

ardner 

we bill (H 4255) granting an honorable discharge to Thomas 
St; 

A bill (H. R. 6162) removing the charge of desertion from the 
record of Robert V. Han and 
Bee (H. R. 6930) for relief of and to correct record of Jacob 

vert 
THOMAS S. TEFFT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid eer, the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8299) grantin, erence with the Senate on 
Thomas S. Tefft and asking for a with the Senate on 
the voy EET votes of the two Houses thereon. 

GALLIN GER. Imove that the Senate insist on its amend- 


ment and agree fo the conference asked for by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 


5 the conferees on the of the Senate, and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr, HANSBROUGH, and Mr. MITCHELL were appointed. 
HENRY K. OPP. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill | bill (H. R. 6411) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry = = ORD and asking a conference with the reel eps on the 

votes of the two Houses thereon. 
(LINGER. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. z 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate, and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr, MITCHELL were appointed, 


GEORGE W. PALMER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (S. 125) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Palmer, which was, in line 7, to strike 
out ‘*twenty-four” — insert twenty.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the * of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to 


NANCY BARGER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4451) granting a 
pension to Nancy Barger, which was, in line 4, to strike out re- 
store to” and insert “ place on.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives ing to the report of the 
committee of conference on the (H. R. 6148) to amend the 
charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ ane Railway, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the 3 and Washington Railway 
Company, and for other purposes, further insisting on its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate, and asking for a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the further conference asked for by the House 
of Representatives. 

Aa motion was 

By unanimous consent, he Vice-President was authorized to 
5 1 5 the conferees; and Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and 
GORMAN were appointed. 
JULIA E. WARNER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4004) granting a 
pension to Julia E. Warner, which were, in line 6, to strike out 
the words ‘‘the late,” and in line 8, after the word pension,“ to 
insert at the rate. 5 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM J. WILLIAMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 8722) granting a 
pension to William J. Williams, which was, in line 7, after the 
2 „pension.“ to insert “at the rate.” 

ALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
Tekay of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN C. BROWN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3474) granting a 

nsion to John C. Brown, which were, in line 6, to strike out “of 

acoma, Wash.” and insert late of Company D, ener -fourth 
New York Volunteers, and Company H, Fifth Regiment New 
York Veteran Volunteer Infantry, otherwise known as Duryea’s 
Zouaves;” in lines 6 and 7, to strike out the words that he be 
granted and insert y him; in line 7, after the word“ pen- 
sion,” to insert at the rate;“ in lines 7 and 8, to strike out 
“$17 per month now granted him” and insert “ the 8 he 
now receives;” and to amend the title so as to read: A bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John C. Brown.“ 


v 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES E. MANN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of ap e to the bill (S. 2247) granting a 
pension to Charles E. Mann, which was, in line 7, after the word 
Volunteers,“ to insert “and pay him a pension.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS MADDEN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of N to the bill (S. 2219) granting a 
pension to Thomas Madden, which were, in lines 4 and 5, to strike 


out the words “‘at the rate of 88 per month; “ and in line 6, after | and 


the word “Infantry,” to insert ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move concurrence in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 

JESSE O. DAVY, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2112) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse O. Davy, which was, in line 7, after the word“ In- 
fantry,” to insert “and pay him a pension.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REBECCA E. KUTZ, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
sentatives to the bill (S. 2114) granting a 
pension to Rebecca E. Kutz, which was, in line 8, after the word 
“Infantry,” to insert “and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 

r month.” 

Pent, GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAUL CARR. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1539) granting a 
ension to Paul Carr, which were, in line 7, to strike out ‘‘ to;” in 
ines § and 9, to strike out ‘‘from and after the e of this 
act,” and insert in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, same 
to be paid to his duly appointed guardian;” and to amend the title 
so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Carr.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I moye that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SUSAN M. SESSFORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 1090) to pension 
Mrs. Susan M. Sessford, which was, in line 7, to strike out all 
after the name Martin” down to and including the word paid,“ 
in line 11, and insert “late of Company D, Second Battalion Dis- 
trict of Columbia Infantry, and pay her a on.“ A 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEVI R. LONG, = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 947) granting a 
pension to Levi R. Long, which were, in line 7, after the word 
“Cavalry,” to insert “and pay him a pension,” and to amend the 
sigs go as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Levi 
R. Long.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move concurrence in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL A, SMITH. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 166) ting an 
increase of pension to Samuel A. Smith, which was, in line 7, to 
strike out the word ‘‘ grant” and insert pay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

JOHN H. MULLEN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 156) to increase the 
pension of Capt. John H. Mullen, which were, in line 6, after the 


word 


pension,” to insert at the rate,“ and to amend the title so 
2o read: A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. 
en.“ 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT SABINE PASS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 


of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 3209) making Sabine 
Pass and Port ur, in the State of Texas, subports of entry and 
delivery, which were to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That Sabine P. in the State of Texas, shall be, and is hereby, madea 


subport of entry and deli in the customs district of Galveston, and acus- 
toms officer, or such other officers, shall be stationed at said subport, with 
authority to enter and clear vessels, receive duties, fees, and other mone 

perform such other services and receive such compensation as in the 
Love mong of the Secretary of the Treasury the exigencies of commerce may 
req ý 

Also to amend the title so as to read: “A bill making Sabine 
Pass, in the State of Texas, a subport of entry and delivery.” 

Mr. FRYE. As originally re from the Committee on 
Commerce, this provision applied to Sabine Pass alone. On mo- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and with the 
consent of the Senator who repo: the bill, Port Arthur was 
added toit. The opinion of the committee was against Port Ar- 
thur; the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury was 
against Port Arthur; and therefore I move that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendment of the House of Representatives which 
strikes out Port Arthur, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is possibly at this time no actual ne- 
cessity for Port Arthur being a subport of entry and delivery. 
The time will soon be, however, when it will in all probability be 
absolutely necessary. As I understand, the friends of Port Arthur 
are not pon to throw any unnecessary obstacles in the way of 
Sabine Pass being made a port of entry and delivery, trusting that 
when Port Arthur is in a condition to be a subport that Congress 
will grant the right. I shall not, therefore, resist agreeing to the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], that the amendments made by 
the House of Representatives be concurred in, 

The motion was agreed to. 


BELT RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the 8 votes ot the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 8541) to define the rights 
oD) pede yore of the Belt Railway, and for other having met, r 
full and free conference bave agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 4 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same. amended as follows: On 2, 
beginning with line 20, strike out all to and including the word “void,” on 
page 3, line 10, and in place thereof insert * Provided, That stock and bonds 


may be issued to such an amount oe bee such terms as may be 
upon by a majority vote of the stockholders of such 8 And pro- 
vided further, t the issue of such stock and bonds shall not in the aggre- 


gate exceed the amount n for effecting any such purchase, lease, or 
1 and for the — 2 Me reconstruction, and equipment of said 
Belt Railway, and shall in no case exceed the sum of $150,000 per mile of single 
track;” and the Senate to the same. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same amended as follows: In lieu of the 
matter pro d to be inserted as section 4, insert: 

“SEC. 3. t the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized and required to station special 1 —— at such street railway 
crossings and intersections in the City of Washington as the said Commis- 
sioners may deem necessary, the expense of such service to be paid pro rata 
Bones res ive companies; every car shall be brought to a full stop imme- 
diately before making such coming or intersection. Neglect or failure to 
pay for the service monthly or to stop any car, as herein provided for, shall 
subject the company toa of not to exceed $25 for every such neglect or 
failure, to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction.” 

3 ane Senate saree to ag same. 56 t 

That the House recede from its disagreemen e amendments of the 
Senate numbered 6, 7, and 8, and agree to the same amended asfollows: Num- 
ber the sections of the bill consecutively; and that the Senate agree to the 

JAMES MoMILLAN, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
— % Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report was agreed to. 
ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6148) to amend the charter 
of the Eckington diers’ Home Railway Com: a ee of 


and Sol 
Columbia, the Maryland and Washington way npany, 
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ha met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
‘ve Houses as follows: 


the amendments of the 


purposes, having 

mend and do recommend to their 
That the House recede from its ment to 

Senate numbered from 1 to 4, inclusive; 6 to 9, inclusive; 11, 13, 16 to 18, in- 

clusive, 20 to 24, inclusive, and 26, and agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In the paral aig inserted, after the word “lighting,” in line 6. 
insert the wo: and 8 * and in the same line, after the word 
“cars,” insert the words and o! her machinery;” and at the end of said 
matter add the following: “ Provided however, hat the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are hereby authorized to permit street-railway 
companies using the W ae electric system to construct conduits not 
exceeding 5 blocks in —— be to connect their existing conduits for the pur- 

ic current to be used for street-railway purposes 


o same, . 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5 and 14. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 15, and agree to the same amended as follows: On page 3, line 
7, strike out the words unless the roadway of;” all of lines 8, 10; 
line 11 the words “ between New York avenue and G street,“ 
roadway shall be widened to a width of 45 feet, one-half at the expense of said 
company and one-half at the expense of any District of Columbia appropria- 
tion available for such work;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Th from its ement to the amendment of 1 


wise: Provided, That such stock and bonds shall be issued to su 
and upon such terms as may be upon by the majority stockholders of 
such compans: And ided further, That the issue of such bonds and stock 
shall not e aggregate exceed the amount necessary for effecting any such 
purchase, lease, or acquisition and for the construction, reconstruction, and 
equipment aforesaid, and the total 8 bonds and stock shall in no 
event exceed the sum of $150,000 per mile of single track.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 25, and to the same amended as follows: In line 3 of 
the matter proposed to be rted strike out the word Company and in- 
sert the words of Washington;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES MCMILLAN. 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. W. BABCOCK, 

G. M. CURTIS, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


an amount 


The report was agreed to. 

MILITARY INFORMATION DIVISION, 

Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) 
to limit section 3 of ‘‘An act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial e of the Government for the 
fiscal years ending Juné 30, 1898 and 1899, and for other purposes,” 
to report it with amendments. I ask unanimous consent for its 
consideration at this time. It will take but a few minutes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. ý 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, in line 7, after the words section 3,” to strike out 
“page 45;” in line 9, after the date June 30,” to strike out 
“1898, and;” and in line 2, on page 2, to strike out American“ 
and insert United States; so as to read: 

That the prohibition of the purchase of “law books, books of reference, 
and periodicals for use of any Executive Department, or other Government 
establishment not under an Executive Department, at the seat of govern- 
ment,” as set forth in section got An act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other pu S. shall not apply to the provision 
“for contingent expenses of the military information division, Adjutant- 
General's Office, and of tho military attachés at the United States em ies 
and legations abroad, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, $3,640," as duly set forth in the act“ C for the sup- 

rt of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, approved March 2, 
1897. and in the act . for the cg eT of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899,” approved March 15, 1808. 

The amendment was agreed to. 1225 

The next amendment was, at the end of the joint resolution, to 
insert: 

And the limitation in section 192 of the Revised Statutes of $100 as the 
amount to be expended in any one year for newspapers for any Department 
shall not apply tothe purchase of newspapers for military use Oy the military 

nformation division of the Adjutant-General’s Office the appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal years herein named. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in, : nS 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, the title was amended so as to 
read; A joint resolution relating to the purchase of law books, 
books of reference, periodicals, and newspapers for the military 
information division, Adjutant-General's ice.” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive. business, : 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
June 21, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 20, 1898. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

J. F. Emmitt, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Nevada, vice George M. Humphrey, whose term 
expired November 2, 1897. 

CONSUL. 

John E. Hopley, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 

Southampton, England, vice Warner S. Kinkead, resigned. 
MEDICAL DIRECTOR IN NAVY. 

Medical Inspector Joseph B. Parker, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 18th day of June, 1898, vice Medical Director 
Daniel McMurtrie, retired. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
TO BE BRIGADIER-GENERALS, 

Adelbert Ames, of Massachusetts. 

Joseph W. Plume, of New Jersey. 

SIXTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 


To be captain. 
Charles R, Evans, of Tennessee. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 
Harry Bingham, of Maryland. 
John H. Lewis, of the District of Columbia. 
SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenant. 
David H, Gildersleeve, of Pennsylvania. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be lieutenant-colonel, 
Eugene J. Spencer, of Missouri, 
To be major. 
on Lieut. Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, United States 
. 
TO BE ENGINEER OFFICERS WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 
Capt. Graham D, Fitch, Corps of Engineers, United States 


y. 
Capt. Hugh J. McGrath, Fourth United States Cavalry. 
Charles Allison, of Tennessee, 


TO BE CHIEF QUARTERMASTER WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 
Capt. James L. Wilson, Sixth United States Artillery. 


TO BE CHIEF COMMISSARY OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF 
MAJOR. 
First Lieut. Harry E. Wilkins, Second United States Infantry, 
TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANTS-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 
First Lieut. William E. Almy, Fifth United States Cavalry, 
First Lieut. Robert H. Noble, First United States Infantry, 
TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 
Clark M. Carr, of Missouri. 
Ralph Hartzell, of Colorado, 
S. Heth Tyler, of Virginia. 
William B. Dwight, of Connecticut. 
TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANTS-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF 
A CAPTAIN. 
First Lieut. Edward Anderson, Seventh United States Cavalry, 
Francis B, Harrison, Troop A, New York Cavalry. 
TO BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTERS WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 
First Lieut. Wirt Robinson, Fourth United States Artillery. 
A First Lieut. Samuel A. Smoke, Nineteenth United States Im 
antry. 
Second Lieut. Samuel V. Ham, Fifth United States Infantry. 
Oscar Guessaz, of Texas. 
William L. Coren: of Virginia. 
Ross Matthews, of Illinois, 
Edward B. Harrison, of Virginia. 


TO BE COMMISSARIES OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF 

CAPTAIN. 

Robert Dudley Winthrop, of New York. q 

William H. Lyons, of Kentucky. 

John M. Tobin, of Massachusetts. 

Charles Deloney, of Wyoming. 

Nathaniel T. Messer, of California. 

Charles W. Neal, of Iowa. 
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TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 

Capt. John S. Mallory, Second United States Infantry. 

UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS, 
To be captain. 
First Lieut. Edgar Russell, Sixth United States Artillery. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Frank O. Bailey, first-class sergeant, United States Volunteer 
Signal Corps. 

Newton Cannon, of Tennessee. 

Charles A. Clark, of Illinois, 

Peter J. Reddy, of 8 

William Jarvie, jr., of New York, 

Charles M. Duffy, of Kentucky. 

TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTER. 

Fred N. Rix, of Arkansas. Mr. Rix was nominated to the Sen- 
ate on the 3d instant, and confirmed on the 6th instant, under the 
name of Fred M. Rix. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Thomas J. Alexander, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the 
county of Orange and State of California, in the place of H. A. 
Peabody, whose commission expired May 26, 1898. 

Alice A. Hanna, to be postmaster at Oakdale, in the county of 
Stanislaus and State of California, in the place of W. A. Griffin, 
whose commission expires July 20, 1898. x 

J. S. McHarg, to be postmaster at Walsenburg, in the county of 
is E and State of Colorado, in the place of George Mason, 
removed. 

Bradley S. Keith, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of W. H. Malone, 
whose commission expires July 9, 1898. ‘ 

William P. Leete, to be rege get at North Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
F. E. Jacobs, whose commission expires July 10, 1898. 

George A. Lemmon, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of A. E. 
Blakeslee, whose commission expired June 16, 1898, 

Willis W. Mildrum, to be postmaster at East Berlin, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of L. A, 
Westcott, whose commission expires July 10, 1898. 

Thomas Walker, to be postmaster at Plantsville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Thomas 
Buckley, whose commission expires July 9, 1898. 

William P. Carter, to be postmaster at Lewes, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware, in the place of Clarence Beebe, 
whose commission expired October 25, 1897. 

Silas D. Patton, to tmaster at El Paso, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Illinois, in the place of I. J. Jenkins, re- 


moved. 

Joel S. Ray, to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of Doug- 
las and State of Illinois, in the place of Albert Snyder, whose com- 
mission expired February 16, 1898. 

Hezekiah S. Van Dervort, to be 8 at Warren, in the 
county of Jo Daviess and State of Illinois, in the N of T. J. 
Greenwood, whose commission expired May 29, 1893. 

J. T. Van Gundy, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Piatt and State of Illinois, in the place of T. N. Moffitt, whose 
commission expired May 31, 1898. 1 

Leroy H. Camp, to be postmaster at oe City, in the county 
of es aia and State of Iowa, in the place of E. Duke Naven, 
resigned. 

Susan C. Carpenter, to be yae at Fort Dodge, in the 
county of Webster and State of Iowa, in the place of C. F. Dun- 
combe, whose commission expired May 23, 1898. 

Charles M. Junkin, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Iowa, in the place of G. D. McGaw, 
whose commission expires June 23, 1898. 

Daniel R. Anthony, jr., to be postmaster at Leavenworth, in the 
county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas, in the place of S. B. 
Lynch, whose commission expired June 7, 1898. 

William E, Menoher, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Kansas, in the place of John Whalen, 
whose commission expired May 28, 1898. 

Henry G. Trimble, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Kentucky, in the place of J. E. Claunch, 
whose commission 5 February 21, 1898. 

Frank H. Fales, to ostmaster at South Framingham, in the 

EN of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
E. J. 50 whose commission expired May 26, 1898. 
Christina D, Fosdick, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Christina 
D. Fosdick, whose commission expired April 11, 1898. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Darwin M. Bainbridge, to be ter at Clinton, in the 
county of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in the place of A, F, 
Kishpaugh, whose commission expires July 10, 1898. 
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David E. Wilson, to be postmaster at Belding, in the county of 
Ionia and State of Michigan, in the place of H. J. Connell, whose 
commission expired January 9, 1898. 

C. L. Frost, to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of La- 
fayette and State of Missouri, in the place of J. F. McIntyre, 
whose commission expires July 20, 1898. 

Edgar M. Rowe, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of 5 and State of Missouri, in the place of M. A. Drane, 
removed. 

Thomas B. Tuttle, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Missouri, in the place of B. F. Thomas, 
whose commission expires July 10, 1898. 

John A. Anderson, to be postmaster at Wahoo, in the county of 
Saunders and State of Nebraska, in the place of John F. Sherman, 
whose commission expires July 30, 1898. 

Marcellus S. Storer, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county 
of Nuckolls and State of Nebraska, in the place of I. G. Foster, 
whose commission expired March 9, 1898. 

Henry J. Jones, to be postmaster at Elko, in the county of Elko 
and State of Nevada, in the place of I. N. Sherwood, removed. 

Ossian D. Knox, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the count; 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place of E. J. 
Knowlton, whose commission expire April 18, 1898. 

Frank H. Melville, to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the coun 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. W. God- 
dard, removed. 

Charles W. Powers, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county 
of _— and State of New Jersey, in the place of F. B. Dailey, re- 
moved. 

John L. Kyne, to be postmaster at East Syracuse, in the county 
of e e and State of New Vork, in the place of J. H. Damon, 
removed. 

James M. Miller, to be postmaster at Washingtonville, in the 
county of 3 and State of New Lork, in the place of R. B. 
Barrett, resigned. 

Samuel D. Mulholland, to be postmaster at Port Henry, in the 
county of Essex and State of New York, in the place of Peter Me- 
Rory, whose commission expired March 20, 1898. 

Francis H. Salt, to be postmaster at Niagara Falls, in the county 
of Niagara and State of New York, in the place of W. P. Horne, 
whose commission expired May 81, 1898, 

David O. Williams, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of 
C. 8. McClellan, whose commission expired April 7, 1898. 

Jacob H. Boger, to be postmaster at ie in the county of 
Hancock and State of Ohio, in the place of J. M. Barr, whose com- 
mission expired May 2, 1898. 

W. F. Pierce, to be tmaster at Forest, in the county of 
paron and State of Ohio, in the place of Matthew Briggs, re- 
moved. 

William B. Woodmansee, to be postmaster at Sabina, in the 
come ot Clinton and State of Ohio, in the place of J. E. Hill, 
removed, : 

J. H. Holmes, to be tmaster at Freeport, in the county of 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of F. A. Seitz, 
whose commission expires July 30, 1898, 

Thomas L. Johnson, to be tmaster at Northumberland, in 
the county of Northumberland and State of dest acti in the 
place of W. H. Morgan, whose commission expired June 11, 1898. 

Thomas Johnston, to be Sarai te at Apollo, in the county of 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of E. A. 
Townsend, whose commission expired September 9, 1897. 

Isaac T. Klingensmith, to be postmaster at Leechburg, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
D. K. Hill, whose commission expired June 2, 1898. 

Charles E. Redman, to be postmaster at Sharpsburg, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Cornelius Casey, whose commission expired March 15, 1898, 

Jesse H. Roberts, to be wean Downingtown, inthe county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of D. M. Cox, 
whose commission expired April 24, 1898. . 

Albert Secor, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of 
Warren and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of M. A. Black, 
whose commission expired May 28, 1898. 

Christian H. Sheets, to be perna at Braddock, in the coun 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of M. M. 
Shaw. whose commission expires July 30, 1898. 

Andrew S. Warner, to be postmaster at Tarentum, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of J. J. Fin- 
ney, whose commission expired March 15, 1898, 

James E. Bowen, to be postmaster at Central Falls, in the count 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of F. E. 
Phillips, whose commission expires J or 1898. 

John H. Caswell, to be postmaster at Narragansett Pier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island, in the place of 
P. B. Davis, whose commission expires J ay 10; 1898, 

Charles S. Robinson, to be postmaster at Lonsdale, in the county 
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of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of M. J. 
Ryan, whose commission expires July 10, 1898. 

John W. Dunovant, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county 
of Chester and State of South Carolina, in the place of C. A. Young- 
blood, Whose commission expired May 11, 1808. 

John Morgan, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of Rhea 
and State of Tennessee, in the place of C. D. Broyles, whose com- 
mission expires July 11, 1898. 

D. D. Jones, to be postmaster at Gonzales, in the county of 
Gonzales and State of Texas, in the place of J. W. Ramsay, whose 
commission expired April 5, 1898. 

Frederick G. Ellison, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont, in the place of J. W. 
Pierce, Whose commission expires August 4, 1898. 

John T. Davenport, to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the 
county of Orange and State of 1 in the place of W. O. 
Blakey, whose commission expired May 26, 1898. 

W. W. Ward, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Washington, in the of W. H. Van 
Lew, whose commission expired 27, 1898. 

James E. McGlothlin, to be aster at Ravenswood, in the 
county of Jackson and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
Fran r, whose commission expires July 20, 1898. 

George A. Packard, to be at Bayfield, in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin, in the place of J. D. Crutten- 

den, resigned. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn June 20, 1898. 

Walter D. Bettis, of Texas, for the office of major, Ninth Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, which was delivered to 
the Senate on the 17th instant. 

William B. Dwight, of Connecticut, for the office of commis- 
sary of subsistence, United States Volunteers, with the rank of 
captain, which was delivered to the Senate on the 13th instant. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 20, 1898. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Edward Martin, of Pennsylvania, to be brigade surgeon. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Claremont C. Drake, of Texas, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Saluria, in the State of Texas. 
POSTMASTERS, . 

B. E. Raulerson, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Florida. 

Wilbur P. Keays, to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county of 


Johnson and State of Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, June 20, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 

one the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 

‘Ov 
= MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolutions and bills 


of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was | Arn 


requested: > 5 ees) : 
S. R. 175. Joint resolution providing for the printing of addi- 

tional copies of certain volumes of Decisions of the Department 

of the Interior Relating to Public Lands for sale and distribution; 


Ba 
S. 4783. An act providing for the public printing and binding 
F public documents, approved January 12, 1895; | Beac 


and distribution o 12, 
S. 346. An act providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Seattle, in the State of W: ; : 
S. 1114. An act for the establishment of a light and fog signal 
on or near Sabine Bank, Texas; x 
. §. 1618. An act to authorize the President to place William T. 
Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lientenant; 
8. 4741. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge over 


amendments the bill (H. R. 10280) to require the 
Railway Company to abandon its overhead trolley on i 


street, between Seventh and Fourteenth streets; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the pendin 
amendment of the District on bill, I 30 this at the 
request of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout], who is 
unavoidably absent. 
~ The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the previous question 
and the yeas and nays have been ordered upon the amendment 
which the Clerk will report to the House. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 


On page 20, after line 7, insert ‘toward theconstruction of foundation for 
San across Rock Creek on the line of Massachusetts avenne — 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House recede and 
concur in the amendment which has been reported by the Clerk? 
As many as are in fayor will, when their names are called, say 
“aye,” and those opposed “no,” : 

e question was taken; and there were—yeas 101, nays 54, an- 
swered “present” 17, not voting 183; as follows: - 


YEAS—101. 
Allen, Evans, g 
= McCleary. — — 
Baker. Md. Fenton, McCulloch, Slayden, 
ae Genin’ Mahon. : „ 
oon Secon, Mae Mesick, Stewart, N. J 
Bromwell, Hager. Mills, Stone, O. W. 
Bro Hamilton, Moody. Stone, W. A. 
Ws Hawley, Morrix Strode, Nebr, 
Bull. Hemenway, Mudd, Sulloway, 
Henderson, Newlands, Sulzer, 
Butler, Henry, Conn. Northway, Tawney, 
non, a Olmsted, Taylor, Ala. 
Chickering, H Otey, Terry, 
Clark, Iowa Johnson, Ind. Otjen, W. 
Clarke, N. H. Johnson, N. Dak. Payne, Walker, Va. 
i coe Perkins, Wares th, 
err 
Curtis, Iowa Ketcha White Al 
— Ket a Ernon 55 te, III. 
Dalzell. Knox. Ray. Wise, 
Davenport, ee —.— Young. 
Dolliver, McAleer, Robbins, 
McCall, Shattuc, 
NAYS—5t. 
Bailey, Hay, McDowell, Rixey, 
Baker, Henry, Miss. Maddox. Robb. 
Bell. on eee r 
Bell, Hepburn, Simpson, 
Brewer, Hift, Marshall, Sparkman, 
Maxwell, Stark, 
Brucker, Jones, Va. Moon, Steele, 
RA Kelley, Norton, S. C. — N. 
odi Knowles, Parker, N. J. — 
Cowherd, Lewis, Ga. Tongue, 
De Armond, Linney, Pierce, Tenn. Wheeler, Ky, 
Gunn, Love, Ridgely, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—17. 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Little, Sims, 
4 Lo 
Brana s Ermeni 4 oan, Stephens, Tex. 
rk, Mo. enki: McRae, 7 
Vri Landis,” Meyer, La. 
NOT VOTING—183. 
1 Capron 2 22 
Castle. Fowler, N. O. $ 
i Catchings, Fowler, N. J. Lam 
Alexander, Clardy, Fox, 
old, Cla: Gaines, Latimer, 
i „Mo. G: Lentz, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Enten 2 Lester, 
Barber, Colson, Gille Littauer, 
ey, Connell, Graff, Livingston, 
mere Griffith, iasi 
rrows, + 
thold Cooper, Tex. Griggs, 1 ering, 
Baach, : Corliss, Grouk L — 
Belford. Cox, Grow. Egerer, 
Belknap, Cranford, Handy, McDonald, 
Benner, Crump, Harmer, McEwan, 
Bennett, „Hartman. Mann, 
Benton, Danford, Heatwole, Martin, 
Bingham, Davey, Henry, Ind. Meexison, 
Bland, Davi Wis. Hicks, Mercer, 
Bodine, Davis, Hilborn, Miers, Ind. 
Bot Davison, Ky. Hinrichsen, Miller, 
Bae, Bere, Se, ee 
Bradley, Dorr, Howard, Ga. Ni Ohio 
Brantley, er, Howe Odell, 
Brenner, Ohio Howell, Ogden, 
Brewster, y, Hunter, Overstreet, 
Brosius, t, Hurley, Packer, Pa, 
Broussard, Fi i Pitney, = 
Campbell, Fi Kirkpatrick, Powers, 
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Quigg, ee Smith, m. Sutherland, Welker, Mass, Mr, TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

eer p me Ky dont oe, N a 8 gn 5 with Mr. 

Royse. Snover, Tayler, Ohio Weaver, r. DORR wit + DRIGGS. 

Russell, Southar orp, Wheeler, Ala. Mr. GRrosvENoR with Mr. MCMILLIS, 

Sauerhering, Southwick, . . me) Lent For this day: 

Se Stallings Updegratt, Williams, Miss. Mr. BryeHam with Mr. HINRICHSEN, 

Shannon, Stevens, Minn. Vandiver, illiams, Pa. Mr. Foorz with Mr. BENTON. 

Shelden, Stewart, Wis. Ven eas H Mr. ACHESON with Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, 

3 9 vite por Mr. Lirraver with Mr. BALL. 


Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. KIRKPATRICK, and therefore withdraw my 


vote. : : 
Mr. DINSMORE. I wish to withdraw my vote. Iam paired 
with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. VAN VOORHIS. à 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ivoted inadvertently. Iam paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow. I wish to 
withdraw my vote and be recorded present.“ í 
Mr. LITT Iam paired with the gentleman from Wiscon- 
ein, Mr. Stewart. I desire towithdraw my vote and be recorded 


„present.“ 
i McMILLIN. I desire to be recorded present.“ I am 
paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR. _ f 
Mr. STEP Sof Texas. Iam paired on this question with 
my coll e, Mr. SAYERS. I wish to withdraw my vote. 

5 BARTLETT. Lam paired with the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. ODELL. Not knowing how he would vote on this 
goan; I desire to withdraw my vote, which I cast in the nega- 

ve. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Iampairedwith the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. Hicks. If he were j nica I would vote ‘‘aye.” 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I desire to withdraw my vote and 
answer “present.” I am paired with the gentleman Ohio, 
Mr. SoUTHARD. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. BENNETT with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. BouTELL of Ilinois with Mr. GRIdds. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. VINCENT, . 
Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. SPALDING with Mr. Brucker. 

Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. MADDOX, 
Mr. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. z 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. DAVEY. 

Mr. Srevexs of Minnesota with Mr. SDIS, 

Mr. Grow with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. CruMPACKER with Mr. Rorryson of Indiana. 
Mr. Cortiss with Mr. Davis. 


Mr. GREENE of Nebraska with Mr. KING. 
Mr. Royse with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. Lormer with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. DANFORD with Mr. MEEKISON. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Stn of Kentucky. 

Mr. Beacn with Mr. BRENNER. of Ohio. 

Mr. Conson with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. SourHarp with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
Mr. Lacey with Mr. MCRAE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr, Apams with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 
Mr. Maxx with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. Fiscuerr with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Prrxxx with Mr. Dockrry. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH, 
Mr. COCHRANE of New York with Mr. Krohn. 
Mr. DOVENER with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 
Mr. GG with Mr. CRANFORD, 

Mr. RICH with Mr. BAIRD, 


. WIiLLIaNS of Pennsylvania with Mr, SUTHERLAND; 
. VAN Voorus with Mr. DINSMORE, 
. LITTAVER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Kl with Mr. HANDY. 

. CAPRON with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

. Joy with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, 

. HOOKER with Mr. COONEY, 
BRU with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. Swanson, 

. Barrows with Mr. Lams. 

. BARNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

. BELDEN with Mr. CLAYTON. 

. BELKNAP with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. HEMENWAY with Mr. CARMACK, 

. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr, BROUSSARD, 
. BREWSTER with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
. LOVERING with Mr, LENTZ. 

Low with Mr. LATIMER. 

. STURTEVANT with Mr, STALLINGS, 
. BARBER with Mr, BODINE. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. OGDEN, 


: i . SAYERS, 
Mr. SPALDING. Ishould like to be recorded as present.“ 
rai GAINES.. I pg to be npn gr 
r. MAHANY. parliamen uiry, Mr. Speaker. Are 
members who come in after the roll call has been completed en- 
titled to be counted among those that make up a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. They are; and they have the right to vote 
under the rule, if they choose to do so, upon their names being 
On this question the yeas are 91, the nays 51—— 

Mr. MAHANY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Seventeen members them- 
selves as “present.” Those whose names will be read have been 
noted as present” by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the names of the following gentlemen: 

Mr. MCINTIRE, Mr. GAINES, Mr. Gipson, Mr. LESTER, Mr. 
SPALDING, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. Surrn of Ilinois, Mr. ADAMSON, Mr. 
BLAND, Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, Mr, Carcuinas, Mr. JOHNSON 
of North Dakota, Mr. RIDGELY, Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin, Mr. 
Marsa, Mr. Morris. 

A number of members previously recorded as “present” asked 
that their names be called, and thereupon voted. 

Mr. GAINES, Has the gentleman from New York, Mr. BEN- 
NETT, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. GAINES. Iam paired with him. If I were not, I would 


have voted “no.” 
Mr. MAHANY (after a pause), Mr. Speaker, I do not like to 
„ DAE TANAIT KS to aie 


interrupt the prolo: 
tħe total number of those voting. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will announce the result. On this 
question the yeas are 100, the nays 54—— 

Mr. MAHANY. No quorum. 3 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has been noted. The 17 members 
who reported themselves present,“ together with those that have 
been noted by the Clerk as present 

Mr. MAHANY. Most of the 16 have since voted, have they 
not, together with many of those who have just come in? Hence 
the total of those voting added to the decreased number of those 
marked “present” fails of a quorum, as I understand it. 

The SP Sixteen. were originally noted as “present,” 
and of these 7 have since voted, leaving 9 as present.“ These, 
together with the 155 voting, and the 17 who answered present, 
make 181; morethan 2 The motion is therefore agreed to. 

e BABCOCK. „ Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 

or 
8 DOCKERY.. Mr. Speaker, I believe this has not concluded 
the consideration of the District bill. I call up the remaining 
amendments. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this business has 
not yet been concluded, and the Clerk will the remaining 
amendments in controversy between the two Houses; 

5 ae SHAFROTH. I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry, 
Speaker. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH.. Is not this committee suspension day? 

The SPEAKER, Itis 
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Mr. SHAFROTH. Does that not take precedence—— 

The SPEAKER. Of a conference report? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know anything that takes 
precedence of a conference report, not even a motion to adjourn. 

The Clerk will report the next amendment, if a separate vote be 
asked. The Chair will state that there are about twelve amend- 
ments remaining undisposed of, and would like to knowif a sepa- 
rate vote is asked on the remaining amendments? 

Mr. DOCKERY. If I understand it, Mr. Speaker, all of the 
amendments have been to, or insisted upon, except one re- 
iog to telephone service and another relating to charities in the 

istrict. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the House has 
acted upon the amendments which have been selected by the 
chairman of the committee, but no action has been taken upon 
the remaining amendments. 

But the matter, of course, is at the disposal of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thegentleman in charge of the bill is absent, 
and I did not keep close watch on the genes ge — Saturday. 
My recollection, however, is that all of the amendments are dis- 
posed of with the exception of the two to which I havè referred. 

The SPEAKER. It may be that all of the amendments were 
disposed of except the two upon which there was a contest. 

. DOCKERY. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to the remaining amend- 
ments of the Senate and ask a further conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the a 
conferees on the part of the House: 
Mr. Dockery. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk preceeded to read the report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit that this report 
was presented to the House and was read on Saturday, and has 
been published in the RECORD. I think it hardly necessary that 
it should be read again. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is correct, and a point of order was re- 
served against the report. The point of order referred to section 2 
of the bill 

Mr. RICHARDSON, And on the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to be heard. 

cia) SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The point of order is, Mr. Speaker, that the 
committee of conference had no jurisdiction over the subject- 
matter. The Senate amended the House bill by inserting what is 
now section 2 of the bill, which reads as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the powers conferred in an act entitled “An act relative to 
the Rock Creek Railway Company, of the District of Columbia” (now the 
Capital Traction Company). approved March 1, 189, relative to joint 
ment, lease, purchase, or sale of connecting or intersecting lines. are here 
conferred upon the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and 
cther street railway companies in the District of Columbia. 


That was the Senate amendment di to by the House. 
Now the conference committee propose to amend by striking out 
all after the words “are hereby,” which are as follows: con- 
ferred upon the ga ba and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company 
and all other street railway companies in the District of Colum- 
bia,” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “repealed.” The pur- 
pose of the Senate amendment, Mr. S. er, was to confer upon 
all street railways in the District of Columbia the same right that 
had been conferred upon the Capital Traction Company by an act 
entitled “An act relative to the Rock Creek Railway Company, of 
the District of Ragen 1 1, 1895. * 

Now, that was the purpose, and the only purpose of the Sena 
amendment. B striking out a portion of that and adding the 
word “repealed” an entirely different subject is in upon 
the bill, namely, the tepang of the Sa previously made to the 
Traction Company. ere is no semblance of similarity between 
the proposition of the Senate and the proposition of this commit- 
tee, and I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this method of legislation, 
this evil habit of conference committees legislating upon entirely 
new subjects, going clearly beyond their jurisdiction, clearly be- 
yond the subject committed to them, and committing the House, 
under such circumstances as usually obtain when conference re- 
ports are considered, ougat to have a rebuke and ought to be 
stopped. This is, I think, the third time, certainly the second 


intment of the following 
T. GROUT, Mr. PITNEY, and 


time, that this committee during this Congress have indulged in 


attempts to legislate in this way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON . Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman, 
I want to say that the Committee on the District of Columbia does 
not deserve any lecture at his hands, or at the hands of any other 


gentleman for what appears here. The Senate, in its efforts to 
amend, or in its amendment to the Eckington Railroad bill, put’ 
upon the House bill the provision which he has read. 

The SPEAKER. That is section 2. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; and that section authorized all the 
street railroads of the District of Columbia to combine and con- 
solidate with other railroads in the District of Columbia. Now, 
our committee of conference, representing this House, simply 
undertook in our action to obey the will and instruction of the 
House of Representatives, because the House has twice by a yea- 
and-nay vote during this Congress refused to that amend- 
ment and insert that as a general provision in the street railroad 
legislation of the District of Columbia. We felt that we ought 
not to agree to this amendment of the Senate, for the reason that 
the House has twice, by a yea-and-nay vote this session, refused 
to give the street railroads of the District of Columbia that power; 
on is, to combine and purchase other adjoining and connecting 
roads. 

Now, following that vote, acting upon the solemn instructions 
of the House, the House conferees said to the Senate conferees, 
„We can not agree to your proposition.“ They said, Well, the 
Capital Traction Company, which is the Rock Creek Company, 
the charters being the same, having been merged a year or two 
ago, and the provision being in the Rock Creek Railway Com- 
pany’s charter that they may purchase connecting lines or lease 
them, all other roads in the District of Columbia ought to have 
the same right.” We said, The House has positively refused b 
two yea-and-nay votes to confer that power.” Then they said, 
“ No railroad ought to have it or all ought to have it.” tis 
the equity of the situation, Mr. Speaker. The Capital Traction 
Company or the Rock Creek Company have rights that are not 
given to other street railroads under their charters in the District 
of Columbia. 3 

The SPEAKER. But the question here is not whether there 
ought to be that power. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am coming to that. I want to show 
that we are not deserving of any lecture from the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], because we simply obeyed the instructions 
of the House of Representatives; but the question is, Mr. Speaker, 
Have we transcended our authority? I do not think we haye. 
The Senate having the Eckington and Soldiers“ Home Railway 
charter before it, in the bill which the House of Representatives 
had passed, inserted an independent section; and I say that, hav- 
ing taken charge of the subject-matter, however obnoxious it 
might have been to the House rule, they 5 charge of 
it, having amended the House bill and sent it back to us, it isin 
our power to concur in that amendment with the amendment 
which the conferees have inserted. 

I do not think the 8 pa of order of the gentleman from Iowa, 
therefore, is good. Now, I will read the amendment put upon this 
bill by the Senate, which they had a right to put on under their 
rules and to which we can not make a point of order, as the 
Speaker very well understands. The Senate having passed the 
amendment under their rules and made it a part of our bill, it is 
too late for us to except to that amendment as being obnoxious to 
our rules. But let us see what change they made in it. That 
Senate amendment is as follows: 

That the powers conferred in an act entitled An act relative to the Rock 
Creek Railway Company, of the District of Columbia” (now the Capital 
Traction Company), approved March 1, 1895, relative to joint management, 
lease, purchase, or sale of connecting or intersecting lines, are hereby con- 
ferred upon the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rai sks mpany and all 
other street railway companies in the District of Colamb 

Now, what we do to this amendment is to strike out the words— 
conferred upon the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and all 
other street railway companies in the District of Columbia— 
and insert in lieu thereof the word— 
repealed. 

They have given us jurisdiction of this subject-matter by their 
Senate amendment. They undertake tosay that that power shall 
be oon tarred upon all street railroads. We simply say it shall be 
Te a 

ow, I say, Mr. Speaker, it is not obnoxious to the rule for us 
to amend the Senate amendment by substituting the word re- 
pealed” for the words conferring the power which they under- 
took to confer, and which it was competent for them to give to all 
the street railroads of the District of Columbia. That is all there 
isinthis matter. Wehave jurisdiction of the question by virtue of 
the Senate amendment which it was competent for them to make. 
We simply say, instead of giving this power, which becomes a 
subject-matter of legislation by virtue of the Senate amendment, 
instead of extending it to all thestreet railroads, we simply modif 
the Senate amendment by saying it is repealed. I submit in 
deference that it is in order. 

I may be pardoned for saying that I have favored the other 
mode of legislation; I favor the extension of this right to other 
roads; but the House has solemnly declared that they would not 
do it on two yea-and-nay votes, Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, 
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ing the rule, and the point of order is 
not well taken. I will not amoniy ha discussion. The state- 
ment ought to be conclusive. The Senate has given us control of 
the subject-matter by their amendment, which it was competent 
for them to do; and all that we did was to modify it in the man- 
ner I have indicated. It seems to me that it is clearly within the 
rule to deal with the matter as we have done. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think the conference 
committee has the right to introduce the subject of the repeal of 
the right of another whose right is not a subject-matter of the 
discussion in the disagreeing votes between the two Houses? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the only point that can be made. 
They have undertaken to extend that power to all the street 
railroads in the District of Columbia. Now, the only question is 
whether we can cut that off from all railroads and whether it 
gives us such jurisdiction of the question as to make the amend- 
ment allowable by the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER, The House may do it, but can the conference 
committee do it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, do I understand the Chair to inti- 
mate that the House might do that—concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with that modification? I think the conference committee 
can do anything that the House can do. Under those circum- 
stances, I think the proposition would not be obnoxious to our rules, 
and it would not be obnoxious for the conference committee to do 
the same thing. It seems to me that they haye given us jurisdic- 
tion of the matter, and that we can repeal a statute as well as ex- 


there is nothing 


tend it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I suggest to my friend that the conferees 
have jurisdiction only of the disagreeing votes on a matter be- 
tween the two Houses, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There was no disagreement between the two 
Houses in regard to repealing the law which the conference 
amendment repeals. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the disagreement was as to extending 
it to all street railroads. They introduced the subject-matter by 
saying it should be extended and cover all street railroads in the 
District. Isay I have favored that legislation. I do not object 
to it, but the House has solemnly refused to do so twice, and the 
result was that the District Committee could not consent to it, 
and when they sent it here with an amendment which as had 
introduced, we had the right to make this modification, and it is 
not obnoxious to the point of order or the rule. I am ready for 
the Chair to decide it. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I did not intend to argue the question. It 
struck me from the explanation of the action of the conferees that 
they had gone outside of their jurisdiction. Thesimple fact that 
the Senate Bas an amendment on a bill that a certain right of any 
kind should be conferred upon a certain company would not au- 
thorize the conferees to introduce a provision in the bill to repeal 
the right of another pert À 

Mr. RICHARDSON. tt occurred to me that when the Senate 
adopted their amendment, they took control and jurisdiction ue 
their amendment of this statute, which confers upon the Roc 
Creek road the power to consolidate with and purchase and own 
or lease connecting or intersecting lines; having put thatinto their 
bill, and made that a part of the text of the bill, as an amendment 
to the House bill, it was competent to agree to their amendment, 
modifying the amendment in the manner I have indicated, by 
. this statute in toto or by any modification of it. 

r. DIN GLE. It was another subject-matter. It is a repeal 
of a statute applying to another road which was not before the 
conferees. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The subject-matter is this other road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Another road had the right to buy, pur- 
chase, or lease other lines. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me ask the gentleman what was the disa- 
greement between the two Houses? What was the disagreeing 
vote that was here sent to the conference committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was a Senate amendment, which put 
in issue the right of connecting and intersecting street railroads to 
lease, purchase, and operate other lines in the District of Columbia. 
That is the subject-matter. Now, that being the subject-matter, 
the whole question was whether it should be given to all or none; 
and in that we take away and repeal the right. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amendment offered to this bill was to 
confer power on the Eckington road. There was no difference in 
the bill between the be and Traction companies. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. one whatever. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Therefore the subject-matter was not in the 
jurisdiction of the committee of conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Speaker, I think, understands it. I 
do not want to multiply words about it; but it seems to me, the 


It does not apply to another subject- 


subject-matter being put before us by the Senate, we have aright 
to modify that subject-matter. Of courseif we can not doit, that 
is the end of it. 

The SPEAKER, TheChair thinks the argument of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is a forcible presentation of the matter, and 
yet, after all, if we were to adopt the idea that when once the 


subject-matter was introduced, that was to control and not the 
differences between the two bodies, we should be likely to enlarge 
the powers of the committee of conference rather beyond what 
was intended xi the House. To the Chair it seems the point of 
order is well taken, and therefore the Chair sustains it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 5 and concur in 
the same, I wish in that connection to correct a statement of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson]—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will correct me, if 
I was in error. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There have been three votes on this sub- 
ject, one favorable to the acquisition of the rights by all the roads 
of the District and two unfavorable to it. It seems to me that 
this right should be enjoyed by all companies. - 

There are about thirteen street railway companies in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, only three of which pay. Some are almost in a 
state of bankruptcy, and some that are just able to pay their op- 
erating expenses. e advantage of permitting the acquisition of 
intersecting lines by the stronger lines is perfectly apparent. It 
will 1 the service, it will increase the number of free trans- 
fers and extend the ride for one fare, and I think the sentiment in 
the District is in favor of this power, and that it should be en- 
joyed by all the railroad companies. I ask, therefore, that the 

ouse concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Nevada yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the present situation is that if a 
man gets on the Capital Traction line he can ride anywhere over 
that line for a 5-cent fare? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 
` Mr. CANNON, If he gets on the F street or Metropolitan line, 
he can ride anywhere on that line for a 5-cent fare? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. If he gets on any one of the other ten or eleven 
separate railroads, it will cost him a 5-cent fare on each one? 

r. NEWLANDS. Thatisright. . 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if I understand the amendment of the 
Senate, it is to allow any or all of the roads of the District to be- 
come consolidated, and if all of them were consolidated, then a 
5-cent fare would take a passenger anywhere over their lines, Is 
that correct? l 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is correct. 

Mr, CANNON. I understand, further, that in the charters of 
these railroads there is retained in Congress the power to regulate 
the fares? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I want to ask the gentleman what con- 
ceivable objection to the propriety of universal consolidation, in 
view of these facts, can be made? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I can imagine none. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam speaking on the part of members of Con- 
gress whose carriages are the street railway cars, and all the great 
mass peo who have to resort to them for transit. 

Mr. DERSON. It is a soft snap that we all want. 
3 

Mr. NEWLANDS. This power was exercised by the Rock 
Creek Company and the Washington and Georgetown Company, 
and resulted in giving the publica trackage of 12 additional miles 
over which they could ride for one fare, I think the effect of this 
amendment will be to have three or four great lines in the Dis- 
trict, instead of, as at present, ten or eleven or twelve, and that will 
enable these bankrupt lines to tie onto the stronger lines, thus 
giving better service upon them, for it will secure the financial 
aid of stronger lines and give the public a longer ride for one fare. 
This simply gives any road the right to acquire by purchase or 
lease a connecting line. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Nevada yield 
to me to make a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iwill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the Chair the status 
of this question. The gentleman from Nevada has moved to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. I submit to the Chair the ques- 
tion as to whether the matter is now open so he can make such a 
motion. If so, I have no objection, for I favor the motion. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin having presented a conference report, 
the gentleman from Iowa having made a point of order, and the 
Chair having sustained the point of order, is the conference re- 
port now open, and is it in order for the gentleman from Nevada 


6166 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 20, 


to move to concur in the Senate. amendment at this stage of the 
roceedings? If the Chair is right, this matter will have to go 
ae into conference, and it may be the conferees will present 
some other re 
Mr. BABCOCK.. Not if the House concurs. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No; not if the House concurs. . 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I want. to reserve every parlia- 
ore ht under the rules against this proposition. 5 
Mr. CHARDSON. We have not got to that point yet. The 
question is whether the motion is before the House. 


Mr. DOCKERY., [insist that it is not before the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that according to the action | Ho 


of the House hitherto the sustaining of a point of order on a con- 
ference report has been regarded as equivalent toa rejection of 
the report. 

ue RICHARDSON. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not like to establish arule of 
action in a case of this kind without giving an opportunity for 
discussion. If any gentleman desires to say anyt contrary to 
the bs epi which the Chair has just stated, the ir 
very glad to hear him, ae; 

Mr. RICHARD SON. I E to vote on the mo- 
tion. Lonly wanted to know the status. we 

The SPEAKER. The present impression of the Chair is that 
the sustaining of a point of order on a conference report is equiv- 
alent ro its rejection. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Very good. Then a motion to concur, I 
take it, would be in order. ; À 

The SPEAKER. The present view of the Chair, contrary to 
his first impression, is that in the present condition of things the 
motion would be in order. ; 

. NEWLANDS. Do I understand the Chair torule that mo- 
tion is in order? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair so rules. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I wish to a et of the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NewLanps] whether requirement as to transfers 
is a requirement of law or simply a custom of the companies when 
they consolidate? i 
. NEWLANDS. The charter of every company provides 

that it shall give a ride over any or all of its lines for one fare. 

Mr. GAINES. I wish to inquire whether the 5-cent fare now 
charged is fixed «Sea or is simply a competitive rate? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The rate of 5 cents fora single fare or six 
tickets for a quarter is fixed in the charter of each of the railroads 
of the District. 

Mr. GAINES. Then it isthe rate by law. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say one word as to 
the power now in question. This power has heretofore been pos- 
_ sessed only by the Capital 5 The other railroad 

companies of the District have obi to this company having 
this power exclusively. They felt that the Traction Company 
would contest the exercise of the power by them. The Capital 
Traction Company, however, has determined to pursue no “‘dog- 
in-the-manger policy, but to acquiesce entirely in the view that 
this power should be given to all other railroad companies. 

The Senate was of that opinion, and so recorded their opinion 
in this amendment. But our conferees, when they met the —.— 
conferees, refused to submit the Senate amendment to this House 
upon the ground that the House had already acted on the ques- 
tion. Then the Senate conferees. said, ‘‘ Well, if this power is to 
be exercised by one, it ought to be exercised by all; and if it can 
not be exercised by all, it should be exercised by none.” _ 

Mr. RIDGELY. I should like to know whether the time for 
the change in the motive power has been changed at all by the 
Senate? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know. You will have to ask the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] in regard to that. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Can the gentleman in charge of the bill an- 


7 


ie. BABCOCK, I 285 when I get the floor. Is the gentleman 


from Nevada thro 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Ido not ask the gentleman to-yield tome. I 


desire to claim the floor. I wish to make a statement in regard to 


Then a motion to concur would be in 


n. 
d like to know who controls the 


Mr. BABCOCK. I presented the conference report, and, as I 
understand, was recognized in my own 0 5 i 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand that I, having made the pend- 
ing motion, am entitled to the floor. R > 

Tho SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, having gen- 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I wo 


eral charge of the bill, and. there being other matters concerned, 
would retain charge of them, although another gentleman might 
have the support of the House upon a qaren point. 

Mr. Do Lunderstan 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Wisconsin has control. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this proposition has been voted 
on twice by the House. I submitted this ainendment in the House 
at the request of gentlemen on the floor, and supported it. It 
was defeated—defeated twice. Under the circumstances the con- 
ferees did not feel justifled in agreeing to the same amendment 
as à Senate proposition, after it had been twice rejected in the 

use. We felt ourselves instructed by the action of the House. 
Since that time I have given this amendmantsome consideration. 

The House, before voting on this question, should understand 
fully that it grants powers which have never before, I believe, 
been granted or exercised in any city or State of this Union. 

Tn the State of Wisconsin, in which I reside, the law expressly 
forbids, as is the case also in New York, one corporation from 
owning any of the stock in another corporation. Congress, how- 
ever, has the right at any time to permit any railroad corporation 


be | in the District of Columbia to acquire the rights held by or be- 


longing to any other corporation. But this amendment opens up 
the field, without authority from Congress, over any route or any 
road in the District of Columbia, so that such r can acquire 
by consolidation or otherwise or buy in any other line or all lines 
in the District of Columbia, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is looked on by a Spa many members 
as vicious and 8 legislation. The House should under- 
stand the matter thoroughly before they vote upon it. It is held 
to be very dangerous. As L said, Ido not think it has been granted 
heretofore in but one single case, and that was in reference to the 
railroads in the city of 1 — City; and a gentleman—then the 
mayor of City—who is now a member of this House and 
of committee before whom this matter came for consideration 
will make a statement to the House of the result of the operation 
of such legislation in that city. 

Rg to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], 

. HEPBURN, Before the chairman of the committee takes 
his seat, I desire to ask a question with his consent. What possi- 
ble danger do you apprehend can result in view of the fact that 

has wisely adopted aranes on the subject to which 
the gentleman has referred, and has-also reserved, in every char- 
ter, the right to amend, alter, or repeal any act? In view of that 
restriction, where is the danger to which he refers? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, there is no member of the House 
of Representatives who understands better than the gentleman 
from Iowa who interrogates me that while Congress has the right 
in many of these cases 

Mr. HEPBURN (interrupting). In all of them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Very well; in all of them—the right tor 
or to amend. While it the right to control in man 


in the District of Columbia, still I ask the gentleman if Congress 
has been able to control even telephone rates or many other mat- 
ters of legislation in the District? 

Mr. DOCKERY. And gas rates. 

Mr. BABCOCK . And when you make a broad 
and sweeping provision that gress reserves to itself the right 
to amend or repeal 


„it does not always follow that though it has 
the right it may have the power to exercise that repeal. This 
House may take one view of the question, and the body at the 
other end of the Capitol may take an entirely opposite view. And 
I repeat, that no member hashad 
tleman from Iowa on that point. 

Mr. CANNON. But in the meantime I wish to ask my friend 
in charge of this matter whether or not there is to be a consolida- 
tion of these lines if the legislation is not had? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That, I will state to the gentleman, has noth- 
ing to do with the consolidation. This bill provides for the con- 
solidation now of three lines, the Belt Line, the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home line, and the Maryland and Washington line. 

Mr. CANNON. Then why should not the Metropolitan line or 
the Capital Traction Company have authority to consolidate with 
the four lines proposed to be consolidated under this bill? What 
harm to the public can possibly be accomplished—I am speaking 
now of a general principle allowing consolidation—what harm 
can come to the public service if they get a greater mileage over 
these lines for the same fare or for a less fare? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ican tell the gentleman in a moment. Ina 
city, in my own State, for instance—a consolidation of the street 
railroads has resulted in a great capitalization. In Philadelphia 
you take a street car at a 5-cent fare, and if you transfer there is 
8 cents additional; that is 8 cents for the continuous ride, and yet 
it is all owned by one line, 

Mr. CANNON. But Iam not speaking of Philadelphia. 
speaking of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will not interrupt me, Iam 


more experience than the gen- 


Iam. 
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coming to the question of railroad service in Washington. The 

must admit that the street-car service here is perhaps 
— best etre! city in the 1 5 is certainly no 
other ci t surpasses it, if i its equal. 

Mr. GANNON, As it is now. z 

Mr. HEPBURN. The two lines. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This bill provides for the equipment of two 
others in the same manner, I believe circumstances, however, 
unless we are careful in our legislation, will put it inthe hands of 
stockjobbers to come to Washington and secure control of all of 
the lines here by a process of inflation, which has often been 
adopted at other aera whereby the public must suffer in conse- 

uence. Now, if the companies exercise arbitrary control and 
the public complains, we are told you must go to Congress. e 
legislation here has given an elegant service. That is beyond 

uestion, - 
7 Mr. CANNON. Butthe gentleman does not reach the point 
which I have in mind. If you will allow me, there are street rail- 
ways and street railways. In a great city where there is a great 
deal of travel, as in this city, there is no excuse for a failure to 
have good street railways and efficient service properly rendered 
to the public. And that may extend to the weaker lines as well 
as to the stronger lines, as in the case of the Capital Traction 


Com Š 

The consolidation of the Chevy Chase line with the Capital 
Traction line has given a better service and a cheaper service. 
Now, whether s jobbers or others have got hurt in that mat- 
ter I do not know, and for the purposes of legislation I do not 
care. I paid 10 cents and waited a long time at U street 
to get to Chevy Chase, now I pay 5 cents to go to Chevy Chase and 
have better accommodations. It is to the interest of the public, 
stockjobber or no stockjobber, to get a good service and a fre- 

uent service, and it is to the interest of the company, because 

t increases the number of fares that they catch. Now, one 
other fact. The gentleman says that it is impossible for Congress 
to legislate. à 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not impossible, 

Mr. CANNON. Well, impracticable, I have not found itso. 
In some instances it is hard to get legislation. Sometimes I haye 
thought it ought to be had, and later I have come to the conclu- 
sion that I was mistaken. It must the House; it must pass 
the Senate; it must be approved by the President. Now, take the 

ificent service that we have on the Capital Traction line and 
on the Metropolitan line. Why, it was on a general appropriation 
bill, absolutely written in black and white, that if they failed to 
substitute the cable or electricity for the old horse-car service 
within a given time their franchises should be forfeited, They 
kicked, but nevertheless they put it on, and the Capital Traction 
Company, or its predecessor, the old company, came in on time. 
The. Metropolitan Company did not, but they tried and kept on 
trying and experimenting, and had to have an extension or two, 
but the final result is that great service. Now, I never in my 
life have been anxious to agonize about stockjobbers, nor has my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Bancock]. They are a class of peo- 
ple whoare pretty well able to take care of themselves. They know 
what a thing is worth when they buy it. But I am anxious to 
see these other lines, upon which there is not an effective service 
to-day, have authority to consolidate with the stronger lines, by 
which we can have a better service and a greater mileage for one 
fare. It seems to me this gives that power. 
Roc: BABCOCK. Congress is doing that in this bill on three of 

e lines, 

Mr. CANNON. If it is a good thing for three of the lines, why 
is it not good for all the lines? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not necessarily, x 

Mr. CANNON. Iwisheverystreetrailwayin Washi were 
in one line, and that you could get onto any one of the lines and 
ride over any other connecting line for a 5-cent fare. As to 
whether it would be profitable or not, the people who put their 
money. in to build it would look out for the matter of profit. 
They must give good service if they get profit, and if they fail to 
do it, there is ever present the common council, the Congress of 
the United States, to devise such means as will force them to do 
it, or, in case of their failure, to give some other person a chance, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


3 
Mr. Y. My colleague on the committee [Mr. Cow- 
HERD] iso to this, and I desire that he be heard first. 

Mr. D. Mr. Speaker, I feel very earnestly about this 
measure. I think it is as unfortunate a measure as was ever pro- 
posed to this House, and I want to ask the special attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois. He has asked what reason could be 

iven for opposing this measure. Let me give him one that he 

lf has given in the question he presented to the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. NEwWLANDs]. 

He asked that gentleman whether it was not a fact that you 
could ride for one fare over the entire system of the Capital Trac- 


tion Company, and whether it was not a fact that you had to bay 
more than one fare on these smaller systems, and then he follow 
that with the suggestion that Congress had reserved the right to 


regulate the fares over all the 5 ere Now, mark it, notwith- 
standing the fact that Congress has reserved the right to regulate 
fares over these systems and to compel transfers, Congress does 
not do it, but when they consolidate they give transfers. Why 
did not Congress regulate these transfers all over the District? 
Why did they not compel all these smaller roads to transfer and 
make one continuous fare 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. COWHERD. Let me finish that sentence—one continuous 
fare over any of these roads, large or small. 

ae VAN ON. 15 my friend allow me right there? 

T į 


$ es, 
Mr. CANNON. Iask him for information, Could the Capital 
Trovon Company charge two fares, under the law, under their 
charter 
Mr: COWHERD.. I understand they could not; but could not 
e 2 compel the Capital Traction Company and the Rock 
Cr eae transfer for one fare before they consolidated? 
Mr. CANNON. Let me answer right there, because my friend 
and I both want to find fault or find good, according to the merits. 
Here are ten or eleyen weak lines, most of them disreputable 
lines, so far as the service is concerned. Now, the compulsion to 
prorate with. those lines and transfer on them is no advantage to 
the. great public, because walking is better than riding on those 
lines. But what we want is to pursue that policy that will give 
the good service on all the lines, Merely compelling transfers 
will not do it, unless you follow the transfer with an appropria- 


tion of Co: to chip in the money to build a line where 
these little horse lines run. But if you pursue the other policy, 
we shall get the good lines, because the stronger company will 
improve the service. 

Mr, COWHERD. If the gentleman will pardon me, let me ex- 
plain for a moment. 

Mr, NEWLANDS. Mr. — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor: 

Mr. CO The gentleman from Illinois on the question 


. COWHERD. 
which he propounded did not cover the point that I was making. 
i ing the reservation of its rights to regu- 

did not regulate them until the roads 
came. to Congress asking for favors. Every man familiar with 
this kind of legislation knows that bodies of this kind do not regu- 
late such affairs until they either become such nuisances that they 
are a stench in the nostrils of the public, or until they come to 
the body, municipal, Congressional, or legislative, and ask some 
favor; and then parties opposing the favor bring attention to the 
fact that the matter needs regulation. Congress can te the 
matter of transfer to these weaker roads, but does not do it. 

But let me suggest another ng, New districts are building 
up from day to day on the ol your city, as they are in the 
suburbs of every city in the United States. How do these sub- 
urbs get transportation? They do not get it by the great roads 
building out to them.. They get it by weaker roads; who start by 
building up a poor system, a horse road—running that for a while, 
and gradually improving it; and then, when the suburb builds up 
so that it amounts to something to them, the great roads take it, 
extend it, and controlit. If you provide a system whereby every 
street rai may be ee into one corporation, I say 
you will shut off extension from every suburb of Washington; 
and the only way you will get an extension to these sparsely set- 
tled districtgis that the Disirict will cry loudly and obs asly 
until you are forced to compel the consolidated road to build an 
extension, 

And again, as suggested by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Bascock], if you give the right to consolidate to these roads, they: 
would become one big company. Like all other roads, where they 
have been consolidated and monopoly has been substituted for 
competition, they would become indifferent and it would be to 
the detriment of the service. Instead of running their cars every 
two or three minutes, they would run them five or six minutes 
apart. Instead of providing cars, they would use the old 
ones just as long as they could be made to run. Instead of heat- 
ing them properly, they would use the poorest and cheapest ap- 
pliances. So long as you give to them a reasonable competition, 
you have got absolutely the best means in the world of securing 
good service. Yon have competing companies that are adopting 
as rapidly as possible every improvement known to science in the 
matter of transportation, because the improvements of theirrivals 
compel them to, and the minute you consolidate them into one 
company, that moment it becomes simply a question of not t- 
ing anything new until forced to do so, either by law or until the 
demands of the people can reach the ear of Congress, 

Now, then, I want to say this: Iam not opposing consolidation. 
I should like to see the roads consolidated into two or three strong 
companies. So long as you have two or three strong companies 
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able to make the extensions, with all the improvements, then you 


have got the best means of transportation, If they want consoli- 


t it. 


dation, all they ote oe to do is to come to Congress and 
of that nature is likely to meet with any 


And no reasonable 


opposition here, p 

But it this motion prevails, you permit them to consolidate at 
their own pleasure, upon their own terms, without coming to 
Congress, without your attention being called to their defects or 
shortcomings, without Congress imposing upon the roads the con- 
ditions necessary to protect the interests of the people, and the 
result will be the road will pre just such service as will be most 
remunerative to the road. This proposition has twice been voted 
down in this House. It was voted down when the House was 
full; it was voted down when the members were present, and I 
hope this small attendance here to-day will not seek to try to re- 
verse the will of the majority of the members of the House. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says that Con- 
gress has not always exercised the power to regulate the street- 
railroad business in the past, and he indicated that it will not be 
exercised in the future, and he refers to the fact that Congress has 
not hitherto compelled free transfers between connecting lines 
that were not consolidated. Now, I have to say in reference to 
that that it has been utterly 5 for the weaker companies 
to submit to a free transfer, and the pressure has come from them. 

They have appeared before committees of Congress and shown 
Congress that they were unable to stand the free transfer, because 
that would involve the accepting of a Axcent fare instead of a 
5-cent fare, whereas if the weak lines were absorbed by the strong 
lines, one fare for 5 cents would carry the passengers over both 
lines. Now, I say that this power of regulation has been exercised 
fully and amply by Congress. We must not judge of the regula- 
tions of Congress by the conditions which have prevailed else- 
where in the great municipalities of the country where corrup- 
tion has prevailed and where extraordinary privileges have been 
granted and where the power of regulation is not justly exercised. 

We all know that Congress has exercised full powers of super- 
vision over these railroads. My experience here runs back toa 

riod of three or four years prior to my entry into Congress, and 
pa whereof I speak. the railroads were horse railroads. 
Everyone of them has been driven by whip and spur of Congress 
into rapid transit. Take the Capital Traction Company. It has 
been subject to three separate capitalizations. One for a horse 
railroad; one which made it an underground cable road, involving 
a large expense, and finally it was driven into an additional capi- 
talization for an underground electric system. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD., Is not ita fact that Washington was the last 
city of ee like cities of its size to abandon the horse cars? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is true, but Congress took the matter 
in hand and drove them into another system. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Nevada will per- 
mit me; is not the reason of that this: That Congress forbade the 
use of the overhead electric trolley, and the underground electric 
system had not been invented, and that caused the delay? In 
other words, Congress had refused to permit the use of the over- 
head trolley, as was in use in other cities, or else a change would 
have been made very much earlier? 

Mr. COWHERD. The cable was in use for several years before 
the overhead trolley was a success. . 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; but the cable system was so expensive 
as to make it almost impossible for small roads to put it in use, 
The cable system here in Washington cost $200, per mile. 
What suburban road or line on any but the important business 
streets could stand such an expense as that? Congress refused to 
allow the overhead trolley to be introduced, so the horse cars had 
to remain. The Metropolitan Company was driven, as I say, by 
whip and spur, and you recollect the costly expenditure they were 

ut to for a storage system; it cost that company $500,000—a total 
oss. Did paar show any mercy after that expenditure, abso- 
lutely lost 

No. as soon as it was found to be a failure it drove them into 
the underground system, and the result is that to-day the Metro- 

olitan stock, which stood as a horse railroad at $159 a share, ow- 
ig to the large bonded indebtedness incurred in putting in the 
underground system, stands to-day at $120 a share; and yet the 
Metropolitan Railroad Company is she as the most complete 
railroad in the country, and probably in the world, and will be 
inted out as one of the most successful in its financial results. 
mgress has always exercised careful and diligent supervision 
over these railroads. The fare, which was once 5 cents, has been 
reduced so that now six tickets can be purchased for a quarter. 
In the matter of taxation, it has imposed a tax of 4 per cent on 
the gross revenue, not on the net revenue, and it has imposed that 
in addition to the tax on the realty. 
At this session the tax has been increased. I have no doubt, if 


conditions warrant it, the tax will be increased in the future, and 
if conditions warrant it, the fare will be reduced. Congress, by its 
power of regulation of the service, methods of transportation, fare 
to be paid, and taxes to be paid, has absolute control over the life 
and death of these corporations., It does not do to cite the condi- 
tions of New York, or Kansas City, or St. Louis, We have the 
entire control and regulation of these roads, and I am sure that 
eh Care within the sound of my voice will realize that Congress 
acts honestly and with due regard to the rights of the public and 
the public service, I say this power ought to be exercised. The 
power of absorption by the stronger of the weaker lines, unable to 
support themselves, is a mercy to the owners of the weaker com- 
panies and is a convenience to the public. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, the chairman of the committee, has called atten- 
tion to the fact that on two former occasions the House by decisive 
votes has rejected this proposition. I suppose, however, that it 
was before the war broke out. Nowit is proposed by the amend- 
ment of the Senate that the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
road Company and all other street railway companies in the Dis- 
trict, as I understand it—and if I do not state it correctly, 1 hope 
the gentleman will correct me—“ shall have the power to lease or 
purchase connecting or intersecting lines.“ That is, if I under- 
stand the proposition, power is granted to consolidate all street 
railway lines in the District of Columbia under one management, 
That proposition is urged and supported by the plausible argu- ` 
ment of one fare that will transport the citizen over the entire 
system for 5 cents. ; 

Now, as far as I am concerned, I would oppose this bill if I had 
the guaranty of this monopoly that is to be created to transport 
our citizens at 1 cent for all time. I am opposed to it simply 
because it strikes down, it paralyzes, it destroys, it overthrows, 
it stifles that principle of competition which, in my judgment, 
is essential to the proper success of both private and public af- 
fairs. But the gentleman from Washington City says that Con- 
gress has the power to regulate the company. I admit it, Mr. 

peaker. It is provided in every charter that Congress shall have 
e pra to alter, amend, or repeal it. I understand that to be 
o fac 


But are not gentlemen familiar with the history of Congress in 
respect, for instance, to the monopoly enjoyed by the Washington 
Gaslight Company? We have the power under the charter of that 
company to alter or amend it and to modify rates. After a con- 
tinuous and persistent controversy lasting in this body and the 
other for several years, Congress finally secured, as it thought, a 
reduction of the rates paid to the gas company; but if the com- 
plaints of many citizens are well founded—and in the absence of 
investigation I do not assert that they are—the reduction of rates 
made under that law has been met by an inferior quality of gas 
furnished by the company. I do not assert that that is true, but 
I know that a great many good citizens make the charge. 

A MEMBER. It is true. 

Mr. DOCKERY. trig e know that we had the right to alter, 
amend, repeal, or modify the rates paid to the United States Elec- 
tric Light Company, of this city; ya we stood here for long years 
under the shadow of that monopoly without the power to secure 
a reduction of rates yea to that corporation, until finally the Po- 
tomac Electric Light Company, under a charter from the State of 
West Virginia, en the sacred 8 of the District of Co- 
lumbia to compete with the United States Electric Light Company, 
And, sir, no sooner had the shadow of competition thrown itse 
across the pathway of the United States Electric Light monopoly 
than the courts were appealed to and injunctions were employed, 
and day in and day out, month after month, the United States 
Electric Light Company, by all the powers that it could invoke 
in the courts, sought to arrest the progress of the Potomac Elec- 
tric Light 8 and to destroy it as a competitor in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. But finally, thanks to the courts, the Potomac 
Electric Light Company secured a firm footing in this District. 
When that came to pass, and then only—after competitian had 
entered this District—Congress was able to secure a reduction of 
the rates previously paid to the electric light company. Wenow 
enjoy reasonable rates for that service. : . 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that anyone can claim that this 
is a war measure, I do not think it will be urged that the passage 
of this 5 is necessary to maintain the supremacy of our 
Army or Navy. This is one proposition at least since the decla- 
ration of war which I am glad to know does not seem to be asso- 
ciated with the war and which no gentleman can insist is neces- 
sary to maintain the welfare and safety of the Republic. There- 
fore I can appeal to both sides, in that spirit which obtained prior 
to the declaration of war, for a dispassionate consideration of this 
bill 


Mr. Speaker, what is this proposition advocated by the gentle- 
man from Nevada—from Nevada—from Nevada—accompanied 
with a motion to concur? What does it accomplish? It commits 
this great street-car system to the control of the octopus authorized 
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by the bill; and yet that gentleman represents the splendid little 
State beyond the Rockies, where competition rules, where the 
vigorous, self-reliant manhood of the gallant people he represents 
3 55 in no court, in no forum, in no legislative body, for the 
powers of monopoly. I think I stand here to-day more the repre- 
sentative of the taxpayers of this District than does the gentle- 
man from Nevada. 1 am sure that I, rather than the gentleman 
from Nevada and other gentlemen who insist upon concurrence, 
stand for their interests. 5 . 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that in my judgment this bill is in 
harmony with too much of the legislation that passes this House, 
legislation obviously intended to destroy competition. I believe 
in good, wholesome, sound competition. I believe in it in respect 
to street-car service. We have at this national capital, as some 
gentlemen tell us, the best street-car service in the United States, 
at least none superior to it. We have reasonable rates; we have 
transfer advantages. But what shall we have if we build up the 
monopoly proposed by this bill, when that monopoly comes to 
Congress, as it will in due time, asking for additiona 19 0 
asking for power to increase its capital stock, asking for addi- 
tional power to issue bonds? Why, sir, Congress then, judging 
by the past, will give them the parace they ask. 

I desire to thank the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BABCOCK], 
the chairman of this committee, for having brought this danger- 
ous proposition to the attention of the House. He is entitled to 
the thanks of gentlemen on both sides of the aisle and to the 
thanks of the people of the District of Columbia. 

Now, then, if any 

Mr. SIMPSON. One question before the gentleman takes his 
seat. I am informed by gentlemen who advocate this measure 
that when this consolidation comes about we shall get transfers 
all over the different street-car lines without paying any additional 
fare. What does the gentleman say abont that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Istated at the outset— 5 

Mr. SIMPSON. I was not in when the gentleman began his 


speech, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Speaker, I stated at the very outset 
of my remarks that I would not create this monopoly if the street 
railway fares were reduced to 1 cent forall time to come and suit- 
able guaranties were given that they should not exceed that sum. 

Mr. COWHERD. But, if my colleague will allow me the sug- 
gestion, these street railway transfers could be secured by passing 
a bill just as easy as you can pass this proposition in Congress, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand that the charter of 
the railroads provide that they may charge such rates as they 
please to the public. The gentleman knows that in each case the 
charter provides that six tickets shall be sold for a quarter, and 
that provision is not modified, changed, or amended in any way 
by the pending bill, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iso understand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). Then the consolidation of 
all the lines inside of the District of Columbia, where the charters 
require that six tickets shall be sold for a quarter, would not 
impair that provision, and hence it would be impossible to escape 
the conclusion suggested by the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Kansas—that is, that on all lines in the District of Columbia six 
tickets would sell for a quarter unless Congress expressly author- 
ized such roads to charge more than the present rate. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But my gd was as to whether the tickets 
of any one of these roads would carry you over any other part of 
the line—that is to say, whether there would be a system of trans- 


fers? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly, unless Congress pees 

some other legislation which is not now authorized by law. 

COWHERD. Does not the gentleman know that if there 
should be a universal consolidation of the street railways Con- 
gress would immediately pass some kind of legislation that would 
not permit an individual to travel overall of the lines on transfer 
tickets? Because if it did not make some such kind of provision, 
a man could get on one of the street cars of a railway line in the 
morning and by working a system of transfers could ride all day 
long over all the street railways in the District. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It would be hardly possible to conceive 
such a thing, Mr. Speaker, and I do not think anybody, unless it 
was a crazy man, would do anything of the kind. No reasonable 

tleman, certainly, would undertake such a thing. Perhaps a 
man with wheels” might. 

Mr. COWHERD. But the gentleman must remember that in 
most cases some minutes will necessarily intervene between trans- 
fers over the different lines. In my own city, before we had a prop- 
erly regulated system of street - car transfers, it was not an uncom- 
mon thing for eee to get transfers to the market house, go into 
the market and do their marketing, and then use the transfers to 
ride back to their homes. 

Now, it is just as easy to regulate the transfers’ by law as to 
allow the consolidation of the roads as is proposed here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But my argument, if the gentleman will 


ntleman desires to speak, I will yield to him. 


permit me, was for the purpose of showing that the corporations 
could not charge a higher rate than they are now permitted by 
law to charge. In other words, there is no change in the rate 
fixed by law; and unless some future Congress shall give them 


the right to charge more than they do now, the consolidation 
would not affect the public, because they would still get the six 
tickets for a quarter, and could ride over any line in the city on 


one of these tickets. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman will permit me, the object 
of competition is to get cheaper service to the people. 

Mr. COWHERD. And better service. 

Mr. CANNON, And better service. Now, if the effect of a 
law such as this is not to create competition, wherein will the pub- 
lic be benefited by it? Where does the question of competition 
come in if you allow this consolidation; and where is the danger 
of this great “ octopus” of which we have heard something to-day? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The danger, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, is in the attempt of some future Congress to give them 
additional powers over rates in the District. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I have no fear of any future Congress giv- 
ing og heyy power. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then there is no danger. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, a word to the gentleman 
from Illinois right here, if I can have his attention for a moment, 

Mr, CANNON. Iam listening, and always listen to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin with pleasure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The pon the gentleman has suggested here, 
in my judgment, does not reach the merits of the question at all, 

Mr. CANNON. Then I would like to see what it is. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Congress has always been jealous of its rights 
granting charters as far as the authority to issue stocks and bonds 
is concerned. In these bills that are before the House it has been 
restricted to a limit of $150,000 a mile for the total capitalization 
of the road. ` 

Mr. CANNON. And that is not changed by this legislation? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, it is entirely changed; and there is just 
the main point in the discussion. Every street-car line can issue 
all the stocks it desires if you adopt the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman allow me just there a 
correction? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not now. 

The Capital Traction eligi, Bak it was swallowed up by a 
suburban line issued stock and bonds to the amount of $360, 
permile, and one of the managers of the company told me that, 
notwithstanding that issue of stock, it was put in at $275 a share. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois asks the question about cap- 
italization and the issue of stocks and bonds. I say that it makes 
a great deal of difference to the public. It has been asked what 
difference it makes. I shall undertake to show you. You lose 
sight entirely of the merits of the question of capitalization. Here 
is a road capitalized at over $360,000 a mile, single track, instead 
of $150,000 per mile, single track, as originally contemplated. 
They must earn their dividends on the $360,000 a mile, when a 
dividend on $150,000 a mile is all they are entitled to. 

Mr. CANNON. Must they not earn it by charging at the rate 
of six tickets for a quarter? 

Mr. BABCOCK. But you might have eight or ten tickets for 
a quarter. 

Mr. MOODY. You might reduce the fare to 3 cents. 

Mr. BABCOCK. You do aor with all the legislation by which 
you have heretofore so jealously guarded their power to issue 
stocks and bonds. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not know that my prophecy had already 
been accomplished in this bill when I said à moment ago that this 
law would be followed by a demand for increased capitalization 
and an authorization to increase the bond issue, 

Mr. BABCOCK. This accomplishes it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It seems, according to the chairman of the 
committee, that these results are accomplished here. 


Mr. CANNON. But you are not afraid that the people will not 


get six tickets for a quarter after this legislation. You are not 
afraid that they will have to pay more. You are not afraid but 
what they can ride more miles forthe same money. All you fear 
is that under this legislation the stock jobbers might be swindled. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee of which I have the honor to 
be chairman has not reported a railroad bill on this floor which 
has not been jumped on as to the provision for stocks and bonds. 
Such a bill, before it can be brought onto the floor of this House, 
has to be carefully prepared in its provisions. They must go to 
the Supreme Court for authority to issue stocks and bonds, or 
else the bill will be defeated here on the floor. Now, if you want 
to go back on the record of Congress as made, if you want to 
change the entire policy of Congress, then adopt this amendment, 
which confers the power to issue stock in any amount that the 
company sees fit. 

Mr. HILL, That is not so. 


Fs 
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Mr. KELLEY. Is there notsomedanger of having to pay more 
than 5 cents fare? Is it not true that the Supreme Court of the 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to correct one statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe I have the floor. How much time 
does the gentleman want? . 

Mr: WLANDS. Five minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from Nevada five 
minutes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to correct one statement of the gen- 
tleman from 1 Ba COOK] as to the 5 
of the Capital Traction pany being $400,000 a mile. It is a 
little over $200,000 a mile. Now, what are the facts with refer - 
ence to the capitalization of that road? It has gone through three 
periods of capitalization—first, the horse railroad system, then 
the cable system, which cost $200,000 a mile, and then the under- 

und electric system, which cost from one hundred to one hun- 
fred and fifty thousand dollars a mile when put in entirely new, 
but did not cost as much in the case of this railroad. You must 
recollect that these railroads have to keep up with the times and 
have oftentimes to pass through three or four periods of capital- 
ization, 

Mr: KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr: NEWLANDS. Yes. : 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman: state that all of the capi- 
talizations of these roads have been only upon the actual value of 
the roads or the actual ontlay and not upon watered stock? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iwill state now the facts with reference 
to the consolidation of those I myself was interested in 
the Rock Creek: Railway Company, which was a suburban road 
connecting Chevy Chase with Washington. We got the right to 
build a railroad from the corner of Seventh and U streets ont to 
Chevy Chase. Our franchise imposed 5 8 us the obligation 
to build the bridges across Rock Creek and Klingle Ford, bridges 
which cost us $300,000, and which are used by the public as well 
as by ourselves. We graded hes pase re 35 — a c _ 
miles, expending $250,000 in it not simply 
width of the railroad, but the entire width of the street for public 

We expended on that road nearly a million and a half 
of dollars. 


But in this consolidation we got stock aggregating $1,250,000 
value. The market value of that. stock to-day on the stock 
Bosra is only $73 per share, so that we have to-day stock the mar- 
ket value of which is only $900,000 in return for an investment of 
nearly $1,500,000. Now, how was it with the Capital Traction 
Company? Gentlemen say that the power has been exercised here 
to enormously increase the capitalization. That company had 
the best franchise and the largest income of any company in the 
District of Columbia. It had an income that enabled it to pay 
between 4 and 5 per cent at that time on over $10,000,000, so that 
company got stock in the consolidation representing in this con- 
solidation $10,750,000, the total capitalization being $12,000,000, 

The value of that stock is now seventy-four or seventy-five dol- 
lars as against $100. It has shrunk to $9,000,000 instead of $12,- 
000,000. Why? Because prior to the consolidation that company 
had the only rapid transit system in 8 Under the 
whip and spur of Congress, to which I have alluded, the Metro- 
politan, paralleling the Capital Traction on F street and Ninth 
street and other parts of the city, put in its magnificent system, 
and the immediate effect of the competition was to reduce the 
gross revenue of the Capital Traction Got age Sees $200,000, 
pretty nearly cutting the net revenue in half. ese are the con- 
tingencies which meet all these investments; and the result was. 
that, the dividend-earning power of that road being impaired, the 
value of its stock was reduced. 

Now, what effect did it have on the stock. The stock fluctuated 
from 100 to 65 after the fire, and fluctuated from 65 to 75. Have 
the people shared in the misfortune when it fell or the for- 
tune elon it rose? You have had the same fares © same 
service, and an increased tax has been imposed by an act at this 
session of Congress, and in all these things I say, so far as the 
public are concerned, they are amply covered by the power of 
regulation exercised by Congress. Are you simply to abandon all 
the machinery that belongs to civilization, the machinery that 

ives efficient service on the Metropolitan line and the Capital 

ction line, the convenience of free transfers, and the con- 
venience of long rides in the suburbs for one fare simply out of 
fear that these powers may be abused and the stock manipulated 
in the interest of stockjobbers, that the gentleman refers to, who 
may either make or lose? 8 s 
The power conferred upon this Rock Creek road does not give 


power to issue bonds. It is a power simply to issue stock. It is a 
power to issue stock to an amount not exceeding the real consid- 
eration paid. Now, Isay that the limitation as to how much there 
would be issued has been preserved in the competition of these 
roads. I know of no better way than to amend the two compa- 
nies’ charters, under which will be stated the amount of stock 
which they shall issue. 

Now, I have no interest whatever in this Eckington road. I 
have studiously avoided either ene for or having a word to 
say on any measure affecting the railroad in which I am interested 
and in which I was interested before I became a member of Con- 
gress, nor have I taken any interest in this case beyond this—I do 
claim to be a lover of justice and equality of right; and when the 
representatives of this Eckington Company, s ling under ad- 
versity, in the hands of receivers, came to me and said, We de- 
sire this power of acquiring connecting and See Iines, the 
same power that you have, and we fear that the Capital Traction 
Company will oppose,” I said “I will go and see the officers, and 
my advice would be to acquiesce in the acquisition of this power 
by all the roads in the District:” 

The Senate put on this provision, to confer upon this line, simply 
to the end that they mig t make it as efficient as other lines, this 

power of acquiring purchasing connecting and intersecting 

ines, this power of the weaker to tie onto the stronger lines, The 
chairman of the District Committee stated that the House had 
twice by distinct vote voted this proposition, and he would 
not report it to the House. The result was, the conference com- 
mittee said that if one N rag Dicey to have it all onght to have 
it, and that if all were not to have it the existing power: to the 
Capital Traction Com should be-repealed. That repeal has 
been stricken out on the point of order that it was not germane to 
the original Senate amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lunderstand the gentleman to say that 
the Capital Traction Company and the Rock. Creek Company, 
with which the gentleman was formerly connected, have the right 
now to consolidate with all these roads. 

Mr. NEWLANDS: Of course. 
hes RICHARDSON. Has there been any effort made to do 

at? 

Mr: NEWLANDS. None whatever that I know of by the offi- 
cers of the companies. There has been some talk on the outside, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They have had that power for years. 

Mr. BABCOCK, They have had it since 1895. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. years. They still have that right. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. They still have that right, and my judg- 
ment is that this power will be simply exercised. by tying. the 
weaker lines to the stronger lines, because the requirements that 
you have made for the efficiency of the service and for the under- 
ground system will absolutely drive these weak lines out of ex- 
istence. 

Mr: MAHANY. And: the result: will be. the annihilation of 
competition for all future time in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOCKERY. E ieran the gentlenian five minutes. 

ae We t is the good of competition with six 
tickets for 


KER. 
Mr. DO RY. It is obvious that my friend from IIli- 
nois may be depriving himself of some advantages. He talks 
about six tickets for a quarter of a dollar, but suppose the roads 
were capitalized at the actual cost, he and I amigas get twelve tick- 
ets for a quarter of a dollar, and then we would reyel in luxury. 
It 92 77 jase follow that six tickets for a quarter should be the rate 
for ime, 
Nr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me at this time, it is in 
the power of Congress now, if in view of the actual cost of these 
at this time or in the future they can afford it, to compel 
them to sell twelve tickets for a quarter. Itis in the power of 
“Alderman CANNON” and Alderman DOCKERY ” to compel them 
5 tickets for a quarter and throw in a glass of beer. 
ughter. ; 

i Mr. DOQKERY. My friend the “alderman from Illinois” 
knows that practically it is a difficult power to exereise. Now, I 
want to look at this matter for a moment, because I am in 
same situation with my friend from Illinois. Neither one of us 
owns a foot of real estate in this District; neither one of us owns 
any stock in any street railroad. I-venture-to say that neither 
the gentleman from Illinois nor myself owns one dollar of property 
that could be affected by our votes on any public question in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CANNON. No;Ithinkweareequallyin poverty. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Ar. DOCKERY. Both poverty stricken. So the gentleman 
from Illinois and myself can fairly approach the consideration of 
this question without being affected by personal interest or 
sonal bias. My friend from Nevada, an able and distin ed 
gentleman, said a moment ago that the result would be to wipe 
out the weak lines and said they desired to be wiped out. 

Mr: NEWLANDS. They want the machinery that will enable 
them to be acquired by the stronger line, À 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Iam glad to have that statement made, be- 
cause it shows the irresistible trend of monopoly. There was 
never a trust that reared its head in this country, from Maine to 
the Rio Grande, that did not offer as an argument for its exist- 
ence the fact that the cost of administration would be less, and 
my friend from Michigan [Mr. SPALDING] knows that to be true. 
But the trouble with my friend from Nevada and those who hold 
similar views is this: If the proposed law had been on the statute 
books ten years ago, the probabilities are that, instead of that 

lendid street-car line on Pe lyania avenue and the one on 

e Metropolitan line, we should have to-day one line rather than 
two. Why? Because it would have paid the incorporators en- 
joying the privilege of monopoly to compel the public to use the 
one line instead of building the two. There is the defect in the 
proposition made by my friend from Ilinois. The moment you 
put this law on the statute book, that moment ae e ex- 
tensions here and there and all over the District. y? Because 
you have a monopoly that enjoys the trade and controls it. 

Mr. CANNON, it my friend will allow me right there, be- 
cause he wants to be just, the common council of the city of 
‘Washington is in session from year to year, and has plenary power, 
and if the condition arises that my friend from Missouri predicts, it 
can authorize any corporation or individual to build a railway line 
upon each and every street and avenue in Washington. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. But there is not a Representative on the 
floor better posted on the question, because of his long and illus- 
trious services, than the tleman from Illinois, and he knows 
that itis almost impossible to pass even the Ten Commandments 
through the two a pope an independent bill. It is very difficult 
to enact oe legislation. F 

Mr. CANNON. I think anything can be passed in the long 
run, and perhaps soon enough to meet public sentiment, that the 
business interests of the greatest number require. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I admit that ultimately, by the power of per- 
sistent effort, the people may triumph, but why give this power to 
any body of men? I do not com 


of the men who own stock 

in the street corporations. If I were a stockholder, I would be 
knocking at the doors of Congress just as they are knocking. 
would be asking, because human nature is the same, for a monop- 
oly just as they are asking. I would seek to post notices around 
the Di = t of 9 rec * ne Fk ani need os here, as 
monopoly enjo; e privileges o usive prerogative.” 

Mr. CANN ON. There are two street railway companiesin the 
sig’ Sage are successful. 

BABCO 


` Three. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes,three, Oneisthe Me litan Company, 

one is the Capital Traction Company, and the other is the Colum- 
bia. They strike certain centers of population over which they 
can carry enough passengers to give a first-rate service. The Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home and the Belt Line have sought to de- 
velop in the absence of people to convey, and they give a poor, 
miserable service. 
They are no good to themselves and no good to the people they 
undertake to serve, and here is a Topan to give these people 
who have blown in their money, like drowning men catching at 
straws, the power to consolidate and let them make the best trade 
they can, and let the roads make a trade that will give the public 
a good service, and thereby benefit the people and the eee 
and save to the owners a little bit of the money that they have so 
improvidently blown in. And when that proposition is made, my 
friend from Missouri, who is able and strong and just and has 
good judgment, proceeds, as it seems to me, to draw upon his im- 
agination and suppose that somebody is going to be oppressed. I 
think my friend, usually right, is on this question all wrong. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Just one word. If there is a weak line of 
railway anywhere in this city desiring to connect itself with a 
strong line, all that is necessary is to come to Congress and ask 
for the privilege of consolidation. In that way we can deal with 
each case singly and alone. And possibly in the case of some lit- 
tle line somewhere it might be for the interest of the public as 
well as of the stockholders to allow a consolidation. I do not 
know whether that would be true or not. 

t let us see where the logic of "7 friend from Illinois sone: 
Cannon] leads. And let me say that I almost feel lonesome, fight- 
ing as I do here to-day without my friend from Illinois, use he 
is nearly always right, and I am sorry to find him wrong in this 
case. [Laughter.] 

According to my friend’s logic, the cost of operation is decreased 
when we consolidate one or more great —- railroad lines. 
It is probable that the Pennsylvania Railroad, the Baltimore and 
Ohio, and the Chesapeake and Ohio under one management could 
be operated more cheaply than under three distinct managements. 
But what would be the result? A monopoly controlling the lines 
of east and west railroad transportation, no progress, but little 
extension of the lines into new territory because of the existence 
of such a monopoly; and the result would be, sooner or later, in- 
creased cost of transportation. 


Mr. MAHANY. It would be a benefit to the corporations, but 


a menace to the le. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that my friend is opposed 
to this proposition because, as he says, it is a monopoly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will create a monopoly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, I ask the gentleman whether there 
is not an absolute monopoly when the Capital Traction Company 
has this right without question and no other company een it? 
They can purchase and consolidate and get control of all the roads 
in the District. This amendment simply allows all other roads to 
do the same. Now, the gentleman is insisting on the worst kind 
of a monopoly, because,if his view prevails, this 8 is al- 
lowed to the Capital Traction Company alone. hy not let all 
the companies have it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thegentleman has stated the case accurately; 
but I would apply a different remedy. 

Mr. RIC DSON. We tried to do so, but could not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know. The point of order was interposed. 
But instead of broadening the present monopoly, I would bringin 
a bill repealing the powers already given by Congress to the Cap- 
ital Traction * can never eradicate a disease 
by — ing it. e can not stamp out” yellow fever by 
spreading it all overthecountry. Congressmust take hold of this 
monopoly right on the threshold of its appearance here in the Dis- 
trict and strangle the life out of it, if we would subserve the best 
interests of the ý anker 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I think the House pretty thor- 
oughly understands this matter. There are only two points in- 
8 e Fe Lares e — 5 wo 
its ctice permit these lines uire other lines an 
issue an unlimited amount of stock? = 

Mr. HILL. Has it not been the practice with reference to new 
organizations to limit issues of stock to the cost of the proposed 
improvements? I understand that is precisely what we are pro- 


posing to do here, 
Mr. BABCOCK. No. Thealternative is either to limit them- 


I | selves to a fixed amount or to go before the supreme court of the 


District of Columbia and have the amount fixed. 

Mr. MOODY. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin say that 
the effect of adopting the amendments in question would be to 
permit these co tions to issue an unlimited amount of stock? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ido. ; 

i Mowe a 1 5 I was not in favor of rye 

ng the Capi on Company or repealing any of their 
charter. This is a matter that was forced on the House by the 
Senate. I do not think it has any business in this bill at all. For 
that reason I do not want the House to concur in this Senate 
amendment. I think we should nonconcur, should strike out the 
matter entirely, and let it go where it belongs. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. : 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. NEwLanps, that 
the House recede from its di ent to the Senate amendment 
and concur therein, it was rejected—ayes 24, noes 49. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House further insist on its 
disagreement to this Senate amendment. I desire, then, to move 
that the House agree to a conference with the exception of this 
ainendment, and on that I wish—— 

Mr. CANNON. A rejection of the motion to concur amounts 
to nonconcurrence. We have nonconcurred in this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. But this has reached another stage. This is 
a second stage of the proceedings, where the motion is to recede 
and concur, and a negative of that motion does not establish the 
affirmative of the proposition, which is to insist, the House hay- 
ing refused to accept the proposition of the Senate. 

_ The gentleman moves to insist—that the House still further 
insist upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate and 
agree to the conference. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There are other points of disagreement, Mr. 
Speaker, between the two Houses. But the House and Senate 
have fully agréed on all of the others. There is no question on 
1 else excepting this one particular item. 

he SPEAKER. But the other amendments must be disposed 
of in the House, or else the House must further insist upon its 
iy, meer to all of the amendments of the Senate and let the 
whole matter go back to conference. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Then, 2 this motion will get it before 
the House. I move that the House agree to the report of the 
committee of conference, with the exception of the amendment 
No. 5, which is section 2 of the bill, and that upon that particular 
amendment the House insist upon its disagreement and ask a 


further conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that each amendment will 
have to be taken up separately and passed upon under the cir- 
cumstances as they now exist. The best way would be to insist 
on the disagreement, however, and let the whole matter go to 
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conference, where it can be adjusted; otherwise each amendment 


must be taken up se tely and acted upon independently. 

Mr. RICHAR N. But by unanimous consent all of them 
can be concurred in except this one. 

ze SPEAKER, Are any of them modifications of this amend- 
ment 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. That is just the trouble. 

r motions in each case to reach them. 


have to act upon pro 

Mr. RICHARD . Ithought that we might, by unanimous 
aen agree to all of them but this one, and let that go to con- 

erence. 

Mr. BABCOCK, The bill, Mr. Speaker, is entirely satisfactory 
to the House and the Senate, except the one provision which has 
been discussed and to which we have di 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the various amend- 
ments to be read, and then the gentleman can make such motions 
as he thinks desirable in connection with them, or in accordance 
with the modifications proposed by the conference committee, if 
he so desires. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist on its disagreement with the Senate on the amendment with 
reference to the consolidation of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
and other railroads, which has been discussed this morning. 

The motion was 9 hey to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that the Chair 
understood the proposition. This is a part of the report of the 
conference committee, and my motion is that the House agree to 
the 8 excepting the one single amendment which has been 
rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that the matter now before 
the House is not the report of the conference committee, that hav- 
ing been rejected, and that brings the House to its former position 
before the conference was agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I did not understand that the entire report 
was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. It has to be rejected or accepted as a whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I move that the House insist upon its 
di ment to the amendments of the Senate and agree to a 
further conferencé, g 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to ask unanimous consent, if it be in 
order, to call business up on Wednesday next reported from the 
District of Columbia Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that it shall be in order 
to call up on Wednesday next, on the part of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, bills relating to the District, reported 
from that committee. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will announce the conferees on the 
part of the House. 

The following conferees were announced: Mr. Bascock, Mr. 
Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules be suspended 
and that the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 4936 be 
all nonconcurred in and a committee of conference asked for. 

Mr. LOUD and others demanded a second. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 


The House would 


rliamentary 


inquiry. If this motion prevails, would it be in order to move to | shal 
concur in any part of the amendments? 

The SPE. R. It would not. 

The gentleman from California demands a second, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. . 

Mr. MADDOX. I wish to submit an wang 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ornia [Mr. Loup] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] will take 
their places as tellers. 

Mr. MADDOX, I should like to know what it is that we are 
ica ta" 

The SPEAKER. The amendments to the bill H. R. 4936, 

Mr. MADDOX. What is that bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4936) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and sup- 
plies reported by the Court of Claims under the . of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for 
other purposes. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 2, 

Mr. LOUD. That is hardly enough, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, It requires a majority of those voting. 


Mr. LOUD. Does it not require a majority of the House for a 
second? 


The SPEAKER. A majority of the House? The Chair never 
heard that proposition stated before. 

Su uently the Speaker announced—ayes 90, noes 2. 

Mr, LOUD. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that there is 
no quorum present, 

r. MAHON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. This can not be taken by yeas and nays. It 
is taken by tellers only. This is not a motion. It is the second- 
ing of a motion, and the constitutional right to demand the yeas 
and nays does not exist as to a second. 

Pending a count of the House, 

Mr. ON said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my motion, with 
the leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proposes to withdraw the 
motion. If there be no objection, the motion will be withdrawn, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 


PROTECTION OF THE PEOPLE OF THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


88 SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report. 
r. CANNON. Does the gentleman desire to press it now? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am very anxious to get it considered. I 
will say to the gentleman from Illinois that the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE], who has given very great attention to 
it, must leave for his home to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
conference report, which will be read by the Clerk. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I ask unanimous consent that the statement 
may be read instead of the conference report. - 
he SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] asks unanimous consent that the 
reading of the report be dispensed with and that the statement be 
read. there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the A 1 0 aaa votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. E. 8581) for the protection 
of the people of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, having me 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommen: 
to their amy ob Houses as follows: 

1 5 the te recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 5, 6, 11, 19, 28, 

"That the House recede from its d eement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 7, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 22, 24, 25, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 
44, and a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words struck out insert: 

“Sec. 3, That said courts are hereby given jurisdiction in their respective 
districts to try cases against those who may claim to hold as members of a 
tribe and whose membership is denied by the tribe, but who continue to hold 
said lands and tenements notwithstanding the objection of the tribe; and if 
it be found upon trial that the same are held unlawfully nst the tribe by 
those claiming to be members thereof, and the membership and right are 
disallowed by the commission of the Five Tribes, or the United States court, 
and the 1 igen be has become final, then said court shall cause the parties 
charged with unlawfully holding said possessions to be removed from the 
same and cause the lands and tenements to be restored to the person or per- 
sons or nation or tribe of Indians entitled to the possession of the same: Pro- 
vided always, That any person being a noncitizen in possession of lands, hold- 
ing the possession thereof under an . lease, or improvement con- 
tract with either of said nations or tribes, or any citizen thereof, executed 

rior to January 1, 1898, may, as to lands not 9 in amount 100 a 
n defense of any action for the possession of said lands show that he is an 
has been in peaceable possession of such lands, and that he has while in such 
possession made lasting and valuable improvements thereon, and that he has 
not enjoyed the possession thereof a sufficient length of time to compensate 
him for such improvements. Thereupon the court or jury trying said cause 
1 determine the fair and reasonable value of such improvements and the 
fair and reasonable rental value of such lands for the time the same shall 
the improvements exceed in value 
the amount of rents with which such persons should be charged the court, in 
its judgment, shallspecify such time as will, in the opinion of the court, com- 
nsate such a for the balance due, and award him possession for such 
ime unless the amount be 2 1 within such reasonable time as 
the court shall specify. If the finding be that the amount of rents exceed the 
value of the improvements, judgment shall be rendered against the defend- 
ant for such sum, for which execution may issue.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words struck out insert: 

“Sec. 6. That the summons shall not issue in such action until the chief or 
governor of the tribe, or person or persons bringing suit in his own behalf, 
shall have filed a sworn complaint, on behalf of the tribe or himself, with the 
court, which shall, as near as practicable, describe the premises so detained, 
and shall set forth a detention without the consent of the person bringing 
said suit or the tribe, by one whose membership is denied by it: Provided, 
That if the chief or governor refuse or fail to bring suit in behalf of the tribe 
then any member of the tribe may make complaint and bring said suit.” 

And the Senate apros to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its disagreoment te 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words struck out insert: 

“Sec. 9. That all actions for restitution of possession of real 


have been occupied by such person, and if 


roperty 
under this act must be commenced by the service of a summons within two 
years after the passage of this act. where the wrongful detention or posses- 
sion began prior to the date of its passage: and all actions which shall be 
commenced hereafter, upon wrongful detention 

mitted since 


or ponosan com- 
the passage of this act must be commenced within two years 
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after the cause of action accrued. And TONENE in this act shall take away 
the right to maintain an action for urilawful and forcible entry and detainer 
given by the act of Congress May 2, 1890 (26 U. S. Stats., page 95).” 

And the Senate agree to the same.. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the Senate recede from its amendment 
numbered 10. In lien of the words struck outinsert: “Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall in any way affect any vested legal rights which may 
have been heretofore granted by act of Congress, nor be so construed as to 
confer any additional rights upon any partion claiming under any such act of 
Congress; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the words struck out insert: Provided. 
That nothing herein contained shall impair the rights of any holder or owner 
ofa —— interest in any oil, coal rights, asphalt, or mineral which have 
been assented to by act of Congress, but all such interest shall continue 
unimpaired hereby, and shall be assured to such holders or owners by leases 
from the Secretary of the Interior for the term not e, fifteen years, 
but subject to payment of advance royalties, as herein provided, when such 
leases are not operated to the rate of royalty on coal mined and the rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and preference 
shall pe pen to such parties in renewals of such leases; and the Senate 
agree o same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In addition to the words inserted insert also“ and 
the clerk of said court shall record all papers and perform all the acts re- 
quired of the recorder of the county, or the clerk of the county court, or the 
secretary of state. for the incorporation of any city or town, as 


„necessary r 
provided in Manstield's Digest, and such city or town government, when so |- 


authorized and organized possess all the powers and exercise all the 
rights of similar municipalities in said State of Arkansas;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the Senate recede from its amendment 
numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the words struck out insert: 


Chickasaw, Choctaw, Creek, and Cherokee tribes, to consist of one member 
to be appointed by the executive of the tribe, who shall not be interested in 
town property, other than his home; one person to be appointed by the Sog. 
retary of the Interior, and one member to be selected by the town. And if 
the executive of the tribe or the town fail to select members as aforesaid, 
they may be selected and appointed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Said commissions shall cause to be surveyed and laid out town sites 
where towns with a present population of 200 or more are located, conform- 
ing to the existing survey so far as may be, with and necessary streets, 

eys, and public grounds, including parks and cemeteries, giving to each 
town such territory as pe Bey required for its present needs and reasonable 
pr ive growth; and shall prepare correct plats thereof, and file one with 
the Secretary of the Interior, one with the clerk of the United States court, 
one with the authorities of the tribe, and one with the town authorities, 
And all town lots shall be appraised by said commission at their true value, 
excluding improvements; and separate appraisements shall be made of all 
improvements thereon; and no such appraisement shall be effective until 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and in case of ent by the 
members of such commission as to the value of any lot, said Secretary may 
fix the value thereof. 

“The owner of the improvements upon any town lot, other than fencing, 

or temporary buildings, may deposit in the United States Treasury, St. 
Louis, Mo., one-half of such appraised value; 10 per cent within two months 
and 15 per cent more within six months after notice of appraisement, and the 
remainder in three equal annual installments thereafter, Cepa ing with 
the Secretary of the Interior one receipt for each payment, and one with the 
authorities of the tribe, and such deposit shall be deemed a tender to the 
tribe of the purchase money for such lot. . 
“Tf the owner of such improvements on any lot fails to make deposit of the 
purchase money as aforesaid, then such lot may be sold in the manner herein 
rovided for the sale of unimproved lots; and when the purchaser thereof 
bis complied with the 8 herein for the purchase of improved lots 
he may, by petition, apply to the United States court within whose jurisdic- 
tion the town is located for condemnationand appraisement of such improve- 
ments, and petitioner shull, after judgment, deposit the value so fixed with 
the clerk of the court; and thereupon the defendant shall be to ac- 
cept same in full payment for his improvements or remove same from the lot 
thin such time as may be fixed by the court. p 
to thetribe, and shall 


“All town lots not improved as aforesaid shall bel: 
be in like manner appraised, and, after approval by the 5 of the In- 

ublic auction by said 
ue, unless ordered by 


terior, and due notice, sold to the highest bidder at 
commission, but not for less than their app Į 

the 5 of the Interior; and purchasers may in like manner make 
deposits of the purchase money with like effect, as in case of improved lots. 

The inhabitants of any town may, within one year after the completion 
of the survey thereof, make such deposit of $10 per acre for parks, ceme- 
teries, and other public grounds laid out by said commission with like effect 
as for improved lots; and such parks and public grounds shall not be used 
for any purpose until such deposits are made. $ 

“The person authorized by the tribe or tribes may execute or deliver to 
any such purchaser, without expense to him, a d conveying to him the 
title to such lands or town lots; and thereafter the purchase coat shall be- 
come the property of the tribe; and all such moneys shall, when titles to all 
the lots in the towns belonging to any tribe have been thus perfected, be 
paid per capita to the membersof the tribe: Provided, however, t in those 
town sites designated and laid out under the provisions of this act where 
coal leases are now being operated and coal is being mined there shall be re- 
served from appraisement and sale all lots occupied by houses of miners 
actually engaged in mining, and only while they are so en; „and in ad- 
dition thereto a sufficient amount of land, to be determin the ng fn 
ers, to furnish homes for the men actually e in working for the lessees 
operating said mines and a sufficient amount for all buildings and machinery 
for mining purposes: And provided further, That when the lessees shall cease 
to operate said mines, then, and in that event, the lots of land so reserved shall 
be of as provided for in act.” 

And the Senate a: to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the Senate recede from its amendment 
numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the words struck out insert “until their rights under said treaty shall be 
determined in such manner as shall be hereafter provided by Congress; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
5 aa solom: 22 of the bi iy by the Saos a 
made after the of January, 1898, e or any member thereo! 
pa be absolutely void, and all such * leases;“ and the Senate agree 

ie Same, 


Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered Sax agree to thesame with an 
amendment as follows: In line 15 strike out the word shall; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended clause substitute the follow- 
ing: prior to said date shall terminate; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Change the amended clause so that it shall read as 
follows: “on the Ist day of April 1899, and all such agricultural leases shall 
terminate on January 1, 1900; but this shall not prevent individuals from 
leasing their allotments when made to them as provided in this act, nor from 
occupying or renting their proportionate shares of the tribal lands until the 
allotments herein provided for are made;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the Senate recede from its amendment 
numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omita 
portion of the words struck out, so that it shall read: 

“SEC. 26. That before any allotment shall be made of lands in the Chero- 
kee Nation, there shall be segregated therefrom the commission hereto- 
fore mentioned, in separate allotments or otherwise. the 157,600 acres pur- 
chased by the Delaware tribe of Indians from the Cherokee Nation under 
agreement of April 8, 1867, subject to the judicial determination of the rights 
of said descendants and the Cherokee Nation under said agreement. That 
the Delaware Indians ig in the Cherokee Nation are hereby authorized 
and empowered to bring suit in the Court of Claims of the United States, 
within sixty days after the of this act, pee the Cherokee Nation, 
for the porpese of de the Delaware Indians in and to 
the lands and funds of said nation under their contract and agreement with 
the Cherokee Nation dated April 8, 1887; or the Cherokee Nation may bring 
a like suit against said Delaware Indians; and jurisdiction is conferred on 
said court to adjudicate and fully determine the same, with right of appeal 
to either party to the 7 Court of the United States.“ 

And the Senate — the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Omit a portion of the amendment, so that it shall 


read as follows: 
“SEC. 30. That the Secre of the Interior is authorized to locate one In- 
, who may, under his solo and direc- 


tion, riorm an uties 0¹ 0 0 0 0 W. 
y 5 r by * 


rela 
And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Omit a portion of the amendment and amend the re- 
mainder, so that the amendment shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 31. That on the Ist day of July, 1898, all tribal courts in Indian Ter- 
ritory shall be abolished, and no officer of said courts shall thereafter have 
any authority whatever to do or perform any act theretofore authorized b 
any law in connection with said courts, or to receive any pay for same; ani 
all civil and criminal causes then pending in any such court shall be trans- 
ferred to the United States court in said Territory 1 Son with the clerk 


of the court the original papers in the suit: Provided, t this section shall 
not be in force as to the ickasaw, Choctaw, and Creek tribes or nations 
until the Ist day of October, 1898.” 

And the Senate the sam: 


to e, 
Amendment numbered 47; That the House recede from its 3 ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and ee to the same with 
amendments as follows: Strike out the first paragraph of the amendment, 
including lines 16 to 25, inclusive, on 30, and lines 1 to 14, inclusive, on 
page 31, and insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“SEC. A. That the agreement made by the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes with commissions representing the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes of 
Indians on the 23d day of April, 1897, as herein amended, is hereby ratified 
and confirmed, and the same be of full force and effect if ratified before 
the Ist day of December, 1808, by a majority of the whole number of votes 
cast by the members of said tribes at an election held for that purpose; and 
the executives of said tribes are hereby authorized and directed to make pub- 
lic pr tion that said agreement shall be voted on at the next general 
election, or at any special election to be called by such executives for the pur- 
pose of 9 said nt; and at the election held for such pu 
all male mem of each of said tribes qualified to vote under his tribal 3 
shall have the right to vote at the e on precinct most convenient to his 
the same be within 


asaw Nation, and a member of th Tribes, 
to bedesignated y the chairman of said commission; and said board shall meet 
without delay at Atoka, in the Indian Territory, and canvass and count said 
votes and make p ation of the result; and if saidagreementasamended 
be so ratified, the provisions of this act shall then only apply to said tribes 
where the same do not conflict with the provisions of said agreement; but 
the provisions of said agreement, if so ratified, shall not in any manner affect 
the provisions of section 14 of this act, which said amendment is as follows.” 

Insert after the word “further,” at the end of line 4, page 34, the follow- 
ing: “That the ers to the Five Civilized Tri make a cor- 
rect roll of Chickasaw freedmen entitled to any rights or benefits under the 
treaty made in 1866 between the United States and the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw tribes their descendants born to them since the date of said treaty, 
and 40 acres of land, including their present residences and improvements, 
shall be allotted to each, to be selected, held, and used by them until their 
rights under said treaty shall be determined, in such manner as shall here- 
after be provided by act of Congress.” 

Strike out all after the word “land,” in line 17, page 37, down to thesecond 
word and.“ in line 1, page 38; strike out in lines 9 and 10, page 39, the words 
“member of the commission to the Five Civilized Tribes to be designated by 
the chairman thereof,” and insert in lieu thereof the words“ to be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States; “ strike out, in line 4, page 40, 
the words “the same and insert in lieu thereof the w “one residence 
and one business lot at 50 per cent of the appraised value of such improved 

WE Fagen ta worda Siboy shall oela? e inset 
ine 13, page e words “they se a rson! an r 
lieu thereof the words “or the limit or extent of said peg either of said com- 


missioners may report any such disagreement to the judge of the district in 
3 175 such town is 3 who shall appoint a third member to act with 
commission.“ 
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Strike out, in line 9, page 42, the words Choctaw or Chickasaw constitu- 
9 after the word “States,” in line 10, tho. words in 


fall act to tho Se 
of whom shall make full report of all his acts to Sec- 
shall be subj 


of said 

the words. “sub. ect, however, to payment of 
SES for;” strike out allafter the Word 155 *in Mine 1 17, 
down 5 including the word “agreement,” in line 22, and. inse: A en 

thereof e follo 
Provided, That — herein contained shall Ae the rights of any 
holder or owner of a leasehold interest in any oil. coal ri agate or min- 
eral which have been assented to by act of Congress, but — — 
hereby and shall be assured eim ee such 


royalties on coal and asphalt when ae deems it for 5 best interests of the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws to do so. No ties shall be paid except into 
. 75 i ii 5, 14 the wo His“ on 4 as) — 
e out, in line Š 
Insert, inline 9, after the word “embracery,’ the words breaches, 
or disturbances of the peace wea} 7 


the same. 

48: ‘That the. Hones. recede from its disagreemen: t 
and to the same with 

hof section 33. of the 


lized Tribes with the co ren oe Omak) welts 
9 on the 27th day of . —— „ as herein we gama ias 

and „and the same shall be of full force and effect if rati- 
fed before the ist December, 1808, by a ority of the votes cast by 
the members of said tribe at an election to be held for that p ; and the 
executive o tribe is authorized to make pu — — moe 
tion that said . to be 
called by sueh executive for the 


ot cp ee 
and occupy 9 mount equal 100. 0.“ 
nun dene paragraph 7 of section 33, page 50, and insert the following in 
reof: 
un Tho residue of the Jands. with the Soong rin rate paar pref snr woop 
ay tely, under the direction 


be to.the — 


PS trike out all on page 01 between the word 2 in line 4, and the word 
„the“ where it occurs the second time in line 12. 

Strike out. in 1 of the United States, 
to — and insert in lieu thereof the word “ ted.” 
. OR EDA OE ASRA 
And the Senate agree to 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
eh eee Wine AAA as follows: 


„972287 on the disagree- 
ae tre tees OEE the amendments: of the- Senate to the bill 


—— —.— extend 

ve here 

—— as orn now stand furnish a —— — — the Indian Werritry. he » intruder 
class.” whose rights have been passed upon, may dispossessed of the valu- 
able lands they are now holding withou — ig woos 


The House accepts the Senate amendment No. 7, — puts in force bem 
laws and ordinances of the city of Fort Smith “for r She nary — 
9 eech ee are — ute word = 

ne House aecep Senate amendm: ——— . 
ble, so as to reserve all “oil, coal, asphalt, and mineral the lands 
of any tribe to such tribes.” 

The House ision 


5 3 3 
to certain and which 


ights under such — suits in the United States 
Sars any See å the sank — which leaves their 
r w 


the Senate amendments 12, 13, and 14, which limits tho 
allotted are to be nontransferable, liable for obligations, 
and nontaxable. 


The House acce r which makes the pro- 


visions apply to all minerals. 
Senate accepts the provision of the House eontin ning 


in owing l the ri of lessees who haye made subleases shall 
protected, being the opinion that the rightn of all: — fully 


The amendment — — of the 
House extending individual on ‘contracts for 
nine months after the passage of act, 


The House accepts Senate amendment No. 21 the clerk of the 
court to record all gape rsand perform all acts aquired of the ee 


The House accepts Senate amen provides tari and 
collection annually of a tax — the he property . — or town tox school: 
and other not to exceed in t cent of the assessed 
value thereof, in lien of 1 per cent, as provided tod ouse bill. 


The Senate recedes from its town-site amendment (No. 23), and a substi- 
tute is agreed to pro for a commission of three in each town, who are 
authorized to survey lay out town sites — a se the p 


roperty. 
Owners of improvements are pores: to ng e-half of the . 
value. and — deposit is to tender tribe If the the ADDFa im- 


provements. fail to make. t of the 5 . — money, the lots may be 
sold, after due mie, to the highest. bidder at public romeo by said com- 
mission, at not less eir a — value, and provision is: made for 
the purchase of the improvements by condemnation and appraisement. 
Unimproved lots are to be sold to the highest bidder at public auction. 

Tho House accepts Senate amendment No. 23, striking out the House pro- 


vision authorizing members of a tribe to use and dispose of minerals on 
allotments. 


The Senate accepts the House provisions making it a misdemeanor for any 
. pass land apd that of his family at he 
exp! on mont 0 ge o t, an a 
for t sections 16.and 17 of this act. W 


ences 


The House. accepts . n the 
—— . . 


with an 
Dela- 


fd 8 oy foal Dela Indians in and to 
of de 0 0 ware 
aes: a. 


The Senate its amendments authorizing appeals to the Su- 
prane Court of the United States x TAR 

The House accepts Senate amendment No. 30, with a change whic! ee 
FCC 


a e Eum tory on the Ist da — ap a 
‘ited y, ora 
N tothe Uni —. TEOT with amend 


ments transferring criminalas welas civil suita to said courts, and extend: 
ing the timo for th is tang effec of said act in the Choctaw, W, and 
Creek N: 


Senate SS vides for the submission of the agreemen 
which has heretofore been made Tao. Ketones ties Dawes and : 
hoe ae A 


settle the vexed. 
fied 


the 
1 agree- 
on th agreement. nthe peoria the D i coni veral ae a 
of the 3 amen r 
protect the: interest of the Chickasaw freedmen; to eee 
provements to buy one residence and one business lo at 50 
1 permit either of the town 

— t as to the value of lots to the 3 of tho district in 
Which eee eee a third member 

the commission; to make the Lin regard to mineral 


Seemann to prevent breaches or disturbances of the 
an neseny of wea 

amendment No. o, 48 makes the same provisi 
Guede an th the Chi 


agreement 
saw en phe 3 
va artane: 


occupy the same until 9 Per 5 to provide for 3 £ 
remaining after allotmen ghest bidder at public at no’ 
less than the. a) value and in tracts not to 


There.ave.a. fow other amendments slong. the line of those made in the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw agreement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that the conference report be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER. OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. 2 I have given way now until it is 
3 o'clock.. I move that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman. will not insiat on that now, 
because this is the only day which I can Hase. aa Coins 
nity to get a rule for . eration of Army bills that the W 


1898. 
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Departmentinsist must be passed, if we are going to havea proper 
administration of affairs. 
Mr. CANNON, I will yield now for the gentleman to ask 
unanimous consent, because if any si os his motion it will 
uite manifest there is no quorum 

“SS HULL. Ido not want to be compelled to ask for a rule, 
because I believe if the House had an opportunity to pass upon 
these matters they would be agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. But my friend will notice that there is no 
quorum present, and therefore the matter must come up by unan- 
imous consent, if at all. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why can we not have to-day for committee 


T. CANN ON. Well, there is no quorum presen 

Mr. HULL. Iask unanimous consent that Thursday, the 23d 
instant, be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and that only bills shall be 
considered which the committee by a vote have instructed the 
chairman to call up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which will be rted by the Clerk. 

Mr. BAR AKTIE ET. Reserving the right to object—I did not hear 
the resolution. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday, the 234 instant, be set apart for the considera” 
tion of bills reported from the Committee on — — yrs 
bills shall be be considered which the committee by a vote have instructed th 

chairman to call up for considera’ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to enter an: 
captious 7 to any bill that may be brought up for pate J 
eration by the Committee on Military 


and all classes of 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this does not isd caterer earn 
upany and all classes of bills. If the gen from 

É me, T will state that it doos not do that. It onl ie 
thse the committee decided of most im 


3 


r BARTLETT, I will state to the gentleman that I have in- 
vestigated that bill somewhat, and if he should ask unanimous 
consider that bill I would have no objection. 


a get 
on that side of the 


Mr. HULL. But some other 


That conte dens Me Gees Now, Isay, 
as to the pill the the ee I do not intend to o 
3 but I do not desire oe consent to con- 
sider bills increasing the officers in the War Department, or in the 
Army, or any of those thi a ars at aale 
. * presented. desires 


1 677777... it. 
aN ANNON. 5 
to the House. 
Mr. HULL. I move to suspend the 
Mr. CANNON, Well, Mr, Speaker, = willshave-to antagonize 


1 Mr. BARTLETT. If it is to be granted by unanimous consent, 
2b. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. S er, we are to give Frida: 
for the consideration of mat ils E nt Se Erl. 
day may be substituted for to-day for the of the 8 
and that same right shall de given to suspend the rules on Friday 

Mr. ur. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL- 

Mr.CANNON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the U for the 
ther consideration of the general mar aa io 


Affairs, 5 
there shall be consent given to a general rule to consider any 


8 
5 . 
very largo number of men and running the factories day and 


Mr. HULL. I want to say that I propose to offer this resolu- 
tion, to go to the Committee on Rules. 
the Sear ae pro tempore. That can be done by filing it with 
the Cler 
The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DALZELL in the chair. 
e CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
ers on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill H. R. 10691. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


re * 62, — line 22, insert the following: 


F. T e, one hundred. 
And in line 24 strike Sout the word “seven” and insert the word eight.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose last 
week I had the floor on this paragraph of the bill; but I believe 
the chairman of the committee s that he would yield to 
me five minutes more if I desired i 

Mr. CANNON, On what question was that? 

Mr. BURKE. On the question of contested-election cases, 

Mr. CANNON. If I have the time, I will yield five minutes to 
the ag ee from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. oo objection, the gentleman will be 
peste for = minutes 


„Mr. know the rule which obtains in the 
courts of this country to-day with reference to litigation between 
parties. If A sues Band fails to recover in that suit, 3 
the costs, and I have been unable to seo by what rule of right 

a contested-election case: the Government of the United 
eee eee ee costs both of eee e. = 
the contestant. Chairman, I stated the other day that a few 
months ago I called upon the Clerk of this House for some infor- 
mation these contested-election cases. Since the law 


was passed allowing 


ee cost the peasan 2213 600. 
= BRUCKER. When was that statute 
Mr. BURKE. In 1878; and since that time ess has allowed 
nearly 2 000 as payment to contestants and contestees in these 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MAD- 
pox] s siting at my right that he hasin this bill—not put in by 
tes fo whole thin for an allowance of $1,000. The gentleman 
— . as he is concerned, for he stands 
mium in this House for con- 
hairman, I venture the predic- 
tion here that 15 of ee —— of this House, 356 members, 
three-fourths of them 5 a notice immediately after the last 
election from Washington lawyers that their seats were to be the 
subject of contest. 
I received such a notice myself, although I was elected to this 
House weirs a majority of nearly 8,000, and no man thought of con- 
ns fom Washington Ireceived three or four of these commu- 
3 ä ee pipes meraes 
in the matter. I sup nearly every gentleman on si 
the House received poeta notices. The law is nothing more or 
less than a standing bid, offered by the Government, to bring be- 
fore this House contested elections, a majori 8 Whichare with- 
out merit, from almost every State in this While it is 
impossible for the House to do anything with t this bill, because 
the law is eee 1 submit that thə House owes it to itself 
that we rise equal to the occasion and absolutely wipe from the 
statute books this species of legislation off a 3 at the 


. ion before the 
BAR . Mr. C E IE A O IDA 
— — 1; page 70, a pro- 


-election 
vision made for the payment of sums extending down to line 14, 


7i — 
CHAIRMAN. Sipra ne mayas gig asa a pcp 
Georgia that that portion of the bill has not yet been reached. 


Mr. BULL. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the endof page 69: 

“ That hereafter members of the House of Representatives who are chair- 
men of committees entitled to annual clerks shall be entitled to the same al- 
lowance for clerk hire as is authorized to other members of the House of 
Representatives who are not chairmen of committees by the joint resolution 
approved March 3, 1893, and by House resolution p May 8, 1896, and the 
appropriation for clerk hire to Members and Delegates made in the legisla- 
ve, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiscal ge ecard is 3 


made available to pay such clerk hire as herein provid „That 
this provision sh: apply to membersof committees entitled to annualclerks 
during the vacation of Congress only.” 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in support 
of this measure that it differs from the one under consideration 
last week in this, that it only allows clerks—— 

25 LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to know whether it is in 
order 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be taken 
off my feet now. 

Mr. LOVE. I only want to reserve the point of order against 


this amendment. 
It is too late for that; I have made obser- 


Mr. HENDERSON. 
vations on this matter. 

Mr. LOVE. I made use of the first opportunity. The gentle- 
man got the floor, and I regretted to interrupt him to make the 
point of order, but did so as soon as I could be i 

„ J was recognized by the ir and had 
pr ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will proceed, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that this differs from the proposition before us 
last week in this, that it only allows clerks to the chairmen of 
committees having annual clerks during the recess of Congress. 
Personally, I believe they ought to have them during the entire 
Congress; but, at the same time, if we can not have all we are 
entitled to, we will take what we can get. Let me call attention 
to the situation. If a man is a new member, and does not have a 
chairmanship of a committee, he gets a clerk throughout the en- 
tire year. he has been long enough in the House so that he is 
deemed worthy of having a chairmanship of a committee, the 
result is he must hire a private secretary and pay him out of his 
own pocket. 

So that, in one sense, it is a damage to a man to have been long 
in Congress, unless he is a scoundrel and has feathered his nest in 
some way, and I know of none such here, for the longer we are 
here the poorer we grow. But that is the fact. Now, take the 
clerkships of nearly all the committees—none of them are stenog- 
raphers or typewriters. The clerk of my committee has had 
that he could possibly do. We have had our hands full of work, 
and even when you did not seem to know it we were busy, for we 
have had a great amount of work to do with the several bills be- 
fore us, some 140, including the bankruptcy bill, and in the last 
Congress the fee bill, which involved a large amount of work. 

My private secretary, my stenographer and writer, in addi- 
tion to my own work, has to take down my dictation in answer 
to the hundreds of letters I receive on various matters before my 
committee, There are a few clerks of committees that are ste- 
nographers. One of the ablest clerks in any legislative body is 
the chief clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, but he is 
not a stenographer. Upon inquiry, I only know of one clerk of a 
committee who is a stenographer, and he is the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Itis not the theory of the 
law that the chairman of the committee shall use the clerk of the 
committee for his own personal use. The clerk is there to repre- 
sent the House of Representatives in his official capacity as a 
clerk of the committee, and heis not there for the p of 
sending ont documents, agricultural reports, and doing the per- 
sonal work of the chairman. : 

h chairman must have one private secretary besides the 
clerk of the committee. Is it just, gentlemen of the Committee of 
the Whole, that the expense of employing this secretary should 
be taken out of the pocket of the chairman when each of you have 
your own private clerk? And, remember, my private secretary is 
not working for me alone. When I am busy with other matters, 
he is at work serving my people, and it is in the interest of my 
people that he should work. And what is true in my case is true 
in every case. I should like to see this amendment adopted with- 
out a dissenting voice, for it is only a matter of simple justice to 
the people that we represent. 

Mr. FLEMING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr, FLEMING, I am heartily in favor of giving every mem- 
ber of the House (including chairmen of committees) a private 
secretary. I think they are entitled to it. But I want to ask the 
gentleman whether he could not put this amendment in such a 
shape as to accomplish that purpose and at the same time reduce 
the number of annual clerks of committees to such an extent as 
to allow such assistance only where really needed? 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Allow me to say that a very able member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy], whom I will now ask to take the floor, has 
been giving that matter very close attention and intends to bring 
it up for consideration at the next session of Congress, 

r. MOODY. I want to say onlya word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Georgia Mr. FLEMING]. I have the honor to be not 
only a member of the Committee on Appropriations, but a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee which has had under consideration the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. When this 
matter of committee clerks came before that committee last De- 
cember, I entered my protest against the indiscriminate allowance 
of annual clerks to committees that ought not to have them. I 
was told that the matter was properly within the province of the 
Committee on Accounts. When that committee made a report on 
this subject some time ago, I upon the floor of the House called 
their attention to this subject; and they in turn said that it was 
within the province of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I for one am through with undertaking to 
trace the responsibility from one committee to another. I give 
notice that when this subject comes next December before the 
subcommittee of which I am a member, there will not be allowed, 
so far as I can prevent it, an id fi eta for any annual clerk 
except where one may be need am in earnest about this mat- 
ter. Ifeel quite sure that if this proposition of the gentleman 
from Rhode island passes, as it should pass, the matter will re- 
ceive intelligent consideration. And if I can not prevail in the 
committee, I agree to bring the question to the House, so that the 
House shall haye an opportunity to act on it at the next session, 

Mr, FLEMING. I am very glad the gentleman makes that 
statement. I think that the two measures ought really to gohand 
in hand. But it seems that they can not goin that way now. On 
the faith of the promise which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
makes to the House, I am ready to vote now for this proposition 
as it stands. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, from whom this amendment virtually emanated, 
I want to say that we examined into this matter, and we were 
unanimously of the opinion that it was a great injustice that gen- 
tlemen who are chairmen of committees having annual clerks are 
not permitted to have secretaries like the rest of us, not only dur- 
ing vacation, but during the session of Congress, 

en these various propositions were adopted providing mem- 
bers of Congress with secretaries, the idea seemed to prevail that the 
clerks of committees would be the private secretaries of the chair- 
men of committees. The Committee on Accounts, if I recollect 
correctly, has reduced the number of annual clerks. I hope the 
gentleman from Mississippi, who reserved a point of order, will 
not press that point of order against the amendment. I assure 
him, from investigation by myself as a member of the Committee 
on Accounts, that I deem it to be proper and just. These annual 
clerks remain here during vacation. Why should chairmen of 
committees be obliged, either during the session of Congress or 
during vacation, to pa 5 out of their own pockets for serv- 
ices similar to those which other members procure at the public 


ex e? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether Senators 
who are chairmen of committees having annual clerks are also 
allowed personal clerks? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know; I have not investigated the 
matter. I know this, that the clerks of Senators are on the pay 
roll, and they get pay for thirteen months ina year. I have not 
investigated the matter myself, as the expenses of the Senate do 
a ee before our committee, but I am informed that such is 

e fa 

Mr. DOCKERY,. No; Senators who are chairmen of commit- 
tees having annual clerks have no personal clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. But I call the gentleman's attention to the 
fact, however, that the Senate has more employees, in round num- 
bers, in proportion to membership, than the House has, and without 
any desire whatever to criticise it, it is a well-known fact that they 
have many more annual clerks in proportion than the House, more 
assistant clerks, and more messengers; and if the Senate were a 
House body, I would criticise it by saying that they have much 
that is not necessary, in my judgment, 

Mr. MOODY. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] will not call the Senate’s attention to anything that they 
have not got, because if he does they will certainly get it. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. DOC Y. No, Ishall not; but I want this proposition 
to be accompanied by a resolution of apology to the Senate of the 
United States, because even that body has never entered on this 
character of legislation; and while we may 9 in criticism of 
the Senate for liberality toward its employees, this, at all events, 
is something that they have never asked and never claimed as a 
matter of vee: 

Mr. LO A 


$ Chairman, as stated by the gentleman from 
Missouri, it is not true that chairmen of Senate committees have 
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these additional private secretaries. I want to ask gentlemen if 
Congress has not been going on, year after year, without these ad- 
ditional secretaries, with business just as pressing, and has the 
public service suffered for want of more employees? What rea- 
son or excuse can you give for increasing such expenses now 
while we are in the midst of war? It has not been deemed neces- 
sary heretofore to have these employees, and I claim that there is 
noting so pressing that it makes it important or imperative that 
they should be now employed. a 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, he is in error. 
Every Senator not a chairman of a committee has an annual 
clerk. 

It is alsoa matter of fact that more is paid for their services 
than the monthly allowance to members of the House; and they 
have had this service for a number of years past. In addition to 


that, I think, almost invariably, where a Senator is chairman of 


a committee, not only has hea clerk as chairman of stich commit- 
tee, but he has besides an annual clerk; and I believe, if I recol- 
lect aright, there is an assistant clerk to these committees, with 
messengers and other employees as ne may deem essential. 
So that, so far as the Senate is concerned as compared with the 
House, it is only fair to say that for every Senator there is an ex- 
diture for this service equal to four times that which is paid 
or the convenience of the individual members of the House of 
Representatives. : 

Mr. LOVE. I thank the gentleman from Illinois for the infor- 
mation. Of course he is better posted than I am on these ques- 
tions. He has had more experience and understands legislation 
better, but still he does not justify this act nor advocate it on the 
grounds that the Senate is better served than the House; for to 
say this acton the grounds of equality between the two Houses 
would be to even go a step further and pay our secretaries larger 
wages, place their names on the pay roll, as they should be, and 
give them one month’s additional pay, as is now the case with 
secretaries of Senators, 

I do not stand here as the watch guard” of the Treasury and 
hope to bring about reforms in governmental nditures that do 
not meet the approval and sanction of wiser and more experienced 
men. I know that there are many here on this floor who have far 
more rience and who are better qualified for thatservice than 
Iam. But the question, if I understand it correctly, is that you 

ropose to give to these gentlemen who are chairmen of commit- 

ees private secretaries in addition to the annual clerks of their 
committees, who haye heretofore served a double purpose. 

There are three committees of the House, if Imay with 8 
name them the Committees on Elections which in all probabili 
will have no need for secretaries until another Congress is elect 
What business is now before those committees to warrant us in 
providing annual clerks for them, and why in the sense of reason 
and justice can not these secretaries serve their respective chair- 
men this fall and winter? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam willing to except them. 

Mr. LOVE. That may be, but your resolution does not except 
them. Now, do you propose 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit me? 

Mr. LOVE. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. This is a question which deals with the next fiscal 
year. Now, we have dealt with the general subject of clerks for 
the House of Representatives in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial tar ay bill. In the bill upon that subject which 
will come before Congress in the short session we shall deal with 
the fiscal year beginning on the Ist of July, 1899; and upon that 
bill, if I can have the cooperation of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, I will undertake to rectify the undoubted and undisputed 
inequalities to which he has called attention. 

r. LOVE. I do not question the sincerity of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts or his desire to rectify what I believe to be a 
great wrong. But cf course the gentleman knows that it is im- 
possible to state what may be the action of the House upon this 
question when presented next winter. He will be very fortunate 
indeed if he succeeds in getting such a measure before Congress. 

But I was going on to say, Mr. Chairman, that my objection is 
that all of the committees of the House will be included in this 
resolution, whose secretaries, or some of them at least, will have 
nothing whatever to do during all the summer; and there is no 
reason in the world why they could not go to the homes of gen- 
tlemen who are chairmen of the committees to discharge the duties 
of private secretary there as well as here in Washington. 

I stated the other day, I know that there are some of these 
committees who have a great deal of business before them, and 
for the chairman of such a committee another secretary is neces- 
sary. I donot queen the statements that have been made on 
the floor by gentiemen, but if we are to inaugurate a new system, 
as proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, let us wait 
until next winter to begin, and then I will gladly join in remedy- 
ing the inequalities complained of, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I should like to call attention to an item 
found in lines 16 and 17, on page 69, appropriating $1,359.95 to 
W. S. Vanderburg in a contested-election case. 

The CHAIRMAN. That item has already been passed and 


adopted. 
r. OLMSTED. Iask unanimous consent to reconsider that 
item, for reasons which I will state. 

Mr. CANNON. What amendment does the gentleman pro- 


pose? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It has been stated that that item includes the 
expenses of taking Lalor | by the contestant after the legal 
time for taking testimony had expired. [am unable to get hold 
of the clerk of the committee to-day or the papers, but I think my 
friend from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] is familiar with the cir- 
cumstances, and I will ask him if he thinks an amendment is 


necessary. 

Mr. CANNON. Under the law, these items are placed in this 
bill on the certificates of the respective Committees on Elections, 
Now, it would not be proper to change that, as I understand, 
unless the certificate of a reauditing is furnished, Is there any 
such certificate? 

Mr. OLMSTED. My recollection is that the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MAGUIRE] made that certificate, and I should 
like to hear his statement. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, the matter to which the on 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] refers was called to 
uy attention this afternoon. Upon an examination of the record, 
I find that a portion of the fee of Mr. John F. Hall, one of the at- 
torneys of Mr. Vanderburg, was undoubtedly for services ren- 
dered in taking testimony after the time for taking testimony had 
expired under the law. I was on the subcommittee to whom Mr. 
Vanderburg’s expense account was referred by Committee on Elec- 
tions No, 2, and in that capacity approved it upon what seemed 
to me to be sufficient evidence. 

In examining the i sae account, I found the several items sup- 
ported by proper vouchers and verified by the proper oath of the 
contestant. Uponanexamination of the record, Ifound that serv- 
ices had been rendered by the persons whose receipts were filed 
with the account as vouchers. e claim of John F. Hall, attor- 
ney at law, was for services rendered in taking certain testimony 
in CoosCounty. While that testimony appears to have been taken 
after the time allowed by law for taking testimony had expired, 
pa of it seemed to have been taken by consent, attorneys for 

th parties appearing and, pursuant to notice, witnesses being 
examined. 

It now appears that a portion of the work of Mr. Hall was not 

d upon any such foundation, and as to that portion I agree 
that the fee char, should not be allowed. His services in 
taking the admissible testimony, which was printed and consid- 
ered by the committee and the House, were not worth $200, the 
amount allowed. I have been unable, of course, to submit the 
matter to the full Committee on Elections since it was brought up 
to-day, but I have consulted such of the members as are present, 
and we are of the opinion that the item of attorney’s fee to Mr. 
Hall ought to be cut down from $200 to $100. That would reduce 
Mr. Vanderburg's allowance by $100. 

Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman’s Popon aon is that the amount 
in the bill should be $1,259.95 instead of $1,359.95? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes, sir. Now, I want to say to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations that I have not the au- 
thority of Committee on Elections No. 2 for taking this action, 
but I am satisfied from all that has come to my knowledge to-day 
that it should be done, and I am also satisfied from the positive 
opinions of the members present that the committee would 
authorize the action if in session. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I ask unanimous consent to return to 
this item, and that the sum, by unanimous consent, be fixed at 
$1,259.95 instead of $1,359.95, and that the total be corrected ac- 
cordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked to return to 
the item in lines 16 and 17, page 69, and to substitute $1,259.95 
for $1,359.95. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

. That will necessitate a further change in 
ine 24. 

Mr. CANNON. My request for unanimous consent included 
the correction of the total. 

CHAIRMAN, Without objection, that change will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOVE. My understanding is that all these amounts have 
been certified to by the Committees on Elections, 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct, 
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Mr. STEELE, By the chairman of the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ti Alexander McDowell, Clerk of the House of tatives, the 
5 ue for services in com 3 and pre tor the printer. 
reading of proof, indexing of testimony, of wor 5 
incurred in the contested elections to the Fifty-fourth and — Con- 

as authorized by the act entitled An act relative to con elec- 
Soon." approved March 2, 1887, — math ip ers am of H to 
such persons as were engaged e work, designa e 
ere, McDow as he may deem — A assist- 


ance rendered in the work; in all, 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the committee 
what proportion of this amount is apropae for pay of cases 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress? Now, there were only, as I remem- 
ber, in the Fifty-fourth Congress thirty-two cases— -three, 
in fact—where there was an index, and this work was done by 
the Clerk of the Fifty-third When we came here in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, on the very first day of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, on page 7 of the Recorp of that Congress, I findareport 
of the Clerk of the 757 75 Congress. 

He made a report to the House of these contested-election cases, 
and the printing and abstracting of the evidence—his account for 
that work in the Fifty-fourth gress was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections No.1. It was audited by that committee and 
was put in the deficiency appropriation bill passed in the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-fourth Congress. Now, we gave him the sum of 
$4,267.57 for this work in the Fifty-fourth Congress. If I remem- 


ber aright, there were only two additional cases in the Fifty-fourth 
thir 


to that work that was done yee Clerk of the Fifty- 
Congress. One was the case of Watson against Black, of 
the Tenth district of Georgia, which is a case containing about 
800 pages of printed matter, and the other was the case of Benoit 
against Boatner, which was in the Fifty-fourth Congress, contain- 
ing about 250 pages. 
ow, I do not understand, and I would like to have someinforma- 
tion upon it, and thereforecall theattention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations to it. This is a 3 to pay to 
the Clerk of this House $5,128.20 for work done on contested- 
election cases in the Fifty-fourth and zmr -fifth Congresses. The 
ntleman will find by reference to the deficiency bill of the Fifty- 
‘ourth Congress that we paid the Clerk of the Tilty-third Congress 
for all of those cases except those I have mentioned. There were 
thirty-two contested-election cases in the Fifty-fourth Congress 
and there were only twenty-one cases in this. In some of them 
there was no evidence, or very little, and in some there was nota 
great deal of testimony. : 

I would like for the chairman of the committee to inform me 
under what authority the Clerk presents this account for an addi- 
tional allowance not only for himself but firing $2,000 for the 
pay of people whom he had employed to do this work; because it 
occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that there is a sum oa os Be for 
this work which is a little unusual and large. e had only 
21 cases in the Fifty-fifth Congress, and we had 32 in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman 
and the House are familiar with the fact that the House throws 
this — upon the Clerk of the House under legislation that was 
enacted— _ . 

Mr. BARTLETT. In 1887. 

Mr. CANNON. On March 2, 1887. Now, I donot know any- 
thing about the merits of this matter. I do hold in my hand a 
certificate from the chairmen of the three Election Committees, 
Nos. 1, 2, and 8, with the names of the employees and the amount 
to each, and in the exact language which is inserted in this bill as 
to the amount and everything else. Now, whether this is too 
much or too little 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the law provides for it, but I 
want to call attention to the fact that in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress we provided a little over $4,000 when there were 32 cases, 
and in the Fifty-fifth Congress, when there were only 21 cases, we 
have an amount of $2.000 more than was paid for the same char- 


acter of work in the Fifty-third Congress, there appearing here a | to 


larger sum for two-thirds of the number of cases occurred in 
the Fifty-third Congress and in the Fifty-fourth Congress, when 
this work was done. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, as, I understand it, now we a 
for the Fifty-fourth and Fifty-fifth Con Now, 
sixth Congress will appropriate for the Fifty-fifth. But just how 
it isarranged I do not know; and the truth is that I have somuch 
of detail to look after that when, under the law and practice, 
some other committee, in the performance of its duties, certifies 
to my committee under the law, I am always gratified to put it in. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman 
has a great deal to do and has performed his work, and he has done 
so most admirably and excellently; but I want to call his atten- 
tion to this fact that I have endeavored to point out, that we paid 


e k— 


bitty, i 


Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend a question right there, 
Is he not a member of the Committee on Elections? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; Iam. 

Mr. CANNON. Was not this matter called to the attention of 
the gentleman’s committee? We put it in verbatim et literatim, 
exactly as it was given to us by the three Committees on Elections, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know. The accounts of Mr. Kerr, the 
Clerk of the Fifty-third Congress, was submitted to the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, and he was paid. I do not know what was done 
by this Congress, but I do know that we are paying a large amount 
now for a third less cases than were disposed of in the last Con- 
gress. I do not know how toremedy it. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, I am informed by 
one who ought to know that the compensation is by day, or that 
the compensation here represents the pages. My friend will re- 
member that twenty cases at one time may require twice as much 
work as pt in another Congress. 

Mr. BAR TT. Ican answer the gentleman's question. In 
the Fifty-fourth Con there were 15,627 pages of printed mat- 
ter and in the Fifty- Congress 17,857 pages, and this bill gave 
the Clerk nearly a dollar a page for the 2,000 pages in excess of the 
cases in the Fifty-fourth Congress, * 

Mr. CANNO We are appropriating for the Fifty- fourth 
Congress now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What is that? 

Mr. CANNON, We are appropriating for the Fifty-fourth 
Congress now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Only for the two cases I have mentioned. 

Mr, CANNON. What is the motion before the committee? 
1 — MAN. There is no motion except to strike out the 

word. 

Mr. CANNON. Then J hope the Clerk will read. 

i The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


moneys actually. 4, 1807, to 4, 1898, for clerical 
and extra clerical services, $750 each, except that there shall to 

Andrew $487.50, and to Reuel Small 50, and to John J. Cameron 
$240; in all, $5,490. 

— CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 71, after line 19, insert “to reimburse the assistant stenographer of 
committees — money actually paid by him for clerical hire and extra cleri- 


cal services, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr..MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee why it is that this bill carries appropriations 
for contestants in the -tifth Congress and not in the Fifty- 
fourth? There were some forty-five cases in the Fifty-fourth Con- 


gress. 

Mr. CANNON. The contestants in the -fourth Congress 
were appropriated for during the Fifty-fourth Congress, 

Mr. MADDOX. There is a bill pending in this House to pay 
contestants in the Fifty-fourth Congress, of which I am one. 

Mr. CANNON. That is in cases in excess of $2,000. 

Mr. MADDOX. And this is in excess of $2,000, 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then I beg the gentleman's pardon. But I 
want to say this, that I am opposed to the payment of a dollar 
over the 82, 000 allowed by law. If I had it in my power we would 
not pay a cent for the contestants, for I stand here to-day as one 
of the victims who would never have had a contest except for the 
payment of $2,000 for expenses, It happened in my case that the 
wife of the contestant was one of the attorneys that received the 
most of the fee. hter.] Now, I say that I am opposed 
wholly to this business, and if we would wipe it off the statute 
book there would not be one-quarter as many contests for seats 
in this House. Iwouldamend itsoas to pay only the party who got 
his case, as it is in all other courts. If this bill provides for the 
paying of a contestant $2,000 allowed by law, then I have nothing 


say. 
Mr. CANNON. That is all. 
Mr. MADDOX. But if it went beyond that, I did desire to say 
something. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
OWS: 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


F. t ents rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian d 
or paymen dem: by the ep- 


of ju 
pore certifi to Congress = its present on in House Document 
0 su 


second sessi: 


on; in 
ents to be paid after the deductions required to be 
— ected Macs March 


e 
the Secre of the In 


et 
cation shall 


n 
made as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, and 
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service. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 79, at the end of line 5, insert “providing no one of the said judg- 
ments rovided for in this paragraph shall be paid until the Attorney- 
General sball have ed to the Secretary of the that there ex- 
ists no ground sufficient, in his opinion, to support a motion for a new trial 
or an appeal in said case.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


i The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 


: for the Navy Depart- 
menting and binding: Ret, PE a of the Publio Printer, for the six 
months beginning July 1, 1899, $30,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
RR 19 strike out the word nine and insert eight; so it shall read 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- | og 


lows: 


For freight, tolls, cartage, advertising, washing 
covers, ips aeaea towels, and sheets, funeral expenses 


packi 
boxes, wra r, oilcl e, camphor and n 
ro jenter ala, tools for 1 . 
rof public wagons, purchase repair of public harness, purchase o 
public —— services of veterinary ns and medicines for public 
urchase and repair of hose, 


repair of fire — — 
d grenades, purchase and repair of carts, whee 3 and lawn mow- 
4 repair of 8 stoves, ranges, stoves, an: 


offices; 
—.— 
oil and introduction and 
mattresses, mattress covers, pillows, sheets. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if this applies to 
enlisted men in the Army or simply to the Marine Corps? 

Mr. CANNON. It is for the Marine Corps. It begins on page 
81 and closes at page 83. A 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. The reason I ask is I have had in- 
8 to straw to be furnished for the soldiers. 

Mr. ON. That is done by the Quartermaster's Depart- 


ment. 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. And they said it would require.a 


special act. $ 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. They might have said so, but the gen- 
eral a riation is sufficient beyond a question. 

Mr. Y of Mississippi. ell, I went to see about a bill in 
regard to Mississippi troops, and they said that the straw for mat- 
tresses and ice for the troops would not come under the inci- 
dentals” included in the bill, therefore there would have to be a 
special act. But I see this morning — have referred it to a com- 
mission, and probably that will cover the case. 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman if he will go back to page 80 
of the bill, line 15, where it says, For emergency fund to meet 
contingencies that can not possibly be foreseen, but which con- 
stantly arise, etc., $10,000,000." It seems to me that there might 
be some explanation about that. I am not offering any captious 
objection, but I would like to be informed abont it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that this is more largely 
a naval war in which we are engaged than it is a land war, al- 
though the great bulk of the expense comes from the Army, be- 
cause there is so much more of the Army than there is of the 
Navy. But there is the pects of ships, the taking of auxiliary 
cruisers, and a thousand accidents that may happen from acci- 
dents of war that it is impossible to foresee. Therefore, while I 
have as much objection as my friend can possibly have to indefi- 
nite appropriations, yet it seems to me, after conference with the 
- Secretary of the Navy and the fullest me iry we could make, en- 

tirely proper and necessary that there should be a discretionary 
fund to meet matters that it was impossible to foresee. 

Mr. LOVE. Who will have the discretion in paying out this 
money? 

Mr. CANNON. The Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. LOVE. Willan itemized account be kept? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; the money all has to be ac- 
counted for; the accounts must all be audit 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I wish to say that I appreciate 
the existing situation and stand ready to vote whateyer may be 


needed to carry on the war; but it strikes me as a very remark- 
able thing that an item of this sort should go in as a mere con- 
tingent matter, and I asked for some explanation that the House 
ight understand it. 
. CANNON. It struck the committee that reported the bill 
as a provision that nothing except a state of war could justify. 


U the best inquiry that we could make, after consultation 
with the Secretary of the Navy and several heads of bureaus, it 
seemed to be necessary, as we are to adjourn now in a few days, 
I hope, until December, that there should be a fund that might 


be called an emergency fund. 
Mr. LOVE. Will the Secretary of the Navy draw on this fund 
without the consent or the a val of the President? 
Mr. CANNON. He would not do so in fact without the ap- 
poa of the President, because the latter is his superior officer; 
ut ers 3 is to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
0 avy. . 
e Clerk ae as follows: 


Naval station, Key West, Fla.: For dredging and filling 000. 
paatin dry docks: For two floating dry docks for use — Gulf coast, 


Mr. LOVE. 2 — matters ae Oy 5 stations and 
navy-yards been heretofore appropria or gress? 
. CANNON. No. z 
Mr. LOVE. Has this particular work been provided for by 


ngress? 
Mr. CANNON. Not except as it has been necessary in connec- 


tion. | tion with the existence of public works. 


Mr. LOVE. Has the committee investigated each of these 
places, and does it think the work necessary at each of them on 
account of war exigencies? 

Mr. CANNON. We these appropriations after the 
best investigation we could give and after every possible inquiry 
of the Secretary of the Navy and the various heads of bureaus. 
Nothing is inserted here except what seemed to be absolutely nec- 
essary. We have in one or two cases cut out estimates for coal- 
ing stations and one for a steel dry dock at Portsmouth. We have 
cut out everything we could cut out except where the Depart- 
ments, upon very thorough inquiry, convinced us that the appro- 
priations asked were absolutely necessary from a war standpoint. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
nary garde and stations for the es months begineing Daly l. S G0, 
Š — CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

es 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, after line 3, insert: 

“The tary of the Navy may employ, and pay out of the appropriation 
for public works herein authorized, under the Bureau of Yards Docks, 
such additional temporary expert aids, draftsmen, writers, and copyists as 
may be necessary for the preparation of plans and specifications." 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The temporary force authorized by this section of this act and the clerical 
force and other employees 8 for in the act to provide ways and 
means to meet war expenditures, and for other approved June 13, 
1898, and the act making appropriations tosupply Taimana in the appropria- 
tions for the payment of pensions and for other objects for the fiscal year 1898, 
and for other purposes, approved May 31, 1808, shall be a ted for a term 
not ex ing one year, as authorized, tively, without compliance 
with the conditions prescribed by the act entitled “An act to regulate and 
improve the civil service,” approved January 16, 1883. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like some explanation of this 
paragraph. > To what-extent does it wipe out the civil-service 

ations? 

r. CANNON. In the war revenue bill $100,000 was cage 8 
ated for putting its provisions immediately in force in the o 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue or elsewhere. There 
was one-tenth of 1 per cent allowed in connection with the bond 
issue that might be expended in placing the bonds. A deficiency 
act a week or two provided for a force of seventy-odd 
clerks for the Auditor's Office of the War Department and the 
Anditor’s Office of the Navy Department, from the of the 
act up to the 3ist of next. Then there is in this bill, in 
round numbers, $500,000 for carrying out the revenue act just 
passed and temporary employees for six months in the War De- 


partment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does that mean $500,000 appropriated for 
payment of temporary employees? 

Mr. CANNON. Les; none can be appointed for longer than a 
year. A part of them are for six months and a part of them for 
nine months. , 

Mr. STEELE. That does not interfere with any of the present 
force at all? 

Mr. CANNON. No; not at all. The employees provided for 
are temporary employees in fact. Your committee on investiga- 
tion found that it was not practicable to call into motion the ma- 
chinery of the Civil Service Commission for the purpose of making 
these appointments. It was necessary to have the force, and to 
have it at once. j 
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Further than that, we were told, Mr. Chairman, that the ma- 
chinery of the Civil Service Commission could not be invoked 
without damage to the commission itself and damage to the so- 
ealled oe reform, ros use it is a a tobe em- 

loyment of emergency or temporary people. An en you 
= ertake to make it grind out 8 that it is not adapted 
to and not intended for and which does not come within the 
alleged evils for which the law was originally passed, you do not 
improve the character of the employees 1 acquire under it, and 
you only work injury to the reform itself. 

Therefore from every standpoint we found it much better, after 
the very fullest investigation we could give to the matter, to 
report this provision in the pending bill. 

. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman a fur- 
ther question. I assume that he has made the necessary calcula- 
tions. The $500,000 which is proposed to be appropriated here is 
to employ these additional clerks for the specific purpose contem- 
plated. for a period of six months. How many will be employed 
under that provision? 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman from Alabama did not under- 
stand my answer to his former question. Iwill restate it. There 
was $100,000 carried in the revenue bill for the purpose of put- 
ting that bill into operation and force. Then provision was made 
for the one-tenth of 1 = cent on the bond issue to put that pro- 
vision in force. In addition to that there is 8500, 000 appropriated 
here for the coming fiscal year, which is made necessary on ac- 
count of the new revenue bill. 

But the appointments under that provision may not exceed one 
year. How many clerks will be employed there ig nothing at pres- 
ent to indicate. e donot know. There are clerks general and 
deputy clerks; in fact, everybody that is necessary to put the new 
revenue act in force; but there is no provision for their employ- 
ment longer than one year. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will permit me, I can state, per 
haps, in answer to the gentleman from Alabama, the result of an 
inquiry made of the Commissioner and the Assistant Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. They said that the number of clerks re- 
quired for the temporary service would not exceed 30—25 to 30— 
and the time likely to be employed would probably not exceed 
three months. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to understand clearly the 
point the gentleman from Massachusetts has just suggested. If 
we are to have but twenty-five or thirty clerks, and the time that 
they will be employed is not to exceed three or, say, even six 
months, why do you appropriate $100,000 to pay thirty clerks for 
that length of time? 

Mr. CANNON. My friend from Alabama has failed to under- 
stand the full scope of the ig ot the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. As I understand it, he did not intend to convey the idea 
that this number would comprise the entire clerical force re- 
quired to get the act in force, but simply that they were to be 
temporarily employed, being clerks in the Bureau of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. But that, as the gentleman will un- 
derstand, is a very small portion of the expense. There is an 
army of revenue agents, a company, almost, of deputy revenue 
collectors, and so on. In other words, let me say to my friend 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. : , 

Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized, I 
will take the floor in my own right to answer the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

In other words, it costs in round numbers now to collect $160,- 
000,000, under the former internal-reyenue law, three and one-half 
millions dollars. Now then, here is $150,000,000 more to be col- 
lected under the late reyenue law, almost as much more as that 
which is collected, or has been collected heretofore, under the old 
law, and the estimate is that $600,000 will do the work. That is 
the best estimate we can get. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue so stated. 

Now, he may fall short in his estimate or he may exceed it. 
He may not be able to do it with that sum. We did the best we 
could under the circumstances, and made the best estimates we 
could, and if he runs short it will be in the power of Congress to 
give something in the way of a deficiency in December next, if it 
shall be found ni 8 

So you will see that this is not a large additional appropriation 
when you consider the immense amount of work to be done. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the reason I asked the question. 
I wanted to know if there was not before the committee some in- 
rea of the number of men proposed to be employed under 

is sum. 

Mr. CANNON. No; the gentleman from Massachusetts in- 
quired—which I did not—as to how many clerks would be neces- 
sary, in the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to 
accomplish the work. Twenty-five or thirty was the answer 
given. But that related to the employees of his special depart- 
ment. We did not go into any minute calculations or require the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue to give by detail how many 
people would be required. That was manifestly impossible to 
determine in advance, If he had known just how many, and the 
salaries, we could have written them into the bill. But after the 
best investigation we could make it was determined that he would 
require the $500,000 in addition to the $100,000 carried by the 
revenue bill itself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. aa 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did the Department recommend to the 
Committee on Appropriations that these clerks should be selected 
at large as RNT S or under the civil-service rules? 

Mr. CANNON. e Commissioner of Internal Revenue was 
very clear in his response; and in addition to what he said, the 
Deputy Commissioner of Internal Revenue was equally clear—a 
man who has long held place under all Administrations since he 
was first appointed, He was perfectly clear that it was not prac- 
ticable, with the law going into effect at once, to get the force 
under the civil-service rules, 

Mr. LOVE. Now, if the gentleman will permit me a question 
right there for information, if I understand the language of the 
bill, these clerks that will be employed under this special ext will 
not come under the civil-service law? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOVE. Now, when their time expires 

Mr. CANNON. They will go out. 

Mr. LOVE. Will these particular employees go out, or will 
others be discharged and these retained? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LOVE. These particular men that are employed without 
standing civil-service examination? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They are only appointed for one year, 

Mr. CANNON. They can not be appointed for longer than a 


year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For 8 regimental staff officers for 96 unassigned organizations, $112,800. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the Clerk reads so 
fast that nobody on earth can keep up with him. I want to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, with great 
deference, the meaning of the item: 

For 8 regimental staff officers for 96 unassigned organizations, $112,900. 

57 that mean eight staff officers for each one of those regi- 
men 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that I am not very well 
posted touching the technique of the Army, if that is the proper 
word to use. I do not know whether it does or not. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Anything will do between friends, 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, were here, he could 
answer that question, no doubt, better than Ican; but I under- 
stand this to be for exactly what it says, for 8 regimental staff 
officers for 96 unassigned organizations, $112,800, gentleman 
will understand that this is in the exact wording of the estimate. 
There has been some legislation under which there have been two 
calls for volunteers, and also for 10 immune topma; and possi- 
hiy aoe other additional regiments not mentioned, that are not 
ye 8 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Does the gentleman understand 
that this $112,800 is for the pay of eight regimental staff officers 
who are not yet assigned? 

Mr. CANNON, Itsays, ‘‘ For eight regimental staff officers for 
ninety-six unassigned organizations, $112,800.” 

Fae HENRY of Mississippi. That is pretty high pay for each 
officer. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I know there will be many appli- 
cations for the places. 

Mr. STEE If the gentleman from Illinois will permit me 
there are eight staff officers in each organization, That is wha 
it means—eight staff officers to each regiment. There are three 
adjutants, a quartermaster, a chaplain, a surgeon, and two assist- 
ant surgeons, making eight. 

15 NRY of Mississippi. A chaplain is a very necessary 
officer! 

Mr. STEELE. He is very necessary. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Oh, certainly; very ne i 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The word ‘‘each” ought to be put in there, 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Do you not think you ought to 
amend that in some way to make it more certain or to explain it? 

Mr. CANNON. I think not. The clerk of our committee fur - 
nishes me with the estimate, which reads as follows: 


Pay of officers of the line and staff (act of April 22, —2 and Ma: 1898): 
Bight: regimental staff officers for 96 ‘aoamiguet organizations— rh 


Referring to the same act— 
$112,800. 
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Then follows: 

For 119 regiments of infantry. 

And so on. Now this is in the language submitted by the Depart- 
ment, and the Departments are generally pretty accurate about 
the language, because the estimates are generally submitted after 


consultation with the accounting officers. Unless the gentleman 
knows something more about it than I do—and I confess I know 
very little—I think it would be better to leave it in the exact lan- 
guage of the estimate. i 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. It is not my bill, and I am not 
charged with explanation of the item. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it would be safer to let it stand as they 
have estimated for it, in that language, : 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I just wanted to call attention to 
it, because it looked to me as though it was susceptible of a differ- 
ent interpretation, and if it was to get out that eight regimental 
staff officers—— 

Mr. CANNON. Were to have that amount of money— 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Were to be assigned to 96 unas- 
signed organizations, at $112,800, we could not rest, because many 
people would want those positions. 

Mr, CANNON. The gentleman is right about that, and I am 
very much obliged to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], 
who has been a warrior and who knows about these things and 
who is familiar with military affairs, for coming to my rescue, be- 
cause his explanation sets the matter right. 

Mr. SHAF 
make it clear, 

Mr. CANNON. If somebody had asked me whether there were 
eight of these staff officers for each regiment, I should have said 
at once, "I give it up; ask me something easy.” 

Mr. HENRY of issippi. I have been something of a soldier 
myself, and we never paid them that much. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. You might insert the word ‘‘each.” 

Mr. PAYNE. That would make it $112,000 apiece. 

Mr. CANNON, I think the safer way is to leave it as the esti- 
mate is submitted. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is right just as it is. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

For 20 per cent increase, &. 340, 980.19; in all, $14,099,881.18. 

Mr. LOVE. I would like to understand what is meant by this 
increase of 20 per cent—$2,300.000. Will the gentleman please 
explain that? 

r. CANNON. That was expressly provided by war legislation 


reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, and increases the 
peor all men in the Army. 
. LOVE. The regular pay of the soldiers? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Two dollars and sixteen cents over the $13 
a month to the private. 

Mr. LOVE. Iso understood it; but I wanted to knowif that 
was the case, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase of subsistence og som For issue, as rations to troops, civil em- 
ployees when entitled thereto, hospital matrons, 3 prisoners at posts, 
prisoners of war (including Indians held by the as prisoners, but for 
whose subsistence appropriation is not otherwise e); for sales to officers 
and enlisted men of the y; for author’ issues of candles; of toilet ar- 
ticles, barbers’, laundry, and tailors’ materials, for use of general prisoners 
confined at military posts without pay or allowances, and recruits at recruit- 
ing stations; of matches for lighting public fires and lights at posts and sta- 
tions and in the field; of flour used for paste in target practice; of salt and 
vinegar for public animals: of : 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Will the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations please tell us what they want with salt 
and vine or public animals? I know they might use salt, but 
I do not know what they want to use vinegar for. 

Mr. CANNON. That is exactly the language of the appropria- 
tion in the Army bill, in which this appropriation is made, and ex- 
actly the lan e of the estimate. : 

Mr. STEELE. Salt and vinegar are used in case of sprains, 
- and various other pu: 

Mr. HENRY of Missi 
they use vinegar for? 

Mr. STEELE. Vinegar is used by the veterinary surgeons. If 
horses are sprained, there is not much better remedy than vinegar. 

Mr. CANNON, These appropriations, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, are made somewhat in detail. I think my- 
self that it might be greatly shortened. I think that we might 
e in four or five sentences for this whole service; but 
the practice has grown up, commencing from the foundation of 
the Government. To use such language as this. For subsistence 
of the Army,” for all purposes would be quite sufficient, and that 
would save pages and pages of detail; but so many people, legis- 
lators and common people in the country like myself, do not know 
as to the details here, and in Congress after Congress appropria- 
tions have been made more and more in detail, so as to convey to 
the mind of the legislator and the citizen some idea of what the 
appropriations are for, 


ses. 
ippi. Will the gentleman explain what 


ROTH. If you insert the word “each,” that will- 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I think that is very well, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not sure but what there could be a reform 
enacted in this respect. The estimates might be in detail and we 
might appropriate by a short enactment the estimates, with such 
changes as we mee make. I think myself that is the practice 
in the British Parliament; but, nevertheless, we have not got to 
it yet, if we ever do. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

For the six months beginning July 1, 1898, $44,000,000. 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of line 12, page 110, after tho word “ eight,” “forty-four” and 
insert twenty; “ so that it shall read “twenty millions.” 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. = 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of line 12, è 110, after the word “eight,” “forty-four” and 
insert “twenty;" so that it shall read “twenty millions.” 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Chairman, having introduced in the House of 
Representatives the first resolution declaring war with Spain and 
recognizing the independence of the Cuban Republic, surely I feel 
as deep an interest and as great a responsibility regarding the suc- 
cessful conclusion of the war as can be felt by any member, and 
believing that our action in the present conflict is inspired by lofty 
motives, I shall gladly support every measure tending toward a 
speedy victory of American arms, the freedom of the brave Cu- 
bans, and the restoration of peace, with advanced prosperity and 
happiness to all parties to the conflict. 

but, sir, while I desire to provide most generously for every 
legitimate need of our Government, I feel it my duty to do my 
part to see that the 1 which the people are so patriotically 
and freely supplying shall be wisely used; and, believing that the 
amount named in the bill for military transportation for the ensu- 
ing six months, $44,000,000, is greatly in excess of all possible re- 
quirements, if properly 2 I have offered this amend- 
ment. Thissame unfortunate condition regarding transportation 
was also found to permeate the Post-Office and military appropria- 
tion bills recently passed in this House, and to which I Salai at- 
tention at the time. 

The present bill carries with it $224,055,913.58, of which $218,- 
202,751.46 are for war expenses, being the greatest appropriation 
bill passed by Congress for over thirty years, or since the civil 
war. Iregret that for the convenience of members the commit- 
tee in charge of the bill did not submit a tabulated statement, show- 
ing at a single glance the most important items, at least. of this 
vast amount named for war expenses. But I have carefully gone 
through the twenty-four pages of items for the military establish- 
ment (exclusive of the twelve pages devoted to the naval estab- 
lishment), and have made a brief tabulated statement of the most 
important items, which I submit herewith, as follows: 


poet! :::.. 8 „271.831. 18 
uartermaster’s Department eee 971.8890000 
edical Department 3 54, 000. 00 
Ordnance tment 12,804, 625. 00 
Armament of fortitications.. — 1,090,098, 00 
Engineers’ Department a 160, 000. 00 
Gun and o n A r a TPE S 2, 880, 000. 00 
Torpedo and harbor defense... .....-..ccccocenecosncocosconaves 1,380, 000. 00 
C6ʒ iin 155, 630, 554. 18 


Of the $91,950,000 for the Quartermaster's Department, $53,000,- 
000 is for transportation, of which $44,000,000 is asked for the six 
months only which commence July 1 next. 

It will be seen by referring to the above table that the amount 
asked for transportation is approximately three times the amount 
provided for food and subsistence for the Army for the same pe- 
riod, the items for which cover a page and a half, amounting to 
$15,367,112.28. This transportation item is, furthermore, four 
times the amount required for regular supplies for the Army, 
which is but $11,500,000, and is nearly double the combined cost 
of food, subsistence, and regular supplies! It is also nearly iden- 
tical with the amount needed for the entire pay of the Army— 
officers and men! ` 

It should be remembered that this bill also carries with it an 
appropriation of $9,000,000 for transportation as ‘ deficiency ” for 

e present year in addition to- $6,000,000 appropriated for the 
same p a couple of months ago, so that we would be appro- 
priating, f the provisions of this bill are not amended, $59,000,000 

uring the present session of Congress for the single item of mili- 
tary transportation! 

Can it be possible that it costs three times as much to carry our 
soldiers once across the country and back as it will to feed and 
care for them, or twice as much as it does to both provide their 
subsistence, camp equipage, and the thousand various things with 
which our loyal troops should be provided for a period of six 
months? A careful study of the facts show otherwise, 
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For the purpose of ing exact and authentic information, I 
recently visited the 
in stud the situation, and through the courtesy of the Quar- 
termaster-General and the Superintendent of Ocean and d 
Transportation Iwas able to secure information bearing pu 
cally upon the question, which I tfully submit to the House, 
ms 555 ted form ant 8 By —_ ane it 5 seen 
e average rate now paid for the transportation of troops is 
approximately 1.5 cents per mile, including 150 pounds of freight 
or camp equi for each soldier. Let us see what it is liable to 
cost for their transportation during the next six months. 
i We have now in the Army approximately 275,000 men, as fol- 
ows: 


Regular Army, including the recently authorized increase 61,000 
First call for ions apa pd SS et ETE A 125, 000 
Second call for volunteers — 75,000 
MANNER 2a ERE ios cauuae miesecoasucet sou nam NCI 10,000 
— ——— ⅛˙ DO —— — 3,500 

EÜ²˙Au ] T... %¼ Ü—mQj e...... ĩͤ A 274, 500 


an ay 
$2,750, 
5 ed, both for the services of cavalry, tr: rtation, etc., at 


Mr. PERKINS. em d T ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TODD. . Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Have these figures that the gentleman is giv- 
ing us had the a val of the Secretary of War? 

. TODD. figures are my own computations from data and 
rates which are now actually banë paid, as recently given me by 
the War De ent. I will submit for the information of the 
House the official tables of rates, etc., both for inland and ocean 
transportation, as furnished me from the office of the T- 
master-General. The ser faery is made from the rates actually 
in force and now being paid by the Government; yet 1am informed 
that better rates are demanded and expected by the War Depart- 
ment. I have in my estimates used a slightly increased number 
of men over those which will be in actual service; so that my esti- 
mate is surely a generous one. 

Toss 8 The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
5€ 5 
Mr. TODD. I should like five minutes longer. This is a very 
rtant matter. 
. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman may continue for five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman his matter prepared in 
manuscript? 

Mr. GANNON. “Twas going t t that from the ground 

O . Iwas going to sugges’ m the n 
the gentleman has laid out he can not possibly complete his re- 
marks in five or ten minutes, and would it not answer his purpose 
just as well to extend them in the RECORD? 

Mr. TODD, I would willingly consent to that, but I under- 
stand that the chairman of the committee is going to insist on a 
vote to-night, and therefore his facts and figures could not be got- 
ten before members before they are called upon to vote. Nobody 
would have an ity to see the documents. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection is withdrawn, and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan is recognized for five minutes more. 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Chairman, I submit the following tables, show- 
ing the owners, names, tonnage, cost per day, etc., of the vessels 
now employed in the military service. The exact amount we are 
now paying for marine transportation on the Atlantic, the Gulf, 
and the Caribbean Sea in relation to the Cuban expeditions is $20,825 
a day. The rate per day of those on the Pacific Ocean amount to 


ar Department and spent some time there | 82 


pon, making a total daily rate for all marine transportation of 


The following information has been ‘furnished me by the War 
Department: . 
List of transports employed in the first Cuban expedition. 


Owner. 


New York and Texas Steam- 
ship Co. 


8 


* 


* 


550 
625 
500 
500 
625 


Popopopo HO HOM IP POSH HO 


837 
TOL 
934 
566 
93 
New York and Cuba Mail 15 600. 
Steamship Co. 115 600 
497 500 
525 500 
a 729 450 
820 450 
EE FENT 359 450 
E 
Morgan Line 998 | +350 
1,337 | +350 
901 400 
ris] 400 
Merchants and Miners’ Trans- Allegheny 2014| +800 
portation (C0o. | Berkshire ........... 2, g Bann 
Wm. P. Clyde & Co 57 500 
M 600 
Miami Steamship Co 500 600 
050 550 
Macheca Line 065 340 
ee t — 78 op, 8 8 8 
mw teamship Co 2 
2 5 A. a —— 9 a Ra 90 11 
veston Steamship 18⁵ 
Cumberland Steamship Co. 119 50 
Total cost per day (rat. 
Cu ban — cay U ~ 
$ Erico to be $50 less tor the second thirty days and thereafter. a 
mpany assumes marine risk on Gussie an: will 
per day after the first thirty days. l sa 


List of transports available for the second expedition. 


88888888888 


N. Stanley Tweedie Catania 

Miller. Bull & Knowlton --......| Arkadia 

New York and Texas Steam- 
ship Co. 

Wm. P. Clyde & Co 

Galveston Steamship and | Bessi 
Lighterage Co. 

TORS? Cally: CONS TOP BOOT Secs co wane noncaennersslconenech 

ond expedition. 


Total daily cost for first ex- 
pedition. 


Total daily cost for both 
expaditions. 


i eee 
88888885 


—— —— ĩ — — e 


Net tonnage. Price will be $30 less after the first thirty days. 


List of transports in the Pacific Ocean. 
Owner. 


Pacific Mail Steamship Co. City of Sydney 
Colon 


Oceanic Steamship Co 


+ Per month. 
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Summary of daily cost of marine transportation. uired to enforce all the aaie merr the United States upon Spain and bring 
termination. 


est Indian expeditions. ......--.------------ 3 $20, 825 the war to a successful 
Dei a day, Mr. Chairman, among these citizen 


I spent the day Fi E 
soldiers at Camp Alger. eyare a splendid assemblage of men— 


1. . e enn hes 20035 | the flower of the nation—from the North, the South, the East, 
Total cost per month for marine transportation. 781,050 | and the West. If anyone ever had a fear as to the result of this 
Total cost for six months for marine transportation 4,686,300 | war, that fear would be speedily dispelled on seing our magnifi- 

— cent Army impatient for battle. Navy has y become 


Grand summary of both inland „„ Sor the six months | famous 5 the world, and our Army will at the first op- 


Y 1, f = A 
Inland transportation: portunity shed equal luster on the nation and its flag. 
oe But, Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a great disproportion as 


Ca: horses and draft and pack animals. to the pay which the enlisted men are receiving, both as compared 
ee N 8 to that of the higher officers, and the amount asked for transpor- 
Total inland transportation tation by the railroads, and the other items in this bill. ith 
CU cere Ss manent 4,656,300 | a view 2 doing better L io the men whoa are — g their 
ansportation....-----.-----42-------- 16,586,800 | personal interests, co: and welfare for the cause of country 

TOT ena = 8 and humanity, I have prepared the following bill, which I shall 


Wo ar hing ths war my yan galdia, hve al | Shy fk 

ways e highest in those who enlist at their country’s Se 3 z 

call from motives of patriotism and who, soon as war is over, at | 4 bill to equalize the pay of the enlisted mon in both the military and naval 
once resume the equally sacred duties of the citizen, and, in the | Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 


professions, in business, in the workshop, and on the farm, add of America. ini Congress omembled, That 4 and, attor July 1 1508, thepay 2 
ion’s prosperi ith this faith i e men in both the military and naval forces e 

sa ef aay goon! Deli a 3 Dib ia a time of whose total compensation, exclusive of allowance for clothing, is less than 

volunt eving t a great d 85 y A $20 per month shall, during actual hostilities in the present war with Spain, 

peace is a menace to republican institutions, in the war resolution | receive such increased pay as shall make their total compensation, exclusive 


(H. Res, 209) which I introduced in Congress March 30, 1898, I | of the present allowance for clo , 80 per month. 
provided as follows: See. 2 ana poris of acts inconsistent with the provisions nameđ 


+ * * The President is here wered and directed to use | I also submit the following table of railroad rates, furnished me 


Third. 
the existing military and naval forces of nited States as may be neces- 
sary and to issue calls for volunteer forces in such numbers as may be re- by the War Department: 


Table of rates obtained on troops, freight, horses, sleeping cars and tourist sleepers from and to points named below. 


From— To— oft- Rate a Remarks. 
cers’ Mena Miles. per |Berth. 7 ina pe 
rates. mile. load. 
. Cents. 
Ga... $17.50 | $17.50 1, 014 1.7 | 85.50 $1.66 8121.47 10 $2.10 
Do. San Francisco, ----| 17.50 | 17.50 | 2,169} (a) 15.00 4.00 | 250.00 10 2.10 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak ä —— 25.70 | 22.00 1,990 1.1: L1 | 14.00 3.60 145, 44 106.32 | 106.32 
Do Chickamauga, Ga. 10.75 | 10. 75 1,077 |(a);2.2 6.00 1. 60 100.00 1.29 1.29 
S 23.0 92.00] 1,409 2; 18 9.00] 2.667 150.00 ( 
Fargo, N. Dak 4 o 22.58 | 21.28 1,256 17 | 7.50 1.00 | 136.83 2.58 1.50 | Acting chief quartermaster, 
: Department of Dakota. 
Missoula, Mont do .-..-...-.........| 23.89] 23.89) 2,287 1.1 | 14.50 3.663 205.00 4.20 | 2.85 
Butte, Mont do . 19.45 | 19.45 2,141] (a) 13.00 3.66% 165.00 2.34 2.34 
Billings, Mont di 82.82 | 29.15 | 1,905 1.1; 1.6 11.00 | 3.664) 167.42 3.94 | 2.69 Hey, Oper 100; grain, 26 per 
Miles City, Mont 29.00 | 1,762 (L8; 17 | 10.50 3.00 | 160.27 8.85 | 2.41 
„N. ee 20.50 | 2,108 1.2 | 15.00 4.00 | 130.10 4.17 | 106.32 
Helena, Mont 10.42 | 1,304 | (a) 13.00 }........ 96. 81 86, 81 
Equi- 
Chattanooga, Tenn. Tampa, Fla . 12.55 | 12.55 e e 
Lincoln, Nebr . San Fran Cal 38.00 31.00 1,883 E 
Topeka Kans EAS EEF — EBEA 27.00 | 23.40 | 1,998 — =e 15 Aa 
Des Moines, Iowa. . Chickamauga, Ga. 16.87 | 15.15 809 
Lincoln, Nebr do ....-.-......-----| 19.69] 19.59 953 
Leavenworth, Kans Doiro eh 16.23 10.23 792 
Moines, Iowa Ta: Fla 28.97 | 28.97 | 1,530 
Aere bogs —— Chi 18.23 | 18.23 823 
Des Moines, Iowa San Francisco, Cal. 40.87 | 33.37 | 2,008 17.48 | 18.28 15.09 
Charleston, W. Va Chickamauga, Ga 9.29 | 9.29 456 z 
Dunn 10.18 | 10.18 686 
8.60 8.60 742 00 . . 
14.98 | 14.93 802 E pp Depot quartermaster, Wash- 
nal a al 101 sot... ington, D. C. 
2.13 2.13 22184. 
12.05 | 12.05 r 
a Less than 1 cent. 61.5; 12; over 2 cents. cOver 2 cents. 
Sleeping and tourist 
Officers and men. hemes Freight. 
To— a Fea 
Rate per Horsesand) Rate Frei 
Miles. sai Berth. | Section. mules, car- ie pounds. so ght, 
Falls Church, Va ¥ 
aD. N 97 7 
Newport News, Va 5.10 
on, N. J.. 3.00 
nin, Del 1.6 
Church, Va 2.52 ö 


a Depot quartermaster, Philadelphia, 


F 
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Table of rates obtained on troops, freight, horses, sleeping cars and tourist sleepers from and to points named below—Continued. 


Officers and men. 


Sleepin 
eeping and tourist Freight. 
re Rate Horses and 
per Rate per Rate per | Freigh 
Jel Miles. 1 hs Berth. | Section. mules, c car- 300 ponies carl = ht, 
Cents. 
5 Chickamauga, Ga po 831 111110 ͤ Kb : 
e San Francisco, Cal 3 — 19 33 5 
. 77 ei s 50 00 0 
10,87 515 2.1 z 50 91.00 $ 
13.65 890 -1.5 5.00 4.00 118.30 
18.92 1,151 1.6 8.00 7.00 134.60 
8.30 433 1.9 8.00 8.00 | ` 90.13 
10.09 682 1.5 4.00 3.00 153. 00 
21.08 1,410 1.5 8.50 7.00 
9.10 689 1.5 3.50 3.00 
8.70 893 (a) 5.00 4.00 39.00 ; 
5.87 267 2+ 2.00 2.00 64.13 ó 
23.19 1,335] 1.7 8.50 7.00 161.80 8 
11.54 617 1.8 3.50 3.00 119. 76 ‘ 
6.35 715 (a) 8.50 3.00 122.00 8 
20.35 1,183 1.8 8.00 7.00 138. 20 
9.10 465 1.9 2.50 3.00 93. 03 475 
5.63 499 1.2 8.00 3.00 113. 00 
3.31 162 F 12.00 
CCC 8 17.97 1,811 1.4 7.00 255. 90 
South Framingham, Mass . Tampa, Fla 20.95 1,451 1.4 10.50 279. 74 
Do 14.42 1,126 1.3 8.00 211.31 
Do 8 5.75 462 1.3 2.00 |. 190. 00 
Concord, N. HK. Chi 15.51 1.185 1.3 7.00 e 233.90 
Providence, R. I. . . 3 5.91 435 1.3 1.00 74.45 
Fort Ethan Allen, Vt 15.80 1,219 1.3 6.00 J 
Hempstead, L. I. . do. . 11.92 934 1.3 6.00 
8 watacee $ 4.16 270 S 48 
Peekskill, N. v. 11.95 953 1.3 6.00 |. 
D Pompton, N. J. 1.25 98 1 Meee 
Pompton, N. J. ..| Penns Grove, N. J. 8 „ 
New York City. 3 1 18.00 1,235 LA i el 
Jefferson Barracks. 7.00 490 14 3.00 
Re AAA 4.75 490 a 3.00 
i OE ĩͤ vv / ß 10.96 11 3.00 
5 8 5.60 922 g 5.00 
188 4.69 490 a 3.00 
Little Rock, Ark. 8.99 456 h 3.50 
Jefferson Barracks 5.19 922 5.00 
Topeka. Kans--... 16.97 1,255 1.4 7.00 
Little Rock, Ark 7.50 456 16 3.50 
a Less than 1 cent per mile. d 12 percent nger rates. 5 3 over one-half cent. 
b Chief quartermaster, II. e Depot quartermaster, New York City. Nearly 2 cents. 
c Over 2 cents a mile. J Exceeds 2 cents. 


I desire to call attention to some of these items. The railroads 
charge the Government $58.45 from San Francisco, Cal., to Mount 
Gretna. Pa., whereas their present open rate to the public is but 
825 to New York, a longer distance. If they reply that this is be- 
low cost and simply a rate war,” it is no good answer, for the 

urpose and result of rate wars is to ultimately fasten more 
3 upon the people extortionate rates. In the meantime the 
roads having been ‘‘ wrecked” by bad ma ent, so that the di- 
rectors can freeze out the smaller stockholders and secure control 
of the stock at a low price. 

I am informed $2,900 was recently demanded by each of the two 
short lines from Washington to Tampa, Fla., for hauling a hos- 
pital train of empty coaches which the Government had provided, 
which was double a fair rate, and as these two roads had combined 
to bid the same they expected to be able to secure their extrava- 
gant price and divide the profit. But some less wealthy lines were 
found who would haul the train bya 1 route for 81,500. 
Again, a rate had been made from some northern points to Chick- 
amauga, Tenn., at $8, but these same roads asked an advanced 
rate from Washington, which is a shorter distance. It was found 
that the Government could save money by sending the troops first 
north and then back through Washington again; but when the 
roads saw the ridiculous position they were in they of course made 
the same rate as for the longer distance. 

When the military Lo sony bill was recently before us pro- 
viding $6,000,000 for railr bi eee against only $2,750,000 
for subsistence of the Army, I objected to such allowance, and 
called the attention of Congress to the fact that after a rate of $7.29 
had been fixed for the transportation of the Michigan Naval Re- 
serve from Detroit to Norfolk, Va., it was raised without authority 
of law to over $12 through the action of President Thompson of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad and President Blanchard of the Trunk 
Line Pool,” both of whom had asked and received permission from 
the Secretary of War to take charge of the Government transpor- 
tation business, maintain the pool” rates, and as Government 
officers” contract with and to themselves as railroad and pool 
presidents at fabulous rates. 

I immediately introduced in Congress, as it will be remembered, 
a resolution of inquiry, directed to the Secretary of War, for infor- 
mation as to the appointment of railroad officials to control Gov- 
ernment business, 14251 the rates paid, whether competition ex- 
isted, etc. I am glad to 


earn the publicity given this matter and | bill 


the public disapproval so emphatically pronounced caused a halt 
in the proposed appointments. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that my amendment will prevail, and 
that by a wise expenditure of the 8 money, combined with 
the heroism of our Army and Navy, already so splendidly demon- 
strated to the world, with the patriotic cooperation of our citizens, 
a successful conclusion of the present war may be speedily reached 
in the interest of justice and humanity. % 

And may the inhabitants of the West Indies and the Philippines 
rescued from their oppressors and enjoying the blessings of civil 
liberty guaranteed by our Republic, join the other nations of the 
cern a renewed reverence for our nation and its flag! [Ap- 
plause. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

For publishing c and for extra labor required in prin and issuing 
charts of th t : 

5 a ne Coast and Geodeti 188.8000 Lis expended under the direction 

5 CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

17 ‘$ 
a paga z ae the end of line 21, insert to continue available during the 
The amendment was agreed to, 5 
The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


PRINTING AND BINDING. 
For printing and binding for the Treasury Department, $25,000. 


8 CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend. 
men 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 117, after line 24, insert “for establishing, equipping, and main - 
taining, at such places as the President may direct, meteorological observa- 
tion stations in connection with the public defense, and for each and every 
porns connected therewith, to be expended under the direction of the 

esident, $75,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, from this point to the end of 
the bill the appropriations are for audited claims, and I will ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the 


+ available during the fiscal year 1599, 


1898. 
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Mr. LOVE. On page 118 are Ee for the employ- 
ment of additional Capitol police. I want toinquire if the amend- 
ment we adopted last Friday applied to this number of police, 
giving them an extra month’s wages? 

Mr. CANNON. No; that was the date of the Ist of June. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the femainder of the bill be dis- 
paea with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 

ears none, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following amendment: 

On page 31, after line 2, insert: 

“BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS IN AND AROUND WASHINGTON. 
For an assistant surveyor and draftsman for the fiscal year 1899, $1,500.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to offer the follow- 
ng amendment: 
he Clerk read as follows: 


On page 43, line 1, insert “for engraving the illustrations sent necessary 
for the monographs and bulletins to remain available during the fiscal year 


1899, $10,000. : 
8 for printing and bind een e and bulletins, to remain 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, offered the following 

amendment; which was adopted: 

51, in line 12, strike out “expense of tel and insert in 

ling 285 * as hras —— — — 5 n 
Mr. CANNON. There is one matter which by agreement was 

reserved—the provision in reference to the jail in the Indian Ter- 

ritory. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I offered an amendment the other day 
which I now withdraw and ask consent to offer a substitute. 

There being no objection, the following amendment (by Mr. 
Curtis of Kansas) was read, and agreed to: 

In line 16, page 53, strike out “one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof 
“seventy-five.” 

Mr. CANNON. Inowmove thatthe committee rise and report 
the bill to the House with a recommendation that it pass as 
amended. 

The motion was agreed to. f 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL rted thatthe Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10691) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1898, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same back with a recommendation that the bill as 
amended by the Committee of the Whole do pass. 

The SP R. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think a separate vote will be de- 
manded on the amendments. 

There being no objection, the question was taken on agreeing 
to the amendments; and they were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. C. ON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 175. Joint resolution providing for the printing of addi- 
tional copies of certain volumes of Decisions of the Department of 
the Interior Relating to Public Lands for sale and distribution— 
to the Committee on Printing. M 

S. 4783. An act pene for the public printing and binding 
and distribution of public documents, approved January 12, 1895— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

S. 346, An act providing for the erection of a public building at 
the tity of Seattle, in the State of Washington—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

S. 1114. An act for the establishment of a light and fog signal 
on or near Sabine Bank, Texas—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1618. An act to authorize the President to place William T. 
Godwin on the retired list, with the rank of first lientenant—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

S. 4741, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 4744, An act granting a pension to Mary E. Hatch—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 3872. An act for the relief of Dr. John B. Read—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
bwg titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

1 EA . 6388. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph R. 
ers; 

H. R. 7844. An act to increase the pension of Mar Broggan; 

H. R. 6098. An act to correct the military record of N. Ward 
Cady, late major Second Mounted Rifles, New York Volunteers, 
and to grant him an honorable discharge; 

H. R. 9729. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Smithson; 

H. R. 4961. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Wak Oso, An ti f 

R. 6379. act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Berry, alias Joseph White; x 
maa 8861. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Givens; 

H. R. 9338. An act to restore to the State of New York the flag 
5 by the One hundred and fourth New York Volunteer 

ntry; 

H. R. 7314. An act for the relief of John B. Tyre; 

H. R. 7696. An act granting an incréase of pension to William 
Christenberry; 

8 5 R. 7321. An act granting an increase of pension to Lauritz 
n; 

H. R. 8181. An act granting a pension to John A. Bingham; 

H. R. 619. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Rockwith; and 

H. R. 8243. An act for the relief of Cordell B. Green, Company 
D, Sixteenth Michigan Infantry. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

8. 3515. An act granting an increase of ion to May L. Page; 

S. 2541. An act granting a pension to Clara R. Rodgers: 

S. 4533, An act to increase the pension of Lucinda Booth; 

—— An act granting an increase of pension to Blanch E, 
rs 

S. 1475. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah N, 
Parkhurst; . . , 

8. 2588. An act increasing the pension of Corrissanda L. McGuire; 

S. 914. An act to compel street-railway companies in the District 
of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other purposes; 


and 
S. 484. An act granting an increase of pension to Carlton W, 
Muzzy. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Rossrs, indefinitely, on account of business, 
_ To Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin, for one week, on account of 
important business. 


RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it shall be in order on Wednesday, the 22d day of J une, 1898, 


immediately after the reading of the Journal, to consider House bi 9904, 
entitled “A bill for the reclamation of arid ate and for other Pretesa 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON, From what committee does this come? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. From the Committee on Public Lands. It 
is 2 unanimous report. I do not think it will take over fifteen or 
twenty minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. CANNON. It does not make any appropriation? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. None whatever. It is ply amendatory 
of the law now in force, known as the Carey Act. 

The SPEAKER. It does not make any appropriation of money, 
but makes an 7079 N of land. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Carey Act granted 1,000,000 acres of 
arid land to the various arid-land States. On account of certain 
Bene in that act it has been found inoperative except as to 

yoming. This bill, which has been framed by the Public Lands 
Committee after a number of meetings and upon consultation 
with engineers, formulates a plan by which the law can be taken 
advantage of by these various States. 

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the consideration of this 
bill (subject to the priority of appropriation bills) if the gentle- 
oe = consent to it being considered in the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. I haye no objection to that. 
The bill meets with the approval of the Interior Department. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent that immediately after the reading of the Journal 
on Wednesday next the bill the title of which has been read by 


s 


the Clerk shall be in order to be considéred in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I object. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I renew my request for unanimous consent 
to consider District business next Wednesday. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not think the gentleman ought to make that 
request in the absence of the gentleman who has persistently ob- 


ected. 
: Mr. BABCOCK. He has no objection to anything on our Cal- 
dar, 


endar. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is ordered accordingly. x 
And then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 5 o'clock and 37 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J ro N. Maples against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers together with a copy of a report submit- 
ting plans and estimates for the improvement of Hillsboro Bay— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, from 
the Committee on N Weights, and Measures, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1038) to fix the standard of 
weights and measures by the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1597); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


—— 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DAYTON, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval irs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 6686) giving William K. Mayo the rank and pay of a rear- 
admiral on the retired list of the Navy, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 1 96); which said bill and 
report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


npon e OTE tng pension to -Aled T. Jackson 
i R. a n 4 — 
; i and referred to the Committee 


Committee on Pensions dischar; 
ting a pension to Patrick Conlin— 


on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 10733) À 
ged, and referred to the Committee 


Committee on Pensions 
on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED., 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10751) to increase the efficiency of 
the Subsistence Department of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A 2 0 75 R. 10752) to create a 
Territory of the District of Columbia and to grant Territorial gov- 
ernment to the same—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 10753) to provide for en- 
larging and improving the United States Government building 
at Macon, Ga., and to appropriate $25,000 therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 10754) 
for the relief of certain members of the Five Civilized Tribes 
12 Indians in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 

airs, 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 10755) to change the location of 
Emporia street—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A joint resolution (H. Res. 284) 
requesting from the Secretary of War information as to all the 


~ 
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contracts and items thereof a Rs og by railroads of sol- 
diers and equipments—to the on Mili tary Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 285) for information from Sec- 
retary of the Navy as to all purchases of steamers, yachts, and 
ships since March 4, 1898, and the price and terms of the same— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A resolution (House Res, No. 326) setting 
apart Thursday, the 23d instant, for the consideration of bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. MAHON: A resolution (House Res. No. 327) relative 
to the consideration of H. R. 4986, with Senate amendments 
thereto—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. COWHERD (by request): A bill (H. R. 10756) for the 
relief of William K. Trabue—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10757) for the relief of 
Harriet V. Gridley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 10758) for the relief of John 
Miser—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 10759) for the relief of Francis 
Spicer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 10760) granting a pension 
to James E. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 10761) for the relief of 
Cornelius G. Simmons—to the Committee on Claims. i 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R, 10762) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis H. Pike—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 10763) 
for the relief of Richard J. Beall—to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pees and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolution of the Manutacturers’ Club 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Cincinn: 
Ohio, favoring the incorporation of the National Association e 
Manufacturers—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of John Miser, praying that his 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the ittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Protest of Winfield Scott Post, No. 66, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Webster City, Iowa, against the 
proposed monument to Albert Pike, a general in the Confederate 
army—to the Committee on the Library. . 

By Mr. FISCHER: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Francis — the Committee on Claims. ' 

By Mr. McINTIRE: Petition of William K. Tubman, of the 
State of Maryland, in relation to alleged official misdemeanors of 
Le Baron B. Colt, jndge of the United States circuit court for the 
a judicial circuit of Rhode Island—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
Also, petition of the Northwestern Anti-Saloon League, of Balti- 
more, Md., in favor of the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of 
8 liquors in all Government buildings to the Commit - 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. MERCER: Petition of the Travelers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation of America, fayoring the anti-scalping bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolutions of the executive committee of the National 
Live Stock Exchange, in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 
3354, relating to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. MOODY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 10678, to 
—- the pension of Clara E. Daniels—to the Committee on 
ensions. 
By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the Society of the Daughters of 
the American Revolution of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill pasi a pension to Hannah Hess—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petitions of Rev. Eli Pickersgill, Rev. H. Franklin singe 
Rev. J. 5 5 ort en 8 a., 

ing for the enacting o on prohibiting — 
9 of prize fights in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories and the transmission by mail of newspaper descriptions 
of prize fights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 
Also, petition of 350 citizens of Williamstown, Pa., favoring 
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legislation providing that cigarettes imported in original pack- ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

ages tering any State ‘become subject to its laws—to 

the Committee onthe Judiciary. o S , The memmage also announced — 


Also, petition of 350 citizens of Williamstown, Pa., in favor of 
the of a bill to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


0. 

Also, petition of 350 citizens of Williamstown, Pa., for the pas- 
sage of a bill to forbid interstate transmission of lottery and other 
gambling matter by telegraph—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ne 

Also, petition of 350 citizens of Williamstown, Pa., for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of the Boonville Board of Trade, 


and Oneida County Board of Trade, State of New York, asking Barl 


that cheese be made an Army ration—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 2 a 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of El Paso, 


Tex., in favor of the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Inter- R 


state and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 21, 1898. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, the 
3 of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of R tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
following bills: ne 

A bill (H. R. 5880) to vest in the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia control of street Se District; 

A bill (H. R. 6148) to amend the of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, of the District of Columbia, 
the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, and for other 


urposes; 
5 A bill (H. R. 8581) for the protection of the people of the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; and 


A bill (H. R. 10209) to repeal an act of Congress, approved March L. 


2, 1893, entitled “An act to provide a permanent system of high- 
ways in that part of the District of Columbia lying ontside of 
cities,” and for other purposes. : 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10280) to require 
the Brightwood Railway Company to abandon its overhead trolley 
on Kenyon street, between Seventh and Fourteenth streets, asks 
a conference with the Senate on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Curtis of 
Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON managers at the conference on the 


signed by the Vice-President: 
A bill (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Carlton W. 


Muzzy; 
A bill (S. 914) to compel street-railway companies in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other pur- 


poses; ; 

A bill (S. 1475) granting an increase of pension to Elijah N. 
Pea th 2541) ting a pension to Clara R. Rogers 
(S. granting a to a R. 

A bill (S. 2588) increasing the pension of Corrissanda L. Mo- 


Guire; 
A bill (S. 3350) granting an increase of pension to Blanch E. 


rlow; 
A bill (S. 3515) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Page; 
A bill (S. 4533) to increase the pension of Lucinda Booth; 

rane? ee R. 619) granting an increase of pension to Frank 


A bill (H. R. 3243) for the relief of Cordell B. Green, Company 
D, Sixteenth Michigan Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Osborn; 
A bill (H. R. 6098) to correct the mili record of N. Ward 
ew York Volunteers, 


Cady, late major, Second Mounted Rifles, 
and to grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 6379) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 
Berry. alias Joseph White; 

A bill (H. R. 6388) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
R. Mathers; 


A bill (H. R. 7814) for the relief of John B. Tyre; : 
A bill (H. R. 7321) granting an increase of pension to Lauritz 


Olsen; 
A bill (H. R. 7696) granting an increase of pension to William 


Christen > 

A bill (H. R. 7844) to increase the pension of Mary ; 

A bill (H. R. 8181) granting a pension to John A. Erp 
= (H. R. 8861) granting an increase of pension to George 

. Givens: 

A bill (H. R. 9338) to restore to the State of New York the flag 
carried by the One hundred and fourth New York Volunteer 
hf fl. R. 9720 w 

iil (H. 729) ting an increase of to William 
e granting pension 


MEMORIAL. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented the memorial of Sarah 
W. Bulkley and sundry other members of the National Society, 
pre tigate tin sus ot yr ania wea fag apar aeta iasa 

0 for adv ur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on the e 
; REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, . 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (H. R. 9195) granting a pension to Foster C. 
of the House. i i 
te her anounced Shat the House baal di dto ont 3 it without amendment, and submitted a report 


the amendment of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the 
House providing for the distribution of the Official Records of the 
Union and Confederate ies, asks a conference with the Senate 
i ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Perkins, Mr. CHICKERING, and Mr. RICHARDSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution: 5 
A bill (S. 1726) concerning attorneys and marshals of the United 
States; 
5 pill (S. 4738) to eee 5 Kansas, Le and 2 
ilway Company to construc operate a railway through the 
Chilocco Indian ——— Territory of Oklahoma, and for 


other $ ; 

Ab 12 4750) granting right of way through the Pikes Peak 
Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to the Cripple Creek 
District Railway Company; ; i 

A bill (S. 4759) to authorize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 


Railwa —— Set straighten and restore the channel of the 
— Sec un ver, in the Indian Territory, at the crossing of 
sai + 


1898 

The 1 announced that the House had passed a 

bill (H. R. 10691) 1 to s y deficiencies in 

the appropriations for year a 80, 1898, and 
for years, and for other purposes; in w. it requested 

| concurrence of the Senate. 


the | the i 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9140) granting an increase of pension to Felix Tait, 
ed it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to Mary Hannah Clark, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
bill (HB. 8670) granting a pension to Pryor Perkins, reposted ft 
ill (H. R. granting a pension erkins, it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 3 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by an 
amendment, relative to the claim of Jeronemus S. Underhill for 
further compensation for the construction of the ironclad steam 
battery Modoc, etc., intended to be proposed tothe bill (S. 3546) 
for the reference of certain claims against the Government of the 
. of Claims; which was ordered to be 
printed. 3 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self April 19, 1898, relative to the appropriation of $280,000 for 
the payment of under condemnation for land taken for 
the extension of Connecticut avenue and Florida avenue to the 
Waterside drive, etc., intended to be proposed to the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations; w. was agreed to. 
PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
of the to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. MonGdAN, reported it with- 
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outamendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That gear cerned employed to report statements before the 


Select Committee on the ction of the Nicaragua Canal June 15, 16, 
and 17, 1898, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


MARY J. BROWN. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On Friday last I reported adversely from 
the Committee on Pensions the bill (H. R. 4978) for the relief of 
Mary J. Brown, and it was indefinitely postponed. I move a re- 
consideration of the vote whereby the bill was postponed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. y 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4796) granting a pension to 
our F, Burlingame; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, : 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4797) to provide for a 
volunteer division of colored troops in the United States Army 
specially adapted to tropical climates; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 4798) granting a pension to 
Louisa H. Delahay; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4799) ting a pension 
to Harriet V. Gridley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment relative 
to the claim of Clark & Bill, for done their stock of 
goods by Army officers in 1873, in the Territory of Dakota, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. í 

Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment pong for the dis- 
posal of the abandoned Fort Shaw Military vation in Mon- 
tana, intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. i, 

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment authorizin 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to J. & W. Seligman 
Co. $1,794.56 in full payment for coupons of bonds lost on the 
Cunard steamship Oregon March 14, 1886, intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

5 ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

tatives curring), 
„JJ ͤ ba, ball bo te order DALAT to SAAE on 
sere, ey aces Pte eles Ga cee e hae 
Ba- te Marpland and Washington Railway 88 and for other purposes. 


JOHN L. SMITHMEYER AND PAUL J. PELZ. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the bill (S. 3901) for the relief of 
John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move that Senate bill No. 3414, to carry 
into effect the recommendations of the International American 
Conference by the incorporation of the International American 
Bank, be printed as it passed the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10691) making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House joint resolution 259. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? _ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 
259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States. 

Mr, MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ROACH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 1 

Mr. ROACH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege 
somewhat personal to myself. My attention has been called to 


an all interview in yesterday’s Evening Star of this city. It 
isin — — . follows: : aå 


On annexation—Senators express their views on the Hawaiian question— 
A majority favor the resolution—Many think the opposition will soon break 
down—Few will filibuster, 


Among the interviews, or alleged interviews, is the following: 

A AN ABSOLUTE NECESSITY. 
Senator Roach (Democrat, North Dakota): “My own opinion is that the 
annexation of Hawaii is an absolute necessity for this country at the present 
time. We have practically destroyed the neutrality of this little Republic 


by coaling there, and must fight for it under any circumstances; and as that 


an 
is the case, we had better own it when it comes asafree gift. The Nicara- 
guan Canal, which will be built in the near nai eee the ownership of 
these 5 for the United States. The Philippine Islands is 
another . We are g possession of them as a war measure, and 
that can be considered in the future. My own feeling is in favor of staying 
here all 2 if that is necessary, to secure the annexation of the Ha- 


Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of commenting on this in- 
terview. The alleged statements are not mine. I never made 
use of any such expression, for the very good reason that I have 
spoken to no one, newspaper man or other, in that way. Those 
with whom I have conversed, my colleagues here on the floor and 
persons outside, know that 1 have always been opposed to the an- 
nexation of Hawaii. 

Now, Iam not inclined to charge and I do not wish to think 
that this is a willful misrepresentation. I would rather think that 
a journal such as the Evening Star has always been supposed to 
be would not descend to any such misrepresentation of a person 
in my position, I would rather think that it is the mistake, prob- 
ably, of some raw interviewer who has mistaken the sentiments 
of some other Senator for my own. In that view of the case I 
make this statement and let the matter drop. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, just before the outbreak of 
the present war it was loudly claimed by the advocates of Ha- 
waiian annexation that a majority of the people of this cony 
were with them. If this was really the condition, it came throu 
feeding the people on fine phrases until there was no room left for 
the hard food of truth. ey were not convinced by argument. 
They had been carried away by catch-words: ‘* Manifest destiny,” 
“the logic of events,” “now is the golden hour,” „the mastery of 
the Paciñc.” The simile of “ripe fruit falling into the lap” has 
been a favorite with many, unmindful of the warning of the poet 
in the matter of sea fruit: 

The Dead Sea fruit that tempts the eye 
But turns to ashes on the lips. 

The serious study of public questions is a good deal like work. 
It is easier to float gayly along on an intoxicating tide of senti- 
mental gush. 

And now the Philippines be upon us. The nation, shorn of its 
judgment, is led captive 15 its emotions. We are to establish 
ourselves permanently in the far East, and must have a coaling 
station in mid-Pacific as a basis for aggressive action. Under à 
passing stress of war we are to be pressed into taking a first step 
in imperialism—a policy which may benefit the favored few, but 
to the ordinary mortal it means the path to the barracks or pos- 
sibly the poorhouse, All this at the precise time when we should 
avoid compromising ventures. Europe already questions our sin- 
cerity in the declaration touching Cu The seizure of Hawaii 
would remove any doubt as to our all-round land-grabbing inten- 
tions. Giving no heed to the war whoop, we should consider this 
subject e G 

Annexation might help Hawaii itself. But our duty requires 
us to look at this question from a purely selfish standpoint, 
Unless this measure is clearly to the advantage of the United 
States, we must cast it out. i 

While annexation ought not to be permitted without a full and 
free expression on the part of the Hawaiians, still it is not mate- 
rial whether the Hawaiian population, in mass or in any propor- 
tion, desire annexation or not. It is for them to show a clean bill 
of political health as a condition precedent to admission. The 
men in the bowels of the wooden horse were anxious to enter 
Troy, but they proved undesirable citizens after they were let in, 
Are we bound to admit to our domestic circle every wanderer 
who raps at our door? Before we enter into a business partner- 
ship we scrutinize. Before entering into a political partnership 
we should be more careful still, for the bonds are more difficult to 
dissolve. We owe the Hawaiians much. In times past they have 
sent us bananas and we have returned them fleas and gunpowder. 
They have sent us pineapples and we have returned them muskets, 
mosquitoes, and the measles. There is an uncomfortable balance 
against us, but to demand annexation to square accounts is ask- 
ing too much. 

Putting aside all considerations of the constitutionality of this 
resolution and pinning ourselves down strictly to the question of 
expediency, are there any common-sense grounds for the acquisi- 
tion of these islands? Will the diverse peoples which inhi bit them 
bring a . element to our y politic? Are they of 
sufficient commercial and strategie value to warrant a large out- 
lay of money? I believe that these questions may be safely 
answered in the negative. 
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The area of the islands is not extensive, a little over 6,000 square 
miles. Of this only about one-quarter is fit for cultivation. The 
interior of the islands is devoted to raising volcanoes. If the 
United States is in search of mountain property, they can not do 
better. But one would think that the ‘ Rockies” onght to suffice 
in this line. A narrow strip along the shore, of intermittent fer- 
tility, is devoted to raising ost cane. In thesea growan 

„abundance of fish and tidal waves. e climate is mild and equa- 
ble. There is an inviting stanza that touches our sensibilities: 
Ce a e D cscs eas 
7 
And clasped with roses and pinks together. 

Nothing but sunbeams and flowers becomes monotonous to dis- 
traction. They cloy like a steady diet of sugar candy. For nine 
months of the year the wind is constantly in the northeast—no 
fitful breeze, but a steady blow; something between a zephyr and 
atyphoon. During the rest of the year, by way of compensation, 
it blows from the southwest. ¢ 

In trying to take this Hawaiian rainbow apart, I have not con- 
fined my reading to the special pe of the pamphleteers. From 
what appears to be an unprejudiced source, I quote words writ- 
ten some years ago, before sugar had become king, and before the 
importation of Mongolian and Portuguese laborers: 

The Hawaiian Islands can hardly be regarded as a field for emigration. 
Farming, as we understand it, is unknown. The dearth of insectivorous birds 
seriously affects the cultivation of the soil. The narrow gorges, in which 
terra “patched cultivation” is so successful, offers no temptations to a 
man with the world before him. The larger areas require labor, and laboris 
not to be had. Though wheat and other cereals mature, attacks of weevils 

vent their storage, and all the grain and flour consumed is imported from 
ulifornia. Beef is plentiful and sells for enough to pay for onting op the 
carcass. Cacao. cinnamon, and allspice are subject to an apparently ineradi- 
cable blight. The blight which has attacked the coffee shrub is so severe that 
the larger plantations have been dug up, and coffee is now raised by paton 
culture, mainly among the guava shrub which fringes the forest. nges 
suffer from big ht also, and some of the finest groves have been cut down. 
Cotton suffers from the ravages of a caterpillar. 

The mulberry tree, which, from its rapid growth, would be invaluable to 
silk growers, is covered with a black and white blight. Sheep are at present 
very successful, but in some localities the ce ofthe pestilent oat burr is 
de ere the value of their wool. The forests, which are essential to the 
well-being of the island, are disappearing in some quarters, owing to the at- 
tacks of a grub as wellas the ravages of cattle. Cocoanuts, bananas, ges, 
sweet potatoes, and kalo are free from blight, and so are potatoes and rice, 
While Storico can live abundantly and without the sweat of the brow, but 
few can © money, owing to the various forms of blight, the scarcity of 
labor, and the lack of a profitable market. Settlements are disappearing, 
valley lands are falling out of cultivation, and hilo grass and guavascrub are 
burying the traces ot a former population. 

In 1896 the total value of imports into Hawaii was about $7,000,- 
000. Of this the United States contributed a little less than 
$5,000,000. This is a commerce in which other countries can not 
compete with us, and no change in the political condition of the 
islands would deprive us of it. In 1 there was exported of 
rice, $195,000; bananas, $125,000; hides, $60,000; coffee, $53,000, 
Leaving out sugar, these figures show the relative importance of 
the chief products of the islands and also the insignificance of 
the coffee crop. 

The total value of exports for 1896 was $15,515,000, of which 
sugar figures for $14,932,000. With the exception of $162 worth, 
all this sugar came to the United States. If the sugar imported 
into the United States had paid a duty of 2 cents a pound, come 
$7,000,000 would have gone into the United States Treasury. 
Speaking roundly, in 1896, of the fifteen and a half million dollars 
of exports, but half a million was made up of products other than 
sugar. It is evident that sugar is supreme in Hawaii. All other 
industries are insignificaut. In the production of sugar large capi- 
tal is essential to pecuniary success, Some forty capitalists control 
the sugar industry of the islands. There were in their employ 
in 1896, 23,780 laborers, Of these, there were 1,615 Hawaiians, 
2,268 Portuguese, 12,893 Japanese, 6,289 Chinese, 115 South Sea 
Islanders, and 600 of all other nationalities. About half of all these 
men are contract laborers, living under a condition of virtual 
chattel slavery, a condition that the present Republic has not seen 
fit to remedy. 

These men are paid from $12.50 to $15 per month, without board. 
Practically the Mongolians produce the sugar of the islands. They 
work for wages that white men would not accept, and they suffer 
hardships and privations that white men could not endure. 
American laborers who may migrate to Hawaii in the hope of 
betterment, if they continue to exist at all, would rapidly 5 
erate. They would succumb to their surroundings, stained like 
the dyer's hand by the element it works in. 

The Mongolian is essential to the profitable production of sugar. 
It is admitted that the undertaking would be a financial failure 
without him. Broadly speaking, sugar is all there is to the 
Hawaiian Islands commercially, and the Mongolian is all there is 
to sugar, except the big capitalist. The big capitalist is afraid of 
the a 5 spay of the present treaty; hence the annexation proj- 
ect, which is a clumsy cover for a mercenary scheme. Saccharine 
trickles out all around it; the trail of sugar is over itall. It is 
quite time that this assertive commodity gave this Legislature a 


respite, 


But lands, imports, exports, manufactures, money do not make ' 
a nation. It is men—men strong in their ability to toil, firm set 
in those civic virtues that alone make self-government possible. 
In the words of an eminent divine: i 

The greatnessof America is in her democracy. America, as no other na- 
tion, honors manhood, consecrates its rights and gives it the freedom to de- 
velop its powers and satisfy its ambition. America is the nation of the peo- 
ple, and to become of the people of America it suffices to be man. 

Do the inhabitants of Hawaii rise to the high requirements of 
American citizenship? In 1896 there were 109,020 inhabitants in 
the Hawaiian Islands. Of these there avere 31,019 full-blooded 
Hawaiians, 8,435 part Hawaiians, 24,407 Japanese, 21,616 Chinese, 
15,191 Portuguese, 2,266 Americans, and 1,538 subjects of Great 
Britain. From these figures it will be seen that the three impor- 
tant races, numerically, in the islands are the Hawaiians proper, 
the Mongolians, and the so-called Portuguese, 

These three races figure 100,000 out of a population of 109,000, 
The Hawaiian is an insouciant, indolent creature, With him a 
longing for repose is a gift of nature, He is more inclined to æs- 
thetics than to ethics, He delights in flowers that grow without 
cultivation. in listening to music, and in seeing other people dance, 
Intellectually and industrially he lags superfiuous on the scene. 
After a century’s contact with civilization his race has dwindled 
from 400,000 to 40,000. The white man has stamped out his reli- 
gion, his traditions. His lands have slipped away from him. He 
no longer has a voice in the Government. It does not lie in human 
nature for him to be friendly to the white man, and he would 
prove a permanent menace to our Government. 

The Mongolian—the gentle heathen—we are already acquainted 
with. Such a citizen is he that we have thought fit to deal with 
him after the Draconian method. 

There was a provision in the treaty now withdrawn, which is 
tacked onto this resolution, seeking to prevent the Chinese now in 
Hawaii from removing to other parts of the United States in the 
event of annexation. In other words, persons safely within our 
borders and guiltless of any offense against our laws are forbid- 
den from moving freely throughout our territory. I would like 
to be a Chinaman—not for a t while—just long enough to test 
this monstrous doctrine. It looks very much like a return to the 
5 55 when the serfs were part and parcel of the soil. 

he so-called Portuguese is a m of many bloods, and all 
inferior. He came from the Island of Madeira and not from Por- 
tugal. He is a degraded peon, without a single quality that goes 
to make up the acceptable American citizen. 

Senators on this floor have lately taxed their ingenuity in fram- 
ing bills to exclude from the United States the compatriots of 
Hofer, Kosciusko, Kossuth, and Garibaldi, and now they ask us 
to swallow at a gulp this variegated agglomeration of the fag-ends 
of humanity, But this unsavory population is not all that we 
will have to swallow. At the foot of an insurmountable cliff 
there juts out from the Island of Molokai a low-lying, narrow 

insula, girt about by the impassable ocean. On this strip of 
and are segregated some fourteen hundred lepers—doomed be- 
ings, who have shut to themselves the doors of their own sepul- 
cher, 

Stevenson writes from personal experience: 

On landing on Molokai you behold the stairs crowded with abominable de- 
formations of our common manhood, and find yourself in the midst of such 
a population as only now and then surrounds us in the horror of delirium. 
As we move on, every fourth face forms a blot upon the landscape. We visit 
the hospital and see the butt endsof human beings lying there ost unrec- 
ognizable, but still breathing, still thinking, still remembering. It is a piti- 
ful place to visit and a hell todwell in. Here one breathes the atmosphere of 
affliction, disease, and physical disgrace. 

Molokai is neglected by travelers. None of the gentlemen who 
recently went from Washington to Hawaii for investigation vis- 
ited it. This is strange, because this leper colony is unique the 
world over. It is the most interesting point in the island, patho- 
logically speaking. Leprosy is a mysterious disease, about which 
but two things are definitely known: It is not hereditary and it is 
contagious. Dr. Morrow,in the North American Review, writes: 

That in addition to the lepers in Molokai there are probably two or three 
times as many at large in whom the disease is latent or in the incubative 
stage, yet none the less sure to develop. It is probable that with the relax- 
ation of our strict tions on the fic coast, which may be assumed 
would follow annexation, many lepers would, in their desire to escape Molo- 
kai, emigrate to this country. The principal d r would come from the 
establishment of more intimate commercial relations, the opening of new 
enterprises inviting capital and labor, and consequent thereon the influx of 
Americans into the ds and their exposure to contact with the tainted 


ulation. 
POT hat such contact is not devoid of danger is evident from the number of 
foreigners who contract the disease. In the event of annexation it would be 
idle to think of confining leprosy to the islands, or rather excluding it from 
this country, by quarantine measures. In its earlier prosy de- 
fies detection, and no system of quarantine has ever been devised which 
would exclude the importation of a disease so little manifest on ordinary in- 
spection as leprosy; only the more advanced cases could be detected. ere 
would seem to be noreasonable doubt that the annexation of Hawaii would 
create conditions favorable to the d tion of the seeds of leprosy in 
this country. Experience shows that in all countries where leprosy has be- 
come epidemic its advance is insidious. It -amaos slowly, and before the 
health authorities awaken to the realization of danger it has made such head- 
way that its further progress can not be arrested. All of these facts should 
be carefully considered and their importance from a sanitary point of view 
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i before a 
consti: weigtiod by cnr H —— deciding upon the an 
Dr. Morrow estimates that more than 10 per cent of the Hawaiian 


race is affected with leprosy. Another writer puts it at 5 per 


cent of the total population. Of course accurate 1 statistics 
are not to be obtained. The Hawaiian officials are dumb on this 
subject, and Government publications are significantly silent. 

That portion of the t's annual message which treats of 
Hawaii is a feat in — — m. How carefully he has lifted the 
English language over the rough spots—the many difficulties that 
beset this question. Out af verbal confusion rings one clear utter- 
ance: 
= . w. A E r a 

renty. 

Dignity is a matter of taste, and need not be discussed. If honor 
requires annexation, conversely those who confirmation 
are lacking in the point of honor. This le pote me but one 
which neither history nor the humanities will sustain. A handful 
of aliens haye traded the natives out of their birthright, and we 
are asked in the name of honor to confirm their title. A few con- 

tors, aided by a United States minister, acting without spe- 
c authority, have overthrown the accepted, legitimate Govern- 
ment of the islands. They have substituted an oligarchy of their 
own, and now, in the name of honor, we are asked to stamp with 
our approval their proceedings. Since the advent of the white 
man every leaf in the history of Hawaii is either red with blood 
or black with —— and jobbery. In the name of honor weare 
asked to bind up these tarnished pages in the book of records of 
this Republic. It is travesty to dress up this political manikin of 
„ in the garb of honor. It is a misfit, a waste of 
material. 

If annexation is to harden into fact, one of two things will hap- 
pen: Either Hawaii will become a State, a rotten borough, with 

two representatives on this floor, or it will remain a Territory in 


perpetuity, a proconsulate, a condition repugnant to our institu- 
tions. ine itical programme is to prevail, our idea of 
manhood equality before the law is simply a ing show, a piece 


of theatrical mac to be relegated to the property room,” 
never again to be trundled ont upon the stage. 

Iam not here in a narrow spirit. I propose to legislate for the 
welfare of the whole nation. Still I can not refrain from asking 
myself this question: In the region of country from which I come, 
universal tical contamination aside, what direct interest have 
the people in this mirage of the Pacific? That some Mercutio of 
ours may lay down his life in this masquerade of mock democracy 
isprobable. That we will throw away good money in this venture 
is certain. Beyond these things. Hawaii will have no more ex- 
istence for us than the Island of Monte Christo. 

In his message the President implies that narters of a 
century of American diplomacy has ripened into a necessity for 
annexation. I do not read history in that light. In 1842 Presi- 


dent Tyler wrote: - 
Hawaii should be ted and all its rights strictly and conscientious! 
regarded. This deecedl pot unfit to make the declaration that Gas Govern 


ment seeks no peculiar 1 no exclusive control over the Hawalian 
Government, but is content its independent existence, and anxiously 
wishes for its security and prosperity. 

In 1843 Mr. Webster, as Secretary 
ee and France to keep their hands off the 

waiian Islands. He writes. 

We seek no control over the Hawaiian Government, nor any undue influ- 
ence whatever. Our only wish is that the integrity and independence of 
Hawaiian territory may be scrupulously maintained. 

In 1849 President Taylor said: 

We desire that the islands may maintain their independence and that other 
nations may concur with us in this sentiment. 

In 1850 Mr. Clayton, Secretary of State, agreed with this view. 

On July 14, 1851, Mr. Webster wrote: 

In acknowledging the independence of the islands and of the 
established over them it (namely, the United States) was not see. to pro- 
22 ² AAA ( 

8 desires to see the nationality cf the Hawaiian 
its independent administration of public affairs 

and reputation increased. But while thus in- 
uence itself over the councils of Hawaii, or to 

overawe the of its government by the menace or the actual ap- 
„„ nations 


rnment 


the same manner. 
In 1851 President Fillmore declared: 
The islands should not pass under the control of any maritime state, 
but FF condition, and so be accessible and use- 
ful to the commerce of all na‘ 


Mr. Blaine wrote on November 19, 1881: 


The Government of the United States has, with unvarying consistency, 
manifested respect for the independence of the n Kingdom and an 


earnest desire for the welfare of its le. „ * * The Government of 
the United States has always and now repeats, that under no cir- 
cumstances will it permit the transfer of the territory or sovereignty to any 
of the great European 


powers. 
In 1887 Secretary Bayard said to our Minister Merrill: 
As is wellknown, no intent is cherished or policy entertained by the United 


of State, entered into a treaty | be 


States which is otherwise than friendly to the autonomical control and in- 
dependence of Hawaii. 
James A. Garfield declared: 


— wona weaken the power of our people and Govern- 


In this unbroken chain of opinion there is not one word which 
suggests annexation. ‘Hands off all round” has been our con- 
ns oe the past, and autonomy ought to be our plan in 

e b 

The conduct of the friends of annexation has been somewhat 
reprehensible. Not content with importing the President of a 
sister Republic toawe this Legislature, not long they brought 
into this Chamber a map of the Pacific Ocean. is confronted 
us day after day like a threatening cloud. On their map they 
painted lurid streaks “that did the multitudinous sea incarna- 
dine —streaks that burnt into the retina a bloodshot vision not 
to be dispelled. But this day and night mare has not been with- 
out its uses. How edifying to watch lines scurrying from all 
over the globe, concentrating irresistibly on this magnetic speck 
in midocean! The shooting star of empire at last has found a 
resting place. And then these converging lines forma web which 
recalls our happy childhood and the recitation: 

“Will * 
e 

“Tis the est little parlor 
That ever you did spy.” 

And what a walk itis! Hawaii is farther from anywhere else 
than any other spot on earth. Falkland is 6,879 miles away; the 
Nicaragua Canal, 4,210; Anckland, 3,350; Sitka, 2,895; while 
Japan, our rival for the Hawaiian hand, is in the seductive prox- 
imity of 3,399 miles. 

But it seems that it is distance that lends enchantment to the 
sante eye. From the Washington Post of December 10, 1897, 

quote: 

There are few men in the coun U qualifi 
Hawaiian matters as Lieut. Col. Charles P. Egan, Waited ny 8 Ave 
of the most accomplished gentlemen in Uncle ‘s service. 8 with 
friends at the Ebbitt yesterday, Colonel Egan said: “ Now is t 

rtunity of the United States to annex Hawaii. The time may never be so 
avorable again if we let the present chance * — The argument that the 
country is too faraway is absurd; in fact, the distance is rather an ad vantage. 
It will give an opening for our ships of war and will be an additional reason 
for the upbuilding of our Navy.” 

Other Army and Navy officers have expressed themselves in the 
same strain. It is natural they should do so. On any proposition 
looking toward an increase of either branch of the service their 
answer is ready-made. I do not accept professional soldiers as my 
guides in 22 policy. It is true we area fighting people our 

veyards attest it. But we are not a belligerent eke May 
eaven preserve us from such a fate. What makes England great 
is her formidable navy. What has made us great in the past is 
the absence of heavy armaments. It is the one undisputed advan- 
tage that we have over all civilized nations. Thomas Jefferson 
does not agree with Colonel Egan in the doctrine of dispersal. 
He wrote to President Monroe, in 1809, touching the proposed an- 
nexation of Cuba: 

It will be objected to our recei Cuba that no limit can be drawn to our 
aam tho * to ered 8 N othing a — 
accepted which would require a navy to defend it. 2 int 

a wrote to Mr. Langston under date of 
June 20, 1883: 


The policy of this Government, as declared on ar nee the past, 
from main con- 


en op- 


the | has tended toward avoidance of possessions disco 


tinent. 
In 1884 he said to the same minister: 


A conviction that a fixed policy, dating back to the origin consti 
tional Government, —— to ~ E a 
torial 
excess of un 


decline te: stations such terri- 


William E. Gladstone writes of the destiny of this Republic in 
his Kin Beyond the Seas: 


dispe 
bly become what we are now. the head servant in the great household of the 


e 
centur: m e 
will ea 500,000,000 of people. 


On the subject of naval expansion I quote from an able 
written by M. S. Stuyvesant, of St. Louis: arig 


I do not believe that we need what is known as “sea power” for use out- 
side of our own waters. To put it in another way, we will not have to keep 
= ne gee and the continental powers in this expensive matter of 

ing ba ships if our coasts are im ble, because 

1. We have no foreign colonies to defend. 

2. We are not in business of appropriatin the lands of defenseless 
people and have no “zones of influence to squabble over. 

3. We havo no stations scattered all over the world to fortify and 
maintain connection wi 

4, Our chances of having to go to war would be materially lessened. No 
nation would be anxious to quarrel with us if they could not hurt us. We 


America 


1898. 


le for preponderaut sea power to other nations 
Tass Tortunateiy e only — coast defenses are in condition to repel 
‘a 

On the strategic advantages of Hawaii Capt. A. T, Mahan has 

been appealed to and has dutifully come to the front. He says: 

stress disad van 

3 a 8 aa e 2.500 mite. as this is, of 
every point of our coast line from Puget Sound to Mexico. Were there 
many others available we might find it difficult toexelude them all. There is, 
however, but one. Shut out from the Sandwich Islands as a coal base, an 
enemy is thrown back for supplies of fuel to distances of 3,500 or 4,000 miles, 
or between 7,000and 8,000 miles going and coming, an im ent to sustained 
maritime operations well-nigh prohibitive. * * * It is rarely that so im- 
portant a factor in the attack or defense of a coast line—of a sea frontier—is 
concentrated in a single position, and this circumstance renders it doubly 
imperative upon us to secure it if we righteously can. 

According to Captain Mahan, with these islands in our posses- 
sion a navy seeking to attack our coast would have to steam some 
7,000 miles without 3 speaks of an enemy being thus 
thrown back for supplies: t possible enemies have we to en- 
counter in the Pacific? There are but two—England and Japan. 
Frowning over our frontier, near the southern extremity of Van- 
couver Island, is the first-class naval arsenal of Esquimault. 
With this and her masternavy England is indifferentas to whether 
we hold Hawaii or not. The Japanese are a ra ga se people. 
They are not given to running on quixotic errands. They do not 
dream of attacking our Pacific coast. If they ever attempt it, 
their ships would have no need of recoaling on the return trip. 

Captain Mahan’s opinion and my crude notions of strategy do 
not agree. I have always understood that in war the more one 
spreads out the more one is weakened, the more one concentrates 
the 1 more one is strengthened. The advocates of annexation con- 
stantly refer to Hawaii as an outpost. An outpost is a detach- 
ment from the main body thrown forward for purposes of obser- 
vation, retreating and reenforcing the main body when occasion 
requires. In the event of war Hawaii could not fall back, it could 
not fall forward, and it would refuse to sink into the sea. It 


would have to be defended by fortifications and guarded by a Elkins 


fleet. 

It is but fair to admit that Hawaii has its attractive features, 
its allurements. To the world-stroller it offers a blissful sojourn— 
a life with something of the Garden of Eden about it—plenty of 
leisure and few clothes. Here the traveler breathes the fragrance 
of flowers, re; himself on rich fruits, and revels in the ever- 
tepid sea. en the sensuous palls him, there is subject for 
moralizing. He can climb Mount Kilauea, ic gp its crater, 
which does the most active business on the islands, and ponder 
over the possibilities of the future. 

At nightfall he seeks the shelter of the lanai, a shed with live 
trees for posts and interwoven palm leaves for a roof. Here, 
seated on the grass, his neck encircled with a lei, a wreath of 
flowers, he joins in the luau, a native banquet. The food is served 
on leavesof aromatic lants by way of tablecloth. Withhisfingers 
he dips poi out of acalabash. He partakes of sucking pig, roasted 
in a umu, an underground oven. He devours raw fish, live 
shrimps, yams, and watermelon, vanna Pore whole down with 
copious draughts of awa, the alcoholic erage of Polynesia. 
Satiated, with a parting aloha, he retires to some opening among 
the palm trees and takes a moonshine bath, meanwhile conning 
the „if he is an American with aspirations, knowing that 
an acquaintance with that dialect will be a requirement in the 
next catechism of the Civil Service Commission. 

Uncle Sam may long for relaxation of this kind; but, after all, 
he will be wise to imitate the sage Ulysses. As he approached 
the island of the Sirens, whose song was death, Ulysses filled his 
sailors’ ears with beeswax to dull their hearing and had himself 
bound to the mast for fear that he might weaken. Then, signal- 
ing his men to bend to their oars, he swiftly fled the dangerous 
coast. 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, there are very few 
Senators in the Senate Chamber, and I suggest the absence of a 


quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum 1105 sug- 
sees by the Senator from Arkansas, the Secretary will call the 
ro 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Fair ban McBride, Sewell, 
Baker, ä McEnery, Shoup, 
Bate, Eare, McLaurin, Spooner, 
Berry, ger, McMillan, Stewart, 
Gear, Mallory, Teller, 
Butler, Hale, Martin, Thurston, 
Carter, Hanna, Mitche Tillman, 
Gatiton, Hansbrough, Morgan, Farley, 

2 „ arren, 
Clay, Hawle Per We 
Cockrell, Heitfeld Pettus,” Wetmore, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Platt, Con te, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. Wilson. 
Davis, Kyle, tchard, 

Deboe, Asay, wiins, 
Elkins, Lodge, ‘Roach, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered to 


ngs names, A quorumis present. The Senator from California 


Mr. WHITE addressed the Senate. After having spoken for an 
hour and five minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from California will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock 
having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3698) for the restoration of annui- 
ties to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux In- 


dians. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of 
Sopa joint resolution. o 

3 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempora- 
rily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
Senator from California will proceed. 

„ resumed his speech. After having spoken fifty 
minu 
Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I wish to suggest that there is not 


a quorum of the Senate present. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
su ted, the Secretary will call the roll. 

e Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Baker, Gorman, Mantle, Shoup, 
Bate, Hanna, Mills, er, 
Berry, Harris, Money, 8 t, 
Burrows, Hawley, Sullivan, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Nelson, Teller, 
Chilton Jone, Ner, Tillman,” 
Clark, Kyle, Perkins, Turley, 
8 ee Pinte Conn. Wellington, 

; MeBride, Platt N. Y. White, 
Fair MoEnery, Pritchard, Wilson. 
Foraker, McLaurin, Rawlins, 

McMillan, Roach, 
P, Mallory, Sewell, 
The PRESID OFFICER, Fifty-seven Senators have an- 

swered to their es. Sapari of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from California proceed 


Mr. WHITE resumed his speech; and after having spoken for an 
hour and a half, he said: 

I desire to inquire of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 
if it would be agreeable to him to take the usual adjournment 
now? Ihave occupied the floor for quite a while, and I am rather 


tired. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am perfectly willing that we shall proceed to 
the transaction of some other business. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. I do not wish that the Senate should 
adjourn; but, if agreeable, I should like to desist for the evening. 


THE INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 8581) for the protection of the le of the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, and ask that it may be considered at 
the present time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould like to inquire whether the report will 
lead to debate? ` 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithinknot. 

Mr. DAVIS. If it does, Ishall have to object to its considera- 
tion at this time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very sure there will be no de- 
bate on the adoption of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: y 

The committee of conference on the 
on the amendments of the Senate to 1 tis 8550 3 
of the people of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, having me 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommen 
to their ri ctive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 5, 6, 11, 19, 26, 


43. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
Senate numbered 7, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 22, 24, 25, 28, 29, 80, 81, 2.2.5 85 


44, and to the same. 
ment to the amendment of the 


27, 


That the House recede from its disagree: 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


it be found upon trial that the same are held unlawfully the tribe 
those to be members thereof, and the membership and right are 
disallowed_by the commission to the Five Tribes or the United States court, 


emen rson or r- 
sons or nation or tribe of Indians entitled to the possession of the same: 
vided always, That any person being a no n in possession of lands, hold- 
ing the ion thereof under an agreement, lease, or improvement con- 
tract with either of said nations or tribes, or any citizen thereof, executed 

rior to January 1, |, May, as to lands not in amount 160 
defense of any action for the possession of said lands, show that he is a 


+ 
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in peaceable possession of such lands, and that he has, while in such 
Pcie $ i and valuable im . thereon, and that he has 
cient length of time to compensate 
2 such improvements. 3 the court or jury trying said cause 


eee 
udgment. s su © as 0 0 n o! e court, com- 
—.— che rson te the balance due, anda him on for such 
time, unless the amount be 
the court shall . If the finding be that the amount of rents exceeds 
the value of the pecyeniente, Judgment shall be rendered against the de- 
1 guon sum, ng ni 5 may issue.“ 
o Senate agree e SAM 

That the House recede from its disagreement to tho amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the words struck out insert: 

“Sec, 6. That the summons shall not issue in such action until the chief or 
governor of the tribe, or person or persons pring suit in his own behalf, 
shall have filed a sworn complaint, on behalf of the tribe or himself, with the 
court, which s as near as practicable, describe the premises so detained, 


this act must be commenced ie the service of a summons within two years 
after the of this act, w. 

gan prior to date of its passage; and actions which shall be com- 
menced hereafter, based u wrongful detention or jon committed 
since the passage of this act must be commenced within two years after the 
cause of action accrued. And nothing in this act shall take away the right 
to maintain an action for unlawful and forcible entry and detainer given by 
the act of Congress passed May 2, 1890 (26 U. S. Stat., page 95).” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 10. In lieu of the 
words struck out insert: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall in 
any way affect any vested legal rights which may have been heretofore 
granted by act of Congress, nor be so construed as to confer any additional 
rights upon any 3 claiming under any such act of Congress; and the 
Senate to same. 


e ý 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the words struck out insert: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall r the rights of any holder or owner of a leasehold interest 
in any oil, rights, asphalt, or mineral which have been assented to b 
act of Con but all such interest shall continue unimpaired hereby, an 
shall be assu to such holders or owners by leases from the Secretary of 
the Interior for the term not exceeding fifteen years, but subject to payment 
of advance royalties, as herein provided, when such leases are not operated, 
to the rate of royalty on coal mined and the rules and regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, ee shall be given to 
such parties in ‘renewals of such leases: And provided further;” and the 

mate to the same. 

So That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In addition to the words inserted, insert also: “and the clerk of said court 
shall record all papers and perform all the acts required of the recorder of 
the county, or the clerk of the Patan Al court, or the secretary of state, neces- 
gary for the incorporation of any city or town, as provided in Mansfleld's 
D ; and such ony or town . so authorized and organ- 
ized, shall all the powers and exercise all the rights of similar mu- 
nicipalities in said State of Arkansas;“ and the Senate ae to the same, 

at the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 23, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words struck out insert: 

„SEC. 15. That there shall be a commission in each town for each one of 
the Chickasaw, Choctaw, Creek, and Cherokee tribes, to consist of one mem- 
ber to be appointed by the executive of the tribe, who shall not be interested 
in town property, other than his home; one 1 — to be appointed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and one member to be selected by the town. And 
if the executive of the tribe or the town fail to select members as aforesaid, 
they may be selected and appointed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

“Said commissions shall cause to be surveyed and laid out town sites where 
towns with a present population of 200 or more are located, conforming to the 
existing survey so far as may be, with proper and necessary streets, alleys, 
and public grounds, including parks and cemeteries, giving to each town such 
territory as may be required for its present needs and reasonable prospec- 
tive growth; and prepare correct plats thereof, and file one with the 
Secretary of the Interior, one with the clerk of the United States court, one 
with the authorities of the tribe, and one with the town authorities. And 
all town lots shall be appraised by said commission at their true value, ex- 
cluding improvements; and separate appraisements shall be made of all 
C pes aa . 3 ane 6 = 

by the of the or, an case o eement by 
t sy bles Sed of such commission as to the value of any lotsaid Secretary may 


proved lots he mar by j petition, anp to the United States court within 


ui 
e N A A alter approved DY ke Ghccelary ot Ue 
shall e manner a an T appro y the of the 
— highest bidder at public auction by said 
commission, but not for less than their appraised value, unless ordered by the 
Secretary of the Interior; and rs may in like manner make deposits 
of the purchase money with like effect as in case of improved lots. 
“The inhabitants of any town may, within one year after the completion 


of the survey thereof, make such deposit of $10 per acre for ‘ks, ceme- 
teries. and other public ounds laid out by said commission with like effect 
as for improved Jots;-and such parks and public grounds shall not be used for 
any perros until euch eee are made. 

“The person autho! by the tribe or tribes may execute or deliver toany 
such purchaser, without expense to him, a deed conveying to him the title 
to such lands or town lots, and thereafter the purchase money shall become 
the property of the tribe; and all such moneys shall, when titles to all the 
lots in the towns belonging to any tribe have been thus perfected, be pei 
per capita to the members of the tribe: Provided, however, That in those 
town sites designated and laid out under the provisions of this act where 
coal leases are now being operated and coal is being mined, there shall be 
reserved from 9 and sale all lots occupied by houses of miners 
actually engage mining, and only while they are so e , and in addi- 
tion thereto a sufficient amount of land, to be determined by the appraisers, 
to furnish homes for the men actually en in working for the lessees 
operating said mines and a sufficient amount for all 1 9 and machinery 
for mining purposes: And provided further, That when the lessees shall cease 
to operas said mines, then, and in that event, the lots of land so reserved 

be Sy es of as provided for in this act.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered gl, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the words struck out insert: 
“Until their rights under said treaty shall be determined, in such manner as 
shall be hereafter provided by Congress; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the words adopted by the Senate insert: Made after the Ist day 
of January, 1898, by the tribe, or any member thereof, shall be absolutely 
void, and all such grazing leases;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 15 strike out the word “‘shall;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended clause substitute the following: “prior to said date 
shall terminate;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Change the amended clause so that it shall read as follows: “on the Ist da 
of April, 1899, and all such agricultural leases shall terminate on January 1, 
1900; but this shall not prevent individuals from leasing their allotments 
when made to them as provided in this act, nor from gooupying or renting 
their proportionate shares of the tribal lands until the allotments herein 
provided for are made;" and the Senate to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amen mt numbered 41, and agree to 
same with an amendment as follows: Omit a portion of the words struck 
out, so that it shall read: 

“Sxc. 26. That before any allotment shall be made of lands in the Cherokee 
Nation there shall be segregated therefrom by the commission heretofore 
mentioned, in se te allotments or otherwise, the 157,600 acres purchased 
By the Delaware tribe of Indians from the Cherokee Nation under agreement 
of April 8, 1807, subject to the 1 determination of the rights of said 

ation under said ment. That the Dela- 
ware Indians resi in the Cherokee Nation are hereby authorized and em- 
powered to bring suit in the Court of Claims of the United States, within 
sixty days after the passage of this act, inst the Cherokee Nation. for the 
po of determin: the rights of said Delaware Indians in and to the 
anda and funds of said nation under their contract and ment with the 
Cherokee Nation dated April 8, 1887; or the Cherokee Nation may bring a 
like suit against said Delaware Indians; and jurisdiction is conferred on said 
court to adjudicate and fully determine the same, with right of appeal to 
either vig Bs the Supreme Court of the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Omit a portion of the amendment, so that it shall read as follows: 

“Sno. 30. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to locate one 
Indian inspector in Indian Territory, who may, under his authority and di- 
rection, parterro any duties required of the Secretary of the Interior by law 
relating to affairs therein.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 46. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Omit a portion of the amendment and amend the remainder so that the 
amendment shall read as follows: 

“Seco. 31. That on the Ist day of July, 1898, all tribal courts in Indian Terri- 
tory shall be abolished, and no officer of said courts shall thereafter have any 
authority whatever to do or perform any act theretofore authorized by an 
law in connection with said courts, or toreceive any pay forsame; and all civ 
and criminal causes then pending inany such courts be transferred tothe 
United States court in said 5 mt 1 the clerk of the court the 
original papers in the suit: Provided, That this section shall not be in force 
as to the Chickasaw, Choctaw, and Creek tribes, or nations, until the Ist day 
of October, 1898.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out the first paragraph of the amendment, including lines 16 to 25, in- 
clusive, on page 30, and lines 1 to 14, inclusive, on page 31, and insert the fol- 


lowing in lieu thereof: 
“SE ement made by the commission to the Five Civi- 


descendants and the Cherokee 


“Ske. 32. That the 
lized Tribes with com: ons pees the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribea 
of Indians on the 23d day of April, 1897, as herein amended, is hereby ratified 
and confirmed, and the same shall be of full force and effect if ratified before 
the Ist day of December, 1898, by a majority of the whole number of votes 
cast by the members of said tribes at an election held for that purpose; and 
the executives of said tribes are hereby authorized and directed to make 
public proclamation that said agreement shall be voted on atthe next general 
election, or at any special election to be called by such executives for the pur- 
pose of voting on said agreement; and at the election held for such papon 
all male members of each of said tribes qualified to vote under his tri ws 
shall have the right to vote at the election 8 most convenient to his 
residence, whether the same be within the bounds of his tribe or not: Pro- 
vided, That no person whose right to citizenship in either of said tribes or 
nations is now contested in original or appellate proceedings before any 
United States court shall be permitted to vote at said election: Provided 
further. That the votes cast in both of said tribes or nations shall be forth- 
with returned duly certified by the 5 officers to the national secretaries 
of said tribes or nations, and shall presented by said national secretaries 
toa board of commissioners consisting of the princi chief and national 
secretary of the Choctaw Nation, the governor and national secretary of the 
Chickasaw Nation, and a member of the commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes, to be designated by the chairman of said commission; and said board 
shall meet without pars at Atoka, in the Indian Terri 


and canvass and 
count said votes and proclamation of the result; and if said agreement, 
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as amended, be so ratified, the provisions of this act shall then only s ly to 
8 the auras do not conflict with the provisions of sai sai caves: 


men t thi ons of said agreement, if so ratified, shall not inane any 
manner afio affect e provisions of section 14 of this act, which said amendment 
as 
And 


the ae agree to the sam 

Insert, after the word farther, . at the end of line 4, page dt, the follow- 
ing: “ Te the commissioners to the Five Civilized Tribes shall make a cor- 
rect roll of Chickasaw freedmen entitled to any rights or benefits under the 
treaty made in 1866 descendants United States and the Choctaw and Chicka- 


saw tribes and their di ts born to them since the date of said treaty, 

— na acres of land, incl their t residences and improvements, 

be allotted to selected, held and used by them until their 

8 said treaty ‘dealt be 8 in such manner as here- 
provided by act of Marg shear the Senate to the same. 

pte yoy opens prong = land, 2 1 dow to the second 


“ ”»i line] 
1 in N N * 15 1 10, page 8 — 5 of the oae 
on to the Five Civilized Tribes to esigna 
and ory * in adic thereof the words to be appointed by the President of the 


United 
Preke 5 line 4, the words “the same” and insert in lieu 
eon in 1 s oon ete and oo business lot at 50 per cent of the 
ee value of such improved property, the remainder of such im- 
the wo on shall select a third person” 
a piko out, in in ponte is — words G o limit or extent of said town, 


either of said commissioners may topor an 
of the district in which such town is t 
6 
NA 
Boing out, in ined, page 48 2, ‘the words “Choctaw or Chickasaw constitu- 


en after ithe word “States,” in line 10, page 42, the words in force in 
Insert, 2755 ‘the wars e at in line 24, page 44, the gat “each 
of whom shall make full Interior 


ein prot down 15 and in- 
lieu thereof the fol- 
t nothing berem contained shall impair the rights of 


e viso 
he! That the Secre of 
and asphalt when he deems it for the 
taws and Chickasaws to do so. No ro 


meg ia lin is amended to read as follows: 
a A Werber may reduce or advance royal - 
interests of the Choc- 
be Sais except into the 


ed, 
before the Ist day of December, 1898, b 


1 the votes cast by the 
members of said Sibe 26 an 1 election to ; and the 
au 


directed to nits pub selina | Be 
said 5 a e 5 on, to be 


ä 
a ed 2 to 18 5 57 — Whore tho 2 do no —_ 7 — the s 
8 e provisions agreement, if so ra 
E afoot the rovisions of section 14 of this act, which said 
te ement is a fellows. in Une 18, page 58, tho following: u AN 
r the word e * 00 
— of said nation, from and after the the passage of this enti- 


1 5 — 9 Paragraph 7 
en th 

ot 1 The 8 of the pcre | with the improvements thereon, if Lo Be: there 

shall be a; 1 y, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Lod and said lands and improyements sold in tracts of not to exceed 160 
acres to one person, to the highest bidder, at public auction for not ——— than 
the a ppraioed value per aore of land, and d after dedi antog. tis praised 
eine | of the lands the remainder of the purchase money be pal to the 
owners of the Nee m. 
Strike out all on page 61 between the 2 5 in line 4, and the word 

“the,” where it occurs the — time in lin 


See in line 6, © words “an. officer of the United States to 
an 3 — ini tis thereof the word “a ae? 
1 95 out, in line 5, 65, en aoe “said nation o 
d the Senate agree fo the 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 
O. H. PLATT. 


Ya MES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
JOHN 8. LITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was 


On 3 of Mr. J ONES of Arkansas, it was 


That H. R. 8581, “An act for the protection — the the people a of the In- 
—— tory, and for other purposes,” be p in confer- 


-BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives ing to the amendments of the 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 102890 = uire the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company to abandon its overhead trolley on Kenyon street, 


. XXXI——388 


between Seventh and Fourteenth streets, and requesting a con- 


ference 1 ren cae votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. M I move that the Senate agree to the confer- 
ence asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to, 


unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
point the conferees on the of the Senate; and Mr. Mo- 
Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed, 
NIAGARA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr, PLATT of New York. I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (H. R. 1078) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
across N River. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STREET PARKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the (H. R. 5880) to vest in the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia the control of the street parking in 
said District, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to ree- 
ommend and do recommend to — respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
. — and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
1 oposa to be inserted strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert e following: 

“ The jurisdiction and control of the street parking in the streets 1 aye- 
nues of the District of Columbia is 3 transferred to and vested in the 
mers of the ict of Columbia. 


United 8 
President o ort the Un U: 
“The said 


under — Be 
ted States t 


ds; 
b) All portions of the in the streets and avenues of the said Dis- 
trict: after the same shall have 1 been set aside peice Py | the 8 of the 
District of Colombia, for e Frosted, as less 
250 spase feet between side lines shall be adei ihin g the said perk 


8 and no 1 mou be made in unimproved public 
8 between bi lines o lines prolonged until the outlines 
of such portions A atO to be tnt ved as ks shall ve been laid out by 
the Commissioners of the District of ipo: : And provided further, That 


porarily to turn over the care of 


condition that men io owner shall pay special assessments for im- 
royement con king under the same regulations as are or 
may be — — for pelos : And provided further, That where in 
any ion of a street more than one-half of the front is occupied and used 
for ess p oners are authorized and to de- 
nominate such portion of the nee asa street and shall authorize 
the use for business purposes by 


rty owners of so much of the 
sidewalk and parking as may not te parting prope in the he julement of thesaid Com- 
eral regulations as the said 


— ca the District 
of spaces — Chiet ot Engr 
neers, for the purpose of wid the 8 of any street or avenue 5 
jacent thereto or to establish sidewalks al the same, of En 
neers, with the approval of the Secretary of War, is rd te a S 
necessary pe on upon the application of the egg ety 
“SEC. 55 That when ce with law or mutual lega n 
20 1 of the 
nate by this ac 


er rtions of public land are transferred from the 
lef of eers of the Sanae — fap „as ab 
mmissioners e 0 um or vi 
ters exchanged between them of transfer and acceptance sh eo veran, the lot 
3 for the necessary change in the official maps and for record when 


8 but 1 
way pending Iftigation involving the validi 
pu 


pation of an 
va And th o Senate agree to the 


or invalidity of the FM 
trict of Columbia.” 
same. 


JAMES McMILLAN, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
= A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. S. COWHERD. 
JOHN J. JENKINS, 
G. M. CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 2678) for the ‘relief of Lizzie Hagny, as admin- 
istratrix of the estate of Frank B, Smith, deceased, 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the S er of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: f 

bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


. 156) to increase the pension of John H, Mullen; 
166) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Smith; 
i 949) granting a pension to Levi R. Long; 
1090) to pension Susan M, Sessford; 
1539) granting a pension to Paul Carr; 
. 2112) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; 
bill (S. 2114) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; 
. 2219) granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 
. 2247) ening = pension to Charles E. Mann; 
(S. 8209) making Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, asub- 
port of entry and delivery; í 
bill (S. 3474) granting a pension to John C. Brown; | 
A bill (S. 3722) granting a pension to William J. Williams; 
A bill (S. 4004) granting a pension to Julia E. Warner; and 
A bill (S. 4451) granting a pension to Nancy Barger. 
SUBURBAN HIGHWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


A 
A 
A 
i 
A 
A 
A bill (S 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
r 
A 


Congress 


8 
£ pulps, barma mob alter fll mnd foe cenana 
Pleie and for other ha full and free ce 
nems agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

ows: 


$ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same. 


The report was agreed to. 
SELECTION OF GRANTED LANDS BY UTAH. 
Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of aa bill (S. 4694) to permit the State of Utah to select 
certain 


“granted” to strike out “lands” and insert in quantity; so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in its granted in quantity under 


selection of lands 
the terms and restrictions of an act entitled An act to enable the le of 
Utah to form a constitution and 8 government and to be admi to 
the Union on an equal footing with the ign Sta 1 July 16, 
1804, the said State of Utah shall be, and is by, permitted to select such 
landsin subdivisions of not less than one-sixteenth section, subject, how- 
ever, to all the other conditions and ol of such grant or ts of 
od es said as Jul iu 1 250 here! meee 8 2 
act are ra su ma 

amplas papoan ero ms of not less than one-sixteenth sec: 
to the terms of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. ; S 

Mr. CANNON. I move to further amend the bill by inserting 


after the word “ quantity,” in line 8, the words “ or in lieu.” 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How will the bill then read? 
The SECRETARY. As proposed to be amended the bill will read: 


its selection of lands granted in quantity or in lieu under the terms 
sak pk ar of an act entitied An out to enable the le of Utah to 


form a constitution and State government and to be admitted into the Union 
p 1 with the original E 
State of Utah be, and is hereby, permi to select such in legal 
subdivisions of not less than one-sixteenth section, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 8 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS PAUL, 

Mr. WILSON. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3557) for the relief of Thomas Paul. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to sell the following-described tract of land, to wit: 
Lot 6, section 34; lot 7, section 84; the northeast quarter of the 
southeast quarter of section 84; lot 6, section 35; lot 7, section 35; 
all in township 8 north, of range 35 east of the Willamette merid- 
ian, aggregating 182.15 acres, to Thomas Paul for $1.25 per acre. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
tobe engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASSIGNMENTS OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. IL ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (H, R. 10606) to amend section 10 of an act 


ut | time of the bill (S. 4714) 


approved April 22, 1898, entitled “An act to provide for tempo- 
rarily increasing the military establishment of the United States 
in time of war, and for other purposes.” It is a bill much desired 
by the War Department. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to repeal so 
much of section 10 of the act approved April 22, 1399, entitled 
“An act to provide for temporarily increasing the military estab- 
lishment of the United States in time of war, and for other pur- 
poses,” as provides that ‘‘officers appointed or assigned to the 
staff of commanders of Army corps, divisions, and brigades shall 
serve only in such capacity, and that when relieved from such 
staff service such appointments or assignments shall terminate,” 
and that assignments of the officers of the volunteer staff shall be 
3 by the same rules and regulations as those of the Regu- 
ar Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LETTERS PATENT TO MARY J. DAY. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the bill ae R. 6512) 
granting an extension of letters patent No. 20694 to Mary J. Day, 
inventor, be recommitted to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HARBOR DEFENSES AND FORTIFICATIONS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to ask for the consideration at this 
to protect the harbor defenses and forti- 
8 
injury, and for o 7 e necessity for seen 
when the bill is read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not five years’ imprisonment a tremendous 
punishment for a misdemeanor? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection to the term of imprison- 
ment being less. We do not know how much the may be. 
It may be a fatal injury to a very important defense. has 

alread spe deal of injury to telegraph lines, etc. 

Mr. S NER, Lam not speaking of the fine. Jam speaking 
of the imprisonment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection to that being reduced. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. These words ought to be stricken 
out—‘‘shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.” An offense of this kind 
is something more than a misdemeanor. It is punished by an 
imprisonment of five years. It is a felony, an infamous crime; 
and the words I have read ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator that the offense is a 
very grave one, as I understand, and it should be declared to be 
a felony instead of a misdemeanor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I that we should strike 
out the “shall be deemed ty of a misdemeanor,” and 
that it should read: ‘‘shall be punished, on conviction,“ ete. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is allright. The offense is an enormous 
one; but here it is made a misdemeanor, and a punishment of five 
years’ imprisonment is provided for. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does my colleague move to strike out the 
words ‘‘shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor?” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In line 9, after the words shall be,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘deemed guilty of a misdemeanor;” and in 
line 10, after the word ‘‘conviction,” to insert thereof; so as to 


Shall be punished, on conyiction thereof, in a district court of the United 
States for the district in which the offense is committed. 

Mr. SPOONER. By fine and imprisonment. What is the pen- 
alty here? 

The Secretary read as follows: 

By a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, or with im: ent 
for a term not exceeding five years, or both, in the discretion of court. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us Siyom of the pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ə question is on the amendment 

roposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], which 

as been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What was the suggestion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin? 

Me SPOONER. I am entirely satisfied with the bill as it 
stands. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now ask that the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs may be stated. 

The first amen t of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
in section 1, line 3, after the word “maliciously,” to insert‘ tres- 
pass upon;” so as to read: 


That person who shall willfully or maliciously trespass upon, injure, 
or Oy any Of the works or oF material of any submarine ming 
or or fortification or har ense system owned or constructed or 
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in process of construction by the United States,-or shall willfully or mali- 
bee int iy interfer with the os or use of any such submarine o mion tor- 
tion, or harbor-defense system, shall be punished, etc. 

The anae was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 9, after the word 
State,“ to insert “or is occupied upon the written consent of the 
owner of the land;” and in line 11, after the word building,” to 
insert or structure; ” so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 2. That when any offense is committed in any place 1 over 

been — by 


which has y the United States or ed to it by a State, or 
oe ee ae e consent of a State, or is occupied upon 
the written consent of the owner of the or the erection of a fort, maga- 
zine, arsenal, doc d. or other needful building or structure, the punish- 
ment for which of offense — — e at gp for by any law of the United Skates, 

upon conviction in a circuit or dis- 


the PERS Oot mitting shall, 
— — court of the United $ States for the district in which the offense was com- 
tted, be liable toand receive the same punishment as the laws of the State 

1 Which such ince is situated now provide for the like offense when com- 

zeiteg Ta A Sah pany aye = such State, nn the said — — — — 
veste On tor suc. urpose; an Sipe subsequen re ot any 
such State law shall affect any such prosecu! 

The amendment was 2 to. 

The bill was to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were c 

The bill was ordered to. Pe engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
ESTATE OF SAMUEL MILLIKEN. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask unanimous consent for the 5 
consideration of the bill (S. 2388) for the relief of the J 
Trust Com: 
deceased, o 


ng N 


e 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUFF JONES, 


Mr. SPOONER. r ask unanimous consent for consideration at 
this time of the bill (S. 4200) for the relief of Huff Jonesfor breach 
of contract with Indi 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ne 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay Huff Jones, of Oconto, Wis., $1,226.39, in full 
for money expended under an agreement with William F. Rich- 
ardson, United States Indian agent at Greenbay, Wis., in No- 
vember, 1872, by a a ent Huff J 9 was to cut Toa on 
the Menominee In ation, in Wisconsin, an 


le wager ify oe e anda road 5 miles in le 
be indian — 


3 Boardman, 

bsequently cae paper and th buildings and road 

were su an 5 

ing lumber on the reservation for a number of winters, and the 

said Jones has never keen reimbursed any part of the amount he 
go expended under the agreement. 

“The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. SPOONER, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill for the relief of Huff Jones.” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WILSON. I had intended toask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a bridge bill, but it is somewhat lengthy and 
many Senators oa a desire to go into executive session, and I 
therefore withhold the request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After minutes tin 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, June 22, 1898, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 21, 1898. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be lieutenant-colonel, 
Harper H. McCaleb, of Texas, 


To be majors. 
Robert A. Rogers, of Texas, 
William T. Levy, of Texas. 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 

William F. Starley, of Texas. 

To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Henry A. Ingalls, of Texas, 

To be chaplain, 
James M, Kirwin, of Texas, 
To be captains, 
Bryant K. Gores, of Texas. 
Frederic J. Cooke, of Texas. 
Juan S. Hart, of Texas, 
William D. Anderson, of Texas, 
Grant R. Bennett, of Texas, 
Frank A. Ryan, of Texas. 
Amos D. Sparkman, of Texas, 
Etienne de P, Bujac, of Texas. 
Stephen P. Allen, of Texas. 
Edwin K. Marrast, of Texas, 
Green W. Butler, of Texas. 
Jesse L. Hall, of Texas. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Charles F. Neill, of Texas. 
Joseph Y. Johnson, of Texas, 
J ce O’Keeffe, of Texas. 
Benjamin C. Riely, of Texas. 
Horace Booton, of Texas. 
Charles S. Dulin, of Texas, 
John F. Melton, ‘of Texas. 
Thomas E. Blackm of Texas. 
Taylor M. Reagan, of Texas. 
Arthur F. Symms, of Texas. 
Frank D. Tempkins, of Texas. 
Thomas N. Devine, of Texas. 
To be second lieutenants, 

David C. McCaleb, of Texas. 
Duble Chubb, of Texas. 
J ples McA. Power, of Texas. 

William 8. Sinclair, of Texas, 

Texas, 


Francis P. Tiernan, of Texas, 
John S. Hoover, of Texas. 
T. Maloney, of Texas, 
John J. Tierney, avon Texas 
Frederick E. Matley, of T Texas, 
John U. Rogers, of Texas. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be majors, 
Frank Gordon, of Georgia. 
Thomas S. Wylly, of Georgia. 
To be chaplain, 
Daniel H. Parker, of Georgia. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Joseph A. Guinn, of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenants. 


William Nehu, ane D, Eighth United States Infantry, 
John H, Estell, jr., 0 f Georgia. 


SIXTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be surgeon with the rank of major, 
Frank P. Robinson, of Tennessee, 
EIGHTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain, 
Benjamin W. Arnett, jr., of IIlinois. 
TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 
Crandall Mackay, of South Carolina, 
Albert J. Woude, of Louisiana. 
To be second lieutenant, 
Winfield S. Brown, of Ohio. 
FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS 
To be captains, 
Samuel Rodman, of New York. 
Rickard Esmond, of New York. 
To be first lieutenants. 
Alexander Dow, of New York. 
William Robinson Molinard, of Maryland, 
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Joseph R. Haskin, of New York. 

erick R. Slater, of New York. 

John Griswold Livingston, of New York. 

James Elliott Hewes, of Maryland. 

Archibald R. Livingston, of New York. 

Allan A. Robbins, of New York. 

Lanford Lockwood Cluett, of New York. 

To be second lieutenants. 

John George Morgan, of Pennsylvania. 

Mathew Maury Corbin, of Maryland. 

Daniel Green Morton, of Maryland. 

Louis Birely Hamilton, of the District of Columbia. 

William Hopkins, of the District of Columbia. 

SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenant. 

Robert Stewart Brooks, of New Jersey. 

TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be captain, 
Charles L. Beatty, of the District of Columbia. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS. 
To be captain. 
Lewis H. Mattair, of Florida. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Michael S. Murray, commissary sergeant, United States Army. 
To be second lieutenant. 
William D. Pasco, of Florida. 
TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 

John R. Lynch, of Mississippi. 

Webster C. Weiss, of Pennsylvania. The nomination of Web- 
ster C. Wise, of Pennsylvania, for the above-named office, which 
~~ delivered to the Senate on the 13th instant, is hereby with- 

rawn. 

Frederic C. Lord, of Nevada. 

John C. Krause, of Ohio. 

Henry J. May, of Ohio. 

Edward A. Bigelow, of Ilinois. 

TO BE CHIEF QUARTERMASTER WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 

Otto H. Falk, of Wisconsin. Mr. Falk was nominated to the 
Senate on the 8th instant, and confirmed on the 10th instant, un- 
der the name of Otto Falk. This message is to correct error in 
name of the nominee. 

TO BE BRIGADE SURGEON WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 

Ernest Taylor Tappey, of Michigan. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

David F. Jones, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin, vice Henry E. Briggs, 
whose term expired May 3, 1898. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Edward Mills, of Everett, Wash., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Tulalip Agency in Washington, vice Daniel C. Govan, term 
expired. 

POSTMASTER, 

Ella B. Elliott, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 

Butler and State of Ohio, in the place of R. M. Elliott, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 21, 1898. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
To be chief quartermaster. 
Otto H. Falk, of Wisconsin. 
To be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of major. 
Charles H. Mills, of Texas, 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Charles C. Cole, of New York, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the Twenty-first district of New York. 


POSTMASTER, 


Ossian D. Knox, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 


REJECTION, 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate June 21, 1898. 
POSTMASTER. 


Collin P. Anthony, to be postmaster at Scotland Neck, in the 
county of Halifax and State of North Carolina. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, June 21, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
2 9 7 ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the 
Committee on Agriculture to ask that that committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 4124) for 
the protection of song birds and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made as indicated by the gentleman from New York. 

There was no objection. 


LIZZIE HAGNY, ADMINISTRATRIX, 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2678) for the relief of Lizzie 
Hagny, as administratrix of the estate of Frank B. Smith, de- 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of ny money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriata to Lizzie agay, as administratrix of the estate of Frank 
B. Smith, eceased, the sum of $1,237.52, being the amount expended by said 
Frank B. Smith for clerk hire in excess of his allowance during his incum- 
bency as postmaster at Wichita, Kans., from October 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887. 
Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask if there is a report accompany- 
ing this bill? d 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection toits present consideration? 

Mr. LOUD. Unless the report is read, or some satisfactory ex- 
planation is given, I shall be compelled to object. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California asks that the 
report be read. 

he report (by Mr. McEwan) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2678) for the 
relief of Lizzie Hagny, as administratrix of the estate of Frank B. Smith, 
Fac have 3 considered the same and respectfully submit the fol- 

owing report: 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Lizzie Hany, 
as administratrix of the estate of Frank B. Emi deceased, the sum 0: 
$1,287.52, being the amount expended by said Frank B. Smith for clerk hire in 
excess of the allowance during his incumbency as postmaster at Wichita, 


‘ollows: 


October 1 to December 31, 1886 
January 1 to March 31, 1887... 
April 1 to June 80, 1887. 
T... re Sh are a ES as E . 02 
The amount allowed during the period was— 
Paucar 1 8 aa LE Soop womans sane con schbanppecd oneaesus $650.00 
anu: O MATON d, 18er 1,332. 
Apel to lee MW ee eee 1.78.00 
a AA E EE n a AEE E e E Aa 3, 757. 50 


The amount 1 as shown by vouchers on file, in excess of amount 
allowed was $1,237.82. . 

Mr. Smith took charge of the office at Wichita, Kans., October 1, 1886. 
The population of Wi had n toincrease atan extraordinary rate 
about this time, and the business of the post-office increased and continued 
to increase to an enormous extent during the first year of the incumbency of 
o 

e city was in the of w: ed a ot e ro- 
portions. Thousands of people from all pari of the country were fi 
to the city. The streets and hotels were filled with strangers and pro 
settlers month after month auring this time. 

The demands upon the ce officials were extraordinary, 
far beyond the capacity of the regular force allowed to the office. 

It was not unusual to see hundreds of people in line, reaching not only out 
of the office, but far down the street, waiting for their turn at the delivery 
windows to obtain their mail. 

The amount of mail received and distributed during this period was beyond 
all precedent, both on account of the increase in the legitimate population 
and the extraordinary influx of strangers at this time. 

During this period Mr. Smith was not only at work night and day, and 
his clerical force allowed by the Department, but also a considerable cleri 
force employed by Mr. Smith in excess of what the Department paid for. 
This state of affairs continued for a considerable period of time, and finall 
the matter was presented to the Department. A agent was sen 
there, and an allowance was finally made to cover future necessities, but no 
provision was made for reimbursement for the large outlay which Mr. Smith 
was compelled to make prior to the time the spacial agent made his investi- 
gation. This bill is for reimbursement for that outlay. 

The committee has on file the following communication from the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, to whom this bill was referred for recom- 
mendation in the Fifty-fourth Congress: 

Hon. E. O. WOLCOTT, 
Chairman of Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 
United States Senate. 
Stn: Referring to Senate bill No. 3084, as above described, I have the honor 


and were 


to advise you that from an examination of the records of this Department it 
would appear that the of the estate of the late Frank B. Smith for re- 
imbursement in the sum of $1,237.52, expended by him in excess of regularly 


1898. 


authorized clerk-hire allowance during his incum 
Wichita, Kans., from 


beney as postmaster at 
October 1, 1886, to June 50, 1887, ‘aa meritorious one, 
and the same is hereby ores 


j A geport similar to this was made on H. R. bill 8252, under date of April 
F. H. J „ 
. First Assistant 898 

Believing that this is a meritorious bill, the committee recommend that it 
be passed without amendment. 

Mr. SIMPSON. This, Mr. Speaker, is a Senate bill, and has the 
unanimous report of the Senate and House committees. 

Mr. LOUD. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that I wanted some 
information on the subject covered by the bill, inasmuch as there 
are hundreds of these bills now before Congress. The Depart- 
ment having recommended the enactment of this legislation, and 
the bill haying received the approval of the committees, there is 
no objection on my part. ? 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 3 

There being no further objection, the bill was considered, and 
ordered to a third reading; and being read the third time, was 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. SIMPSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
OWNERS OF SHIP ACHILLES, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of the 
owners of the ship Achilles. ? 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, gubject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DINGLEY. _I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the passage 
of this bill is regarded as somewhat important as an act of comity 
to a British ship that went very much out of its way, and at large 

to rescue twenty-eight seamen from an American vessel. 
. LOUD. Why does not the general law 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). e general law, I will state, 
does not reach the particular case, and the Department has re- 
ferred it to us for consideration. 

Mr. ROBB. L object. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amount is so small, ordinarily —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has made ob- 


jection. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 
COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 10290) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a court of private land claims 
and to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain 
States and Territories,” approved March 13, 1891, and the act 
amendatory thereto, approved February 21, 1893, with a view to 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate, and also the amend- 
ment offered to the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate will be read. 

a Senate amendment was read; also the amendment to the 
title. 

There being no objection, the amendments were considered, 
and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


RESTORATION OF CHANNEL OF THE SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER, 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of Senate bill No. 4759, to authorize 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company to straighten 
and restore the channel of the South Canadian River, in the Indian 
Territory, at the crossing of said road. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


An act to authorize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company to 
straighten and restore the channel of the South Canadian River, in the 
Indian Territory, at the crossing of said railroad. 

Whereas the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company, heretofore, 
under and pursuant to authority conferred upon it by an act of Congress 
of the United States, built and constructed its line of railroad through 
the Indian Territory and through the Creek and Choctaw nations, and pur- 
suant to said Congressional authority, as a t of its said line of railroad, 
many years since, at great expense, built and constructed a railroad bridge 
across the South Canadian River; and 

Whereas the said South Canadian River, at the point it is crossed by said 
railroad bridge, and for a long distance on both sides, forms the esta ed 
boun line between the said Creek and Choctaw nations; and 

Whereas recently unprecedented floods occurred in the South Canadian 
Valley, resulting in that river overflowing its banks at many points and flood- 
ing the contiguous territory and also 3 in the diversion of that river 
from its old channel at the point it was so bridged by the Missouri, Kansas 
and Texas Railway Company and for some distance above and below, and 
the formation of a new course some distance to the north of said bridge, 
washing away the railroad and railroad bed for a distance of about 2 miles, 
seriously interrupting and impeding the transportation of the mails, troops, 
munitions of war, and interstate commerce generally; and 

it isimportant that the course of said river be restored to the old 
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Co and tablished immediately above said bridge as to prevent as 
ran practicable at oF the channel of ge river — break- 
adjoining farm per and 

and said 


b 
Texas Railway Company be, and it is hereby, authorized, at its sole e: 
to restore the said river to its o channel 
bridge, and to that end to straighten and shorten the river above said bri 
by excavating and constructing a channel for the river. commencing at said 
bridge and extending thence across sections 28 and 29 of to p 9 north, of 
range 15 east, to the South Canadian River, at or near the northwest corner 
of said section N. and for that purpose the said railway company is author- 
ized to enter upon lands adjacent to said t 

SEC. 2. That before said channel shall be excavated and constructed through 
any lands held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and 
usages of the Creek and Choctaw nations full compensation shall be made to 
such occupants for all property to be taken or damaged by reason of the con- 
struction of said channel. In case of failure to make amicable settlements 
with any occupant, the railway company may file its petition in the United 
States court in the Indian Territory for the district in which the lands lie. 
reciting its failure to make such amicable settlement, and thereupon said 
court shall appoint a commission of threo disinte persons, having the 
8 of jurors in said court, to review the premises and appraise 

e damages to be sustained by such occupant, who, before ente: upon 
their duties, shall take and subscribe before said courts or the clerk thereof 
an oath that they will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties imposed 
by their 8 which oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their 
award. eaward ofa gpk of said commissioners shall be the award of 
the commission, and such a shall be filed within ten days after the ap- 
pointment of said commission. Either party being dissatisfied with the award 
may file a in said court thereto within ten days from the — of 
the same, and a trial of the issues raised by such exceptions shall be had in 
said court asin other cases. If neither party files exceptions the railway 
pany shall pay into court, before entering upon the land condemned, the 
amount of said award. 5 7 with all costs, assessed as in o cases 
in said court: Provid 


Sec. 3. That the boundary line between the Creek and Choctaw nations 
shall be and remain unchanged by reason of the work hereinbefore author- 
ized to be done by said TANWAT CONDIT 

Sec. 4. That the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company 4 Aa 
condemnation proceedings and the construction of said channel, and the di- 
version of the river through same, shall have no other or further rights in 


and to said river than it now has. $ 
Mr. McEWAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right of objection, 


I would like to hear some statement made with reference to this 


roposition, 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, Iwilltake pleasure in making a state- 
ment to the House, 
Mr. MCEWAN. There are two questions that I would like to 
ask the gentleman. The first question is, How are the rights of 


the Government to be saf ed? The usual practice is through 
the Secretary of War by the Corps of Engineers. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This, I will state to the gentleman, is 


an unnavigable river in the Indian Territory, and the lands be- 
long to two Indian tribes, and the Government has no interest in 
it except as the trustee of the Indians. The bill provides for the 
protection of the rights of the Indians by condemnation proceed- 
ings and full payment for any lands that may be taken in straight- 
ening and restoring the channel of the stream. 

This legislation is consented to by all.the chiefs of both of the 
tribes affected, and the passage of the bill will be a great benefit 
to all those living along the river at this particular point, as it 
ga eres all future overflows of the South Canadian River at 

at place. 

Mr. McEWAN. My second question is, Has it received the 
recommendation of the appropriate committee of this House? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It has. It was unanimously reported 
by the Senate committee and passed theSenate. It has been unan- 
imously reported by the House committee, and, I am informed, 
was submitted to and approved by the Department, 

Mr. McEWAN. If the land, as it would seem, belongs to two 
of the Indian tribes, and they ask for the grant, and this is a non- 
navigable stream, I have no objection, especially as it is shown to 
give nothing but the privilege of straightening the channel and 
sue benefiting the people of the Territory at the cost of the rail- 
road. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, A nonnavigable stream. 

Mr. MCEWAN. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, ra pean 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


PRINTING OF COPIES OF DIGEST AND MANUAL, 


Mr. PERKINS, Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 2,600 copies of the Digest and Manual of 
eee e ead dia ek aer 
the direction of the Speaker and Clerk of the House. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Was there not a resolution like this 
passed at the extra session? ` 

Mr. PERKINS. No; a resolution was presented upon the floor, 
but objection was made, and nothing further was done with the 
matter. 


atter. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ithoughtif itwas passed some other 
gentleman got my copies of the Manual. 

Mr. RICHARDSO I wish to ask my colleague, if I may be 
permitted, whether this is the usual distribution? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes. 

The resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr. KINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PIKES PEAK TIMBER LAND RESERVE, 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the biH (S. 4750) granting right of way 
through Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to 
the oe Creek District Railway Company, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


reachany 
; and the railway com is hereby also ted right of 
the publie lands to T Comte Creeks te te State 


act gran to railroads the ri h the public lands of the 
United Beaton” a ved M 1 


bio to the righ hereb Provided, T ne Unie she — 
7 no r 

oan by said ru cad pha att DES purpose outside of the rights of way 
herein granted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. ‘ 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT TITUSVILLE, PA, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. S er, Lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of bill (H. R. 10585) designating Titus- 
ville, Crawford County, Pa., a subport of entry in the customs 
collection district of Erie, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
. 
Ee eee ih perme ees eee aces ae rene 
ment be, and the same are hereby, conferred upon 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, was read: 

In line4strike out the words “subport of entry“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “port of delivery.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? i 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this been reported by the committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. It has been unanimously reported by the Com- 


i mittee on Ways and Means. 


1 


Mr. DOCKERY. How many new offices does it create? 

Mr. DALZELL. It does not create any new offices and in- 
volves no It simply makes Titusville a port of delivery. 

The e boomer recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

By unanimous consent, the title was amended so as to read: 

A bill des ting Titusville, Crawford County, Pa.,a port of delivery in 
the customs district of Erie, Pa. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, ETC., CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. DE VRIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House joint resolution 221, for the 
survey of and improvement of San Joaquin River and Stockton and 
Mormon channels, California. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


to expend f 
— and 
itor on 
| will best improve the commereial capacity of said waterways. 
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The 
of the p resolution? 


SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


Mr. DE VRIES. I desire to say that this resolution is supported 
by a favorable réport of the Chief of Engineers, is unanimously 
recommended by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and re- 
ported by them. On a previous occasion I asked unanimous con- 
sent to have this resolution considered, and it was objected to b 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Cannon}, 
who has now investigated the matter, and assures me that upon 
that investigation he has no further objection to offer, and that 
the resolution ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 8299) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 
Tefft, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House of Representatives, and had 
appointed Mr, GALLINGER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. MITCHELL 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 6411) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry K. Opp, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. HANS- 
a and Mr, MITCHELL as the conferees on the part of tho 

nate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6148) to amend the 


, | charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, and the Maryland and Washington Railway 
Company, and for other , disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had to the further conference asked for by 
the House of Representatives, and had appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, 
Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had concurred in 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 125. An act granting a pension to George W. Palmer; 

S. 4451. An act granting a pension to 8 

S. 4004. An act granting a pension to Julia E. Warner; 

S. 3722. An act granting a pension to William J. Williams; 

S. 3474. An act granting a pension to John C. Brown; 

S. 2247. An act granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 

S. 2219. An act granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 

S. 2112. An act granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy. 

S. 2114. An act granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; 

S. 1539. An act granting a ion to Paul Carr; 

S. 1090. An act to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford; 

S. 947, An act granting a pension to Levi R. Long; 

ta An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Smith; 
= 156, An act to increase the pension of Capt. John H, Mullen; 
an¢ 

S. 3209. An act making Sabine Pass and Port Arthur, in the 
State of Texas, subports of entry and delivery. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the am: ts of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8541) to define the rights of purchasers of the Belt Railway, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6148) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia and Maryland and 
Washington Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to limit section 3 of 
“An act making 9 for the legislative, executive, and 
zudicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal years ending 
June 30, 1898 and 1899, and for other purposes;” in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

HIGHWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 


rt. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 
on the 


1898. 
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have ro agoa to recommend and do recommend to their respectiye Houses as 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same. 


G. M. CURTIS. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The House bill zapoa the highwa: r act of 1893 and provided that future 
extensions of streets in the District of Columbia be made under the law of 
1888. Th pealing those in the 


5 3 rt oea into — 
vantage is enjo by the 0 1 ew Brach En, EASI phn, and 
other cities, an — art 79 b 67 „ lands on 
the ou of those cities. 

The conference report to. 


On motion of Mr. BABCOG 
vote was laid on the table. 
J. HENRY RIVES. g 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill . R. 4918) for 
the relief of J. Henry Rives. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury 
* ay money in the 


to J. Henry Ri £ Virginia, ou not 
979 — — aA ie 
8 nd expenses necessarily incurred and paid by him im the arrest of 
C. Henry, deputy collector, for embezzlement. 


The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Claims were read: 

Strike out the words "eight hundred and eighty- five dollars and ei 2 -seven 
cents and insert in place thereof the words “two hundred and ninety-three 
Gake a a ninety cents;“ and strike out, in Tin line 7, the words “attorney's 
i — 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 

the 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, e the right to ob- 
ject, I should like to hear the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the - 

The report (by Mr. McEwan) was read, as ee 


or NOE D PEONO referred the bill (H. R. 4918) for 
the same with an amend- 


gress (House Report No. 04) and by the Committee on Claims of the House 

of Re 3 of the Forty-ninth 3 (House 8 br h No. 2325). It 

55 vorably to the Senate the Committee 
on Claims, has twice passed the Senate. 

— L— 8 aay resdan made by this 


5 8 
on Claims, to ... Sipe ES. Es oe oe 
relat. os 3 carefully examined the same, respectfully 


pe 8 r See Arms seen ot 
ə Fiftie d recommend the passage 
p Filist Congress and ae CORTO 


rt made to the * by Mr. eron, of Wisconsin, duri 
on of the Forty. th Congress ees Baga — — 
facts bearing upon the ig ae the claimant to adopted 
commit 


your ittee. 
That rt is as follows: 
“Mr. 5 8 for the Fifth district of — 5 


arig Fi sale of prope > 
was re m ani e over 
ing balanco of deficit ot about $234 which was imately pala 
thin result. was very largely due to prom 
energy, a and fidelity of Mr. Rives. 
Paes hg were aby his 
è ble to reim 


ne | cuted the defaui 
the 


a motion to reconsider the last | his 


2 the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House: 
Nr. Rives is entitled to a for this defaulting oficer and and 2 


displayed in the arrest and prosecution the re- 
covery of the money, WA esd was all paR wy * 
ne e circumstances I think this entita to your — con- 
sideration.’ 

Under date of February 1, 1854, the Commissioner, answering a letter of 


inquiry from this committee, said: 

Nn reply to the questions asked by the committee, I would state: First, 
that it does not appear from the — a this office that the embezzlement 
of Deputy Henry occurred through any carelessness or ligence on the 
part of 9 but, on the contrary, it was reported that t his deputy 


conducted his 9 to deceive the collector 
and evade the Checks which had bean established by the collector to prevent 
such frauds.’ 

It further a 


ppears from the Commissioner's letter that 9 
duty, under the practice of the service, to cause to be arrested and p: : 
Sone oh i enai ya forming a part of the duties of 


false nent statement of — piesa incurred by Collector Rives: 


Bills for telegrams sent to insure the ca of J. C. Henry 9 
Paid J. P. 5 H. Carrick for arresting Henry 100.00 
t of deputy collector .---. 2.252222 2-2 ne ones 100.00 

Paid different attorneys in civil suits to recover amount embezzled... 381. 7 
NNR EEE E AE T E I SRA E A L a EN A E E AF 885. 57 


“The committee are of opinion that Collector Rives should be reimbursed 
for the amount ded by him in the capture and conviction of Henry, as 


the of the er of smeya ge 


rt back the bill with the following amend- 
hundred and oer dollars ie fifty- 
thereof the words ‘two hun- 
oenn in line 8strike 


and recommend that the bill do pass as 
Your committee — ee report Senate bill 517 favorably, and 


recommend that it 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. S , I should like to ask the 


stricken 3 It os 2 cludes the expenses of arresting and 
Pee g this 
The SPEAKER. l Is there objection to the present consideration 
eis the bill? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Virginia 
if this is not a bill that was presented on a former occasion? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The same bill was presented on a 
former occasion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I objected? 

The SPEAKER, It was presented April 7. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. It was not objected to by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think I objec 

Mr. “ou of 3 = a dia not a eee 15 
was made by eman from ook, sii e wi w it, 
and then the ba Ea order was called for. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is for a very small amount, and I donot 
like to interpose an objection; but the precedent, it seems to me, 
isa very vicious one. I do not think this bill ought to pass and 
this official ought not to come here to ask for this relief. 

Nr. W. of Virginia. It has been reported three or four 


times. 
areas 55 1 was involved in ZA lege of 
3 y his deputy, and is getting out of it wi a loss of $200. 
85 report en for 1 for protecting his own 
ests. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. No, sir; he did not protect his own 
interest, because no attorney fees have been allowed. It is only 
for prosecution and arrest of the criminal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? paar a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On actin of Mr. WALKER of Virginia, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote * Which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. MAHON. Regular order! 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 
3 I desire to say that this report is on the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway bill, that the House rejected yesterday, 
The Senate has receded from the objectionable amendment No, 5, 
and has passed the bill in accordance with the views of the House. 
I do not think it will be necessary to read the report again, as it 
has been read twice and printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. LOVE. Will the chairman just explain the report without 
having it read? 


6200 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 21, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the report should be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Ga eS of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 6148, An act to amend the 
charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Colum! the Maryland and W: way pany, and for 
other 5 met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered from 1 to 4, inclusive, 6 to 9, inclusive, 11, 13, 16 to 18, inclu- 
sive, 20 to 24, inclusive, and 26, and to the same. 

That the House recede from its reement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 


r add the following: “Provided, however, That the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are hereby authorized to permit street-railway compa- 
nies the underground electrics m to construct conduits not exceed- 
ing five blocks in length to connect their existing conduits for the 8 
of conveying electric current to be used for street railway purposes only;“ 
and that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 12, and to the same amended by inserting, after the 
words from the opening,” the words and grading; and that the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5 and 14. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same amended as follows: On 8, 
line 7, strike ont the words unless the roadway of; all of lines 8,9, and 10, 
and in line 11 the words“ between New York avenue and G street,” and in- 
sert the roadway shall be widened to a width of 45 feet, one-half at the 
expense of said company and one-half at the expense of any District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation available for such work;” and the Senate agree to the 


same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same amended as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be stricken out and inserted on page 4, line 13, strike out 
all after the word “act” to the end of the section and insert the following: 
“Or otherwise: Provided, That such stock and bonds shall be issued to 
such an amountand upon such terms as may be apon by the ma 
stockholders of such eompany: And provided further, That the issue of suc 
bonds and stock shall not in the aggregate exceed the amount necessary for 

` effecting any such purchase, lease, or acquisition and for the construction, 
reconstruction, and equipment aforesaid, and the total outstanding bond 
and stock shall in no event exceed the sum of $150,000 per mile of single track.“ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same amended as follows: In line 3 of 
the matter proposed to be inserted strike out the word Company” and in- 
sert the words of Washington; and the Senate agree to the same. ; 

2 J. W. BABCOCK, 
G. M. CURTIS, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JAMES MoMILLAN, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The SPEAKER. Thequestion is onagreeing to the conference 


report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any statement accompanying the report? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The statement has been read. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has not been read this morning. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. [After a 
pause.] The Chair is informed that there is no statement here. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The statement was attached to the papers, 
and it was printed in the RECORD on Saturday. 

Mr. PAYNE, This is a new report. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. The Senate simply recedes from the 
amendment numbered 5 that was discussed on the floor and re- 
jected by the House yesterday. That is the only change in the 


report. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is the amendment on which the point of 
order was made? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. They have receded from that amend- 
ment, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The House has had its way. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote. 

The conference report was to. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 


PARKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I call up a conference report on 
the bill H. R. 5880, on the parking of the District of Columbia. 
It is on the Speaker's table. 

3 0 report of committee of conference see proceedings of 
une 10. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, this matter was presented to 
the House some two or three weeks ago. The House will remem- 
ber at that time the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] made 
some objection to the billasreported. Thereport was withdrawn, 
and after further conference the bill was reported in its present 
shape. As it is now reported the bill proposes to put the control 
of street parking under the District Com ioners. That, as gen- 
tlemen know, is a portion of the street, but under the law there is 
some dispute as to who is entitled to control it. The bill proposes 
to m the control of parks under the Chief Engineer, and it sets 
out what shall be the parking system of the District, Since re- 


porting it before we have eliminated that portion of the bill that 
puts the parks acquired under the highway act of 1893 under the 


park 5 

We have also eliminated that clause of the bill that made the 
intersections of street parkings, triangles, and trapezoids a part 
of the system. If this should be enacted into a law, the park sys- 
tem will consist only of the parks laid down as reservations in the 
map of 1894, which was a map accompanying the report of the 
Chief of Engineers, and intended to represent the parks then 
under his control. The system will comprise in addition to that 
only such portions of the spaces in the street as shall be set aside 
by the District Commissioners as a part of the park system. The 
other features of the bill will meet, I think, with no opposition; 
they only provide necessary regulations for street parkings and 
the entering of parks for laying gas mains and things of that kind. 

Mr. CANNON. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
oe at the street intersections, like the park in which the 
Rawlins statue is situated, is under the District Commissioners or 
under the Chief of Engineers? 

Mr. COWHERD, I do not know anything about the triangle 
where the Rawlins statue is situated. These triangles and trape- 
zoids at the intersections of streets, unless they are contained in the 
map of 1894, marked as a part of the public parks, or unless set 
apart by the District Commissioners, will not be in the park system. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand. That is as I thought the report 
was, but I misunderstood the gentleman's statement. If I under- 
stand the report, the map he refers to designates all the 100 parks, 
triangles, trapezoids, etc., in the city of Washington proper as 
being under the jurisdiction of the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman does not mean that it desig- 
nates all of them. It designates all that were under the control of 
the Chief of Engineers in 1894, as laid down in the map accom- 
poring his report. 

. CANNON. That is substantially all of them. Now, I 
understand that the report goes further, and while it eliminates 
the parks under the highway act, yet it does include all parks in 
the District of Columbia designated hereafter by the District 
Commissioners. 

Mr. COWHERD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it does not, 
It does not include any parks except those set out in the map of 
1894, and the only thing the District Commissioners can designate 
are the spaces in the streets, not the public parks. 

Mr. CANNON. That would be the triangles, trapezoids, and 


so on. 

Mr. COWHERD, Yes; but none of the large parks. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, I understand that. I have no donbt the 
gentleman is correct about that. Now, take these triangles and 
trapezoids, etc., in the Woodley addition, away out northwest 
3 or 4 miles, or at Petworth—I merely speak of these places be- 
cause I happen to know where they are—and out beyond the Sol- 
diers’ Home. It is in the power of the District Commissioners, as 
to all such triangles in the streets and adjacent thereto, to desig- 
nate them as parks that shall be under the Chief of Engineers’ 
Office. Now, that is new. There is no park under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Engineer Office outside of the city of Washington 
proper, and others may be added. 

I do not know that I could succeed, if I would, in antagonizin 
the gentleman’s report, but I take this opportunity to say that i 
nobody else does, I will to the best of my ability, when we come 
to appropriate for the maintenance of the government in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, do what is in my power to put all the hundreds 
of reservations in Washington Re r, and the hundred more that 
are tofollow, which are under the Chief of Engineers—to put their 
care and improvement pae as other District appropriations 
are cared for, viz, payable one-half from the District revenue and 
the other half from the Treasury of the United States, and not all 
from the Treasury of the United States. . 

Mr. COWHERD. I hope the gentleman will do so. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). ause, while in theory the Dis- 
trict revenues pay one-half of these expenses, yet in practice they 
lack a great deal of doing so. I think they ought to pay abso- 
lutely one-half. 

It is quite immaterial to me whether the District Commissioners 
have jurisdiction or the Chief of Engineers. It is quite compe- 
tent for Congress to give either or both jurisdiction. Both are 
servants of the public as the law shall provide. So that I do not 
see that there is ci Bae involved here except the point of ex- 
pense, which somebody seems to have had in mind—not the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD]—in seeking to put these 
new triangles and trapezoids ad infinitum under the jurisdiction 
of the Chief of Engineers—no doubt with the hope and probably 
the expectation that as to those new points the improvement 
would be exclusively at the expense of the general Treasury. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam very glad the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations has made this statement. 1 hope he will 
jog the memory of the subcommittee on the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill at the next session, so that the reform he sug- 
gests may be carried out. 
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Mr. CANNON. I will do it now. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I accept the gentleman’s notice. 
Mr. COWHERD. I heartily agree with the gentleman from | rig 
Illinois in his statement as to how these expenses should be borne, 
but it is unquestionably true that the control of parks and park- 
ing ought to be vested in some officer of the General Government, 
and that is all that this bill attempts todo. It does not affect the 


Laughter.] 


question of how the expenses shall be paid. I call for a vote. 
The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the conference 


he t was adopted. 2 

On motion of Mr. COWHERD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House business 
on the Speaker’s table. 

The bill (H. R. 10280) to require the Sof, Yeas Railway Com- 

ny to abandon its overhead trolley on Kenyon street, between 
Beventh and Fourteenth streets, was laid before the House, with 
the amendment of the Senate, which was read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia recommend nonconcurrence in this amendment. Imoye that 
the House nonconcur and ask a conference with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BABCOCK, 
Mr, Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. RICHARDSON as conferees on the 
part of the House, 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
slight correction. In a 8 the other day between the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] and myself I 
seem to have done injustice to a Senator from my State, who calls 
to my attention—— f 

The SPEAKER, Perhaps the gentleman had better withhold 
his statement for the present. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I ask unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the Recorp a statement making the correction which 
seems to be 1 5 9 

The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers that the present order of 
business should not be interrupted. 

PURCHASE OF BOOKS, ETC., FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to limit section 3 of ‘‘An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898 
and 1899, and for other purposes,” was laid before the House, with 
the amendments of the Senate, which were read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This resolution was reported by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. I think the amendments are proper; but 
perhaps it might be well—— 

Mr. PAYNE, As the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, Bo, the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, is not here, I sug- 
gest that the bill remain on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will remain on 
the Speaker's table. 

There was no objection. 

REBELLION RECORDS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House, with an amendment of 
the Senate, the following House concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to furnish one complete 
set of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies to each Sen- 
ator, Representative, and Delegate of the Fifty-fifth Congress not already 
entitled by law to receive the same; and he is further authorized to use for 

mrpose such incomplete sets as remain unsold or uncalled for by the 
beneficiaries . yeap receive them under the authority contained in 
the several acts of Ne, ed Pa eae for the distribution and sale of this 
ublication: Provided, t the Secre of War may call upon the Public 
nter to print and bind such parts of said work as will enable him to com- 
plete the sets herein provided for. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendment and ask for a conference. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PERKINs, 
55 3 and Mr. RICHARDSON as conferees on the part of 

e House, 


KANSAS, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILWAY. 


The SPEAKER. There ison the Speaker's table Senate bill 
rahe ion equivalent House bill has been reported and is on the 
en A 
Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that the Senate bill be taken up and 
passed, 
The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 4738) to authorize the Kansas, Oklahoma and Gulf Railway Com- 
pany to construct and opare a railway through the Chilocco Indian Res- 
ervation, Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., Thataright of way 100 feet in width through the Chilocco 

Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, is hereby granted to the 


2 Oklahoma and Gulf Railway Com „a railwa; 
H ee lana of said territory; and also 


CUM OF aie > 17 o 6 
ex such manner and for such purposes only as necessary for 
the conatracton and convenient pation of said T waT and tele; h and 
telephone lines, and when any on thereof shall cease to be for such 


t a map of definite location, showin, 
through the said Indian reservation, 
the Secretary of the Interior before any part of the said railway s 
structed through or into said reservation. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PROTECTION FOR GIRLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


ee or The call of committees rests with the Judiciary 
mmittee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, when this call was last under 
consideration before the House the Judiciary Committee had pre- 
sented the bill H. R. 1136, which had passed to the question on 
the final passage of the bill. Upon that the point of no quorum 
was made; and so it stands now for a vote upon the pense. 

The SPEAKER. Were the yeas and nays ordered 

Mr. HENDERSON. They were not. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

A bill (H. R. 1138) to raise the age of protection for girls in the District of 
Columbia to 18 years. 

Mr. HENDERSON, The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BROD- 
ERICK] has charge of the bill. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. 5 will state it. 

Mr. BRODERICK. hen this bill was before the House a few 
days ago for consideration the amendments ot the committee were 
adopted and the bill passed a third reading, and on the final pas- 
mas the question of a quorum was raised. Now, I desire to know 
if y unanimous consent I could offer an amendment at this 
time : 

The SPEAKER. Was the House dividing when the question 
was up for consideration? > 

Mr. BRODERICK., I think it was. I think a division was 
called for. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ona standing vote no quorum appeared, 
whereupon the point was made, and an adjournment was carried, 

The S R. It is too late now to offer an amendment ex- 
cept by reconsidering the motion by which the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill were ordered—if that is not now too late. 

But, without objection, the motion by which the bill was or- 
VF be considered as 
vaca 

There was no objection, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask my colleague the 
nature of the amendment proposed to be offered? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Iwill send it to the desk and have it read 
for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 11, page 1, after the word "imprisonment," the following: 
“ Provided, That the uncorroborated evidence of the female involved shall not 
be sufficient to warrant a conviction under this act.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the bill 
read as it will stand after the amendments are incorporated. 

neon is ae Let us have the bill read as it will stand if 
amended. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be read as it 
will read if amended as proposed. 

The bill was read at length with the proposed amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Kansas will permit 
me, it seems tome that this amendmentis not fortunately worded. 
It ought to be that the uncorroborated evidence shall not be ‘‘con- 
clusive,” not thatit shall not be “sufficient,” because there may be 
instances where it might be entirely sufficient, but the jury would 
not be permitted to consider it as sufficient or conclusive under 
the wording of the amendment as proposed. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I will say to the gentleman that a similar 
statute exists in many of the States of the Union. They are dif- 
ferently worded in the different States. This amendment is sub- 
stantially in the language of the statute of the State of New York. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But under this 1 if the testimony in 

uestion were the only evidence offered, then the jury, even if 
they were absolutely convinced of the guilt of the party, could 
not find a conviction under it; whereas by changing the phraseol- 
ogy and using the word conclusive ” in place of sufficient” you 
leave the question for the determination of the jury. ; 

m BRODERICK. Does the gentleman suggest an amend- 
men 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I would simply make that modification. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No kind of evidence can ever be“ con- 
clusive” in a criminal case, because, even if it is uncontradicted 
testimony, it is a question of fact for the consideration of the jury. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But here, even if the jury is convinced, and 
if they are satisfied of the guilt of the , all the evidence must 
be set aside and no conviction can follow unless the testimony is 
corroborated in some other way. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But this is a proposition simply that 
the uncorroborated evidence of one of the parties shall not be suf- 
ficient to warrant conviction. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thatis just the point Iam making. That 
under no circumstances could a conviction follow, in the language 
of that amendment, even in a case where the jury and the com- 
munity and all are satisfied that the evidence is ample and suffi- 
cient to warrant conviction. Now, you do not leave to the deter- 
mination of the jury the question of the conclusiveness of the 
evidence, but you provide explicitiy that this uncorroborated evi- 
dence shall not be sufficient to warrant the conviction. You 
should provide, if youare going to amend it in this way, that 
such evidence shall not be conclusive—not that it shall not be 
sufficient, because in many cases it may be entirely sufficient. 

Mr. BRODERICK. This is in substance the language of the 
statute of many of the States. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That may be— 

Mr. MORRIS. Let me ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question. How could a case arise where the uncorroborated tes- 
timony of one of the parties involved could be conclusive or suffi- 
cient unless there were other corroborating circumstances? 

Mr. MoMuILLIN. Oh, there are many convictions on the testi- 
mony of one witness only. Many murder cases have been deter- 
mined upon the testimony of a single witness, and many murderers 
have been hung and many men punished for the crime of arson 
and other crimes on the testimony of a single witness, 

Mr. BRODERICK, There are, Mr. Speaker, as I have already 
said, statutes. similar to this in nearly all of the States of the 
Union as to perjury and some other crimes, and this is substan- 
tially the statute as it reads now in three or four of the great 
States of the Union on this subject and seduction. But every 
lawyer knows that the testimony of the woman involved in a trial 
charging rape or seduction may be corroborated by circumstances. 
This amendment does not mean that there shall always be another 
living witness placed 15 7 the stand. It is differently worded in 
the different statutes. I think this is substantially the New York 
statute. I examined it some time ago, but did not have it before 
me when I drew the amendment, I drafted it from my recol- 
lection of that statute. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Your statute will amount to but little if 
framed in the form in which you propose this. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to my friend from Tennessee that 
the statute of the State of New York has worked very well for a 
great many years. We never have had any trouble in convicting 
guilty parties under it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You will have no trouble from convictions 
under this, I am inclined to think. 

Mr. PAYNE. In an ordinarily intelligent community like the 
State of New York there is no trouble about convicting in cases 
where the party is guilty. Corroborating evidence, of course, may 
be circumstantial entirely. It is gene rhe circumstantial, but no 
such result as my friend contemplates place in the State of 
New York. We have another provision in our statute which I do 
not see in this, and which I think ought to be here, and that is 
that in case of seduction under promise of marriage 

Mr. BARNEY. Ishould like to ask if under this amendment 
corroborative evidence of a circumstantial kind will be sufficient? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Oh, yes; there can be no question upon 
that point. 

Mr, PAYNE. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BARNEY. It does not involve the necessity of another 


witness. 

Mr. BRODERICK. No; not at all. 

Mr. BARNEY. Then Ido not see how it changes the law toa 
very large extent, 

Mr. PAYNE. In most of the States a person can not be con- 
victed on the evidence of an accomplice unless that evidence is 
corroborated, and in all those cases the corroboration may be cir- 
cumstantial. The reason for the rule is that the interested party 
shall not have all the say before the jury. This proceeds upon the 
same principle. 

Mr. BARNEY, I think the history of that kind of cases in this 
country will show that there has been very few cases in which a 
conviction has been obtained without some corroborative evi- 
dence, circumstantial or otherwise. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. If there is no evidence to corroborate the 
complgining witness, it tends to show bad character, and for that 
reason I think the amendment is a proper one, 


Mr. RAY of New York. I should like to ask what is the effect 
of this bill? It reads: 

That if person seduce carnall: ‘emale 
vious . were of 16 3 on of aE, 
in the District of Columbia, such uction and carnal knowledge shall be 
deemed a misdemeanor. 

I should like to ask what the effect would be, supposing a man 
should seduce and carnally know a woman under 16 years of age 
out of wedlock? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is gre for already. 

Mr. RAY of New York. at is provided for? 

Mr. BRODERICK. A statute which we passed three or four 
years ago, and which this does not modify or interfere with, pro- 
vided that carnally knowing a female under 16 years of age under 
any circumstances shall be rape. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I should like to ask the gentleman if 
there is any law applicable to the District of Columbia which 
makes it an offense to seduce and carnally know a female of pre- 
viously chaste character who is upward of 21 years of age? 

Mr. BRODERICK. There is not. I looked it up carefully. 
Fearing that I might have overlooked some statute, I referred the 
matter, with a copy of the bill, to the attorney of the District of 
Columbia, Mr. S. T. Thomas, and he says in reply: 

We have no law i i 3 
you that the o ay making Weg 8 8 tees 
to the age of 21 years. 

This is signed by F. T. Thomas, attorney, District of Columbia. 

Mr. RAY of New York.: Why should it not be a criminal 
offense to seduce and carnally know a female of previously chaste 
character who is upward of 21 years of age? 

Mr. BRODERIC I think it should; but you know the trouble 
we had in committee to get it through in this form. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that if 
he amended his bill so as to make seduction under promise of mar- 
nag punishable, he might eliminate the age of consent entirely. 

r. BRODERICK. It has been amended, and I now think we 
had better pass it as itis. If there are no further observations to 
be made upon the bill, I call for a vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent to vacate the 
action of the House in ordering the bill to be engrossed. Is there 
objection to that? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as I understood, the gentleman 
asked consent to offer this notwithstanding the previous ques- 
as, DALEL Nie; tho engrossaont and third reading 

r. 2 0; engrossment and third rea have 
been ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ithink the first thing to do is to submit 
the question su by the Speaker. 

Mr. BABCOC I desire to reserve the right to object until I 
can ask the chairman of the committee a question. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Let us have a vacation of the order, adopt 
my amendment, and then pass the bill. It is in the interests of 
good government and correct conduct. 

The SPEAKER, The matter is not up for unanimous consent; 
it is before the House on its passage, the previous question not 
having been ordered. The House was dividing. If the gentleman 
from Kansas desires to offer an amendment, it is necessary to 
vacate the action of the House ordering the bill to be engrossed. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionis made. The question, then, is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the title 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title of the bill so. as to read: 

“A bill for the punishment of seduction in the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the title will be 
amended as read. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE AND sr. PAUL RAILWAY, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed to call up the 
House joint resolution 262, and yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. UpDEGRAFF] who reported the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 262) to authorize and direct the — al gs the 
‘Treasury to refund and return to the Chi Milwaukee and St. Paul 
nagar Domon $15,335.76, in accordance the decision of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior dated March 3, 1808. 


Whereas the Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company, in 1880, 
being duly auth by the Secretary of the Interior, entered into 
tions with the Sioux Indians for right of way for a railroad the 


Sioux Reservation in Dakota Territory; and 
Whereas an + was ente: into by said railway company and 
chiefs headmen of the Sioux Nation of Indians, and pending the 
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ratification of said agreement the said railway company deposited or paid to 
the Secretary of the Interior $15,335.76 to be applied as said right of way, de- 
pot grounds, ete., in case the same were obtained for said company; and 
the of the Interior deposited said money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States and sent said agreements to Congress for ratifica- 
tion, which said agreements were never ratified and none of the lands or 
rights of way were ever secured by said railroad — — but all of the 
lands remained a part of the reservation until ceded by the said Indians 


subsequently to the United States; and 

Wrens spplication was mado tothe Secretary ofthe e forthe ze 
tu me co! , and on e sa re 
decided that said 385.76 should be returned to said company and ordered 


an account to be 


authorized and directed to refund, return, and pay os 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, the Senate has passed a joint: 


resolution identical with this, and it is now on the Speaker's table. 
It is Senate joint resolution 168. I ask that the House joint reso- 
lution 262 do lie om the table and that the House now take up the 
Senate joint resolution 168. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the House joint resolution do lie on the table and 
that the Senate resolution be taken up in its stead. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the House 
resolution will lie on the table; and the question is upon the third 
reading of the Senate joint resolution. 

The te joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFF, a motion to reconsider the 
Ne See the Senate joint resolution was passed was laid on 

e table. 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 8279. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

AUT CEE 1 G59) 3 sine tha nekon iioa An aneto Nona coari 
the gourts of the United States and for other purposes,” approved March 


That the sixth section of the act of Con entitled 


te in 
— approved March 3, 1891, be, and the same is hereby, amended to 
as 


follows: 
“Sec. I. That the circuit courts of established by this act shall ex- 
al or by writ of error final 


liction to review by appe 
decision in the district court and the e: g circuit courts in all cases other 
sec! of this act, unless otherwise 
tohear and determine 
an ap 
or 


statutes 


law concernin 


thoreu tho Su Court either give ion on the ques- 
— Gone certified tott, which shall be binding upon the citeuit 
courts of a in such case, or it ma: whole and 
cause may be sent up to it for its era! and thereupon shall decido 
the whole matter in controyersy same manner as if it had been brought 
there for review by writ of error or ap 


ting also that in an: case as is hereinbefore made final in 
the circuit court of a it shall be competent for the Su reme Court to 
req by certi or otherwise, any such case to be to the Su- 

0 for its review and determination with the same power and au- 
Norty in the case as if it had been carried by appeal or writ of error to the 


Supreme Court. 

Ein all cases not hereinbefore in this section made final there shall be of 
right an appeal or writ of error or review of ne cons Tee ie ee re 

the United States where the matter in contro exceed $1,000 be- 
sides costs, But no such appeal shall be taken or writ of error sued out un- 
less within one year after the entry of the order, judgment, or sought 
to be reviewed.” 

SRO. 2. That section 7 of said act as amended by act of February 18, 1895, 
28 Statutes at Large, pages 606 and 667, be, and the same is hereby, amended 


to read as follows: 
“That w upon a hearing in equity in a district eourt or a circuit 
an injun be granted, continued, or dissolved by an 


ppeals, 

on, oF a C0 
appeals: Provided. That the appeal must be taken within thirty days from 

. and Saini ks 

ot be stayed unless otherwise ordered by thes pay ee the pendency 


of such appeal: And provided further, That the court below may in its dis- 
cretion require as a Cuan of the appeal an additional bond.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 3, page 1, before the word That,“ insert “Sec. 1.” 

In line 9, page 1, after the word Sec.,“ strike ont 1“ and insert 6.“ 

On page 2, line 17, after the word receivers,“ insert “or vacating or re- 
fusing to vacate such an order or decree.” 

On 4, line II. after the word receiver,“ insert “or for the vacation 
of such appointment.” 

On page 4, line 16, after the word receiver,“ insert “or for the vacation 
of such appointment.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the first question is on the 
amendments to the bill. 

The 3 was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me this is a rather impor- 
tant bill, and I do not recollect to have gone over that matter care- 
fong: I would like to hear the reading of the report. 

r. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, if my colleague will allow 
me, I will remind him that this is the bill of the National Ameri- 
can Bar Association, drawn by that association, and on which a 
committee was sent here to bring it to the attention of the Com- 
mittees on the Judiciary of the House and Senate. 

Mr. TERRY. It seems more lengthy than I thought it was. 

Mr. HENDERSON, In the act creating the circuit courts of 
appeals, by an oversight, as it is believed, it failed to make any 
provision for granting a review in cases where receivers were 
appointed or the appointment of receiver was refused. 

Mr. TERRY. Let me ask you this: Most of the language em- 
ployed in this bill just sets ont the law now existing, and you 
put in the amendments? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is read as amended. 

Mr. TERRY. The object is as have stated? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That, and that only. That is the whole 


P 
. TERRY. Then I donot care for the reading of the report. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rae, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, 
On moi of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ATTORNEYS AND MARSHALS OF THE UNITED STATES, ` 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 1726 
and poa to ad oe from New York . ALEXANDER] 
who has charge of the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1726) concerning attorneys and marshais of the United States. 
He it enacted, ete., That the and marshals of the United States, 
inch the District of Columbia the Territories, shall continue to dis- 
charge the duties of their respective offices, unless sooner removed by the 

until successors shall be appointed and qualify in their stead. 
eee eee ee term of four years as 


targ 0 aiar it esid ii tha district court 
of the United States for the district where such vacancy exists, the suprems 
court of the Territory, and the court of the ct of Columbia 
may appoint to exercise duties of such offices within their re- 
spective j ictions until such vacancy shall be filled. 
i Mr. HENDERSON. There are no amendments to this bill, Mr. 
peaker. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 5 
On motion of Mr. ER, a motion to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TRANSFER OF MENARD COUNTY, STATE OF TEXAS, TO NORTHERN 
DISTRICT. 2 


3 HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A Dill (H. R. 9955) to transfer the county of Menard, in the State of Tex: 


the western district of Texas to the northern district of Texas, an 
for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Menard, in the State of Texas, now 
included in and a part of the western district of Texas, shall be hereafter in, 

and constitute part of, the northern district of Texas. 
SEC. 2. That all offenses Ss said county of Menard prior to the 
ct court of said weer 


act had 8 and all civil suits 
a now pending in the circuit or ct courts in said State 
not be affected by this act. 


Tex. 
1 effect from and after its and all 


laws in conflict with this act are hereby repeal 
Mr. HENDERSON. Will theClerk read the report on this bill? 
It is very brief. 
i The report (by Mr. PARKER of New Jersey) was read, as fol- 
ows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H, R, 
9955) entitled “A bill to transfer the county of Menard in the State of Texas, 
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from the western district of Texas to the northern district of Texas, and for 
other purposes,” beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend 
that said bill do pass without amendment: 

The title clearly states the object of the bill. Sections 2, 3, and 4 provide 
for pending cases and that cases orii in Menard County and to- 
fore returnable at Austin, Tex., hi be returnable in the north- 
ern district at San Angelo, Tex. 

Austin is 180 miles from Menard’ the county seat of Menard County, 
and to go to Austin i a stage journey of 80 miles to Llano and 1 
ameg 50 thence to Austin. The ice from Menardville to San An- 

o es. 

E numerously soos petition from Menard County advocates the change, 
the signatures including those of the judge, sheriff, tax collector, clerk, 
county treasurer, tax r, county surveyor, and county commissione: 
and the bill is LOR pa by the Representative of the district in which M 
County is situa 


The Representative of the district in which Austin is situated files his con- 
sent that 7 County, which is now returnable at Austin, should be re- 
turnable to San Angelo, which is nearer to Menard. 

The committee respectfully report the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. 12115 DERSON. There are no amendments, Mr. Speaker, 
to this bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BONDS REQUIRED OF CONSULS AND VICE-CONSULS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, I now call up the bill H. R. 8925 and 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OTJEN] who intro- 
duced the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (B. R. 8925) to amend sections 1698 and 1734 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1698 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States be, and the same is, amended by inserting after the word “every” the 

words vice-consub-general or; and after the word “sureties” the words 

“who shall be permanent residents of the United States;” so that said sec- 
tion, when so amended, shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 1008. Every vice-consul-general or yice-consul shall, before he enters 

on the execution of his trust, pve poses, with 4 5 sureties, who shall be 
as 


for all monoa goods, and effects which may 


SEC. 2. That section 17 
and the same is, amended by insertingafter the words succeeding quarter” 
the following words: Or who shall receive money, property, or effects be- 
longing toa citizen of the United States and not, within a reasonable 
time after demands made upon him by the Secretary of State or by such citi- 
zen, his executor, administrator, or legal representative, account for and 
pay over all moneys, property, and effects, less his lawful fees. due to such 

izen” anå by striking outof said section, after the word “embezzlement,” 
the words “of the public moneys;” and after the words“ not more than“ the 
word “one,” and insert in lien thereof the word “five;” so that said section, 
when so amended, shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 1734. Every consular officer who willfully neglects to render trueand 
just quarterly accounts and returns of the business of his office, and of moneys 
received by him for the use of the United States, or who neglects to pay over 
any balance of said moneys due tothe United States at the expiration of an: 
quarter, before the expiration of the next succeeding quarter, or who 
receive money, property, or effects belo to a citizen of the United States 
and shall not within a reasonable time after demand made upon him by the 
Secretary of State or by such citizen, his executor, administrator, or legal 
representative, account for and pay over all moneys, property, and effects, 
less his lawful fees, due to such citizen, shall be deemed guilty of embezzle- 
ment, and shall be punishable by imprisonment for not more than five years, 
and by a fine of not more than $2,000, and shall be forever disqualified from 
holding any office of trust or profit under the United States.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

On page 1 strike out lines 5, 6, 7, and 8, tothe word “read,” in line 8, and in- 
sert the word “to” before the word “read ” in said line 8. 

Amend section 2, on page 2, by striking out all after the word “amended,” 
in line 3, to the word “read,” in line 14, and insert the word “to” before the 
word “read” in said line 14, on e 2. 

On page 2, line 18, after the word Treasury,” insert: 

In case of a breach of any such bond, any person thereby injured may 
institute in his own name and for his sole use a suit on said bond, and there- 
upon recover such damages as shall be legally assessed, with costs of suit, 
for which execution may issue for him in due form; but if such party fails 
to recover in the suit, judgment shall be rendered and execution may issue 
against him for costs in favor of the defendant, and the United States shall 
in no case be liable for the same. 

“ Said bonds shall remain after any judgment rendered thereon as a secu- 
rity for the benefit of any person injured by a breach of the condition of the 
same until the whole paeis has been recovered, and the p: gs shall 
always be as directed in this section.” $ ‘ 


Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a bill to correct an 
obvious omission in the general law. Some two years ago Mr. 
Francis Hinton, a citizen of Wisconsin, died in Paris. He had 
upon his person several thousand dollarsin money. This money 
was turned over to the vice-consul at Paris, who embezzled the 
money, and never a dollar has been recovered from him. This 
matter was called to the attention of the State Department, and 
that Department, after a thorough examination of the law, notified 
the representatives of Mr. Hinton that there was no law upon the 
statute books under which a consul or vice-consul could be pun- 
ished for embezzling the funds of a private citizen. 

This consul had given a bond of $2,000, but those on the 
bonds were foreign sureties; so that the bond is worthless and 


there is no law by which the vice-consul can be prosecuted crimi- 
nally. Thisact emp Sees the law in two particulars. First, 
those who make the bond are required to be American citizens? 
second, to amend the law so that any consul or vice-consul can be 


criminally punished in case of embezzlement. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third, 
reading; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, OTJEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next committee. 

The Clerk called the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Banking and Currency be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine? 1 a pause. ] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk pr with the of committees. 


REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


oon the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce was 
ca : 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the commit- 
tee to call up the bill (H. R. 10379) to promote the efficiency of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the {tans | is hereby empow- 
ered to convene boards of a hind | and boards of survey for the enforcement 
of discipline and promoting the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, such 
boards to be composed of such convenient numbers of officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service as the exigencies of the service will permit; and the Secretary 
shall formulate regulations and prescribe methods of procedure for the gen- 
eral and specific government of all boards that may be convened by his order 
under the 8 of this act: Prov That of survey may also 
be convened by officers commanding vessels of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
to examine and report upon public property in their cha: and for other 

vestigation to examine into an 


Sec. 2. That if an officer su * to examination for promotion shall be 
absent on duty, and by reason of such absence or other cause not in vol 
fault on his part shall not be so examined, but shall afterwards be examin 
and found qualified for promotion, the increased rate of pay to which his 
promotion will entitle him shall commence from the date of the occurrence 
of the vacancy to which he would have been promoted had he been present 
for examination and found qualified for such promotion. 

Sec. 3. That all persons com g the enlisted force of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service be enlisted to serve for a term not to exceed three years, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall prepare regula- 
tions governing such enlistments and for the general 8 of the 
Revenu tter Service. And any 5 9 enlisted in the Revenue-Cutter 
Service shall be bape ye sound and be examined, to ascertain his physical 
condition, by a medical officer of the 6 Service or by a phy- 
sician in good 3 in the profession, who s ce: the condition of 
the candidate for enlistment to the co officer of the vessel of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service whereon the person is to be enlisted. 

SEC. 4. That the monthly pay or wages of the person so enlisted shall be- 
gin upon the date of his enlistment and terminate upon his discharge for 
cause, or by order of the Treasury Department, or upon the expiration of 
his term of enlistment. 

SEC. 5. That in event of the death or desertion of an enlisted person from 
the Revenue-Cutter Service the comman: officer of the vessel shall take 
charge of all moneys, clothes, and effects which he leaves on board and shall 
cause all or any of such clothes or effects to be sold by auction at the mast, 
and shall, at the conclusion of such sale, make a full and detailed report to 
the Secre of the Treasury, embracing the following eee 

First. A statement of the amount of money left by the deserter or deceased, 

Second. In case of sale, the sum received for article sold. 

Third. A statement of the sum due the deceased or deserter on the pay 
roll of the vessel. 

Sec. 6. That in cases embraced in the preceding section the following 
rules shall be observed: 

First. Within one week from the date of the decease or desertion of an 
enlisted person the comman officer of the vessel upon which the deceased. 
or deserter was serving shall, if practicable, deposit any money of which he 
has taken or received from such sale with the collector of the port 
whereat the vessel may for the time being be stationed, take his receipt there- 
for. and forward the same tothe 1 

Second. Out of any money due the deceased or deserter under the provi- 
sions of the section the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be 
— any just debts he ma | have contracted, as far as the sum in hand may 

adequate; the residue, ifany there be, in the case of a deceased person, to 
Do pai to his legal representatives. 

EC. 7. That any person who shall haye been lawfully enlisted under the 
provisions of this act who shall commit any of the following offenses shall be 
punishable as follows: 

First. For desertion, by imprisonment for not more than six months and 
forfeiture of all money due and all clothes and effects he may leave on board 
the vessel upon which he may have been in service, and be entered upon the 
ship's journal as a deserter from the date of desertion. 

Second: For willful disobedience of any lawful command or commands of 
an officer, by imprisonment for not more than thirty days or by forfeiture to 
the Government of not more than ten 5 oof or both. 

Third. For continued disobedience of commands, by imprisonment 
for not more than sixty days or discharge from the service. 

Fourth. For assaulting a commissioned or other officer, by 5 
tor not more than two years or samen from the service, or both. 

Fifth. For comb: with others of the crew of any vessel of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service to disobey lawful commands, or to neglect duty, or impede 
the navigation of the vessel, by imprisonment for not more than twelve 
months or forfeiture to the United States of all money due as pay or wages, 
+s aa J C ty 

ix or willfully damaging the vesse or any property or ap- 

urtenances belon: thereto, by forfeiture out of his pay of a sum equal 
amount to such or damage, and also, in the discretion of the court, by 
imprisonment for not more than twelve mon 
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Sec. 8. That in all cases of imprisonment of enlisted men, as hereinbefore 
provided, such enlisted person may be at once ed from the service 
55 the 9 and the vacancy thus created be filled by promo- 

on and e en 5 

Sec. 9. That for the enforcement of the provisions of this act it shall be 
lawful for the commanding officer of a vessel of the Revenue-Cutter Service 
to apprehend, or cause to be apprehended by the force under his command, 
a deserter from the Revenue-Cutter Service, wherever found, and have 
authority to call on all persons to in such arrest, and all persons so 
assisting are hereby invested with the power and authority of deputy United 
marshals, to be dealt with according to the provisions of this act gov- 
erning such cases, and mer detain him in custody or at once convey him on 

the vessel from which he deserted. 
Sec, 10. That absence without leave, in case of an enlisted person, for a 
shall be regarded as desertion. 
SEC. 11. That no officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service who has been dis- 
i dismissal, shall again be- 


to the crews of Provided, 
clothing thus sold to the enlisted men shall be withheld from their pay and 
id to said appropriation. 
d 13. That section 2757 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 3 
“The revenue cutters shall, whenever the President so directs, cooperate 
with the Navy, during which time they shall be under the direction of the 
‘he Navy and the laws and 7 8 the Navy, and 
he Nav partment. Officers of 
the Revenue- Cutter Service serving on such v in cooperation with the 
Navy shall receive the same pay, emoluments, and privileges as officers of the 

Navy, with whom they hold the relative rank p: by law.” 

SEC, 14. That no officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service shall be dismissed 

except by the President of the United States. 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the re- 


The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred several bills to promote the efticiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
unanimously report the accompanyi ill as a substitute therefor and rec- 
ommend the passage of the same for the benefit of the Government and the 
improvement of the Revenue-Cutter Service. ra 

There is nothing in existing law covering even remotely the provisions of 


this bill. 
As an organized integral arm of the public service, similar in features and 
duties to the organized Navy, it is obvious to your committee that it is im- 
rative that the safeguards of law should be thrown around it, not only for 
the protection and well-being of the service itself, but as well for the ad- 
vancement and promotion of its efficiency in matters of discipline and good 


tion. 
The provisions of this bill are largely extensions of existing laws governing 
the kindred branches of the national services, the Army, Navy, and Marine 


Co: 

That the Revenue-Cutter Service should have the safeguards of law thrown 
around it, as have the red services, must be evident from its past and 
present status as an arm of the national defense. The service itself is as old 
as the Government, haying been organized in 1790, and has taken an active 
and meritorious part in every war in which the nation has been involved 
from the quasi French war to the present war with Spain. Without going 
into the histcry of the service, and recounting its deeds in wars, it 
enough to show that since the beginning of the present war its vessels have 
taken a conspicuous and gallant part with the blockading and fighting fleets, 

The revenue cutter Hamilton was the first of them to draw the fire of the 
enemy, when she landed a party of Cubans on a mission to the Cuban gen- 
erals 1 the field, and in doing so was compelled to shell the coast and drive 
out Spanish soldiers. When the Hamilton first approached the shore the 
85 5 Se apes aut fire upon her, but she silenced them and landed her 
party withou p. 8 

The cutter Morrill, on the 6th instant (May, 1898), was ina are opis of 
the Santa Clara batteries, when she, in company with the gunboat Vi: rg, 
had sent outas a decoy 


attem tocapture a schooner which the 

from Evang. The Morrill and Vicksburg ran dangerously close to the Cuban 
coast, when the of Santa Clara battery opened on them with 10 and 12 
inch shell, to which the American vessels replied with their smaller guns, 

The Manning, another cutter, was with the Dorst expedition in itsattempt 
toland United States soldiers, arms, and ammunition for the Cuban in- 
— ena = be ot coast of Cuba, and shelled the woods, thus covering the 

of the 

The ight at 8 where Ensign Bagley and four of the crew of the 
naval torpedo boat Winslow lost their lives, was dated in by the cut- 
ter Hudson from the beginning tothe end. After the Winslow was disabled 
by the enemy’s fire, her commanding officer severely wounded, one of her 
icara and four of her crew dead on her deck, the cutter Hudson, under a 
shower of shot, shell, and shrapnel from the enemy's batteries, got a line to 
the Winslow and towed her to a place of safety, thus rescuing her wounded 
commander, the remainder of her crew, and saving the Wi itself. 

The revenue cutter Windom was in the fight at Cienfuegos when the 
boats’ crews from the gunboats Nashville and Marblehead cut the Lesa. nee 
cables at that place, and it was the gone of the Windom which dem ed 
the light-house, the rall point of the Spanish forces on shore, scattered 
them, and ended the fig t. 

Section 13 of this bill provides for the amendment of section 2757, Revised 
Statutes, in order that the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service mar af 
least be entitled to receive the same compensation as naval officers w in 
coo tion with them under the provisions of existing law. 

Tour committee unanimously submit a favorable report on the bill, with 
the recommendation that it be enacted into law. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the report makes a very commend- 
able showing for the Revenue-Cutter Service in the present war, 
but I would like to inquire of the gentleman what is the real ob- 
ject and 1 7 55 of this bill? 

Mr. B TT. The real object and purpose of it is to give a 
standing to enlisted men in the Revenue - C Service, and place 
the deserters from that service under the same law that governs 
the men who enlist in the Navy. It does not add one cent of ap- 
propriation for the Reyenue-Cutter Service. 

. TERRY. How much change does it make in existing law? 

Mr. BENNETT. In most all of the provisions it is a change of 


the law or an extension of it. It would be impossible for me to 
detail just what was a slight change or what was simply an ex- 
tension. There is not a provision in this bill that is unfair or 
unjust, and it has been recommended by every Secretary of the 
Navy for a number of years. 

Mr. TERRY. Isit the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. BENNETT. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The practical effect of the bill, as 
I understand it, is to make the Revenue-Cutter Service honorable, 
and to make dishonorable and disreputable desertions from that 
service. 

Mr. BENNETT. Exactly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Has the bill been submitted to the 
Attorney-General of the United States? 

Mr. BENNETT. It has been reported on favorably by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and by the Assistant Secretary having 
charge of this division. 

a of New York. Has it been submitted to the Attorney- 
R : 

Mr. BENNETT. I can not say about that; it has been reported 
favorably upon by the Treasury Department, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Itis a very important bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. I can not see any provisions in it that would 

uire attention on the of the gentleman. 
r. RAY of New York. It creates new offenses and imposes 
heavy 9 8 5 ent. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to one 
that seems a little extreme. On page 4 or 5, for assaulting a com- 
missioned or other officer, a punishment is imposed of imprison- 
ment for not more than two years or discharge from the service 
or both. Of course a subordinate ought never to assault an offi- 
cer, but there are times when a subordinate is right in the alter- 
pray That has been known to be the case in the Regular Army 
at times. 

Mr. BENNETT. The penalties are no more severe than exist 
in other arms of the public service. 

Mr. TERRY. I know; you are trying to assimilate this to the 
Navy, but it is well understood that it does not belong there, and 
you ought not to be Ta so Draconian in your penalties. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What is the legitimate purpose of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service? 

Mr. BENNETT. The legitimate purpose is for the protection of 
the customs service, to protect vessels at sea during storms and to 
offer shelter to those shipwrecked, and to carry out the general 
orders of the Treasury Department at sea; to look out for the pro- 
tection of its revenue and to guard against the violation of its 
customs laws. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It is under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury? 

Mr. BENNETT. Unless incase of war, as at present, the Pres- 
ident orders so many of the vessels as he deems requisite under the 
command of the Secretary of the Navy, and the vessels then are, 
to all intents and pupone, naval vessels, 

Mr. RAY of New York. By whom are they commanded? 

Mr. BENNETT. By officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, un- 
der the command of the commander of the squadron or of the fleet, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Are they naval officers? 

Mr. BENNETT. They are only put under charge of the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What are they before that-time? 

Mr. BENNETT. They are Trezsury officers. They have the 
right to search and the right to bring a vessel to that refuses to 
show her manifest. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The President may at any time call them 
into active service, and then they are under the charge of the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; under an act of Congress. 

1 N That has been done in every war that we 
ve had. 

Mr. TERRY. I think a measure of this importance ought to 
have a little more careful examination. I do not see present the 
pce member on the minority side of this committee—— 

Mr. MANN. For the information of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas I will say, in the absence of the leading members of the 
minority of the committee, that this matter was considered in the 
committee quite fully upon several different days, and the bill as 
sist gi was perfectly satisfactory to all the members of the mi- 
nority. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit a question which goes 
to the merits of the bill? The purpose of measure, as I un- 
derstand, is to raise the standard of the Reyenne-Marine Service 
to the dignity of the naval service. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the particular purpose at this time is that 
the sailors in the Revenue-Cutter Service shall be subject to some 
kind of discipline—— 

Mr. KING. Have they not performed faithful service under 
the superintendence which now controls them? : 
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Mr. MANN. Complaint has been made by the Treasury De- 
partment that there was no method 

Mr. KING. I understood that your report was very laudatory 
of the conduct of the men in that service; andif the re- 
port is true (as I have no reason to doubt if is), the services which 
those men have performed have been just as efficient under the 
present management as they would be if a chango were made. 

Mr. MANN. The Treasury Department has made some com- 
plaint. But the gentleman must remember that in time of war 
there is a very different status of affairs from a time of peace. 
The Revenue-Cutter Service is now practically under the control 
of the Navy Department, and most of the revenue-cutter boats 


are in the Navy. j 
Y. And they are subject to nayal regulations, 


Mr. DOCKE 
are they not? 

Mr. TERRY. If this bill were limited to times of war, when 
the Revenue-Cutter sere 2 transferred 3 1 x the 
Na artment, it mig very proper. But the gentleman 
8 of „discipline.“ We Aig recollect the time when 
humanity was ou by the “discipline” of flogging the sailors, 
even in the American Navy as well as in the merchant marine, 
and by other cruel forms of “discipline.” I do not know how 
much of that kind of thing we are to get under this bill, 

Mr. MANN. There is nothing of that sort in the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not believe in “discipline” of the kind we 
have had in times past, except in time of war, when, of course, dis- 

ipline can scarcely be too strict. 
. MANN. Irepeat, there is nothing of that sort in the bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Davey] 

resents the minority of the committee 
is TERRY. I did not see him present at the time I made the 


remark. 

Mr. BENNETT. If he had been here, I should not have had 
anything to say. This bill was under consideration by our com- 
mittee for several days. The bill as first presented to us was 
unsatisfactory, and was amended by the committee. As thus 
amended it has been unanimously the minority as well 
as the majority members joining in the report. 

Mr. T . Idid not like the statement brought into this 
debate a while ago that the object of the bill is to“ discipline“ 
these men of the Revenue-Cutter Service. If you want to ‘‘dis- 
cipline” them in time of war, that is all right; but I would not 
have such strict rules T in time of peace. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Shire bapa taps ds ig i 
this bill. I insist that it is not in order under this call, and that 
it must be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BENNETT. The bill does not carry any appropriation on 
its face l : 

Mr. RAY of New York. I call attention to section 12. 

Mr. BENNETT. Well, Mr. Speaker, Iwill ask unanimous con- 

sent that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of 


the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. _I wish to say to the gentleman from New 
York that I think a bill of such importance as this ought not to 
be considered in the hasty method now proposed. There are very 
few members here, and I ask the gentleman to let the bill go over 
without prejudice so that we may have a chance to look into it, 

Mr. BENNETT. If our committee can be without prej- 
udice, I am perfectly willing to allow the to go over. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the bill ee over without prejudice, 

Mr. B TT. And also that the committee be passed with- 
out prejudice, owing to the circumstances. 

The SP. . The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York, I do not understand the request. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On June 15, 1898: : À 

H. R. 10682. An act making an appropriation to pay the Bering 


te an 
ital Service; 
H. R. 9075. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Quindaro, Kans., by the 
Kansas City, Northeastern and Gulf Railway Company; 
H. R. 2430. An act removing charge of desertion from military 
record of W. H. Cohorn; 
1 ore An act for the relief of Dr. John R. Hall, of Louis- 
e, Ky.; 
H. R 540. An act to amend the charter of the Capital Railway 
‘Company; and 
H. R. 5522. An act to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at or near Charlevoix, Mich. 


On June 16, 1898: 

H. R. 10089. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across St. Francis Lake, at or near Lake City, State of Arkansas; 

H. Res. 7. Joint resolution directing the Secre of War to 
submit estimates for work upon Wallabout Channel, New York; 

H. R. 5040. An act for the relief of Isaac N. Babb; 

H. R. 4239, An act to complete the military record of James 
Hicks, formerly captain Company M, Twelfth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry; and 

H. R. 8871. An act for a survey for a channel leading from Ship 
Island Harbor, Mississippi, to the railroad pier at Gulf Port, Miss., 
and to Biloxi, Miss., and for survey of Ship Island Pass. 

PR 10220. Am hospital f the Navy of 

R. 10220, act to organize a hospital corps of the Navy o 
the United States; to define its duties and regulate its pay. 

On June 18, 1898: 

H. R. 4078. An act authorizing the appointment of a nonparti- 
san commission tocollate information and to consider and recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture, and capital; 

H. R. 10420. An act for the relief of Miss M. O. Chapman, of 
Paulding, Jasper County, Miss. ; 

H. R. 10293. An act to incorporate the 555 Heights 
Traction Railroad Company in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 6954. An act to regulate plumbing and gas fitting in the 
District of Columbia; 

H. R. 6460. An act for the relief of Galen E. Green; 

H. R. 10423. An act to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
mote the administration of justice in the Army,” approved Octo- 
ber 1, 1890, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 1307. An act to correct the naval record of G. K. Knowl- 
ton, late of the United States Navy. 

On June 20, 1898: 

H. R. 3391. An act for the relief of W. H. Barnard and Robert 


Thomas; 
H. R. 1271. An act granting a pension to Clara A. Short; 
H. R. 8680. An act granting an increases of pension to William 
Tompkins; 
ae 2669, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
ucker; 
H. R. 4672. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
D. Johnson; 
H. R. 7007. An act to increase the pension of Samuel B. Davis; 
H. R. 3141. An act increasing the of Price W. Hawley; 
„„. granting an increase of pension to Peter 
CH 
H. R. 878. An act granting an increase of pension to Lowell H. 


a gg 
R. 6579. An act to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to perfect 
the military record of James T. Hughes;” and : 
H. R. 2080. An act to correct the military record of Edward P, 
Jennings. 8 
APPEALS, UNITED STATES COURT, ALASKA, 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I inadvertently omitted to 
call up alittle bill from my committee which ought to be con- 
sidered and passed at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which has just been withdrawn will 
be in order on the next call of the committee. 

3 AlE CECENE T PETOS TAE AAAG 

e call, under the peculiar cir ces, e, Mr. er? 

SPEAKER. It will a 128 


The 5 

Without objection, the gentleman from Iowa will present a bill 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We reserve all rights in connection with the 
matter. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 10510) 
providing for the transfer from the circuit court of appeals for the 
ninth circuit to the Supreme Court of certain appeals from the 
district court for Alaska. 

hide esaer 3 ee responding Gtr. a of 3 
and yield to the eman from Oregon . TONGUE]. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That all cases, civil and criminal, filed on a: 
the district court of the United States — — District of 

or 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the biil. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have yielded the floor to the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. TONGUE]. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. At any other time, when conven- 
ient, I ask the gentleman to yield to me fora few moments. It 
is immaterial whether it be before or after the gentleman from 
Oregon has been heard, 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a substitute for one 
introduced by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis] and 
one introduced by myself, covering substantially the same point. 

Prior to December, 1897, the court of appeals located at San 
Francisco, Cal., had assumed to entertain jurisdiction of appeals 
from the Alaskan court in common-law cases. About that time 
the Supreme Court of the United States decided on a case appealed 
to it that such cases could not properly be appealed to the appel- 
late court at San Francisco, but should have been appealed directly 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. $ 

This is to authorize the transfer of the appeals 333 
to the Supreme Court of the United States as if the appeal h 
been made at that time. 

The substitute as drawn, and which is now before the House for 
consideration, was drawn after a consultation with the Attorney- 
General of the United States and has the approval of that official. 
I trust there will be no objection to its passage. 

I yield now such portion of my time as the gentleman may de- 
sire to ag friend from Washington. 

Mr, LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire only tosup- 
plement the explanation of the gentleman from Oregon by say- 
ing to the House, if I may be permitted to make a personal allu- 
sion, that I participated in the case out of which the decision grew 
which makes necessary the passage of this legislation. 

The circuit court of appeals act of 1891 repealed all legislation 
on the subject of appeals from the Territorial courts. Previously 
the appeals from the Territorial court was to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. But in an appeal in the Coquitlam case 
and in Noyes case the Supreme Court held that because of the act 
of 1891, repealing all prior legislation on the subject and omitting 
the Territory of Alaska, there was a casus omissus, and therefore 
there er no provision for an appeal from the district court of 


Tho provision of the pending bill remedies this defect, and the 
bill simply names Al and locates appeals from the district 
court of Alaska tothe circuit court of a ; and the legislation 
pr is necessary because of the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States to the effect that the effort to ap to the 
circuit court of appeals was void by reason of the legislative 


omission, to which Í havo referred, and that the appeals should | claims. 


be taken directly to the Supreme Court. All appeals heretofore 
taken aro to remain in the Supreme Court of the United States. 
All other cases are to go to the circuit court of a for the 
ninth circuit, held at San Francisco. I assure the House that no 
rights attach to any litigant that without it would not have fol- 
lowed. I trust no objection may be urged. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion toreconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, MAHON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAHON. Would it be in order to move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to consider bills on the Union Calendar? The call of com- 
mittees has proceeded for over an hour. 

The SPEAKER. An hour has elapsed, and it is in order for 
thse House to do it upon motion. 

Mr. MAHON. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
business upon the Union Calendar. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TERRY) there were—ayes 23, noes 17. 

Mr. RY. Iask for tellers, 

Tellers were refused, 21 members, not a sufficient number, ris- 
ing in support of the demand. 

Acco ly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of business on the Union Calendar, with Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

CLAIMS OF CERTAIN CITIZENS OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


The first business on the Union Calendar was the bill (H. R. ad 
to provide for the adjudication and payment of sustain 
by citizens of the United States in the border counties of York, 


Adams, Cumberland, Franklin, Fulton, Bedford, Somerset, and 
Perry, in the State of Pennsylvania, from Union and Confederate 
troops during the late war of the rebellion. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, in order to save the time of the 
House, I should like to make a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has not yet been read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the bill read. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will have to be read, unless the 
reading is 818 with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to substitute another bill and have it 
read in place of this one, and I feel confident that the House will 
do it after I make a short statement. It is a bill of the same 
nature, relating to the same claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not be debatable unless 
by unanimous consent, 

Mr. MAHON. L ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, House bill 20 was drawn up and 
offered to the House, but some of the best lawyers of the House 
thought that bill did not sufficiently protect the Government in 
the investigation of these claims which we will come to after a 
while. Another bill was drawn up, which is No, 10371. I will 
pee frankly that this bill was drawn under the supervision of my 
colleague [Mr. DALZELL]. This bill fully protects the interests 
of the Government and is a much better bill than the first one. 
In order to saye the tims of the House, I ask to substitute the bill 
H. R. 10371 in place of the bill H. R. 20. 

Mr. DO Y. How much does the last bill carry? 

Mr. MAHON. It does not carry a dollar. The object of the 
bill is that the cases shall go to the Court of Claims, and finally to 
the United States Supreme Court, to settle a long-standing ques- 
tion as to the legality of these claims. 

Mr. DOCKERY. With power to enter judgment. 

f 5 MAHON. Well, yes; the Supreme Court of the United 
es may 

Mr. TERRY. As I read fhat bill, while professing to submit 
this matter to the discretion and judgment of the court, it vir- 
tually, by direction of the bill, is a command that, upon certain 
evidence, the finding shall be so and so. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to make a state- 
ment to the gentleman. I think he has reference to another bill, 
the one which we have just taken up from the Calendar, 

Mr. TERR I have sent for the bill. 


HON] introduced a bill auth 
to the Court of Claims. That is bill to which the gent! 
refers. Now, in examining that bill it occurred to me that it did 
provide just as the gentleman from Arkansas has stated— 

Mr. RY. That is my reading of it. 

Mr. DALZELL. That rather than a submission to the Court of 
Claims for a finding it was an order to the Court of Claims to find. 

with the permission of my colleague, I took his bill 
and drew a new bill, which is the one that he wants to substitute 
now, which submits the whole matter to the Court of Claims 
under such safeguards that it seems to me the Treasury is fully 
protected. The question of law is submitted to the court, and 
even as to the matter of testimony I cut out of the biil the pro- 
vision that made competent certain testimony heretofore taken. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to say to the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that I have no objection w er to the pay- © 
ment of any legal claims of the citizens of Pennsylvania against 
the United States that are just and proper. 

Mr. MAHON. That is all we want. 

Mr. TERRY. Thereisa 7 pb gion in this, and that is 
this: Suppose that a party of Spani were to land on our coast 
or bombard our coast, would the Government of the United States 
be responsible for the damage inflicted by the Spaniards? 

Mr. HON. No, sir; t is a different case. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, now, in the bagt A report—— 

: Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. TERRY, Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. Let us substitute this bill, and then we will go 
on with the di ion. 

Mr. TERRY. Iwant the House to understand what is the real 
merit or demerit of this bill and 8 am raising the question. 
CC legal . inst the 
vania in the on any j an 0 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. DALZELL, Will my friend allow me? It seems to me 
that the question here now to be determined is not the merits of 
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-the claims, That is a matter to be referred to the Court of Claims. 
I want to call the attention of the gentleman to the last section of 
this bill that is proposed to be substituted, to whichis added, after 
all the other safeguards had been provided, section 13: 

“That poe in this act contained shall be construed as an admission upon 
the part of the United States of the validity of the said all claims or of 

the liability of the United States for the ent thereof, it being the true 

intent of this act merely to secure to said cl 3 an opportunity to have 
their legal rights determined in the courts. 

Now, it does not seem to me 

Mr. TERRY. When was this substitute put in? 

Mr. DALZELL. It was reported on the 24th of May. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the substitute reported? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY, I will continue my statement for a moment, for 

I feel that it is proper for me to explain to the House why I have 

made any objection whatever to this Pennsylvania claim. As I 

was going on to say, and as the distinguished gentleman from 

Pennsylvania, the c an of the committee, has admitted, the 

Government of the United States could not be held liable for any 

damage that might be inflicted by bombardment or the landing 

of Spaniards; now, while the war between the States was not be- 
tween foreign foes, the Supreme Court, in the opinion that you 
quote from in your own report, has based and assimilated its de- 
cisions and holdings in regard to what took place during the war 
and put them upon precisely the same basis as if the Confederate 
States had been a foreign enemy; and the same regular conse- 
quences would follow, it occurs to me. I just say that now, in 
order that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, for whom I have 
the kindest re , may understand the point of my objection. 
Mr. MAHANY. I would like to have the substitute read. If 
there is no objection to the bill being substituted, we will then 
have it read. 
Mr. DOCKERY, I would like to know the amount of these 


claims. 

Mr. MAHON. If the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
clares that under the Constitution, on account of the peculiar 
circumstances in this case—and there are no others like it in this 
country—if they decide under the Constitution the United States 
is legally bound to pay these claims, we will come back and ask 
for an appropriation of $3,000,000. Now, if the Supreme Court 
says there is no legal liability on the part of the Government, you 
will never hear of this case bs eo 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, I would like to ask the gentleman a 

uestion. 
> Mr. DOCKERY, Does this provide for them tinding a judg- 
ment? 

Mr. MAHON. Of course if you go to the Supreme Court and 
we are given a judgment, then the claims come back here for the 
money. 

Mr TERRY. Now, as to the analogy to a case of landing or 
bombardment by the 1 it has been held, and I quote now 
from the language of the report: 

It has been held by this court 


That is, the United States Supreme Court, in the case of Pacific 
Railroad against The United States (120 United States Reports) 

It has been held by this court in he instances that, though the late 
war was not between independent nations, yet, as it was between the people 
of different of the country, and the insurgents were so thoroughly 
went melden et var between independent Daton ensued ‘The rules 
— — as e by the public law of civilized nations became applicable 
to the conte g forces. 

Now, apply that to the other question and you will see that, 
though it was not a foreign war, the same principles would goy- 
ern as if it were a case of bombardment or raid by Spain. And I 

` tell you that unless this bill submits this case squarely to the 
judgment of the Supreme Court in a proper way and on purely a 
question of law, it is a very dangerous matter to enter into. 

Mr. MAHON. It does submit it to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. TERRY. Ihave not had time to examine the new bill so 
as to see whether it submits it on purely a question of law. Con- 
fessedly the first bill you introduced on this subject would haye 
tied the hands of the courts, 

Mr. MAHON. Isurrendered that bill. I would like to get the 
bill up, and then we can proceed with the consideration of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Pi lvania a question. 

Mr. ON. Certainly. . 

Mr. CLARK of Misso I want to know, if it is legitimate to 
consider this claim, why every time we bring up a claim of Mis- 
souri or other border States where property was destroyed durin 
the war, or where Union men’s pro was taken for the use o 
the United States Government, some of you gentlemen over there 
treat them as if the claimants were enemies of the country? 

Mr. MAHON. Iam not one of those who have done so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not say that you are one of 
them, but your colleague, the distinguished gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], stood up here and voted against a 


$10,000 claim that was as just a claim as was ever presented to 
this House, and I think the gentleman who is presiding over the 
House now hel him with it. 

Mr. DALZELL. It was defeated? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It was defeated. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then the House defeated it. 

Mr. MAHON. This bill affects the people of my Congressional 
district, and no other county in the State. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand that. 

Mr. MAHON. I have always favored the payment of a claim 
that was adjudicated by the courts of the United States, and where 
the courts have d upon the fact that this Government has 
been liable legally for the payment I have always stood for the 
payment, and I intend to do so. 

here is no question about the fact. This bill provides that the 
Court of Claims shall ascertain all the facts surrounding the case 
and the appeal shall go to the Supreme Court, and one question 
alone is to be decided and that is under the fourth section of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The situation is this: Pennsylvania 
was invaded once, and there was a good deal of property de- 
stroyed. Missouri was invaded constantly, and property of thou- 
sands of Union men taken as liberally as if they were the rations 
out of the storehouses of the Government, and every time we come 
in to get a Union man reimbursed some gentleman over on that 
side fights it, and I am tired of the whole business. 

Mr. DALZELL. We passed a bill allowing millions of these 
claims recently, and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know we did pass some. 

Mr. DALZELL. If any claims are defeated here, the House is 
responsible, 

. CLARK of Missouri. I am holding the House responsible. 

Mr. NORTHWAY, The State of Pennsylvania has paid none 
of these losses. 

Mr. MAHON. Eight hundred thousand dollars of them. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But none of these in this bill, Is the bill 
broad enough so Ohio can come in under it? 

Mr. ON. I am not 8 Jam representing 
my own people. My predecessor in this House for seven years 
had a unanimous report of the Committee on War Claims makin 
appropriation of $3,000,000. I declined to offer any such bill, an 
I have been here six years and never have. Irepresent the people 
under peculiar circumstances, and we think at least that we onght 
to have the right to go to the Court of Claims and then to the 
Supreme Court. and if the Supreme Court says that we have no 
legal standing, that ends it. e are not here 
sny to ask what is just and right. 

r. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a suggestion to 
the gentleman. Isay the bill should be properly guarded, but it 
is very hard to determine poraus of this kind in a casual reading of 
the bill. Now, why would it not be well to let the bill be referred 
to the Judiciary Committee on one question alone, whether or not 
it is so properly guarded that it will submit to the Supreme Court 
solely op renee of law? 

Mr. ON. With all due respect to the Judiciary Committee, 
under the rules of this House it can not go there except by unani- 
mous consent, With all due respect to that committee and the 
lawyers on it, this bill has been carefully drawn by lawyers, and 
Iam satisfied they are amply able to do it. The Committee on 
War Claims has jurisdiction here of this bill alone. 

Mr. TERRY. Were the lawyers who drew it members of the 
committee or outside lawyers? 

Mr. MAHON. Both. 

Mr. TERRY. Was it not drawn by the lawyers outside? 

Mr. MAHON, I puta provision in the bill that no attorney 
should get one penny of the amount appropriated, 

Mr. TERRY. We have a committee appointed and organized 
for the p of considering matters pertaining to the jurisdic- 
tion and reference of questions of that sort to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Now,amatterinvolving millions of dollars, 
involving a great principle, which is especially important at this 
time when we have a foreign war on our hands, it seems to me we 
should 1 1 775 very carefully the passage of such a bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the gentleman have the substitute read and 
then we can discuss it. 

Mr. MOODY. Is there any precedent for the appropriation of 
money for a claim arising out of the destruction of property in the 
actual operations of war? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; I have hundreds of them. The British in 
1812 pushed up as far as Hagerstown and burnt all the property, 
and it was paid for by Congress. But my claim does not stand on 
that footing. 

Mr. TERRY. You admitted that the claim was not binding 

Mr. MAHON. Iclaim that Pennsylvania has furnished all of 


her troo 
Mr. TERRY. Lou admitted that if Spain were to bombard the 


gging money, but 
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coast of the United States, the United States would not be responsi- 
ble. 
Mr. MAHON. If the gentleman will let the bill be read, I will 


state m ition. 

Mr. KING. Do I understand the gentleman to say that he has 
200 or 300 precedents, or any precedent, to the effect that the Goy- 
oa is responsible for property destroyed by fighting in time 
of war? 

Mr, MAHON. I say that Congress has n in 300 cases 
for property destroyed by the British, I do not say that it is in 
accordance with the Constitution or the law, but Congress has 
paid it. But my claim does not rest on that foundation. We 
want to go to the Supreme Court of the United States under the 
fourth clause of the Constitution, and if the po le are not enti- 
tled to remuneration under that clause of t onstitution, we 
do not wantit. Now, if oonan ee us substitute the 
bill, why, we will go on wi e original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman's request? 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. MAHON. The regular order is reading the old bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House in Committee of the Whole 
granted the gentleman from Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, 
the privilege of making a statement, and he been making it. 

Mr. ON, But the call for the regular order brings up the 
first bill. 


Mr. TERRY. I call for the regular order. 3 fos, 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill which is be- 
fore the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
tion and ent of d 
A telnet by dig ns of the United States tn the border counties of York, 
berland, Franklin, 


T ý Fulton, Bedford, Somerset, and Perry, in 
the State of Pennsyl from Union and Confederate troops during the 


late war of the rebellion. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re tatives of the United States 


of America in Congress assembled. dition to the jurisdiction which 
— is, or may hereafter be, conferred upon the Court of Claims, said court 
shall have an Nee jurisdiction and authority to inquire into and finally 
20 pa mae e eae provided in this act, all damages and claims of the 

° First. All damages and claims for of citizens of the United States 
taken or destroyed by the Confederate troops in their several invasions into 


the border counties of York, Adams, Cumberland, Franklin, Fulton, ‘ord, 
3 and bo 5 15 patac Pennsylvania, during the late war, in 

e years an 

Second. Such jurisdiction shall also extend to all claims of citizens of the 
United States for prope taken or destroyed in said counties by Union 
troops during the late war in the years 1861, 1863, 1864, and 1865. 

Third, All just offsets and counterclaims to any claim of either of the pre- 
ceding classes which may be before such court for determination, and no 
claim shall be allowed or judgment entered in favor of claimant if the origi- 
nal holder of claim was disloyal. 

Sxc.2. That all questions of limitations as to time and manner of en 
ing claims are hereb waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the juris- 
diction of the court Ae not heretofore pronis to the Quartermaster- 
General or other officer or poparimo of the Government; that all claims 
existing at the time of the g effect of this act shall be presented to the 
court by petition, as hereinafter provided, within five years after this act 
becomes a law, or shall be thereafter forever 

Sec. 3. That all claims shall be presented to the court by petition, setting 
forth in ordinary and concise language, without unnecessary repetition, the 
facts upon which such claims are based, by whom the property was taken 
or destroyed, and the actual value thereof at the time same was taken or de- 
stroyed, and any other facts connected with the transactions and material to 
the proper adjudication of the case involved. The petition shall be verified 

the affidavit of the claimant, his nt, administrator, or attorney, and 
be filed with the clerk of the court. It shall set forth the full name and 
sought to be recovered, and an item- 

ized schedule setting forth property taken or destroyed. ‘And the value of 


lect or refuse to file the plea, answer, demurrer, or defense as required, the 

t may p with the case under such rules as the court ma: adopt 

in the premises; but the claimant shall not have judgment for his claim, or 

1 any pers thereof, unless he shall establish the same by proof satisfactory 
e court. 


pemean the legisla: 
vania, to wit: Act of l6th of A Til, 1802, act of 2d of A 1863, act of 
A 1868, h 7 11 ace 


commissions created — si acts of assembly, shall be con- 

sidered by the court as legal and competent evidence of such weight given 

thereto as in its Af bogey poe is right and proper. 
Sxc. 6, That the said court shall make 


es and tions for taking tes- 
timony in the causes herein provided for, by deposition or otherwise, and 
such testimony shall be taken in the county where the witness resides, 


the same can 
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whom taken or destroyed, and shall render 8 in favor of the claim- 
ant or claimants and against the United Sta 

SEC. 7. That all judgments of said court shall be a final determination of 
the causes decided and of the rights and obligations of the parties —. — 
and shall not thereafter be questioned unless a new trial or rehearing 
be granted by said court, or the judgment reversed or modified upon appeal 
as hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 8. That immediately after the 3 of each session of Congress 
the 88 of the United States transmit to the Congress of 
the United States a list of all final judgments rendered in pursuance of this 
act in favor of claimants and against the United States, and not paid as here- 
. which shall thereupon be appropriated for in the proper 
approp on 

Bea 9. That all sales, transfers, or assignments of any such claims hereto- 
fore or hereafter made, 3 such as have occurred in the due administra- 
tion of decedents’ estates, and all contracts heretofore made for fees and al- 
lowances to claimants’ attorneys, are hereby declared void, and all warrants 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, in 3 of such ora, meh 
shall be made payable and delivered only to the claimant or his lawful heirs, 
executors, or inistrators, or transferee under administrative proceed- 
ings, except so much thereof as shall be allowed the claimants’ attorneys by 
thecourt for prosecuting said claim, which may be paid direct to such attor- 
neys, and the allowances to the claimants’ attorneys shall be regulated and 
fixed by the court at the time of rende judgment in each case and en- 
tered of record as part of the findings thereof; but in no case shall the 
allowance exceed 15 per cent of the judgment recovered, except in case of 

of less amount than or where unusual services have been ren- 
dered or expenses incurred b the claimant's attorney, in which case not to 
exceed 20 per cent of such judgment shall be allowed by the court. 

Sec, 10. That the onen or the United States or other party thereto 
interested in uy 8 ught under the provisions of this act, shall 
have the same rights of appeal as are or may be reserved in the statutes of 
the United States in other cases, and upon the conditions and limitations 
therein contained. The mode of procedure in claiming and perfecting an 
ap shall conform in all respects, as near as may be, to the statutes and 
UFC rds, and 

EC. papers, repo evidence, reco: an 
ceedings relating to e claime now on file in the departments of the State 
of Pe lvania shall be deposited and filed with the Quartermaster-General 
of the United States before the claim or claims are taken up by the court, 
and the same shall in every case be ed to the court upon its order at 
the request of the claimant or his or her attorney, or of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral or the Assistant Attorney-General of the United States. 

Sec. 12. That to facilitate the speedy oe of the cases herein pro- 
vided for in said Court of Claims, there s be appointed, in the manner pre- 
scribed law for the appointment of Assistant Attorney one 
additi Assistant Attorney-General of the United States, who re- 
ceive a salary of $2,500 per annum. 


Mr. MAHON. I offer the following substitute 

Mr. DOCKERY. I thought the gentleman from Arkansas 
called for the regular order. 

Mr. MAHON. This is the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The n, bap order, if demanded, would be 
the consideration and disposition of the first bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Let us have the substitute read, 

Mr. TERRY. That can not be done until general debate is 


closed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is no objection to its being read for 
information. 

The CHAIRMAN, It can be read in the time of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
sire to have it read? 

Mr. MAHON, Yes; because it is the bill I am going to offer as. 
a substitute. ‘ 

Mr. TERRY. It is read for information? 

The CHAIRMAN. For information, of course, 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 


A bill (H. R. 10871) conferring on the Court of Claims jurisdiction with re- 
spect to certain claims, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That in addition to the jurisdictio: 
which now is or may hereafter be conferred upon the Court of Claims sai 
court shall have and possess jurisdiction and authority to inquire into cer- 
tain alleged claims for property of citizens of the United States alleged to 
have been taken or destroyed by the Confederate troops in their several in- 
vasions into the border counties of 3 Cumberland, Franklin, 
Fulton, Bedford, Somerset, and Paf in the State of Pennsylvania, durin; 
the civil war, in the years 1861, 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1865; and also certain al- 
leged claims of citizens of the United States for property alleged to have 
been taken or destroyed in said counties ol Union during the civil 
war, in the years 1861, 1862, 1883, 1864, and 1865: Provided, t suit is brought 
as herein provided within flve after the approval of this act. 

Seo. 2. That all questions of tations as to time and manner of present- 
ing claims are hereby waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the juris- 
diction of the court because not heretofore presented to the Quartermaster- 


9 org officer or d A ent — 14 ä 8 
EC. 3. Tha claims resen o court tition, 
forth in ordi and concise lan; 2 , without unn Š Pein te 


facts upon which such claims are by whom the property was taken or 
destroyed, and the actual value thereof at the time — taken or de- 
stroyed, and any other facts connected with the transactions and material 
to the proper adjudication of the case involved. The Je shall be veri- 
fied by the affidavit of the claimant, his agent, admi tor, or attorney, 
and shall be filed with the clerk of the court. It shall set forth the full name 
and residence of the claimant. the sought to be recovered, and an 
itemized schedule set forth property taken or gored beg and the value 
of each item of property n or destroyed shall be a ed to said petition 
and made a part of the same. 

Src. 4. That the service of the petition shall be made upon the Attorney- 
General of the United States in such manner as may be provided by the 
rules or orders of said court. It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General 
of the United States to a: and defend the interests of the Government 
in the suit, and within days after the service of the petition upon him, 
unless the time shall be extended by order of the court made in the case, to 
file a plea, answer, or demurrer on Tepr of the Government, and to file a 
notice of any counterclaim, set-off, e of damages, demand, or defense 
whatsoever of the Government: Provided, That should the Attorney-General 
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neglect or refuse to file the 


answer, demurrer, or defense as 
the case under such rules as the 


may 


legi Pennsyl 
1 yA 22d of April, 1863, act of 9th of April, 1868, and the act.of 2d 
hiss „shall be court as legal and competent evidence; 
only such weight shall be given thereto as in the judgment of the court 


å r. 
pat 6. That the said court shall make rules and 


any 
interest may be examined as a witness on the part ot the Govern- 

upon hearing, shall find the claimant tohave 
77 SOTD ON tly severe, sae Seah Sas. Ae Sias tho 
United States is liable for the pay t thereof, in every such case, but in no 
other, judgment shall be entered for the claimant for amount of his said 


ts of said court shall be a final determination of 
parties thereto, 


tates, and all contracts heretofore made for fees and 
claimants’ attorneys, are hereby declared void, and all war- 


e Treasury in ent of such a poring 
the — n heirs, 

er administrative = — 
reto in- 


act, shall 
1 
. Uni States in other cases, and 


„12. reports, affidavits, evidence records, and proceed- 
cage ter tar cmon file in the ents of the State of 


or 
. 13. t noth: this act contained be construed. 
8 raf the United States ot the validity of the said 


sion nthe alleged clai 
or of. the liability of the United States for the a ae it being the 
true intent of this act y to to ts an opportunity 


merel secure 
have their legal rights determined in the courts. 8 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the bill just read fully pro- 
tects, as we believe, the interests of the Government. It has 
been drawn by one of the best lawyers of my State, a member of 
this House. I do not think a bill could be drawn which would 
more fully protect the Government; but if any gentleman on this 
floor thinks the Government is not fully protected under the 
provisions of this bill, I shall have no objection to any reasonable 
amendment. i 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want to enter into any legal argument 
of this case. Such an ar ent, which would be long and very 
interesting, must and will be addressed to the Supreme Court of 
the United States by gentlemen fully able to handle the questions 
involved. Under our present Constitution, as all gentlemen who 
are familiar with it are aware, the States surrendered to the Gen- 
eral Government the right to control their military power. When 
this question was before the constitutional convention—and I 
want to say that this case is not governed by any laws or decisions 
of other nations—the question which naturally came up was, 
What will the Government do in return for this concession of the 
States? : 

The States were about to surrender their military power; they 
were about to place in the hands of the President of the United 
States the power to denude every State of all her military power— 
to make her, in one sense of 5 If you will read 
the debates in that convention you will find that this power 
would not have been conceded except in return for some 
substantial advantage which was to be enjoyed by the States. In 
order to secure to the States a recompense for this concession to 
the General Government (which was granted by a very close 
vote), section 4 of Article IV of the Constitution was drawn up, 
reading as follows: 

The United States shall guarantee to reo in this Union a repub- 
Tican form of government and shall protect of them against invasion; and 
on eriei of the legislature, or of the executive when the 
not be convened, against domestic violence. 

We do not put this claim on the ground of domestic violence,” 
but on the ground of invasion. Here is a solemn t made 
between the Government of the United States and the States that 
a ees ee ee S 

vasion. 


Mr. TERRY. Does the pania claim that the Government 
of the United States was derelict in the discharge of its duty to 
protect the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. Iam coming to that in a moment. 

Mr. TERRY. I thought the Government protected that State 
pretty effectually. 

Mr, MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the people of this Union 
did not intend to see that the section of the Constitution I have 
just read should be enforced, whether the State concerned was 

ylvania, Missouri, Arkansas, or any other State, it would 


and | have been far better that that provision had never been written. 


When the war of the rebellion broke out, Pennsylvania, like the 


t | rest of the States remaining in the Union, was called upon to fill 


its quota of troops for the defense of the Government. Pennsyl- 
vania furnished some 371,000 men—one-third of the million men 
who went into the field at that time in defense of the Union. 

The five counties skirting the borders of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and constituting my Congressional district, are what is 
called the throat of the North into the South, running up the 
Cumberland Valley, with great mountains on both sides, and 
opening. through the Shenandoah Valley down into Virginia and 
the South. That was an inviting field for Confederate raiders. 
After we had filled our quota, Governor Curtin put 7,000men and 
two batteries at that point, only 10 miles wide—a sufficient force 
to protect the people of that State from the Confederate raiders, 
But although the quota of our State was full, yet when the Con- 
federate raiders were on the confines of the District of Columbia— 
when this city with its Capitol and other public buildings and its 
Government archives was in danger of capture—the United States 
Government, against the protest of the governors of Pennsylvania 
and Maryland, exercised its power under the Constitution, and 
those 7.000 men with those two batteries were ordered here to pro- 
tect this city. ° 

That resulted in General Stuart's sweeping down through the 
valley and inflicting a loss on that people amounting to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. Afterwards the governor organ- 
ized another force of 18,000 men, known as the Pennsylvania Re- 
serves. That, originally, was organized, armed, equi and 
put on the border for the purpose of protecting the people living 
on the border line of the State. Another time this capital was 
threatened by the Confederate raiders, and that magnificent body 
of men, organized especially to protect these paon on the line, 
was by thecommand of the President of the United States brought 
not only to the District of Columbia, but with the other 7,000 was 


to | swept into the fields of the Southland and remained there until 


the close of the war. 
ee LOUD. But they became a part of the regular quota of 
the State. 

Mr. MAHON. Afterwards. But just wait a moment. 

We in organized a force of 22,000 men for the protection of 
the border. Now, sir, although the Government was able, and 
she was bound under this clause of the Constitution, to protect 
the people from invasion, because there is no sane man in this 
country who will say that it was not an inyasion—an invasion by 
armed foreces—yet, notwithstanding that fact, the third time, on 
the 28th day of July, 1884, after this force had been organized for 
protection, the President took that home-defense force and brought 
it to the defense of the Capitol at Washington; and two days 
afterwards, that is to say, on the 30th day of July, the moment 
these troops had been removed, McCausland, commanding sey- 
eral thousand of the Confederate cavalry, entered the valley and 
destroyed my city of Chambersburg, wiping it from the face of 
the earth; and not a solitary Union soldier was left there for its 
protection. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, right there, on that particular part of the 
gentleman's argument, I would like to ask a question. Can it not 
be well conceived, and does not the gentleman himself believe 
honestly, that if the National Government had not taken charge 
of that situation and concentrated the Pennsylvania troops, along 
with the troops from all the other States which were loyal to the 
Federal Government, that the march of Lee’s army might have 
caused far damage to the le of Pennsylvania than 
that which they actually suffered? Would they not have suffered, 
in fact, a much greater damage had it not been for the force and 
efforts of the National Government collecting its troops at Gettys- 
burg to meet the Confederates? 

Mr. MAHON. I am glad the gentleman has asked me that 

uestion. It has not only been settled by all of the civil courts of 
country but by the military Jaw as well, and I defy any gen- 
tleman to state a case in contradiction to what I shall now suggest, 
that when a people have given to the General Government, in 
common with all the rest of the country, its forces raised for its 
own defense, and contributed men and money, w: 
were called u and under any circumstances, to 
cause of the ral Government, it is the duty of the General 
Government to protect them in their rights and in their property;, 
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and when such sacrifices are made not alone by the common peo- 
ple but by all, there is no nation on earth that has ever deserved 
the name of a government that has refused to pay such losses. 

Mr. TERRY. But that is in case of damages provided for in 
the fundamental law; that is to say, for property which is taken 
for public uses—because the Constitution provides that no private 

roperty shall be taken for public uses without just compensation. 
Bat i that does not apply to the case the gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. MAHON, But the constitutions of other governments do 
not fit a republican form of government. Here is a solemn pro- 
vision of the Constitution to which I have called your attention. 
Here is the condition of affairs in the State of Pennsylvania, 
where you have denuded that State of the military power which 
could protect itself in time of invasion—dennded it of every man 
capable of bearing arms—and in return for that you pledged your- 
ae a to protect our p not only from violence at home but 
from invasion by armed forces. 


Mr. TERRY. But. does that not apply to Ohio, which was 
raided by Morgan? Would it not apply to Kentucky?—for there 
hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of property were destroyed 
by the Confederate army. ; . 

Mr, DOCKERY. Would it not apply to Missouri? 

Mr. TERRY.. And to Missouri an nd? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, And to Kansas? 

inui And to all other States that suf- 
? 

Mr. MAHON. But no other State was situated as was Penn- 

lyania. No State provided State troops to take care of itself. 

e did not ask the Government for anything in the way of aid 
in the hour of our peril, but we undertook to defend ourselves 
under that section of the Constitution. But by the interference 
of the President of the United States, taking the troops which did 
not belong to the General Government, although they afterwards 
became part of the quota of the State, that interference, instead 
of protecting the people of the State against invasion, absolutely 
gave free way and invited it. i 

Now, the gentìeman talks of Maryland and of Missouri. Ihave 
before me the data showing that Missouri has already received— 
and I call the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery] to the fact—over $3,000,000 in payment of State losses. 
Tennessee has received over $4,000,000, and all of the border States 
have received more or less of compensation. 

Mr. TERRY. Losses inflicted by the Confederate forces? 

Mr. MAHON. Partly; but where property was used by the 
United States forces. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has a — a a waere Ge Soron: 
ment has paid any damages inflic y the Confederate forces? 

Mr. ON. 2 some cases, I will say to the gentleman from 
Maine, where the Government took possession of property and 
was using it for military purposes and it was destroyed by the 
Confederates, the courts have held that the United States Govern- 
ment is liable: : 

Mr. TERRY. Thatisadifferent question. There the property 
had once passed into the charge and custody of the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. MAHON. I now place myself squarely upon the question 
under the Constitution. That question has never been raised in 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and the time has come 
in the history of this Government when. the question should be 
decided whether this Government proposes to keep its compact. 
If it has failed to keep it with the State of Missouri or with any 
other State, I care not how great the amount, this Government 
owes it to its people to accord the protection which it promised. 

Now, Mr.. Chai „say there is no other case growing out 
of the war like that of these five border counties of Pennsylvania. 
For four long years those people were intensely loyal to the Gov- 
ernment, They furnished as many troops as any other section of 
similar population, if not more, because the feeling upon the bor- 
der between: the South and the North was more bitter, perhaps, 
than in other parts of the country. 

For four long years the United States Government allowed 
280,000 men to sweep over those five magnificent counties of 
southern Pennsylvania, with never a gun lifted in their defense 
and never an offer made to defend them, but, on the contrary, 
withdrawing all the porer they had to defend themselves, 

The culmination of this trouble happened on the 30th of July, 
1864, when the most of these losses, amounting to over two and 
one-half millions of dollars, were inflicted. Against the protest 
of the governor of Maryland, against the protest of the governor 
of Pennsylvania, that the withdrawal of that force would mean 
disaster to the people of that valley for the fifth time, on the 29th 
of June the ident arbitrarily withdrew the troops, and on the 
morning of the 80th of July, at daybreak, Confederate troopers, 
a torch in hand, wiped out the Queen City of the Cumberland 

alley. 

On that very day 30 men from that little a of 10,000 lay dead 
upon the battlefield in front of Petersburg, killed by the explosion 


the burden of war beyond the common burdens which were borne 
by the other people of this great country? The fr a few miles 
to the north were prospering, were harvesting their crops and re- 
ceiving enormous prices for them, but that country for four years 
was paralyzed. No-crops were harvested, and I can point you to 
instances in that city and in that country of men who lost two 
or three of their sons, who were buried in graves on Southern 
battlefields, and when the war ended in 1865, when this destruc- 
tion was complete, those men were found in the poorhouses of 
that country and died in them. 

Now, our contention is that these extraordinary losses, over and 
above the common losses, losses not borne by the people of the 
country, should, under the laws and decisions of the courts of all 
civilized governments, be paid for by the General Government. 

Lknow, Mr. Chairman, that the old doctrines of Grotius and 
Vattel, written three hundred years ago, have been urged in this 
House, and will be urged again, against the responsibility of the 
Government. Theconditions that existed in those days were dif- 
ferent. When Grotius wrote, the Seventeen Years’ War had been 
on. Fifty-nine cities had been destroyed.. If gentlemen will read 
those writers, they will see that they only give their opinion that 
the governments in which those losses occurred had been hope- 
lessly bankrupted and were unable to pay. 

But we have come to another day. Three hundred years have 
rolled away and justice and equity toward all have taken the 
place of harshness.. After the co-Prussian war, that deadly 
struggle in which France was almost destroyed as a nation, when 
her military power had been almost annihilated, when her treas- 
ury was bankrupted, nevertheless that magnificent people, realiz- 
ing that her subjects were entitled to be defended by her Govern- 
ment, appropriated. over $120,000,000 to pay the people along the 
battle line, not for property taken or destroyed by French troops, 
butfor property destroyed by the German army during that great 
war. 


France not only paid a great war indemnity demanded by Ger- 
many, but her Government, wiping away as if they were chaff 
the doctrines of Grotius and Vattel and all the war writers of the 
early days. said to her people. Lou have stood in the breach. 
You have been loyal to your Government, and although you can- 
not lezally compel this Government to pay your claims, yet not- 
withstanding we have paid over $200,000,000 war indemnity to the 
German people, we will pay you your claims.” I have here the 
record before me, and have a letter from the secretary of the leg- 
islative body which appropriated $120,000,000 to pr for losses 
inflicted by the German army upon the citizens of France, 

The great lish Government, which is now growing insym- 
pathy toward this Government, so that it looks as though we are 
to besome the two great English-speaking peoples that will con- 
trol the destinies of the world—that magnificent Government, 
with her magnificent peonio, aiter the war of the Revolution, made 
an appropriation to pay the men who remained loyal to the Crown 
during the Revolutionary war for property destroyed by the Revo- 
lutionary army of the Americans. And you go all along, and you 
will find that as to these old, rigid, unjust laws, that have come 
ne 5 the days of barbarians, all civilized nations are wiping 

em ou 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask but one thing. Istand here for the 
people who on the morning of the 30th of July—and I know men 
who were in the Confederate army and I know that citizens who 
sustained the Confederate cause will join with me in giving com- 
mendation to that people. The intensely loyal poop of my city 
on the 30th day of July requested the mayor to call sixty of the 
most prominent citizens of the town in his office. He did so. The 
Confederate general informed them that if they would pay into 
the Confederate treasury $500,000 in gold as a ransom, chat city 
should be spared. After a consultation of five minutes the ver- 
5 and it was a unanimous statement to General Me- 

and: 


Our people are aloyal people. They have their boys in the battlefield. 
They have contributed to the support of the Government: We are loyal to 
our Government, and much as we love our city, and as much as we love our 
homes, and inasmuch as we know what will follow, we will not pay a dollar 
into the Confederate treasury. 


Ten minutes after that decision was given the torch was a 
plied,and by 9 o'clock the last vestige of the city had disap 

Now, tell me, Mr, Chairman, people that have been so loyal, 
and who believed that this Government interfered and took from 
them directly what they had a right to expect to protect them, 
and allowed that city to be invaded, invaded intentionally, to with- 
draw the Confederate army from the capital of the nation—I pray 
you, will you not grant to them, after thirty-five years, a simple 
request to go to the Supreme Court of the United States and ask 
that court for a decision under that section of the Constitution of 
the country? 

Now, if the court says the contention of the gentleman from 
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Arkansas is right, and that these claimants ought not to be paid 
well and good. This war has been over for thirty-five years, and 
these men, who were loyal, haye been walking in poverty and will 
continue to walk in poverty if the court, in the highest tribunal of 
this Government, says that under the Constitution and laws of 
this country they have no legal claim against the United States. 
The moment that verdict is gm by that court our people will 
say Amen!“ Ihave always favored the payment of legal claims 
1 the Government, and I have never allowed State lines, 
orth or South, to interfere with my espousal of a claim. 

I am one of those who believe that if this Government owes a 
claimant under the Constitution and the laws, it was in equity 
due that the Government should pay him, It has never been a 
8 of amount with me. This Government to-day is a great 

eal richer than it was in 1865, as I have said before, notwith- 
standing the struggle of four years between two great armies of 
the bravest and best men that God Almighty ever breathed the 
breath of life into—men that I believe no other race or nation can 
ever conquer when united. I say, after all this, Will you not 
allow us to go into the court and have this matter decided? Now, 
I ask nothing that is unfair. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to say to the gentleman, as he seems to 
make an appeal to me in the matter, that I have nothing to say 
against the fairness that he has always manifested upon this 
floor in matters of claims, no matter what State they come from. 
I have nothing to say against the great Keystone State of Penn- 
Sylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. I know that. 

Mr. TERRY. She is a great old State. I have nothing to say 
against the record and conduct of her people in the war between 
the States; but it strikes me that a matter of this kind, involving 
millions upon millions of dollars 

Mr. MAHON, Three millions. 

Mr. TERRY (continuing). That if the door is opened here it 
will be opened in Maryland, Kentucky, Missouri, and all those 
other States and places, for numberless claims based upon the same 
proposition for which the gentleman himself now is contending, 
namely, that the Government of the United States, in case it fails 
to repel foreign invasion, thereby becomes liable to its citizens for 
the property destroyed. Isay this because if a bill of this kind 
is to be framed, it can not be properly done unless it is carefully 
guarded by the Judiciary Committee. Now, if they want to do 
what is the square thing in this matter, let this bill be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. You havea great majority on 
your side in control of that committee. 

Mr. MAHON. That probably would be the end of it. 

Mr. TERRY. Then you would have your own people to thank 
forit. All I ask is that a purely legal question like this ought to 
be carefully guarded, and that it ought to be submitted to the 
law committee of this House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Are you not willing to trust the Supreme 
Court of the United States? i 
Mr. TERRY. I am, if the bill is properly guarded. Now, hav- 
ing said this much, I want simply to say Pr Batina Suer atten- 
tion called to the magnitude of this question, if this House wishes 
to permit a bill of this character, on a pe legal question that 
ought to go to the law committee of this House—if they are willing 
to permit it to go through, I have nothing more to say. Ishall 
interpose, so far as I am concerned, no factious opposition. 

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman let me ask hima qoa 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] 
has the floor, 

Mr. BURKE. Iwanttoask you just one question. [understand 
that this bill simply provides for the reference of this claim to the 
Court of Claims. Now, with that distinctly understood, I ask 
my friend from Arkansas if he does not believe that the law gov- 
erning this class of claims will receive all the consideration in 
that court that it would in the House? 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman from Texas must recollect that 
receding this bill was one so adroitly drawn that, while it pro- 
essed to leave the matter to the Supreme Court, it did not do so, 

and confessedly, by the admission of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Manon], did not. That nag. sene; had we not 
better nere the law committee of the House first pass upon this 
question 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the last paragraph of this bill: 

Sec. 13. That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as an ad- 
mission upon the part of the United States of the validity of the said To 
claims or of the liability of the United States for the payment thereof, it 


being the true intent of this act merely to secure to said claimants an oppor- 
tunity to have their legal rights determined in the courts. 


In other words, all we ask here to-day is that we be allowed to 
go to the Supreme Court of the United States and find out what 
are our legal rights. 

Mr. BURKE. I think that is a reasonable request, and so far 
as I am concerned I wish to distinctly state that I have never yet 


seen the time, and God forbid that I shall ever see the time, when 
I am afraid to trust the courts of my country. »[Applause. ] 

Mr. MOODY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DaLzELL] a question. Do you personally have any 
doubt whatever about the legal rule governing the relations of 
the claimants and the Government in this class of cases? 

Mr. DALZELL. I have not. 

Mr. MOODY. Have 8 any idea that the court will declare 
that the Government is liable for this class of damages? 

Mr. DALZELL. I doubt it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Still, doubting it, it seems almost 
unjust to deny these people the right to have the question decided 
when some of them think they are in the right and have just 
claims, 

Mr. DALZELL. I suggest to my friend from Massachusetts if 
it is not better to have this question relegated to the tribunal 
where it will be properly decided than to haye it coming up here 
year after year and year after year to be dealt with, and taking 
up the time that could better be devoted to other business? 

Mr. KNOX. It seems to me the question is this, whether it is 
just to allow these claims to be determined before the bill is prop- 
erly guarded. A bill was introduced in the House and reported 
by the Committee on Claims which did confer power on the court 
to adjudicate these claims independent of the question whether 
there was any legal liability upon the part of the Government, 

Mr. DALZELL, That is not the bill we are now considering 
or rages Set 

Mr. OX. That is the bill that is here, 

Mr. MAHON, I deny the charge that there was any duplicity 
about this business, I stated that the Committee on War aims 
made a unanimous 2 and reported a bill backed up by a 
strong report. When I came to represent these people, I told them 
that they should go to the court, and I prepared that first bill, 
and I would stand by it and defend it now, because it is a broader 
bill, but in the end it means the same thing. If you read it, you 
will see that it says that an ap shall be taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and if they say we have no claim, that 
is the end of it. The only difference is in the verbiage of the two 
bills. Both amount to the same thing, although they were drawn 
by different persons. 

When it was suggested to me by two gentlemen that perhaps 
the bill was not clear in two or three particulars—and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will bear me out in this—I said I did not 
wish to take any advantage, and they might prepare a bill; anda 
modified bill was prepared, and I accepted it. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, as I was stating, after the great struggle of four years was 
over, this Government, unlike other governments, did not come 
out of the war impoverished, but in a few years was richer and 

eater than she ever was, notwithstanding the four years of war. 

ow, after thirty-five long years these claims come up here. In 
1865, under a legislative enactment of the State of Pennsylvania, 
under commissioners appointed by the governor of the State, 
counsel employed by the State and the General Government, when 
everything was fresh in the memory of the people, these claims 
were adjudicated by a careful court of adjudication, gone over 
the third time, and then filed in the Quartermaster’s Department 
of the United States, and they are in that De ent to-day. 

Now, this bill does not ome cover losses suffered at the hands of 
Confederates. There were hundreds and thousands of dollars’ 
worth of proper destroyed by the Union Le ot As my col- 
league has said, the proceeding here proposed will settle the ques- 
tion involved for all time. A large number of claims of this kind 
are pending here from various States, The State of Maryland 
has her bill in committee; the State of Arkansas and other border 
States have their bills pending. Now let us settle once for all 
the question whether under the section of the Constitution I have 
read there is any liability on the part of the Government. I make 
a final appeal to this House. This is à carefully prepared bill, 
which distinctly says that its passage shall fix no Habili 
sponsibility upon the Government. 

If members of this Congress are afraid to let my people under 
a bill of this kind go to the highest court created by our Consti- 
tution—a court that should be open to every man in the country 
rich or poor—and secure from that great tribunal a settlement of 
this important legal question, which has never yet been settled 
under this Government, then let this bill be defeated. If, onthe 
other hand, you are fair-minded men, willing to accord to my 
people the justice to which they are entitled and which they de- 
mand, then pass this bill, which simply opens the Supreme Court 
of the United States to the hearing of a 1 8 75 constitutional ques- 
tion; permit that question to be settled by that tribunal once for 
all, and let these claims be either paid or put to sleep forever. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Manon] to yield me five minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. I do so cheerfully. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, this bill 


ty or re- 


as I understand, 


without adjudicating any question whatever by legislative decree 


is loya 
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refers the whole matter here involved to the Court of Claims 
that there may be a full and fair investigation as to whether the 
Government of the United States is liable for this loss of property. 
This question will first go to the Court of Claims, with a right of 
ap to the Supreme Court of the United States. I have not 
examined the bill carefully, but will say what I have to say on 
the presumption that proper care has been taken to protect the 
United States. 

Mr. BRUCKER.. If the gentleman will examine section 7, I 
think he will make his construction of the bill a little broader 
than his last statement would imply. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the gentleman's point? 

Mr. BRUCKER, The bill not only provides for a determina- 
tion of the question of legal right, but section 7 declares— 

That in case the court upon hearing shall find the claimant to have been a 
loyal citizen and his claim duly proven, and shall also find that the United 
States is liable for the payment thereof, in every such case, but in no other, 
judgment shall be entered for the claimant for the amount of his said claim 
80 proven. 

Now, I will ask my friend this question: If the Supreme Court 
of the United States, upon an appeal from the Court of Claims, 
finds that the claimant was loyal and that his claim is a proper 
and just claim against the United States, shall we not have to 

it? 
is Ak RICHARDSON. Certainly; and that is exactly what we 


should do. The bill simply provides, in the first place, for a trial 
in the Court of Claims; it provides further that either p may 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States; and if the Su- 


preme Conrt says that the Government is indebted to the claim- 
ant and that he is loyal, I for one am willing to pay him. 

Mr. BRUCKER, Then, under this bill, all that would be left 
for Congress to do would be to appropriate the money? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ves; and that is all we ought to want to 
do. All that any honest man ought to want to do, when it has 
been ascertained by a proper court that he owesacertain amount 
of money. is to pay it, if he has the money. In the present case we 
provide that the court shall ascertain whether the money is due, 
and from the first decision, that of the Court of Claims, there is 
allowed to either party an appeal; and if the court of last resort 
says that the Government owes the money, why should the ques- 
tion come back here to Congress as an open one as to whether we 
will pay the money or not? 

Mr. Okano. did not intend to say a word on this question. 
But having taken the position that in cases like this where the 
Court of Claims has decided Southern war claims in favor of the 
claimants, they should be paid, I have felt it my duty to say this 
much in favor of these Northern claims. I do not think any dis- 
tinction ought to be made between claims from the North and 
claims from the South. 

While on the floor I wish to bear testimony to the fact that we 
are largely indebted to the fairness of my friend from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Manon], the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, 
for the honest, generous, and just treatment which this House has 
awarded to Southern war claims. Thereis butone other member 
on the floor, so far as I know, who is entitled to as much credit. 

I refer to his colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. COOPER], who has done, as I think, his whole duty in 
his effort to advance these Southern war claims. Without the 
able service rendered by Mr. Cooper the claim of the Book Agents 
of the Methodist Church would never have passed, nor would the 
bill to pay the Bowman Act claims have been so far advanced 
toward its ge. These two gentlemen have undertaken to 
do their full duty toward claimants, whether from the North or 
the South. I hope the time will come, Mr. Chairman—I hope the 
time has come—when no American citizen will be denied the right 
to invoke from the Supreme Court of the United States a fair and 
honest judgment upon his claim, especially after the Court of 
Claims (composed now of four Republican judges and one Demo- 
cratic judge) has passed upon the claim and found that the party 

i and the claim just. If in such a case, upon an appeal 
taken to the Supreme Court, the highest tribunal in the land, 
that court finds no irregularity or error in the trial below and 
affirms the judgment, it seems to me that ought to be an end of 
the litigation and the money be 1 to the claimant. 

And for one, Mr. Chairman, I am frank to say that I can not 
give—I never have given, and never expect to give—as much care 
and time to the investigation of these cases as the court can give 
them. I can not give one-third of the time that the court can 
give, or that any honest man would necessarily have to give to 
the investigation of them before he can say he understands them 
better than the court. It would be utterly impossible for me to 
do this in connection with other public duties, Iam, therefore, 
not willing to put my judgment, after the cursory and casual in- 
vestigation I am able to give to these claims, st that of the 
court and say that the judges who have investigated and passed 
on the claims and found in favor of them were erroneous or care- 
less in their investigation or judgment. Nor would I undertake 
to override or overrule, by reason of the force or power that I 


may possess as a member of Congress, their decisions and refuse 
1 Iam not going to do it. 
ield to the gentleman from Wisconsin for a question. 


. JENEINS. I want to ask the gentleman if the Supreme 
Court should hold that the United States is liable, on the facts 
stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, would there not be 
just asmuch ground for fault-finding as the gentleman now finds 
with reference to the decision of the court in the income-tax 


cases 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to do any injustice to the 
Supreme Court in any r ct— 

Mr. JENKINS (continuing). And therefore if the gentleman 
does not think that the Attorney-General of the United States 
would be justified in asking Congress for fifty additional attor- 
nsys to help him with the duties of the office if this proposition 
shall become a law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the Attorney-General of the United 
States has not sufficient force to assist him to investigate honest 
claims, it is time that the Government should come to his aid and 
give him that support, even if it required fifty assistants, but it 
will not. We are now, and have been for years, giving him what 
seemed to be an ample force for the investigation of all claims 
arising of this character. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There will be only one test case, 
I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
yield to me for a few moments. 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, For many years we have been appropri- 
ating in the legislative appropriation bili from $25,000 to $50,000 
to be used by the Attorney-General in such investigations. He 
has ample assistance for that purpose, and if he has not we owe 
it to the claimants to give them the right to be heard in the courts, 
and we owe it to ourselves, and to all parties involved, to keep up 
the necessary force for the purpose. 

That is all I have to say. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOODY. Are we proceeding now under the rule of gen- 
eral debate in Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 
$ Mr. MOODY. So that each member is recognized in his own 

me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. The general debate has not been 
closed, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would ask to be recognized after the gen- 
tleman has concluded, or after my friend from Massachusetts has 
had the floor, if he desires to be heard now. 

Mr. MOODY. I should like to be heard for a short time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want an hour. 

ae MAHON. Well, the gentleman can have two, if he wants 
them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
sire to retain the floor? 

Mr.MAHON. Yes, sir. I 
from Michigan [Mr. BRUCKER]. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Chairman, by the questions which I pro- 

unded to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] I 

o not wish it to be understood that I oppose this bill generally. 
But I wanted to bring out clearly the facts and the general scope 
and effect of the bill. As I understood the reading of section 7, 
to which I asked the gentleman's attention, that section would 
seem to indicate that when these claims were referred to the 
Court of Claims, and that court had passed on their validity, not 
only the question of legal liability of the Government to pay, but 
the question as to the amount due was taken from the Congress 
of the United States, and this would be determined by the court 
which had power to pass upon the validity of the claim, and the 
only service left then for Congess to pren would be to appro- 
priate money to pay the award or ju ent. 

There are some provisions of the bill which, in my judgment, 
could be improved by amendment. The first provision to which 
I desire to call your attention is section 4. The bill itself gives to 
the claimants four years after the passage of the act in which to 
file their claims; or, rather, thatis my recollection of the provision. 

Mr. MAHON. Five years. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Five years, then. The time is limited, after 
the service of the petition on the Attorney-General of the United 
States, to sixty days within which it shall be his duty to appear 
and defend the interests of the Government in the suit—— 

Mr. MAHON. Well, that is time enough. 

Mr. BRUCKER (continuing). But he may get an order of ex- 
tension by consent of the court in order to file a plea, answer, or 
demurrer on the part óf the Government, or give notice of any 
counterclaim. 

Mr. BURKE. Why not make that ninety days? 


eld five minutes to the gentleman 
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Mr. MAHON. have no objection. Mr. BRUCKER. In what way? 
Mr. BRUCKER. Section 4 provides as follows: Mr. MAHON. In these i 
SEO. 4. That the of the petition shall be made upon the Attorney- | Mr. BRUCKER. Were these claims being pressed against the 
ee a er chal tate ae ae ee eee ec de | ee 

United States to appear and defend the interests of the Government in the 2 MAHON. 53 0 from wedi Acer Tits They have been 


within sixty 5 e service of the tion u im, unless 
II.. T . Dan a4 
plea, answer, or demurrer on the part of the Government, and to file a notice 
of any counterclaim, set-off, claim of damages, demand, or defense whatso- 
ever of the Government: Provided, That should the Attorney-General neg- 
lect or refuse to file the plea, answer, demurrer, or defense as required the 
claimant may proceed with the case under such rules as the court may adopt 
in the premises. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that proviso ought to be amended, 
giving more time. : 

Mr. MAHON. But suppose the Attorney-General declines to 
file his defense? You must give the court the right to bring him 
in. If you do not, the claims will never get to trial. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I think, especially where the claims as pre- 
sented will aggregate millions of dollars, that it ought to be the 
duty of the Attorney-General to a , and there ought not to 
be any “ proviso” whatever about his appearing; he should appear 
and represent the Government. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman is a lawyer by profession, is he 
not? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Well, somewhat; yes. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, it is the place of the court to fix rules of 

tice and not the place of the men who a before it. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes; but it ought to the duty of the 
Attorney-General, and this bill ought. to make it imperative upon 
ne to appear in all these cases, which aggregate millions of 


' Mr. MAHON. You can do that; you can make it imperative, 
if you want to. $ 

. BRUCKER. Now, section 5 contains a remarkable pro- 
vision with reference to the rule of evidence which shall govern 
in these cases. It provides that all of the depositions, all of the 
affidavits, and all of the proofs that have been heretofore sub- 
mitted to the State of Pennsylvania in years gone by shall be filed 
in support of these claims in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MAHON. Read that section. 


the legisla 
„act of 22d of A 1863, act of 9th of April, 1868, and the act of 
May, 1871, shall be by the court— 
That is, by the Court of Claims 
Mr. MAHON. Fes. 
Mr. BRUCKER (reading) 
as legal and competent evidence; but only such weight shall be given thereto 
asin the judgment of the court is right and proper. 


ge a That is the rule in all courts where witnesses 
are S 

Mr. BRUCKER. I do not think any affidavit, deposition, or 
proof heretofore taken where the United States was not a party 

Mr. MAHON. They were a party. 

Mr. BRUCKER (continuing). Should be considered as com- 

tent evidence in support of a claim against the Government be- 
Lore the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MAHON. They were represented by counsel in all these 


cases. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Who were represented? 

Mr. MAHON. The United States. 

Mr. BRUCKER. The State of Pennsylvania was represented 
and the claimants were represented, but the United States Gov- 
ernment was not a party to any of these proceedings wherein 
these depositions were taken, and none of these affidavits and dep- 
ositions ought to be received or filed in the Court of Claims, be- 
cause the United States Government, through the Attorney- 
General, ought to have an opportunity to examine all of these 
witnesses and cross-examine them, and the only ese gan proof 
in support of these claims should be taken under the authority 
and jurisdiction which this act confers. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, briefly replying to the statement 
of the gentleman from Michigan . BRUCKER], I wish to say 
that the State of Pennsylvania paid the best lawyers in the coun- 
try, not to represent the claimants or the State, but to represent 
the General Government, and the depositions were taken under 
all the rules and regulations of law. Now, many of these wit- 
nesses are dead and in eternity, and in every court in this land 
where depositions have been taken under the rules of law and 
witnesses are dead, those depositions can be read. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Do you say the United States Government 
was ee 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; represented by able counsel, 


subject-matter exactly? 

Mr. MAHON. In another case? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. MAHON. No; but it is the same case; begun in 1864 and 
still being R 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But do you not change the parties 
to the case? 

Mr. MAHON. Not at all; they are the same parties. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That was the case of these claimants 
against the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr, MAHON. No, sir; not at all. 

_ Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How did they come to take deposi- 
tions in the case of these claimants against the United States Gov- 
ernment when there was no such case? 

Mr. MAHON. These people did have a case, and have got one 
8 It has been in the Quartermaster’s Department ever since 

Mr. LOUD. And they hired men to represent the Government! 

Mr, CANNON. I want to ask my friend as to a question of 
fact. The bill reads: 


and the 


Now, then, commencing in 1862, down as late as 1870 there seems 
to have been a Pennsylvania State commission, and they seem to 
have had hearings under the Pennsylvania State law, and you now 
intend by the proposition of this bill to make whatever of evi- 
dence, ex parte or otherwise, was taken under the Pennsylvania 
law evidence in the United States court as against the United 
States in this proposed litigation. Is that correct? 

Mr. MAHON. That is correct. I want to say to the gentleman 
that in the great angon case we lacomi etan g $3,000,000 for In- 
dian wars, and in all troubles of this kind this question came up 
in seven or eight bills that have passed Congress. Now, there is 
no doubt in this case as to the facts. The court can examine this 
evidence and see how it is taken, and how the Government was 
represented and how the people were represented, and they can 
give just such weight to it as the court sees proper. 

The gentleman from Illinois will find that from the beginning 
the State made demand in 1864 on the General Government for 
pron and from that day to this we have pressed the matter 

fore the Quartermaster’s Department. Now, this commission 
was sele by act of the legislature. The claimants appeared 
before the commissioners, and to protect the Government the State 
employed men like Mr. McDowell and some of the best lawyers of 
the State, so as to see that the evidence should be properly taken, 
under a cross-examination, and as the money is to be paid by the 
Government, they represented the United States Government; so 
that the evidence was pre in such a manner that it could be 
submitted to the court, so that it should have all the marks that 
it was taken with care and under the rules employed by a court 
of inquiry. 

Now the gentleman can understand it. Thirty-five years have 
gone by, and many of these citizens have become quite old or are 
dead. Now, suppose that evidence satisfies the court that a cer- 
tain man lost $1,000. The matter submitted to the court in this 
bill is the legal 3 If a man did lose $1,000 under certain 
circumstances, the question is, Is the Government responsible? 
The Supreme Court will settle that question. Now, we have set- 
tled this question, and this evidence has been taken two or three 
times; but the Court of Claims can go over it again and take it 
the fourth time. 

Mr. CANNON. If I read this bill aright, it gives these people a 
status in the Court of Claims. It waives the statute of limitation. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not think the statute bars them. 

Mr. CANNON. It waives the statute of limitation, and then, 
in addition to that, it absolutely, in the event that the legal ques- 
tion should be found in favor of the claimant or the plaintiff, 
makes this legal evidence that was taken by a commission under 
the laws of the State of Pennsylvania. Now, then, I never would 
vote for that proposition. 
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Mr. MAHON. Let me put the proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me finish my tion. Inever would 
consent to that proposition if I were to consent to the bill other- 


wise; but let me say to my friend, and ask him why in all these 
ears, if this constitutes a claim against the Government of the 
United States, has not suit been brought? The courts have been 


0 
Alx. MAHON. No, sir; you can not have a suit without the 
law. We filed a claim in 1864 in the Quartermaster’s Department 
under the act of July 4, 1864. Iwas the commissioner of the State 
of Pennsylvania for my people on this claim, and after long and 
careful adjudication there the Quartermaster-General stated under 
the law they had no law to consider them. We have been in the 
master-General’s De ent,and that cuts out any ques- 
tion of the statute of limitation. And more than that, from 1864 
the State of Pennsylvania, representing these people, has been 
thundering at the doors of the Department to get recognition of 
their citizens, and finally had to come to Congress. $ 
Mr. CANNON., Has there eyer been any suit brought in the 
Court of Claims? ; d 
Mr. MAHON. No; we could not bring a suit without a law 


for it. 

Mr.CANNON. The general law allows any citizen of our Gov- 
ernment, and has from 1862 and prior thereto, to present legal 
claims against the Government. The courts have always been 
open, and the law has always permitted it. 

Mr. MAHON. Then what harm will this bill do: 

Mr. CANNON. The trouble is, there is no legal claim in this 


Mr. MAHON. Then you can not be harmed. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no equitable claim in it. 

Mr. MAHON. Then you can not be harmed. 

Mr. CANNON, There is no just claim in it, 

Mr. MAHON. I differ with the gentleman. : 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman seeks, not so direct in this bill 
as he did in the former bill, under the terms of which these parties 
would have gone to the court, and the court would have been 
directed to find a judgment—he seeks now by the terms of his 
bill to send these parties under certain conditions to the courts 
to establish a claim which in the history of the world never has 
been established under any government. 

Mr. ON. Oh, yes; I beg to differ with the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. And ought never to be established. 

Mr. MAHON. No; I beg to differ with the gentleman. Now, 
Isimply wish to say this. I have before me a carefully prepared 
argument, which it would take two hours to read, that demon- 
strates that under this section of the Constitution this Govern- 
ment is responsible, and it is backed up by such great jurists as 
Jeremiah Black and other great constitutional lawyers. I say 
again that other governments, true to their people, have paid them 
an enormous amount of money. Great heaven! can not thi 

at and rich Government give these people the right to have 
the Supreme Court say whether they have any legal rights or not? 
r. KING. Can I ask the gentleman just one question? 

Mr. ON. Yes, 

Mr. KING. If there isa liability on the part of the Govern- 
ment, that presupposes the justice of these claims. That being 
conceded, why did not the gentleman make the bill broad enough 
so that all persons in all States who have suffered by reason of 
the depredations during the war would have the same opparin 
for the presentation of their claims for adjudication and not con- 
fine it to a few inhabitants in his own State? 

Mr. MAHON. If any gentleman on the floor takes the same 
interest in his constituents that I do in mine, let him bring in such 
a bill. I never have 3 one and I never will oppose it. 
Bring on your claims if you have them. If your State or any 
other State has a claim standing on the same foundation, then let 
us pass this bill and have the law settled one way or the other. 

Mr. KING. My State is not situated the same as the gentle- 


ty | 600 miles of it. His people were 


ciple should be established, or eyen admitted so far as to be sent 
to the court, that the Treasury of the United States is responsible 
for the ravages of war? The moment you do, then necessarily 
your principle must apply everywhere. 


Mr. MAHON. I want to give the gentleman a t principle 
of law that controls the courts of this nation as well as all A 


governments, and I defy the gentleman to find me a decision con- 
trary to the principle I am about to state. That is, that when 
the Government compels a people to bear extraordinary losses for 
the common good, over and above their proper share, it is the duty 
of the Government to reimburse the people who have lost that 
amount for the common good. Thathas been held to beacorrect 
principle by the courts in Germany, in England, and in France- 
and by the courts in this country. It has been so held by every 
writer on military law or on the regulation of military affairs. 

Here is a people situated not like any other people in the United 
States. There is not a similar case to it. Alittle sp of land run- 
ning into the South 10 miles wide. After she had filled her quota 
and put there 7,000 men, and af 12,000 men, and after- 
wards 22,000 men—not United States troops; we had filled our 
quota—we did not ask the General Government to protect us; we 
had i our quota, and still as a great State we were mighty. 
S 

olumbia, and this great building an i cent prope 
here was threatened, with its great archives, the President of the 
United States arbitrarily took what we had put there for our com- 
mon defense. Then we and organized the great Penn- 
sylvania Reserves. 

They were originally militiamen, to defend the five counties. 
When the Confederate raider again threatened this city, these 
is, ase troops were taken into the field, and afterwards cred- 
ited totheStatein the general Army, and made a magnificent record 
during the war. Again, on the 28thof June, 1864 we had mustered 
22,000 militiamen; placed them in that narrow strip of land with 
two batteries—not to defeat the Confederate army, but to keep 
the Confederate raider away. On the 28th of June your Presi- 
dent, under the authority lodged in him, brought them into this 
District, and two days afterwards the Confederate raider McCaus- 
aoe entered my city, applied the torch, and swept it out of 
existence. 

Now, I do not believe that there is another case parallel to this. 
Over 150,000 Confederate troops swept over the five counties, and 
yon can imagine what the result was. I defy you to point out in 
8 broad land any other spot that was situated and devas- 
tated like the five sonthern counties of my State. 

Mr.CANNON. Now, from the gentleman’s line of argument, 
if this bill is to pass, there ought to be an amendment, and he 
ought to offer it himself. 

Mr. MAHON. What amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. That as this claim is grounded upon the fact 


this | that the General Government took the citizens of Pennsylvania 


and used them in the Army for the purpose of defending other 
places, the United States puts to be allowed to plead in set-off 
the fact that troops from Illinois, New York, and other States 
ee State of Pennsylvania. Oh, what nonsense that sort 
0 is! 
Mr. MAHON. In reply to that, let mesay that during the four 
goen of war the a home was on the broad prairies of 
linois; and a soldier wearing 5 uniform never got within 
ing profitable contracts with 
the Government; they were raising great crops, for which they 
realized war prices; and when the war was ended his constitu- 
ency came out of it rich. [Laughter.] The gentleman's State 
was not situated during the war as was the great State of Penn- 
lvania. Now. Iput alongside of the 150,000 brave troops that 
Illinois supplied—and no braver men ever wielded a sword or 
pointed a musket—I put alongside of them the 371,000 Pennsyl- 
yanians, the full quota of that State, outside of these troops which 
the President took from us—— 


man’s, but it seems to me. if the gentleman will permit me to in- Here the hammer fell. } 

terr=pt him again, that if this committee is acting in the inter- . WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
est of the people and carrying out what he believes to be a proper | liamentary inquiry. Is this bill subject to amendment? 

duty of obligation to all the people, it is their duty, it is the duty The C Not now. It is still open to general de- 


of the committee, not to discriminate against any section of the | ba 


country, but to bring in a bill broad enough to afford ample op- 
portunity for the same redress to every man who has been dam- 


aged in his 1 in this way. 

Mr. MAHO . There is not another case in the United States 
like this one. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not? Take the State of Kentucky, never 
out of the Union, yet the armies fought back and forth over the 
territory of that State a score of times. The flame and the sword 
absolutely destroyed property every State and of loyal men, and 
of States occupying exactly the same legal poem as to its peo- 
ple that the State of Pennsylvania occupi The same was the 
case in many parts of Missouri and the same in the District of 
Columbia. Now, does my friend claim for a moment that a prin- 


te. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. It will be read by sections for 
amendment after the general debate closes? 

The CHAIRMAN. It must be under the rule. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I should not have supposed that 
a bill of this nature would have been seriously urged on this floor 
unless I had heard the earnest and eloquent argument of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], who has supported the 
bill with a sincerity which commands our respect and challenges 
our attention. p 

But I think before we pass this bill we should at least see ex- 
actly what it does and where it leads us. As the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has very well pointed out, this bill means 
something. If there is an existing obligation on the part of the 
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United States, under the section of the Constitution which has 
been cited, to pay claims of this description, I understand that 
the courts have for many years been open for the enforcement of 
that obligation. 

Mr. EVANS. Under what statute? 

Mr. MOODY. I refer the gentleman to the gentleman from 
Illinois who made that statement. 

Mr. MAHON. Wein Pennsylvania could never find any such 
statute. 

Mr. MOODY. Iam not familiar with the practice in the Court 
of Claims, I do not make the statement upon my own authority, 
pa accept itas true upon the authority of the gentleman from 

linois. 2 

The danger in this bill is that the courts will seek and find in 
some of its provisions the creation of a liability which did not 
exist before. ; 

Now let us consider exactly what is the subject-matter concern- 
ing which we are debating. The Confederate forces made three 
raids into the loyal State of Pennsylvania. In the course of those 
invasions and in the course of the battles which ensued a great 
dea) of property belonging to loyal citizens was destroyed. This 
is not a case where either the Union Army or the invading army 
took supplies for their armies; but it is a case where the claims 
arise out of a destruction incidental to the operations of war. 
These claims, according to the report of the committee, amount 
to $3,450,565. We all know that when they come to be presented 
to the courts the claims will probably exceed the amount named. 

Mr. MAHON. No; they can not exceed it, because the amount 
is fixed by certificates of the State. 

Mr. MOODY. Well, the gentleman corrects me upon that 


point 
Mr. MAHON. The amount can not be increased; it may be de- 


creased. - 

Mr. MOODY. When we consider the amount involved in this 
bill we can not doubt that the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
right in saying this is an important question both in respect to 
the amount involved and the principle concerned. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us consider upon what ground these 
claims are based. They rest upon section 4 of Article IV of the 
Constitution. In that section the United States enters into three 
guarantees. It in terms guarantees to every State in the Union a 
republican form of government. It enters into the obligation to 
protect each of them from invasion and, upon the application of 
the legislature or the executive, against domestic violence. If 
there is an obligation on the part of the United States arising out 
of a failure to perform one of those guarantees, there is an obli- 
gation arising out of the failure to perform either of the other 
two. And in case the United States at any future time should 
fail to guarantee to every State of the Union a republican form of 

overnment, then under the argument of the gentleman from 
Poon lvania a case of damages would arise. 

Mr. MAHON. That section has never been construed by any 
court in this land. Will the gentleman please give us his con- 
struction? What does it mean? The United States undertakes to 
protect the States against invasion. No sane man in this coun- 

will deny, in view of all the facts, that our State was invaded. 
. MOODY. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MAHON. Then what does that provision mean? 

Mr. MOODY. goe endeavor to e myself perfectly clear. 

Mr. MAHON. T hope the gentleman will do so. 

Mr. MOODY. Iam not quite ready to give my judgment on a 
constitutional question which I have never heard raised before 
to-day. I do not think, excepting perhaps the gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania, that anybody has ever conceived that there was a 
pecuniary obligation resting upon the United States Government 
under this section of the Constitution. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, 
that if there is an obligation to pay damages for a failure to pro- 
tect the State of Pennsylvania against invasion, there is an equal 
obligation to pay damages for a failure to give to the State of 
Pennsylvania a republican form of government or to protect her 
against domestic violence when she has lawfully invoked the pro- 
tection of the United States. s 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe outside of the State of 
Pennsylvania that any such obligation on the part of the General 
Government was ever dreamed of. 

Now, that is all there is of the case. It has been pointed out 
again and again. If that section of the Constitution gives rise to 
a claim for d to the State of Pennsylvania, it must give 
rise to an equal claim for damages to every State which was in- 
vaded. If the Government is bound, at its pecuniary peril, to 

rotect the citizens of one State from the citizens of another 

tate engaged in an armed insurrection, then the Government is 
equally bound to protect these same citizens against invasions 
from a foreign enemy. And, as pointed out by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Terry], if the Spanish fleet should assume 
to assault any part of our coast, and the Government fails to pro- 
tect it, the people whose property was injured or destroyed would 


have a valid claim against the Government under the argument 
advanced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, J 

It can not be, Mr, Chairman, that anybody in the House can 
garg fie bee that Congress ought to pass such a bill as this. 

Mr. HON. Will the gentleman allow me a question before 
he takes his seat? ‘ 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. I b . that I have quite a cold and 
can not continue the argument as I desired. 

Mr. MAHON. If the gentleman from Massachusetts is satisfied 
that there is nothing in the case, and no validity—and I am not 
objecting to the gentleman for differing with me; he has a perfect 
right todoso, Butin view of the fact that the ablest jurists in this 
country, like Judge Black, of my own State, who was on the su- 
poemo bench of our State for many years, hold to the contrary, 

desire to ask him this question, itting, as I have already 
admitted, that there is some controversy about the liability of the 
Government: Here is a section of the Constitution which has 
never been construed by any of the courts of our land. Now, if 
your contention is right, and you are absolutely assured that there 
is no claim, practically, against the Government, why not allow us 
to go to the Supreme Court for their decision and settle the matter 
at once? The gentleman claims to be entirely satisfied with that 
view of the case. All we ask is the privilege of going before the 
court and taking its decision as final and binding. 

But the gentleman says that the court may find some liability. 
Mr. Chairman, that is their duty. That is what they are there 
for, to protect the citizens and the Government alike. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has misun- 
derstood one expressionI used. My statement was that the court, 
in construing the statute conferring jurisdiction, might find in 
that statute something creating a liability that did not exist be- 
fore. That is all. 

„Now. the gentleman asks why we are not willing to pass the 
bill and let the matter go before the court? Well, I will take the 
amended bill; I will take that bill and give one or two reasons 
which occur to me, after a hasty reading of it, why it ought not 
to pass; in any event, in its present form. It ought to go, as the 
gentleman from Arkansas has well suggested, to the Committee 
onthe Judiciary for consideration. We ought to have their report 
and advice on this great subject. 

But now take section 7 of the amended bill. If this bill were to 
pass it ought to be amended somewhat in this particular section. 
Section 7 provides: : 

That in case the court upon hearing shall find the claimant to have been 


a loyal citizen, and his claim is duly proven, and shall also find that the 
United States is liable, etc. 


Now, just there this section should be amended by inserting, if 
it is to be passed at all— 
That the United States is liable by virtue of the ob! 


General Government by section 4 of Article IV of 
United States. 


Mr. MAHON. But if we have no case under that section we 
have nothing whatever. 

Bale MOODY. That is the only ground on which the claim can 
stand, 

Mr. MAHON, We admit that. 

Mr. MOODY. And it should be clear in the bill itself that no 
other question is to be submitted except the direct question of the 
obligation of the Government under clause of the Constitu- 
tion to pay the damages to the persons injured by the failure of 
the General Government to meet the obligation arising out of 
this section. 

1 MAHON, That is the fact, and that is all there is in the 

Mr. MOODY. You could take this bill and go all through it 
aud find opportunity for criticism which would require an answer. 
The fact is that the bill has been drawn by the friends of this 
claim and of the claimants. There is no criticism due on that 
account. That is pesteotty proper. It would not be likely to be 
drawn by anybody else. It has been sent to the committee over 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] presides 
with so much ability and distinction, and the claims are largely 
within his own Congressional district. Before we go further 
with it, I say to him, as a fair man, that the bill ought to go toa 
committee which is entirely disinterested—a committee whose 
duty is to consider questions relating to the law and the Consti- 


tution. 4 
. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. Idid not ask the Speaker of this House where 
he would refer this bill. 

Mr. MOODY. T hope the gentleman does not understand me 
as making oe eflection upon him at all. 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not so understand the gentleman. 

Mr. MOODY. I want to say to the gentleman that the ability, 
earnestness, and sincerity of his speechimpressed me very strongly. 


tion imposed on the 
e Constitution of the 
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Mr. MAHON. The bill was referred under the rule which pro- 
vides that claims arising in any war in which the United States 
has been engaged shall be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. Now, why should this bill be made an exception? The 
Committee on War Claims have absolute jurisdiction over it 
under the rules of the House. Why should any other committee 
come in here and ask that it be sent to them? There are lawyers 
on that committee, and, excluding myself from this remark, as 
good lawyers as any on the floor of this House. As good lawyers 
as any on the floor of this House helped frame this bill, and I am 
80 well satisfied that this bill protects the Government that the 
Committee on the Judiciary might hatch over it for three months 
without making it any better in that respect, and I have no dis- 
respect for the Judiciary Committee. 

r. MOODY. I hope the gentleman did not understand me as 
making any reflection upon him because the bill went to his com- 
mittee? 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, no; I did not so understand the gentleman. 

Mr. MOODY. The bill properly went there under our rules, 
but the gentleman himself admits that this bill is utterly unprece- 
dented, and before I act upon it I should like not only the o por 
tunity of considering it more thoroughly myself, but 1 should like 
the 5 8 of that great committee upon the law and Constitution 
which has been appointed by order of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Brown}. 

Mr.CANNON. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow 
me a minute before he yields to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to modify a statement that I made a 
few minutes ago, and made without much consideration, in a col- 
loquy with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon]. I 
do so because the matter was referred to by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 
brought their action in the Court of Claims. That was my general 
recollection. Of course, everybody understands that you can not 
sue the sovereign unless the sovereign permits himself to be sued; 
but on examining the act conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims I find that while it provides that the Government may be 
sued in all claims founded upon the Constitution of the United 
States or any law of Congress, and so forth, an exception is made: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as giving to either of 
the courts herein mentioned jurisdiction to hear and determine claims grow- 
ing out of the late civil war. 

Now, it may be that this matter would be barred under that 
exception. And perhaps, recollecting in a general way the act 
conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims, I might have 
made my statement too broad. In justice to myself, and in justice 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— - 

Mr. MOODY. And in justice to me, because I was misled. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis apt that I should make this statement. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts is, however, too good a law- 
yer to be misled by me. Iam not much of a lawyer; but 1 do not 
aim to rey. misstate a matter or to state a matter as a fact 
unless I think it is that way. 

Mr. MAHON, I did not give the gentleman a broad denial, 
because while the Quartermaster’s Department informed us that 
they had no jurisdiction and we came to the conclusion long ago 
that we could not bring suit under the law, still I thought per- 
oe the 2.557 5 5 from Illinois was right. 

Ti 


25 DY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
. BROWN]. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I am not greatly interested in 


the constitutional qorin which is soughtto be raised in the pas- 
sage of this bill. I may say, however, that I do not believe any 
court in the United States will ever hold to the principle that 
claims of this kind—claims for property destroyed by an enemy 
in war—are legitimate demands against the Government. The 
thing about this bill that attracts my attention is that it proposes 
that certain claims held by the people of certain counties in the 
State of Pennsylvania shall be preferred over all other similar 
claims, and that those claims shall be put, if possible, in process 
of adjudication and payment. 

Mr. MAHON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. This bill does 
not preclude any other claim against the Government. Because I 
offer a bill here to pay the pepe of my district, how does that 

reclude you from offering a bill for your people? If you bring 
in a claim bere which is a good claim, I will vote for it. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to state the reason why I can not pos- 
sibly vote for this bill as I understand it. Like the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Soan I have been impressed with 
the earnestness of the author of this bill, and I respect him for 
that earnestness and for the energy with which he expresses his 
views. . 

But Pennsylvania was not the only State that was invaded by 
the forces of the Confederacy. Ohio was invaded by John Mor- 
gan and his troops. I have now in my desk, Mr. Chairman, 


I said that these parties could have | h: 


claims coming from loyal citizens of southern Ohio for pro 

that was taken not only by the raiders—the Confederate raiders— 
but by the Union forces that were thwarting those raiders. Now, 
I would like for my friend from Pennsylvania, or some other elo- 
quent gentleman who addresses the House in behalf of this bill, 
to state on what ground it is proposed that certain claims held 
by certain people in certain counties in Pennsylvania shall be 
preferred over similar claims held by citizens of southern Ohio, 
which was invaded by the Confederates in the war of the rebel- 
lion in 1861. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I can not understand on what ground these 
gentlemen talk of fairness and justice between the States, or be- 
tween the citizens of those States, when they invite me as a Rep- 
resentative of a Congressional district in southern Ohio to give a 
preference to their claims, as they do by a bill of this nature. If 
the gentleman desired to do the fair thing between Ohio and 
Pennsylvania, between Pennsylvania and Missouri, and between 
Pennsylvania and Kentucky, why does he not introduce a bill 
general in its character, so that the claims of all loyal men, 
whether they reside in the State of Pennsylvania or in the State 
of Ohio, may have an equal show? I say tomy friend from Penn- 
sylyania, not doubting his motives for a moment, that he is here 
inviting the Representatives of Ohio to vote for a measure which, 
as I understand it, is absolutely and grossly unfair. 

1 MAHON. I would like to ask the gentleman how it is 
unfair? 

Mr. BROWN. Unfair in this, that he invokes the action of 
the Congress of the United States in behalf of claimants living in 
five or six counties in Pennsylvania which he has especially named; 

Mr. MAHON. Isit unfair for me to represent my own people 
and mrapa district? 

Mr. BROWN. The gentleman knows, asa matter of history, 
that we have claims of that kind just the same as Pennsylvania 


as. 
8 re MAHON, Have you pressed those claims for considera- 
on 

Mr. BROWN. He knows that southern Ohio suffered from 
Confederate invasion, and he knows that loyal men in a dozen 
States suffered the loss of their i ped If the gentleman wishes 
to do the fair thing, let him amend this bill and bring in one for 
the adjudication of the claims of all loyal men in the State of 
Ohio as well as of the State of Pennsylvania, and then, it seems 
to a can come to us with a good face and ask us to support 

s bill. 

Mr. MOODY. I would like to ask the tleman from Ohio if 
it has ever been believed by anybody in Ohio who lost property 
as the result of military operations there that he had any claim 
against the Government? 

Mr. BROWN. I never heard such a notion broached, that a man 
had a valid claim for property destroyed by the enemy, much less 
did I ever hear of any prominent lawyer who claimed that such a 
5 was a legal claim against the Government of the United 

tates. 

Mr. MAHON. Had the State of Ohio put over 50,000 troops in 
the field to protect that State, State militia, specially enlisted and 
put in the field by the State? Did you ever do that and have them 
withdrawn by the General Government? You have nosuch state 
of things in Ohio, and no such state of things occurred in any State 
in the Union. 

Mr. BROWN. Thegentleman talks about Pennsylvania troops 
that were withdrawn by order of the President. k 

Mr. MAHON. Militia. 

Mr. BROWN. Militia; and which troops, according to his view, 
if they had not been so withdrawn, could have protected Penn- 
sylvania from this loss. 

Mr. MAHON. Or this capital would have been destroyed. 

Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to re- 
member that the soldiers of Ohio helped to drive back that Con- 
federate invasion of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. They did not when these raiders were there. 

Mr. BROWN. And it seems to me the gentleman comes here 
with a very poor argument to this Honse, to the effect that be- 
cause the Pennsylvania militia was withdrawn from some partic- 
ular point that thereby the General Government has incurred a 
1 ore these counties that he especially names in this bill. 

Mr. HON. Iwill ask the gentleman from Ohio the question 
which I asked the gentleman from Massachusetts about this con- 
stitutional section and the meaning of the section. What does 
this word “‘invasion” mean? Was that an invasion or not an in- 


vasion? 

Mr, BROWN. I will say that it is the first time I have ever 
heard that, as a constitutional principle, claims of this nature are 
entitled to payment—claims for property destroyed by an enemy 
in war. 

Mr. MAHON. It ought to be settled by the courts. 

Mr. BROWN. I never heard of it before. But that does not 
meet the objection I was urging, What do gentlemen say, and 
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what will other uent gentlemen say, when I call their atten- 
tion to the fact that ta 

from Confederate inv: ? The horses of our Ohio farmers were 
taken, and the products of their farms were taken to feed both 
armies—both the Confederates and the Union. And I repeat my 
question, On what theory is it that these 13 gentlemen 
come here and say that a little district, defined by the names of 
certain counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, be preferred 
in this matter, when other parts of the country suffered, though 
not in perhaps the same degree, from the same kind of invasion, 
in the. same war? 

I simply say, Mr. Chairman, that the billisnarrow. Itis framed 
in worse than a sectional spirit. It is unfair and unjust. I want 
to add that I do not believe the Supreme Court, or any other com- 
petent court, will ever hold that claims, or any claims like 
these, become a legitimate demand against a Government like 
ours. But whether that besoor not, I do stand upon the ground, 
and I do assert, and I do put it squarely to our Pennsylvania 
friends, that they are asking something here of us that they ought 
not toask of us. They areasking that the Congress of the United 
States shall go out of its way; that it shall forget other sections 
of the country—Kentucky, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana—that it shall 

-forget other loyal men everywhere, and give certain privileges to 
these particular men in the State of Pennsylvania. It is wrong, 
‘and, as I understand it, I can not vote for it. 
Mr. MOODY. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chair- 


man? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to state at this moment. 
Mr. DIN GLE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Manon] that he make a motion that the committee 
rise, as it is "a evident that we can not complete the bill to-night. 
Mr. MOODY. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman. 
_Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 20) conferring 
on the Court of Claims jurisdiction with respect to certain claims, 
and had come to no resolution thereon, 


OWNERS OF THE SHIP ACHILLES, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this morning I asked unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief 
of the owners of the song mene and objection was made, I 
understand the objection then made will not be persisted in, and 
I now ask for its present consideration. 

The SP. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay the owners of the British ship Achilles $1,543, 
for expenses incurred in rescuing, provisioning, and landing at Montevideo 
the crew of the wrecked American ship Arabia, in June, 1895. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is a case 
that can not be reimbursed under the general law because of the 
peculiar conditions under which it arose, and it seems to those 
who are familiar with the facts that there ought to be action on 
the part of Congress with reference to it. The British ship 
Achilles was on her way from the Pacific to Hamburg and fell in 
near Cape Horn with the wrecked American ship Arabia, water- 
logged, with twenty-eight seamen on board, whom she rescued, 
going out of her way to take them from the wreck; and instead 
of keeping on her course to Hamburg and landing the seamen at 
that place, which would have been at great expense to the Gov- 
ernment and delay to the rescued men, this British vessel changed 
its course and went out of her course to Montevideo for the pur- 

of landing these seamen and putting them in the way of 
reaching this 3 the earliest possible moment. Indeed, I 
understand that she not sufficient provisions for both her own 
and the rescued crew. 8 

In doing this she added to her expenses a considerable amount 

which can not be reimbursed to her under the general law, which 

‘contemplates the transportation of wrecked seamen by the regu- 
lar route of a vessel; and it seemed to the Committee on Claims 
and to the officials that not only justice and the interest of hu- 
manity but comity toward another nation which is now doing 
this country special service required that we should pay the ac- 
tual expenses of this vessel (about $1,500) in going out of its way 
to rescue, feed, and transport these shipwrecked American seamen 
to a South American port. 

Mr, LOUD. If these sailors had been carried to Hamburg, 
where this vessel was bound, the Government would have been 
liable for their transportation to this country? 

Mr.DINGLEY. Certainly; and in that case the would 

have ee, exceeded the sum appropriated in this 
Mr. D. Exactly; that is what I was about to say. 


of the country that suffered | of 


Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that in justice to the owners 
this British vessel and in the interest of humanity this Gov- 
ernment ought to pay the actual extra expenses of this vessel in 
going out of its way to rescue, feed, and transport these twenty- 
— American wrecked seamen, it appearing by the papers trans- 
tted to Congress by the officials that these extra ex- 
penses were a little over $1,500, which this bill proposes to pay. 
a 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. ROBB, I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I have done all I could in the matter. 
Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
LANHAM, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 3209. An act making Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, a 
subport of entry and delivery; 


S. 125. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Palmer; 


i S. 156. An act granting an increase of pension to Jobn H. Mul- 
en; 
S. 166. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A, 


Smith; 
949. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi R. Long; 
2114. An act granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; 
1090. An act to pension Susan M. Sessford; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul Carr; 

. An act granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; 

. An act granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 

An act granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 

An act granting a pension to Julia E. Warner; 

1, An act granting a pension to Nancy Barger; = 
3474. An act granting an increase of pension to John O, 

Brown; and 
S. 3722. An act granting a pension to William J. Williams. 
And then (at 4 o'clock and 44 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 

until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 


INIA n Nef 
12 
& 
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REPORTS OF CO ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


MMITTEES 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
ne ra and referred to several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10509) to authorize the 
Missouri and Kansas Telephone Company to construct and main- 
tain lines and offices for general business Bl past in the Ponca, 
Otoe, and Missouria reservations, in the Territory of Oklahoma, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 1598); which said bill and report were referred to the om: 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10428) to cod- 
ify the laws relating to pensions, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1603); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to > Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 8226) for the relief of Alfred C. 
Brown, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1599); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1005) for the relief of F. R. Lanson, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a Sy 
(No. 1600); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, 

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 242) for the relief of Moses Pender- 


grass, of Missouri, sepa we the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a is (No. 1601); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 3703) for the relief of George W, 


1898. 


} 2 A 
Graham, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
2 (No. 1602); Which said bill and report were referred to 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8765) for the relief of Mary 
A. Swift, the same without amendment, accompanied 
by Eg. ne (No. 1603); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1622) for the relief of John H. Fralick, 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a ag — 
o. 1604); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 


— — 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10741) 


granting a ion to Mrs. Rebecca J. Jones; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

2 the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10764) to extend Six- 
teenth street, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 10765) to provide for the 
organization of a division of colored immune volunteers—to the 


Committee on e | Affairs. i 
By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 10766) granting right of way 
through the Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserveand the public lands 
. to the Cripple Creek Short Line Railway Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. TODD: A bill (H. R. 10774) to equalize the pay of the 


. enlisted men in both the military and naval forces of United 
States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 
By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 10775) to provide for mili- 


tary, naval, and industrial insurance, and for r purposes—to 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 10776) to authorize the 
establishment of a fish-cultural and biological station on the Gulf 
of Mexico within the limits of the State of Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 39) relative to an alliance with any European power—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 828) rel- 
ative to the appointment of a Select Committee on the Twelfth 
Census—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10767) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of James L. Lanum, late Com- 
pany D, One hundred and fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry 
to the Committee on 1 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 10768) granting a pension 
to Mary A. 1 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFRO TH: A bill (H. R. 10769) granting an increase 
A pension to Emidio Brindisi to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10770) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Wyeth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill'(H. R. 10771) for the relief of Eudora Hill—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 10772) for the relief of Carl 
B. Peterson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 10773) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Bent Cooper, of Yorktown, Va.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pona and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Mr. BARNEY: Resolutions of the Plymouth Dairy Board 


of „ of F outh, Wis., asking that American cheese be 
Eiaon on ae. of rations in the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the Travelers’ Protec- 
tive Association of America, favoring the passage of the anti- 
scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., urging the enactment of a law covering 
the inspection and supervision of sailing vessels en in the 
coast trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 


eries, 

By Mr. WISE: Pa 
sion to Mrs. Elizabe 
Pensions. 


to accompany House bill grantin, ga — 
Bent Cooper to the Committee on valid 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 22, 1898. 


Prayer by Rev. JOSEPH C. HARTZELL, D. D., LL. D., of Africa, 
bishop Methodist Episcopal Church. 

The Secretary pr ed to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Burrows, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

OFFICIAL RECORDS OF UNION AND CONFEDERATE ARMIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House providing for 
the distribution of the Official Records of the Union and Confeder- 
ate Armies, and asking for a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two. Houses thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
oe the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. LODGE, 

. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. WELLINGTON presented the credentials of Louis E. Me- 
Comas, chosen by the legislature of the State of Maryland a Sen- 
ator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1899; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. ; 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


a F before the Senate a communica- 
ion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting supple- 
mental estimates of appropriations required by the meat De. 
partments of the Goyernment to complete the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, amounting to 
$148,275.59, and for the postal service, payable from postal reve- 
nues, amounting to $7,355.55; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, wasreferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
17th instant, a list of all ju ents rendered against the United 
States by the circuit and district courts of the United States under 
the provisions of the act of ee 1 etc.; which, with the 
e pa was refe to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, an pe ae to be printed. = 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings filed by the 
court in the canse of Henry R. Walton, administrator of John 
Walton, deceased, vs. The United States; which, with the ac- 
to the Committee on Claims, 


ney-General, transmitting, in respo: 

instant, a list of the 1 rendered by the Court of Claims 

in favor of claimants in In 

6, 1897; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
t ppropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 17th instant, a list of judgments rendered by the Court 
of Claims not heretofore reported to Congress, amounting to 
$323,446.04; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on 1 and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, submitting an item of appropriation for inclusion in 
the general deficiency appropriation bill under “ Pay of the Navy,” 
fiscal year 1895, $27.19; which, with the accompanying „Was 
Sour to the Committee on Appropriations, and o: to be 
prin 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, submitting an estimate of 
deficiency in the appropriation, “Contingent and miscellaneous 
expenses, District of Columbia, 1898,” $600; which, with the ac- 
companying s papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General, submitting additional estimates of deficiencies in a pro- 
priations for expenses of United States courts, $27,290.22; which, 
with the 3 paper, was referred to the Committee on 
A 16 and ordered to be printed. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
War, submitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation 
for Medical and Hospital Department” for the fiscal year 1898, to 
remain available until January 1, 1899, $150,000; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. : 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting, as supplemental to the list of judg- 
ments forwarded in response to a resolution of the 17th instant, 
the judgment of Ella M. Hendricks; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pert 
the joint resolution (S. R. 175) providing for the printing of addi- 
tional copies of certain volumes of Decisions of the Department 
of the Interior Relating to Public Lands for sale and distribution. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1136) for the punishment of seduction in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of J. Henry Rives; 

A bill (H. R. 8279) to amend the act entitled An act to establish 
circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; 

A bill (H. R. 8925) to amend sections 1698 and 1784 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 9955) to transfer the county of Menard, in the State 
of Texas, from the western district of Texas to the northern dis- 
trict of Texas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10510) providing for the transfer from the circuit 
court of appeals for the ninth circuit to the Supreme Court of cer- 
tain or from the district court for Alaska; 

A bill (H. R. 10585) designating Titusville, Crawford County, 
Pa., a port of delivery in the customs collection district of Erie, 
Pa.; an 

A joint resolution (H, Res. 221) for improvement of San Joaquin 
River and Stockton and Mormon channels, California, 


INSPECTION OF SAILING VESSELS, 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a telegram in the nature of a peti- 
tion signed by the mayor and board of supervisors of the city and 
county of San Francisco, Cal., A ae for the enactment of suit- 
able laws whereby the proper United States officers will have full 

vision of all sailing vessels. I ask that the peti- 
in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on 


control and su 
tion be print 
Commerce, 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


[Telegram.] 
San FRANCISCO, CAL., June 21, 1898. 
Hon. GEORGE C. PERKIN: 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 


Your attention is called to the following resolution unanimously adopted 
by the board of supervisors of the city and 5 of San Francisco at a meet- 
ing held on June 20, 1898. This is a subject which is of great importance and 
necessitates as prompt action as is ible to be taken, in the protection of 
the lives of our citizens: 


Resolution No. 1285 (fourth series). 


Whereas a special committee was 3 by his honor, the mayor, under 
the provisions of resolution No. 1251 (fourth series), consisting of Supervisors 
Clinton, Lackmann, and Morton, for the pu: of conferring with the offi- 
cers of the Chamber of Commerce and the collector of the port in order that 
stope might be taken to memorialize Congress to pass suitable laws for im- 
posing proper and reasonable conditions to be observed and complied with 
on the part of owners or charterers or persons in charge of sailing vessels 
upon which 8 are proposed to be transported; and 

Whereas there is no law or laws for the examination of the imposition of 


8 sailing vessels proposing to carry passengers to insure their 
ety; ani ` 

Whereas the said special committee held a conference with the trustees of 
the Chamber of Commerce and the collector of the port at a meeting of the 
association held on June 14, 1898, at which conference the matter of request- 
ing Congress to enact suitable laws whereby the proper United States offi- 
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cers would haye full control and supervision of all sailing vessels carryin 
12 sailing ont of our ports was discussed. and eee rae 
avin earnestly urging the, Calfornia delegation st Washington to take ipa- 
m accom. end was ado) and a co - 
eee e to Senator Pantas: eto tne pores tow, 
e a ve viewed with solicitude rnicious free- 
dom which has been chargeable with the loss of many lives, on, in further: 
ance of the object to be attained, desire to impress upon Con and our 


Senators and Representatives the necessity of some legislation that will 
have the effect of imposing suitable 2884 0 and a oe tion of all 
sailing vessels which may propose to afford accommodation to and solicit 


er traffic. 

Resolved, That his honor the mayor and the chairman of this committee 
be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to telegraph to Senator PER- 
KINS and Congressman MAGUIRE the necessity for Congressional action on 
this vital matter duripg the present session of Congress, and the clerk is 
hereby directed to transmit a Sony or this resolution to the Senators and 
Congressmen representing this State at Washington. 

JAMES D, PHELAN, 


Mayor. 
E C. A. CLINTON, 
Supervisor and Chairman of Committee. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6093) granting a pension to Ellen E. Nash; 

A bill (H. R. 6525) granting a pension to Mary Ann Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Susan I. Barrows; and 

A bill (H. R. 3565) to grant a pension to Theresa Bonnaveau. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the same committee, to whom were 
referred the 1 bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4916) granting a pension to Virginia C. Fleanor; 

A bill (H. R. 727) granting a pension to Olive H. South; 

A bill (H. R. 4484) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenny; and 

A bill (H. R. 8950) increasing the pension of Mrs, Sarah Fy. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. 5 7 from the same commit- 
tee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8724) granting a pen- 
sion to Addie L. Ballou, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 3232) granting a pension to Edward Mad- 
den, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, - 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6064) granting a peace to Mary A. Watts, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (S. 3901) for the relief of John L. Smith- 
meyer and Paul J. Pelz, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment relative to an appropriation 
for the maintenance of a target range at Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 
submitted by himself on the 20th instant, intended to be pro 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 3471) for the relief of George H. White, 
late captain Company H, Nineteenth Michigan Infantry Volun- 
— reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. - 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3486) for the relief of George H. White, formerly captain 
of Company H, Nineteenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry. reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS, 


Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives to provide for printing copies of Commercial Re- 
lations, 1896 and 1897, and copies of the Review of the World’s 
Commerce, etc., to report it with amendments. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. : 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 5, 
after the word Relations,” to insert and 500 copies for the use 
of the Senate and 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives;” and to insert, in line 8, after the word “forth,” 500 
copies for the use of the Senate and 1,000 copies for the use of 
1 House 5 Representatives;” so asto make the concurrent reso- 

ution read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives r Senate conourring), That the 
Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to print, for distri- 
bution by the Department of State, 5,000 copies of Commercial Relations, and 
500 copies for the use of the Senate and 1,000 copies for the use of the House 


of 1 1896 and 1897; and (in se te form) 10,000 copies of th 
Review of the World's Commerce, etc., and 500 for the use of the te and 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, being part of 
Commercial Relations. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator en 
the resolution whether the calendar or fiscal year is meant. I 
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says ‘1896 and 1897.” Does that mean the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, beginning July 1, 1896, or does it mean the two calendar 
years 1896 and 1897? 

Mr. LODGE. I could not answer that without looking at the 
letter of the Secretary of State, which is at the desk. I will state 
to the Senator that a resolution was passed by the Senate in just 
this form, but the House sent us a resolution without any allow- 
ance of copiés for distribution by the Senate and the House. The 
committee amended it so as to give for distribution to the two 
Houses what we had put in our original resolution. I do not re- 
member whether it is for the fiscal or calendar year. I can not 
tell without looking at the letter. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MILITARY JUBILEE IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. THURSTON. Iam directed by the Select Committee on 
International Expositions, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 170) authorizing the President of the United States to 
invite, through the proper channels, the Governments of England, 
France, Germany, Austria, Russia, Belgium, Switzerland, Mexico, 
and Venezuela to send details of troops to this country to partici- 
per in a jubilee to be given in New b 

Cross Society of New York City, to report it back favorably, 
without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution. E 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The preamble recites that the trustees of the Red Cross Society 
of New York purpose to give a military jubilee, by Miss Clara 
Barton and the Red Cross Society, in Madison Square Garden the 
two weeks beginning December 26, 1898, and ending January 7, 
1899, and are desirous of haying the Governments of England, 
France, Germany, Austria, Russia, Belgium, Switzerland, Mexico, 
and Venezuela send details of troops to this country, at their own 

mse, to participate in such jubilee. 

joint resolution authorizes the President to invite, through 
the proper channels, the above Governments to send such details 
of infantry, cavalry, and artillery as they may see fit to send to 
participate in such jubilee. = 

Mr. LS. Has the joint resolution been reported from a 
committee 


7 j 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported from the committee 
this morning. x 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 2 
The preamble was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S, 4800) granting a pen- 
sion to Georgia E. Chase; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr, FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: : 
A bill (S. 4801) granting a pension to George W. Davis (with an 
accom nying paper); 
1 (8. ) granting a pension to Mrs. Mollie L. Troup; and 


Ab 
A bill (S. 4803) granting a pension to Alexander L. Little (with 


sag g papers) è — g i 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4804) granting right of way 
through the Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserve and the public lands 
to the Cripple Creek Short Line Railway Company; which was 
zas — y its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex- 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States; which was ordered 
10 lie on the table, and to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment providing for an ap- 
propriation to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to fully com- 
plete the approaches and grounds around the court-house and post- 
office building at Charleston, S. C., intended to be proposes by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
. to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

p Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment proving. for an appro- 
priation to enable the Secretary of War to cause the channel of 
the Elizabeth River from Hampton Roads to the United States 
rakt iro near Norfolk, Va., to be improved, widened, etc., in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropria- 


ork by the trustees of the p 


tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to William A. Cowles the sum of $1,000 
for services as an employee of the United States Geographical 
Survey from March 1 to November 1, 1878, intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment providing for an 
appropriation of $15,000 to pay Sees C. Hazleton, jr., and 

oward F. Kennedy for all rights under the copyright of The 
National Capitol, Its Architecture, Art, and History, and for the 
— thereof, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the general 

eficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment relative to the pay- 
ment of $385 to H. R. Cunningham for additional services ren- 
dered in the office of the Secretary of the Senate as acting assist- 
ant minute and journal clerk from March 12 to May 15, 1898, 
intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and ordered to be 


rinted. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment providing for an ap- 
propriation of 85,273.30 to pay L. Robert Coates & Co., of Balti- 
more, Md., for steel plates furnished in the construction of the 
U. S. light-house steamer Zizania, intended to be proposed by him 
to the goos deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment relative 
to an appropriation of $2,000 for expenses connected with collect- 
ing statistics relating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures 
and arts free of tax, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 

meral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT HOBSON, 


_Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate 
whether Lieutenant Hobson and those who were captured with him have been 
or are confined by the Spanish authorities within the line of fire or under the 
fire of the Uni States fleet; and if so, at what place or they are or 
have been so confined; also to inform the Senate what efforts have been made 
to effect the exchange of such prisoners and with what results; also to trans- 
_~ And = Senate copies of the correspondence or reports upon the subjects 
0 nquiry. 


ALLEGED MUTILATION OF THE DEAD. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secre of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate 


whether the bodies of the United States marin 


es or sailors who were recently 
ee in battle at or near Santiago de Cuba were mutilated after death by 
0 


soldiery, and to transmit to the Senate copies of the official corre- 
spondence and reports upon the subject of this inquiry. 


VIRGINIA I, MULLAN, 


Mr. COCKRELL. When the Calendar was being called on 
the 15th instant there was on the Calendar Order of Business 669, 
the bill (S. 2773) for the relief of Virginia I. Mullan, of Annapolis 
Md., and just ahead of that was Order of Business 659, Senate bi 
3698, for the restoration of annuities to theSisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians. When the Calendar was being 
ei I presumed Senate bill 3698 was read by its title from the 

esk. 

I was looking at the Calendar and supposed it was 659 insteađ 
of 669, and I remarked, ‘‘ Let the bill be passed over.” I find that 
in the RECORD. I certainly never intended to ask that Senate bill 
2773 should be passed over. Iam familiar with it and know it to 
be exactly right. I evidently misunderstood the bill that I asked 
be passed over. As that bill would have been passed, having been 
reported favorably from the Committee on Claims, and as itis a 
short bill, I ask that it may now be considered by unanimous con- 
sent. It will take only a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2773) for the relief of 
Virginia I. Mullan, of Annapolis, Md. It proposes to pay to Vir- 
ginia I. Mullan, of Annapolis, Md., $420.98, that being the amount 
of money due by the United States to her, as owner and holder of 
coupons Nos. 3, 4, and 5, for interest from January 1, 1854, to 
September 1, 1856, on California Indian war bonds Nos. 84, 183, 
and 194, for $500each, and No. 220, for $1,000, act of May 3, 1852, 
which coupons were heretofore filed by the First National Bank 
of Washington, D. C., in the Treasury Department for payment, 
but not paid for want of sufficient appropriation with which to 
pay the same, as recited in Senate Document No. 137, Fifty-fifth 

mgress, first session, and recommended by the Treasury De- 
partment for payment, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TIMBER SEIZURES IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present a resolution which I ask to 
haye read. I will move to have it referred to the Committee to 
Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. How- 
ever, before the reference is made, I wish to make a statement as 
to the reason why I should like to have the resolution considered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, by full committee or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it hereby is, authorized and directed to in- 
vestigate the conduct of Special Agent C. A. M. Schlierholz in the seizure of 
timber in Arkansas; that said committee or subcommittee shall, at its dis- 
cretion, visit the State of Arkansas or other locality 2 fora thorough 
investigation of the subject, and is hereby authorized to send for persons and 
papers, to administer oaths, and employ a sten and the necessary 
expenses incurred shall be paid out of the con 5 fund of the Senate, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, Senators will remem- 
ber that afew days ago I introduced a resolution, which the Senate 

ted, asking the Secretary of the Interior to inform the Senate 
under what instructions this timber agent was acting, and espe- 
cially to inform the Senate whether he was directed to seize all 
timber. The Secretary of the Interior sent a response to the Sen- 
ate inclosing a letter from the Commissioner of Public Lands, 
making a number of statements in connection with this matter. 
I shall not take the time of the Senate to read the entire report, 
although it is short, comprising only a page or two, but I wish to 
call attention to some points that were stated in the letter of Mr. 
Hermann, Commissioner of Public Lands, 

Tt seems to me that the Commissioner has been as careful as a 
man could be in the instructions given to this special agent and 
that in the high-handed outrages the special agent has been guilty 
of in that section of the country he has acted without authority, 
without the approval of the Commissioner of Public Lands, and, as 
it seems to me, has persistently deceived the office as to what the 
facts were. The Commissioner, Mr. Hermann, says, amongst 
other things: 

I have the honor to report that no definite or specific instructions have 
beea given to Speci ry =p Schlierholz by this office to. seize any timber 
whatever in the State of Arkansas, and all seizures made by him, it appears, 
have been made under advice or instructions from the United States attor- 
ney for the eastern district of Arkansas and by virtue of the generalauthority 
8 him as a special agent of this office appointed to protect the public 

nte: P 

Further along in the same report, after stating that there had 
been charges of 1 committed upon timber in that part 
of the country and that he had directed this agent to ascertain 
the facts, he says: 

From his first reports to this office it appears that certain dealers in black 
walnut and other valuable timber, located in several States, had agents in 
the State of Arkansas buying up such timber and shipping it to their re- 
spective employers; that ssid agents did not confine their operations to the 
purchase of operto eee or deeded lands, but bought timber wherever 
and from whomsoever they could get it, and in many instances induced and 
encouraged parties to cut from unperfected homestead entries and from 
vacant public lands, in some cases epee | money to the e3 to file 
fraudulent homestead applications on the lands, under cover of which to cut 
and dispose of the walnut and other timber thereon. 

In the course of his investigations 

Says Mr. Hermann: 

He discovered that timber unlawfully cut and removed from public lands 
was being rafted down the White River to Batesville, Ark., and ha has, un- 
der the general authority vested in as a special agent of this office. from 
time to e taken possession of or seized certain rafts containing such tim- 
ber. United States Attorney Jacob Trieber and Special Uni States At- 
torney H. F. Auten have filed libels in rem in the United States court at 
Batesville, Ark., for the timber so seized, and the same is now in the custody 
of the United States marshal. This is, in brief, the present status of the 
matter in to the seizures of timber at and in the vicinity of Bates- 
ville, Ark. e entire matter is now within the jurisdiction of the United 
States.court, where all parties interested will be protected in their rights 
and the questions at issue will be judicially and finally disposed of. 

Mr. President, one of the remarkable features connected with 
this matter is that here is a charge of widespread and deliber- 
ate fraud, of depredations upon timber, and yet there is no state- 
ment made of a single arrest ever having been caused by this 
special agent, He seems to have confined his attention to seizing 
timber on the charge that it was taken from Government land. 
If there have been violations of the law, if people have been rob- 
bing the Government land, I should like to know why, when he 
has got what he says is positive proof of the guilt of these parties, 
nobody has been arrested? In this report of Mr. Commissioner 
Hermann there does not appear any statement that any arrests 
have been made. There isa statement in one of the papers giv- 
ing an account of the proceedings in the court last week of the 
trial of one man and of his acquittal. 

Mr. WILSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr, WILSON. Have the special agents authority to arrest? 
They have authority to seize, but does not the power to arrest 
come after the matter has been presented to the United States 


grand jury? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am less familiar with the oublic- 


land laws than is my friend the Senator from Washington. I 
presume that no Government officer would have a right to arrest 
an American citizen except upon reasonable proof of guilt, 

Mr. WILSON. And by due process of law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And by due process of law. But 


-when he has positive evidence and proof of the guilt of these peo- 


ple it would seem that he hada right to cause their arrest. He 
certainly, I should think, had no right to seize timber without 
some proof that the timber was taken from Government land. 
The Commissioner, as I said in the beginning, has been as rea- 
sonable in this matter as a man could be expected to be. I quote 
his instructions to this special agent: 
You will also duly im upon him the n 
evidence in every ee Beton: A eraa TA Weal Mat eae one 


nature, and that only in emergent cases in which conclusi vid 
been secured should 5 — — bo renorted to. Sig pea ca 


Mr, President, I desire Senators to pay attention to the language. 
This is an instruction more positive, it seems tome, than any friend 
of the holders of this timber could ask. He goes on to say: 

Again, under date of April 8, 1898, Special t Schlierholz 
that the matters in hand 2 Batberiiie 2 neice . 8 
in order to avoid any false step that 1 ‘ae unduly prejudice the cause of the 


Government or its efforts to protect t blic domain from the dalism 
of unlawful depredators.” p an biis 


These letters of precaution undoubted] dul i 

71... preagtnn and to tiy satiy eat 
~ 5 e ollows: 

until you havo . of pat agi . N 

Mr. President, this is what the Commissioner of Public Lands 

says he has positively instructed this agent of his Department to do. 

ow I will read a statement published in one of the Little 
Rock papom which gives the facts in connection with a recent 
trial, as I understand. This was published at Little Rock, where 
the marshal lives, where the district attorney lives, and where 
the assistant district attorney, who is prosecuting in these cases, 
lives, These matters were brought into the Federal court only 
last week, and I confess I am utterly amazed at the statements 
made in this paper. 

Jean but hope that something may develop to prove that they 
are unfounded, because the Federal judge, whose rulings in this 
case seem to me to be absolutely monstrous, is a man for whom I 
have had the highest personal respect and of whose absolute fair- 
ness I have never had any doubt. But I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this article. It is headed The timber 
cases.” It is taken from the Arkansas Democrat of June 18, 1898: 


THE TIMBER CASES. 


In the timber cases 8 in the United States court at Batesville for 
condemnation of timber seized by the special agent of the Government the 
parties who were in ion, claiming ownership of the timber at the 
time it was so seized, filed motions to be made parties defendant in the sui 
and to be heard, by way of denial, upon the issues made by the petitions 

in behalf of the United States in said cases. It was contended for these 
parties that the timber haying been taken by the agent of the Government 
without process of any kind, and without a prior opportunity of being heard 
on the question as to whether the timber did belong to the Government, was 
in conflict with the plain provisions of the constitutions of the United States 
and the Stateof Ar and that no right in the Government could. 


flow 
from such a seizure, but that it was a trespass upon the rights of these eid 
ito 


ties. It was contended that therefore when the matter was ht 
court by the Government, upon issues made by its petition, the from 
whom the timber had been so taken had a right to defend, and should be 


made defendants to the cause upon their motion. But the court ruled that 
these parties could not be allowed to defend, and denied the motion. 

The court also ruled that if these parties wished to set up any right to the 
timber so seized they would have to file petitions setting up their ‘hts in 
the cause wherein the timber was pnag roceeded against, and would have 
to assume the burden of proof in the trial of the question. 

From this ruling it is intended to take an ap if acase can be made, pre- 
3 5 age neers 3 to an a * — — nas 
Jpon its face this ruling is sta 5 volves strange and dangerous 
doctrines. It in substance sanctions the right of the Government, through 
its law 3 to send out special agents and seize timber wherever 
found, and im the possession of individuals, without the authority of any 
process of a court of the land and without an opportunity being first given 
to the holder of the prope: to be heard in defense of possession and 
rights. And it converts such an arbitrary seizure, without process of law, 
intoa valid prima facie title, which must be rebutted, in the first instance, by 


Tans claiming timber seized will be remitted to the Department at Wash» 


gton for their relief. 

There is just en in all this to indicate that all law and all traditions 
of organic right are disregarded and set aside by the Government in 
these timber cases. And the excuse for it is that a large quantity of timber 
has been taken in the section of country tributary to Batesville from Gov- 
ernment land. But this fact does not justify the arbitrary setting aside of 
the fundamental principles of liberty and possession by the Government and 
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the imposition of a burden upon the innocent that they are not able and ought 
not of right to bear. 

Now I will read to the Senate an extract from a private letter 
giving some facts that I confess excite a feeling of indignation in 
me that I have no words to express. It is from Batesville, Ark., 
written by Mr. J. S. Handford, a man from whom I read a letter 
a few days I stated at the time that he was a banker and a 
reputable citizen, a man who had moved to Batesville some years 

from the Northwest, who has been engaged in business, and 
— was a partner with his brother in this timber business. 

One of them was a soldier in the Federal Army and was shot 
through the body during the war. He is an upright man, fear- 
less, ho: straightforward in all his dealings, Mr. Handford 
writes as follows: 

BATESVILLE, ARK., June 18, 1398. 

DEAR N are all thankful to you for the help and kind- 
ness mene in ee eae coche z r 

That is, for the former resolution I offered. 

We were ready for trial— 

There were from twenty to forty of these rafts seized and held 
by this timber agent. The cases were brought for trial in rem by 
the district attorney; and when they came up for trial, the claim- 
ants were there with their witnesses ready to prove that the tim- 
ber was theirs, that it had come from their own land, that it was 
not taken from the Government land in any way whatever; and 
yet they were denied a trial. The case was continued without 
a showing on the part of the Government that a single subpoena 


had ever been issued for a witness. 
The ial agent writes to Mr. Hermann, as I read in the hear- 
of the Senate, stating that he has seized only timber where he 


ha positive proof that the timber came from Government land, 
and yet, with all these rafts, in the Federal court not one witness 
was produced to substantiate his charge. If he had these wit- 
nesses why were they not there? Without an affidavit on his part 
or without showing any diligence, these cases were contin 
the court, although the claimants for this p: were there at 
great expense to themselves and offering to prove that the timber 
was theirs, taking the burden of proof upon themselves; and they 


were not allowed to prove it. 
Mr. SPOONER. What is the judge’s name? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, John A. Williams, The letter that 
I had just begun to read proceeds as follows: 

We were ready for trial, but the Government had no evidence and put our 
cases off until the next term of court. 

“en ae (Williams) ruled that the burden of proof rested upon the de- 

It is unaccountable to me that such a ruling could be had, but 
aa so stated in the paper and it comes from this private letter 


The uage een) TUA teen the burden of proof rested u the de- 
fendani which our attorneys have taken an appeal. The rnment 
t, Schlierholz, settled with most of the parties 
ber, One man's timber brought 825. ded 
of Schlierholz and paying his witnesses and e 
and his timber was proven to be off of deeded 

A poor fellow’s winter's work was embodied in this raft, which 
sold for $205. It was seized by this satrap, and bringing $205, $46 
out of the $205 was taken by Schlierholz for fees and charges, and 
after the poor fellow had paid the mses of the witnesses who 
had come from 40 and perhaps 50 miles to Batesville to defend, 
he had the miserable pittance of $40 left. There is another thing 
to which I will call the attention of the Senate just now while we 

are on this point. 

This man Schlierholz, as I read from the statement of Mr, Her- 
mann a few minutes ago, has reported to him that he had positive 
evidence of what he was doing there and that he was acting under 
the direction and authority of the district attorney. I asked Mr. 
Hermann if this “positive evidence” that Schlierholz claimed to 
have had been reported to him. He answered that it had not, but 
that Schlierholz was acting under the direction of the district 
attorney. This, I suppose, satisfied Mr. Hermann that the thing 
was re and straight. 

But Í will read a letter to the Senate in a moment which shows 
that in open court the district attorney stated that he had given 
no advice about it; that he had given no instructions whatever to 
Schlierholz. So I have no doubt he reports to the district attor- 
ney that he is directed by Mr. Hermann to proceed and is acting 
in conformity with his orders, and that he zoper to Mr. Her- 
mann that the district attorney is telling him whatto do, and that 
-he is proceeding regularly with it all; and the truth is he is re- 

ing to nobody and has no proof such as he claims to have. 
t to finish this letter: 
When a homesteader has his final t from the Government Land 


Office and has fully proven up, and his land is on the tax books of the coun’ 
we have considered that the land belongs to the homesteader— * 


And he is not wrong in that 
The Government is two or three years behind in making out their deeds, 
and it is not the fault of the — — his deed. But this 
agent claims that all such land is Government land until the homesteader 


by | timber. 


m whom he had taken | the most 


„ 
t his final receipt, 
Government 


gets his patent. One party proved up ten years raat 


and has been paying taxes ever since; still this is e 
land br sagen. i 


Truly, yours, J. 8. HANDFORD. 
This is the sort of positive proof, I presume, that he has that 
these men have been stealing timber. 


Now, Mr. President, I have only one more paper to submit in 
this connection. This is a letter from Gen. Robert Neill, formerly 
a member of Congress, a good lawyer, a perfectly just and fair 
man—a man who would not be guilty of undertaking to protect 
anybody in depredations on Government timber, a man who 
would not make a statement that is not the literal and exact truth. 
It is jointly signed by two other attorneys, Judge J. W. Butler, 
who was for many years the judge of that circuit, and Hon. J.C. 
Yancey, a prominent lawyer and leading citizen of that locality: 

BATESVILLE, ARK., June 18, 1898. 

My DEAR SENATOR: Your letter of the 15th instant to hand by this morn- 


ing’s mail. Have just wired you as follows: “Letter received. ve Public 
Lands Committee investigate. Letter by mail.“ I think the matter of Mr. 
Schlierholz’s action in regard to seizures of timber at this place should be 
investigated by Congress. 

5 the United States court then in session at this place. 
roa ek E ES ERN 
him in the seizure of timber— = 5 * * 

I call attention to the fact, and Mr. Hermann reports that Mr. 
Schlierholz says he has been taking these steps under the direc- 
tion and by the suggestion of the district attorney. This district 
attorney distinctly disclaims any such thing, and,as I said a while 
ago, I have no idea he reported what were the real facts either to 

. Trieber or to Mr, Hermann— 
stating that Schlier holz was acting under the instructions of the General 


from two to ve different 


Ex-judge J. W. Butler, J. C. Yancey, esq., and myself represent most of 
of this timber whith had all been seized by Schlier- 
made before the institution of am 


rafts of 


us defendant, but that we ht intervene and file our claims, 
which would be investigated, and that ‘tee of proof would be upon 
e Ea fo prove tinin owa ip to the timber and that it came off 
lands other than owned bythe Government. Driven into this position 
by the ruling of the court, we of our clients as inter- 
and assumed the burden of haying our witnesses present, sub- 

and t here at mse to the owners of the timber. 


with its witnesses, the 
ding trial. The court peremp- 
ce of the Government. 


t eounties on 


t. 

It would therefore appear that Schlierholz did not “ have conclusive evi- 
dence that the timber was really Government property when he made the 
seizures, neither was he prepared with any evidence at the time of the call. 
jng of these cases for trial on the Iith instant. I 
Commi of the Senate of the United States 
Schiterhols are legal and if the district fadge’s 

ierholz are an 
we do not believe e is 
Yours, trul: 


y. 
5 ROBERT NEILL. 
We concur fully in all the statements of the foregoing letter. 
J. C. YANCEY. 
J. W. BUTLER. 


Hon. Jas. K. Jonzs, U. S. S. 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, before asking that this matter be referred to the 
committee—I will not read the other newspaper clippings that I 
have here—I wanted to make this statement, so that the commit- 
tee and the Senate might understand the factsas to what seems to 
me to be a most AEE and unpardonable performance. 
“ae SPOONER. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not hear all of the Senator's statement, 
and I wish to ask him what is the real complaint of which he 
thinks the Senate ought to take cognizance? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senate ought to investi- 
gate the charges which are made and ascertain whether this em- 

loyee of the Federal Government has, without authority of law, 
fon seizing timber which is the property of private individuals, 
pala, the Commissioner of the General Land Office here 
that he positive es that the timber came from Govern- 
ment lands, and that he had taken the steps which he had taken 
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under the direction of the district attorney, and repo: to the 
district attorney that he had taken the steps under the direction 
of the Commissioner of Public Lands. So it seems that in exe- 
cuting and carrying out his orders he is deceiving, as I believe, 
both of those Federal officials at the same time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator brought the facts which he 
has recited to the attention of the Commissioner of the General 


Land Office? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I personally talked with the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office before I took any steps what- 


ever in reference to this matter. After I presented the resolution, 
and a response came, I went to the Department and had a further 
talk with him. He sent for the chief of division having such 
matters in charge, and asked him in my presence what evidence 
Schlierholz had of the fact that the timber he seized was taken 
from public lands, and he said he reported that he had positive 
proof. He said then, On what authority do you make this state- 
ment?” and he said, The statement was that he seized the timber 
under the authority and by the direction of the district attorney; 
and I presume he furnished him the facts on which it is pro- 
posed to take action.“ Then, to my astonishment, after this con- 
versation, I find by this letter from General Neill that the dis- 
trict attorney in open court said that he had nothing whatever to 
do with it. So it seems that this man Schlierholz is deceiving 
both his superiors. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the point of my question was whether 
the Senator had brought to the attention of the Commissioner of 
the General Land ce the facts which seem to justify the 
charge that the agent has been guilty of deception, and to ask for 
his removal. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When I asked for this examination 
I made the statement in the open Senate that the man ought to 
be removed. I believe, as I said in the beginning, that Mr. Her- 
mann’s instructions to this agent were all that any reasonable man 
could ask, and his orders were made ponera o to proceed 
against people where there was any doubt, I believe the Com- 
missioner thought, up to the time these facts had come to his knowl- 
edge, that the agent had done so. I think Commissioner Her- 
mann is entirely honest, but may not be convinced of this man’s 
bad conduct, as a committee would be if they had an investi 
tion of the facts and had both sides appear before them and in the 
presence of each other. À 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I desire to say, as the 
Senator from Arkansas is aware, that the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office is a very fair-minded man, and I believe the 
Senator will agree with me in the statement that if this matter is 

rly laid before the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and the Secretary of the Interior there will be a proper and thor- 
ough investigation. I understand the Senator to say that the 
matter is now in the United States court. I do not believe it is 
proper for a committee of this body to be required to take a case 
out of court and investigate it. I do not think the Senator would 
insist upon a proposition of that kind. 

Mr. JON ES of Arkansas. The Senator from North Dakota cer- 
tainly does not suppose that I have the slightest idea that we can 
take this case out of court. We can not take any case out of 
court, but we can find the facts for the information of the Senate 
and the general public about a matter, whether it is pending in 


court or not. 

Mr. WILSON. I fully sympathize with the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, but I do not think at this point, as stated by the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH], it is time for the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to make this investigation. 

Replying to what the Senator from Arkansas has said, that this 
special agent has made no arrests, I will say that he hasno author- 
ity under the law to make any arrests. He can only seize, under 
instructions and the law, timber as to which he has proper evi- 
dence that it has been cut from the public domain in violation of 
law; but there is no authority for him to arrest any American 
citizen. That must be done by due process of law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, of course I know the agent can not make arrests except 
under regular process of law. The point I made was—probably 
I did not use a fortunate expression—that if he had positive evi- 
dence that this timber was stolen, somebody was guilty of the 
crime, and it was the duty of the nt to have presented that 
matter to a grand jury of the United States, and to have had all 
these parties indicted; but he makes no statement of having taken 


ee step. 
. WILSON. That is the proper course, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. This matter has been, since the Senator 
offered his first resolution, undergoing some investigation by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. Iam satisfied, from 
my long acquaintance with him, that he is as anxious to do the 
le of that section justice as is the Senator who represents them 
tere so ably. While the Senator was speaking, I called up the 
General Land Office, and they informed me that they were still 
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pee the investigation and that they were looking into the 
matter. 

Now, we are almost on the eve of an adjournment, I hope, and 
it seems to me, Mr. President, that it would be next to impossible 
to secure such an investigation by the Committee on Public Lands 
as the Senator desires as quickly and as accurately as it could be 
done by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. 

I was going to suggest that the resolution might go over until 
to-morrow; and I will, with the Senator’s pe on, being a 
member of the Committee on Public Lands, investigate the mat- 
ter and see if it can not be determined with exact justice to all 
those people down there, through the avenues of the Department 
of the Interior. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me one word? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, there has been great necessity 
for an investigation of this kind for many years. I have often 
called attention tothese matters. There are too many land agents; 
and they are not, as a rule, men of sufficiently high standing and 
knowledge to discharge their duties properly. Occasionally we 
have very good ones, who behave very well; but when you getan 
unruly agent, and he is turned loose, he will absolutely destroy a 
community. This is but one of many examples. I have known 
several communities which were absolutely destroyed for years 
and rig industries all broken up by these wild chaps running 
around. 

There ought to be some way to prevent this abuse. It is worse 
than letting so maoy wil s loose, and here is one of them 
who is undoubtedly disturbing a whole community. There should 
be a less number of these agents; they should be guarded by law, 
and the limits of their power should be fixed. That is one of the 
things which the Committee on Public Lands should study care- 
fully and prepare a law which will prevent future occurrences of 
this kind. They will never stop until there is some regulation of 
law regarding the matter. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In response to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON], I have to say that I am 
N Willing that the matter shall take the course he suggests. 

agree with him in the hope that we are approaching an adjourn- 
ment, but I do not want the Senate to adjourn without putting it 
into the power of the Committee on Public Lands to investigate 
this matter, if it should become necessary to do so. 

I have the greatest confidence in Mr. Hermann’s inte 15 and 
his uprightness and ability. I believe he has done what fet inks 
was fair all the way through. But my complaint in that connec- 
tion is that he has been imposed upon by what I believe to be an 
unscrupulous fellow. I have the same confidence in the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. Ihave no doubt, after the facts are made 
known, they will make an investigation; and if the Committee on 
Public Lands find, by reason of an investigation by the General 
Land Office and the Interior Department that there will be no oc- 
casion for further action on the part of the committee, they can 
easily let the matter go; but the Committee on Public Lands 
after we adjourn, I think ought to have the power reserved to it 
to make an investigation if the facts presented to them are such 
as to justify it. 

I am willing to let the matter go for the present. 

Mr. WILSON. Iwas only anxious to facilitate the investi, 
tion of this matter in such a way as to bring about a correction 
of the evil. Of course, as stated by the Senator from Nevada, oc- 
casionally a wild man gets into one of these positions as special. 
agent, but at the same time there are a great many wild men run- 
ning around and seizing and stealing timber upon the public do- 


main. 

Mr. STEWART. But that is no reason why honest men should 
be destroyed. 

Mr. WiLSON. It will not hurt to have an investigation into 
this matter. Of course where an agent seizes timber he is sub- 
ject to all sorts of criticism, because he treads upon, so to apoak 
somebody’s toes. We have had a t deal of experience o that 
kind in the Western country, and I thoroughly sympathize with 
the Senator from Arkansas; but I think he will get the matter 
remedied, and I think he will get it remedied more quickly, if he 
will go through the channels of the Interior Departmentand not b 
long and continuous and extended investigation by the Commi 
tee on Public Lands, most of whose members desire to return to 
their homes immediately after adjournment and who do not wish 
to go to Arkansas, however pleasant that journey might be at 
this season of the year. Therefore, in order to carry out what 
the Senator himself so much desires, I shall ask that the resolu- 
tion go over until to-morrow to see if I can not get some inf 
mahon in regard to the matter which will be satisfactory to 

nator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Very well. That is satisfactory to 


me. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 


1898. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: i 

A bill (S. 1895) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas J. Chace 
and Thomas J. Chace, jr., late of Monticello, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 2785) for the relief of Blanche T. Hunton; 

A bill (S. 2916) relating to the Washington, Woodside and For- 
est Glen Railway and Power Company, of Montgomery County, 
Md.; an j 
A bill (S. 3871) to authorize the Montgomery-Elmore Bridge 
and 5 Company to construct and maintain a bridge 

e 


across Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala. 
The message also announced that the House had to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H, . 251) to 


limit section 3 of “An act making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other p $ 
The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to authorize the number- 
ing consecutively of the sections of the bill (H. R. 6148) to amend 
the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers“ Home Railway Com- 
of the District of Columbia, the Maryland and Washington 
Rai way Company, and for other purposes. 
ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr, DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian ds to the United States. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. WHITE resumed the speech begun by him yesterday. 
After having spoken for one hour, i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair). The Senator from California will suspend. The hour of 
2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business; which will be stated. : i 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 8698) for the restoration of annuities 
to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask that the unfinished business be temporaril 
laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of 
the pending joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. It is so ordered. The Senator from California will 


roceed, 
Mr. WHITE resumed his speech. After having spoken for 
twenty minutes, 3 i 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, This is a very interesting phase of 
this subject, and I think it is a pity that there are not more Sena- 
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versation with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. I ask 
the Senator from South Dakota to yield to me to call up the con- 
ference report on the barren ee bill, which the Senator from 
Nevada on some inquiry thought might be taken up and disposed 
of without debate. Of course if any gentleman wishes to debate 
it I shall not make the request now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do notnow know who wants to de- 
bate it. There are a number of Senators interested in the bill 
who are not present, and for one I should not be willing to have a 
unanimous-consent agreement that the report should be taken up 
and 15 of without debate. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to call up the report; but if any gen- 
tleman desires to debate it, I will not press it. I do not want, of 
course, to take advantage of any human being. If any Senator 
wishes to debate it, I shall not at this time make the request. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to remark that I was very much 
opposed, as the Senator knows, to the bill as it came here first, 
but it has been very . The Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON] has worked on it and deserves great credit. 
As among all the bills which have passed containing an involun- 
tary provision, this is the best guarded and the mildest. I think 
perhaps the bill may work well. I am so much opposed to any in- 
voluntary clause that I shall vote against the conference report, 
but I do not desire to debate it, A 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Iam not willing, with the Senate as 
thin as it is now, to allow the report to be taken up with the un- 
derstanding that it is to be to without debate. If the Sen- 
ate were full, it would be different. I do not know that I want to 
say anything about it. My feeling about the bill is very much 
like that of the Senator from Nevada. I thought I never would 
agree to a bankruptcy bill which had any involuntary feature in 
it. This conference 8 as it has been made, I confess, is very 
much less objectionable than anything of the kind I have seen 
reported, and after fair consideration and debate of its provisions 
and an understanding of them I am not sure I would not be will- 
ing to vote forit. But Iam not fully satisfied about it, or at least 
Iam not so well satisfied as to be willing to vote without debate. 

Mr. HOAR. We have taken roak paras tohave the bill printed 
in two forms, and I hope Senators will give their attention to it. 


Mr. JONES of Ar I think, perhaps, that would be a wise 
step under the circumstances, so as to allow Senators to come in, 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to take advan of anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
suggests the absence of a quorum, The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


y | I suggest the absence of a quorum, 
kansas. 


tors here than are now 1 57 Is tthe absenceof a quorum. | Bacon, —— —— Sewell, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TT of Connecticut in the | Bate, e, Mantle, Shoup, 
chair). i The absence of a quorum being suggested, the Secretary Berry, peues N 8 

the roll. Butler, Hale, M Sulli 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- Carter, 5 Morri Teller, | 

swered to their names: Clark, Hawley poson, Thurston, 
Frye, McEnery. Platt, N. Y. y Hoar, ` Perkins, Turley, 

Baker, Gear, M Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, W. 
Bate, Gorman, McMillan, Sewell, vis, Jones, Ney. Pe Wetmore, 
Burrows, A, Mallory, Shoup, Deboe, Lod Platt, te. 
Carter, Hansbrough, Mantle, 1 McBride, Platt, N. Y. 
5 Hawle Mills. Sullivan, Fairbanks, MOESA, a 
Callom, Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman, The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-eight Senators have an- 
Dayi B Morrill, guey; swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

kins, Jones, Ney Penrose, Wetmore, Mr. HOAR. Before I ə the suggestion of the lack of a quo- 
Fairbanks, Kyle, Perkins, te, rum I stated that it was my purpose, in ecg aye with the sug- 
Faulkner, Lodge den Wilson. gestion of the Senator from Nevada, to ask the Senate to take up 


ride, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 
awered to their names. A quorum is present; and the Senator 
from California will proceed. 

Mr. WHITE resumed his speech. After having spoken about 
forty-five minutes, he said: 

At this time, as I have had the floor for a good while to-day and 
am quite weary, I will yield to the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW], who will continue the discussion. I will con- 
clude my remarks later on. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, it has been suggested to me by 
several gentlemen who were 3 oppad to the bank- 
ruptcy bill, and especially the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART], that if I would propose to take up the conference report 
ay would make no objection, if the question could be submitted 
without debate, and I am willing, if that is their desire, to sub- 
mit it without debate. I ask leave to call it up. I suggest that 
the Senator from Nevada be sent for. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is impossible to hear the Senator 
from Massachusetts. . 

Mr. HOAR. I made a suggestion which is the result of a con- 
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the conference report on the bankruptcy bill if it could be vote 

upon without debate, which I suppose is the general desire on the 
part of the Senate. But if any Senator desires to discuss the bill, 
or if there be anyone who thinks he has not had, since the report 
was presented, time enough to and consider the bill, so that 
he would not like to have it disposed of now, I will not press the 


uest. 

ie TELLER. Mr. President, I have endeavored to get time to 

rt. I am a member of the committee which reported 
bill and have taken some interest in it, but with other 
duties which have pressed upon me I have not been able to read 
it, and I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to let the report 
over for the time being. I have no disposition unduly to delay it, 
or es | of the kind, but I should like to see it, because I will 
be expected to vote for or against it, and I should like to look it 
over before I vote on it. 

Mr.HOAR. Very well; then I will not make the request to-day, 
but seek an 3 after conference with Senators, to make 
the toaa 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a matter of very great consequence, 
and I think one which is demanded very generally by the different 
sections of the country. It is quite a difficult un g and 


: . — Territo: 
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f tor to take the Amendment numbered 12: That the H recede from its d 

Fi and e n en a it psp iO soca to the emery gpg of 3 numbered 12, and tothe 8 

ered that a fair statement either tye Senator from Massachu- | “agent for said Indians” cast Ket te ling Pontian. 8 

setts [Mr. Hoar] or by the Senator Minnesota saon], the Interior; and the Senate to the same. 

who has taken great interest in this subject, as to the substantial to Amendment mt of the Senate num A the Hesse recede from the — 

difference al iy the Torrey bill and this bill as it is reported | ren amendmen 1 Tempered M en aaron fo beat meg pag nee 

will not be precluded. of said amendment, and insert int tien of the matter stricken out the follow- 
Mr. HOAR. If I may be oned ing: “, $5,000, to De eats Cg nag ag 3 N ee. 
Mr. SPOONER. to the Senate numbered 16, and 8 


C y- 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], who 
was the author of the amendment which passed the Senate last 
winter, was orf the conference committee. I suppose it is no 
breach of pro FF appointed by the Senate 
members of the conference committee a subcommittee and met a 

member of the House, and this measure is substantially what 
those two gentlemen agreed upon. Of course they consulted 
their associates and in some matters of detail adopted the sugges- 
tions of their associates, but it is practically the result of a very 
laborious winter's work of the Senator from Minnesota and one 
mew ber of the House. 

The Senator from Minnesota has prepared and had printed a care- 
ful statement. There is the conference report first in pamphlet 
form, and then a careful statement pointing out all the changes, 
which is also in print, which may save Senators a good deal of time. 
But the measure isa matter of somuch importance and interest that 
it is not the purpose of the conferees on the part of the Senate to 
ask the Senate to take it up at a time when any one Senator has 
not had time enough to satisfy himself, and therefore I shall not 

ress the request to-day after the statement of the Senator from 
Botorado [Mr. TELLER}. I think I may add, 8 that I pre- 
sume the Senator from Minnesota testify that the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. LW SAX] and myself stood loyally by him 
in conference an 8 5 5 by ten Paine of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no question of that, and no one else 
would ever have any. The whole point of mys 
a brief statement made to the Senate by one of the conferees as to 
the differences between the two bills would ax much more inter- 


esting and instructive. I do not want an 8 I do not 
want to debate the bill; but when the re ro áa up, I do not 
think a statement of that sort, made to Senate upon a matter 


of e e ought to be considered debate and therefore 
recluded. 
p Mr. CULLOM. I do not think anybody will object to it. 


PORT OF TITUSVILLE, PA. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam called outof the Chamber, and I should like 
to have the Chair lay before the Senate House bill 0585. 

The bill (H. R. 10585) designating Titusville, Crawford County, 

a port of delivery in the customs collection district of Eris 
ER. was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce has reported a bill 
(S, 4712) designating Titusville, Pa., a portof delivery in the cus- 
toms district of Erie, Pa., with amendments, which is Order of 
Business 1292 on the Calendar. I move that the Senate bill be in- 
definitely postponed and that the House bill be given the place of 
the Senate bill on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON, If the conferenco report upon the bankruptcy 
bill has been laid aside, I bes unanimous consent that I may now 
submit a conference n the Indian a ion bill. 

The PRESIDING O Eich The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent to submit a conference report. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the ‘hie nit a 
ti eg 3 tho curren . pete Senate to the 

ions for curren’ tingent expenses of 
stipulations with various vaten tribes 


votes of the tyo Howes 


the Indian Dope appro 


Seok year 
pets yams 207 „and for other purposes, etter fall cad tres 
5 — rence mares agreed to recommend and do . — to their respective 

onses as follows 


BARES ð i 
48.5. 59, 63, 71 — Aes 
That the House recede from its nt to 
Senate N 5, 7, 8. 1 oe 9, 20, 21, 
3 40, 41, 43, 45, 47, 49, 61, &, 65, 68. 
e same 


e 
and db, and agree 


“only; and the Senate agree to 

Amendment numbered 6: That th the e Horse recede from its R to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the . 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said fee greats vy ne an 
“and one of whom may be located by the Secretary of the Interior in the 
„and under his direction and authority — g pistones nd 
required by law of said Secretary relating to affairsin 
aud th the 85 Senate agree to the 


ion was that } and in 


to th etry the Sen te x bored 27, and tothe with z 
e ame nate num na agree e same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inse: said ndme: 
insert the following: N Bij 72 


ments, aad fo in 

And the Senate agree roy he same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House nage froga dta ts disagree t 
to the amendment of the Senate humbered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In Heu of the matter — 2 by said amendment 


insert the following: 
53 8 Pp irar age practicability and Jer. 
a nex u — 
mie and cost of establishing an Indian industrial schoolon the Fort Keogh 
Military Reservation, in the Late of Montana.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the same with an 
: In lieu of ae mat 


amendm ter inser by 
. the following: ey tt pastimes from the United States courts 
in the to to the 8 y 


either party, in all 4 — 
Five Saito an 


this act must be perfected erg Robes canis deve toes te 
casen dechied eaheed bsequent cpa . og sixty days i final ju 9 


ment; but but in no * case shall the the Five Civ- 
itized 


T = 10 bee anak nti — 1 —.— 1 

court, oe = any ju t in the of 
States. — of appeals, as aforesaid it shalt be tho duty of tho 
Supreme Court to advance suck casos on the dock et and dispose of the same 
as early as possible:“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House yecede 2 from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered N and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter en out and inserted by 
said amendment insert the following:: Provided, That hereafter, whenever 
it shall be made to a to the Secre of the Interior that by reason of 
age or disability any tee of Indian under this or former acts of Ci 
gress can not personally and with benefit to himself occupy or improve hig 
Eenh e the benefit 5 Bade allottes, aaa ae 

or upon such terms, maed et whe 
and 3 shall be DF eg hector veda ed him, for a term not exceeding five 


— hereafter no Indian or tribe of Indians ge 
ease tor 3 5 ia py. 7 — = of the Secretary of 
the 21. — first and regulations to be pre- 
scribeđ by him as to — of land Bo agen and limit of „ and 
„ in no case shall exceed seven ears, and only be 
made by 2 oft the oo council of the tribe ng such lease, and with 
Secretary of the Interior after said lease has been 


the a 
agreed upe upon, execpt in cases where the lands have been patented toany tribe 
individual the Senate agree to the same. . 
9 numbered 42: That the House recede from its 9 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as ey a Strike out from said amendment, 55 1 3 and 4. 
the words “ Monda an , 1898," and insert in lieu of the words so 
stricken out the following: “day of April, 1899;" and the Senate, agree to the 
same. 


to bee on for its a — 
mendment — a 
to the amendment of 


5 7 — . recede Len neh nan 
the amendment Senate n to 
amonimont as follows: TREE see BOSE 


said timber, incl 
the Interior shall SODAR t shall t be 
8 eee 


thereof excepting that ane tes Indian entitled to — me 
said act who has n upon unsurv land may select the 
the Interior shall cause the 


for his allotment, w. 
samo to bo surveyed and and. Allotted har ny ang At the expiration of six months 
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ition w shall 
ve been ect to settlemen 
nsed 2 disposi for school pu at what is known as Tonasket School. 
on Bonapart Creek, ae the site of the sawmill, gr 


act, 

3 in lien thereof, as provided in section 6 of the 
nets itera ihe me 
e e z 

7 + the House recede from its disagreement 

Amendment numbered 53: That the sana po e pl 


amendment, the word 
“availability” and insert 


“practicability; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and to the same with 
amendments as follows: In line 2 of said amendment strike out the words 
Pr A 80 8 Er rg eed —.— oue a sum named and insert in lieu 

ereof “ * an A e same, 

Amendment numbered 57: That fhe House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

For ascertainin 


TVA 


point, $20,000, or só mu be necessary, sam 
ited States Geological Survey, under the 
nded by the Director of res atori A 5 de That n 255 l 
shall be construed as in any way co t e Un con- 
strüction of said dam. And Taid Director alsoascertain and 7 upon 
tho feasibility and cost of the Queen Creek project mentioned in Senate 


men 
And the Senate apos to the same. 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, agree 

amendment as . matter stricken out and inserted by 
“Phat the sottiers who purchased with tho condition annexed of actual 

settlement on all ceded In reservations be, and they are — — 

„ 1. 1900, in which to make payments as now by 
w.” 

And the Senat to the same. 

enon Ted 64: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the same with an 


to thei rchase, and f bpd on band AY ues © year ending 
T pw „and tor 
June 30, 1800. shall be immediately available; but no such goods or . aes 
shall bs distributed or delivered to any of said Dadians prio? to July 3, ; 
and the agree a samo. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and to same an 


seer mp a as follows: "ET one 

ment the following: Sec. 10;” an: Senate agree . 

E i Hoon regede tom i diener ogm ent 
e amendment of the Senate num . 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter emka, abas said amendment in- 


gert the following: 
“Sno. 11. Tha Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay, out 
* {the N of June 7. Ager 6950 Ge 


the t 
y ted to th 
ae suid Creek Nation shall be presen to 


sented 

for value and without knowled; 

fraud in theissuance thereof, sh: 

their face ‘fraudulent and void. 
And the Senate the same. 
The committee of conference 


and on same page, lin 


23, 
2 rd “twenty. moet 
ereof the wo: wenty-li! br pono hme te 
W. B. ALL 


Managers a the part of the Senate. 

J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHAS. CURTIS, 

JOHN S. LITTL 
Managers of the part of the House. 
During the reading of the report, 
Mr. BATE. I see that we are U L 
appropriation bill. It is a very 8 a very important report. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. e conference report is being 


read. 
Nr. BATE. All right. I do not want to object to the reading 
of it, but to the consideration of it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report has to be 
read at some time. 
The reading of the conference report was concluded. 
Mr. DAVIS, Let the report be printed and its 
over, 


action upon the Indian 


go 


por mineral lands, and we finally compromised t 
- | roundin, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
ot | asks that the report be printed and that the consideration of it be 


deferred. 

Mr. BATE. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that 
course will be taken. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I have no objection to the report go- 
ing over. Ishould like to give notice that at some convenient 
hour to-morrow, having reference to the regular order, I shall de- 
sire to call up the report and have it di of. I do not think 
it will take a t deal of time, and of course it ought to be dis- 


+ | posed of in a short time. 


Mr. BATE, I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the report 
ought to be printed. It is a very long report. 

Mr. DAVIS, That was my motion. 

Mr. BATE. I think it had better go over until the next day, 
and not set its consideration for to-morrow. We shall hardly 
have an opportunity to study the report after it is printed if it is 
taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to suit the convenience of the Senator 


mg | from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] having in charge the joint resolu- 


tion now under consideration. I would not have put in this re- 
port at present, but I saw that there was an interruption in the 
consideration of the report on the bankruptcy bill, and I desire, 
2 omer to make as much progress as I can with the appropria- 
on $ 
Mr. BATE. I do not think it will be an inconvenience to me 


to set an ay ye choose. 

Mr. ALLI ON. I do not care to set a day. Iwill suit the con- 
venience of Senators having in charge the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The order to print the conference 
70 55 has already been made. 

1 ee smi 15 pie like to ask the ay depen 
a question in regard to ‘erence report. tion 
was made of the provision for free homesteads? 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision for free homesteads as amended 
by the Senate was stricken out, and in lieu of the House provision 

ere is an extension until the ist of July, 1900. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What provision was made in regard to 
leasing mineral lands on Indian reservations? ° 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision relating to the leasing of mineral 
lands was very much modified, but authority is given to lease 
mineral lands under certain conditions and circumstances. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. For the Indians to lease them? 

Mr. ALLISON. Indians to lease them, with regulations to be 
first provided for ene Dy the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. committee recognizes the title, then, 
to the minerals in the Indians? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, the committee did the best they could 
with that particular matter. The question of title, of course, had 
to be considered among other things. I wish to say thatthe House 
was very insistent upon the provision relating to the leasing of 
matter by sur- 
the leasing with such safe ds as we could, The 
mineral lands are leased now, as I understand it, under existing 
law. The House conferees were quite willing to strike out the 
whole provision, but we were not willing to do so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We never have acknowledged the right of 
the Indians on any ordinary reservation to lease mineral lands. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have been leased notwithstanding, and 
that question, so far as I know, has never been raised. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A provision of that sort involves hundreds 
of millions of dollars to the Government of the United States, 
and, in my opinion, will cost the Government more than the war 
we are now en in. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that the conference report 
rie pede PeP severely contested if such a provision is con- 

in 


Mr. ALLISON. That is the provision. This was the first time 
in a bill of this character that any provision has been made re- 
ied yd the prohibition of mineral-land leases. The statutes, as 

understand, recognize mineral-land leases. The Senate inserted 
a provision prohibiting the leasing of mineral lands. The House 
insisted that in the interest of the Indians, e 
two or three reservations, that power should not be en away, 
especially as to the Uintah Indians. The House conferees stated 
that that power should in some form be allowed, and we have 
hedged the proposition about, as Senators will see, with provi- 
sions which will secure the interests of the Indians as well as the 
interests of the Government of the United States, unless we shall 
have a Secretary of the Interior who intentionally or ignorantly 


napon his duty. f 

. TELLER. I should like to say that the Indians who oc- 
cupy the Uintah Reservation have no title whatever to the lands, 
Those are public lands of the United States. The Indians have a 
possessory title, such as Indians get under Executive order. 
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Their title is purel ry, and can be withdrawn from them 
at any time Bs the President of the United States revoking the 
order. They have no ownership of the lands whatever, and ought 
not to be ed as having any. In dealing with those In- 
dians we ought to deal with them as haying no treaty rights 
whatever to that land. 2 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not quite sure that the Senator isaccurate 
in his statement that the President of the United States could 
withdraw the lands at any time by an Executive order. 

Mr. TELLER. Unless by some such unwise legislation as this 
we have recognized some right that we ought not to recognize, 
my statement is correct. 

. ALLISON. On the 4th day of June of the present year the 
President approved an act passed by both Houses dealing with 
the entire question of the Uintah Reservation. So Ithink it would 
hardly be in good faith, after having ee, a law so recently as 
the 4th of June, for the President of the United States absolutely 
to abolish the reservation. I do not believe that could be done. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say the reservation could be abol- 
ished; but if there has been such an act passed on the 4th of June, 
perhaps I will modify my remarks. If such an act passed, I did 
not know of it. I know that these Indians went on the Uintah 
Reservation by virtue of an Executive order, and they ought to 
have remained there under that Executive order. It is all right 
enough for them to stay there until they are sent somewhere else. 

I wish to ask the Senator why the free-home provision was 
stricken out by the conferees? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was stricken out for the reason that it 
seemed to be necessary to secure an agreement upon the bill, 
We the bill in the Senate. The first contention on the part 
of the House was that such a bill was pending there, that very 
important amendments were likely to be placed upon it, and that 
it had no business upon an appropriation bill, it being a matter of 
pure legislation and having no relation to any of the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill. > 

Thereupon we yielded to the extent of allowing the settlers to 
continue to occupy the lands, giving them until the Ist day of 
July, 1900, to further consider this question, leaving the present 
House of Representatives until the 4th of March of next year to 
*deal with the bill now pending in that body as . choose to 
deal with it. In other words, that the House of Representatives 
shall have an opportunity until the expiration of this Con to 
deal with the subject, and we also give an opportunity to the next 
Congress to deal with it until 1900. So that there will be two 
opportunities to deul with the whole matter, without prejudice to 
any settler or any person except the United States first, the 
present House of Representatives, and secondly, the next Con- 

ess, with the new House of Representatives and the new Senate. 
That was the best 1 and arrangement we could make. 
It was a Senate amendment, and we were obliged to yield to that 
extent. 

Mr. TELLER. A bill containing the homestead provision 
passed the Senate of the United States in the last Congress, and it 
was pending in the House of Representatives when the St. Louis 
convention was held. That bill was specifically approved by the 
St. Louis convention, and it was declared that it ought to become 
alaw. The bill failed in the House of Representatives because of 
the opposition there of the very party which had declared for it 
at St. lous. We passed the same provision again by putting it 
into an appropriation bill. I want to impress the Senate that 
it has failed again because of the same opposition from the same 
source. 

Mr. President, in my judgment, that bill was an equitable and 
just bill, one which the interests of the people of the country 
required should become alaw. I myself have great faith in the 
conservative influence of a home for every man. I believe the 
Government of the United States can not exercise its power and 
use its wealth to any greater advantage than in romane mot 
homes. It is a notorious fact that the people on those lands can 
not pay for the land under present conditions at the price which 
they have agreed to pay, and in the future we will be either com- 
pelled by force of arms to drive them from their homes or we 
will be compelled to yan alaw which shall give them an oppor- 
1 to pay for their homes in some way. They can not pay 
— em under the contract they have made with the Uni 

tates, 


. Mr, ALLISON, In this provision we have extended the time 
until the 1st of July, 1900; and those people will not be disturbed 


during that period. x 
8 I am glad the 
wish the Senate con- 


Mr. TELLER. In the interest of those 
Senate conferees insisted u so much. 
ferees had insisted upon the acceptance of the proposition upon 


the part of the House conferees. Of course I do not mean to re- 
flect u the conferees on the part of the Senate, for I have no 
doubt they did the best they could. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the con- 


sideration of the conference report has passed from the considera- 


tion of the Senate, and that the question before the Senate is now 
on the House joint resolution in relation to the annexation of 
Hawaii, upon which the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW] has the floor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to make an 
inquiry of the Senator from Iowa as to the provisions of this bill. 
There was one provision in which I felt considerable interest and 
one in which I know a great many other Senators felt 4 good deal 
of interest. I listened to the reading of the report, but I did not 
understand exactly the recommendation of the committee on 
amendment No. 73, in the last paragraph of the bill, the provision 
for the payment of certain Creek warrants alleged to have been 


issued by the regularly constituted authorities of the nation and 
to be in the hands of innocent holders. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not have the text of the amendment be- 


fore me, but the amendment was modified very much. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have the Senator 
state the substance of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ican state the substance of it, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is all I ask, 

Mr. ALLISON. The substance of it is that the question is to 
be carefully investigated by the Secretary of the Interior, and such 
warrants as have been issued in good faith, actually or construct- 
* shall be paid. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Issued in good faith? 

Mr. ALLISON. They shall be paid; and those not so issued 
shall not be paid. Then there is a provision which requires the 
oot ae to be filed with the Secretary of the Interior within 
nine ys. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator mean warrants 
issued 5 or purchased in good faith? 

Mr. N. All the warrants issued under this provision 
relating to this particular transaction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The charge is that there was a cer- 
tain amount of the warrants Which were ordered to be printed in 
the regular way and issued in the regular way, which the regu- 
larly constituted Creek authorities issued themselves; and there 
was also issued a large amount besides. 

It was claimed that those warrants could not have been issued 
in good faith, but were a deliberate fraud. The holders of these 
warrants claim that they held them in good faith; that they were 
issued by the officers who had the authority to issue them; that 
they were on the market, and that they had no notice of any fraud, 
either actual or implied. The point I was anxious to get at was 
the Senator’s statement that the provision was made for warrants 
issued in good faith. That is very different from warrants pur- 
chased in good faith. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I said “issued in good faith,” I meant pur- 
chased in good faith by innocent purchasers, The provision was 
drawn very carefully by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCK- 
RELL], who is quite familiar with the facts, and I think it is as 
well guarded as it can be. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to allude to one 
other matter in connection with this conference report; and as to 
that I shall be very brief, 

Several years ago we passed an act of rie de by which we set 
apart Annette Island in Alaska for a lot of British Indians. It 
has an area of 134square miles. Upon that island there were dis- 
covered some of the richest mines in Alaska. It is calculated that 
one of those gold mines is worth to-day many millions of dollars— 
forty or fifty million dollars. The proposition now is to allow 
those 800 Indians, who were brought over from British America 
and placed upon that island so that they might have a home, to 
lease that mine, and then hereafter, if the United States wish to 
extinguish the title, we shall have to buy them out. Such amon- 
strous proposition as that is acceded to in conference and insisted 
on bya Republican House of Representatives, That is but one of 
many instances well known to everybody. 

When miners went in there and undertook to take that claim 
last year Mr. Duncan, who has charge of those Indians and who 
was a British subject until he brought his band over to the United 
States, came down here and remained during the winter, protest- 
ing against anything which would open 1 ia country to min- 
ing entry. This is an additional move. ey could not get it 
upon a mining entry, so that citizens of the United States could 
not go there and take it, but they get up a scheme by which the 
mine can be leased, and they and a few other men lease it and 
share the profits with the Indians. That mine is as well known 
there as are the gilsonite beds in Utah. I am surprised that the 
committee should bring in such a proposition. It does not seem 
to me that this conference report can be adopted without being 

retty thoroughly discussed. This land was set apart as a reserve 

y act of Congress, and all that we ever give in such instances is 
the zens to use the surface and the things on the surface. We 
never have recognized the right to the minerals. 

Ido not know but the free-homestead provision was defeated 
as a matter of economy. I suppose that was the reason. But, 
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Mr. President, while we are willing to force the money out of 
those people who have taken homesteads upon the public domain, 
and have thereby repealed the homestead law, we are remitting 
duties to Asiatic labor in the Hawaiian Islands to the extent of 
$10,000,000 a year. We have remitted $72,000,000 already, and 
we have collected that money out of the 10 of the United 
States in the way of taxes to support our Government while we 
have not collected duty upon Hawaiian sugar and Hawaiian prod- 
ucts—not in the interest of American citizens, but in the interest 
of Asiatic labor—and yet we want to economize by compelling the 
homesteader upon Let pce domain to pay for his land, thereby 
repealing the homestead laws; and this in the interest of economy! 
Senators want to do this, although the Republican party, as every 
other party in this country, has declared in its platform at the 
last convention that those homes should be free; and that makes 
another contest, it seems to me, on the conference report on the 
Indian bill, 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 8279) to amend the act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of ap and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction o; Shines 1585 United States, and. for 
other purposes, approv ch 3, A 

‘A tll EL R. 0055) to transfer the county of Menard, in the 
State of Texas, from the western district of Texas to the northern 
district of Texas, and for other purposes; and me 

A bill (H. R. 10510) providing for the transfer from the circuit 
court of appeals for the ninth circuit to the Supreme Court of cer- 
tain appeals from the district court for Alaska. 2 

The bill (H. R. 1136) for the punishment of seduction in the 
District of Columbia was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of J. Henry Rives was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 8925) to amend sections 1698 and 1784 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, CALIFORNIA. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 221) for improvement of San 
Joaquin River and Stockton and Mormon channels, California, 
was read twice by its title. 8 

Mr. PERKINS. Lask unanimous consent that that joint reso- 
lution may be considered at this time. There is no objection to 
it, and it me important that it should pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex- 
15 Bape Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I had hoped that the con- 
troversy with regard to the acquisition of new territory, that the 
contest over changing the policy of this country as it has existed 
for a century, that the question whether we ought to 8 an 
imperial policy and acquire distant colonies to be ruled by us 
against their consent, would, in view of existing circumstances, 
have been delayed until this war was over, until the whole ques- 
tion could be considered, until the American people could have 
thought upon the subject, until we could have decided upon a 
porey as to whether we would revolutionize the purposes of this 

overnment, and that next winter we would take up this ques- 
tion, when we would have time to deliberately act upon the 
proposition to formulate a colonial policy. 

No one for one moment pretends that we intend to admit the 
Asiatic or of Hawaii or of the Philippines into full citizenship 
under the Government of this country; but, instead of that, pro- 
pelled by an interest which has gathered around this Capitol for 
the past several months or years, an interest in the production of 
sugar by Hawaiian labor, certain gentlemen, having less of pa- 
triotism than I hoped they might possess, bring this question here 
now and undertake to force it through Con as a War measure. 

I contend that the area of this country is great enough, if we 
would maintain free institutions under a republican form of gov- 
ernment. For ina republic, founded upon A Rre i of equal- 
ity and universal suffrage, it is essential that the individual voter 
shall have a knowledge of, and be familiar with, the methods of 
government; and if the country is so vast and the problems of 
government are so complicated that it is impossible for the voter 
to have or acquire this familiar knowledge, how is it possible for 
him to act intelligently? How is it ible for him to know that 
by his vote he is sustaining free institutions? 


In the past republics-have been of small area—a single city per- 
haps—with a comparatively small ulation. The founders of 
this Government, recognizing the difficulty of maintaining asa 
unit a republic of extensive proportions, inaugurated the Federal 
system, a union of sovereign States, hoping thereby to extend self- 
government over vast areas and to maintain therein the Lined of 
republican principles, each State being in itself a republic, each 
State of necessity containing a population indigenous toits climate 
and possessing a soil that would bountifully respond to the ener- 
gizing touch of men capable of governing themselves. Therefore 
the founders of our Government made it an unwritten law that 
no area should be brought within the bounds of the Republic 
which did not and could not sustain a race equipped in all essen- 
tials for the maintenance of free civilization and capable of uphold- 
ing within its boundaries a republican form of government, 

or the purpar of unifying a vast area within the bounds of 
the Republic it was enacted that the central Government, the 
Government of the United States, should be a government of lim- 
ited powers, a government possessing only such powers as were 
conferred upon it by the Constitution, all other sovereign rights, 
all other powers common to a sovereign, being retained by the 
States themselves, retained by the people themselves as inhabi- 


tants of the States. Therefore, if we adopt a policy of acquiring 


tropical countries, where republics can not live, and where free, 
self-governing people have never lived since the world had a his- 
tory, we overturn the theory upon which this Government is 
established and we do violence to our Constitution, 

The whole theory of our Government precludes centralization 
of power; the whole theory of our Government sustains the idea 
that the United States as a government shall do only those things 
delegated to it in the Constitution. 

But, Mr. President, our Federal be ag has not accomplished 
the purpose for which it was created; it has not fulfilled the ex- 
pectation of its authors. Before we acquire more territory, before 
we start upon a policy of imperialism and of conquest, it is our 
duty to inquire whether our area and population are not already 
too great. Centralization has gone on so rapidly since the war of 
the rebellion that already our people are looking to the Govern- 
mentof the United States as the sourceof all power through which 
all relief must come. : 

Mr. President, the concentration of power in the hands of the 
Federal Government has been followed by encroachments by the 
Federal courts upon thesovereignty of the States and upon the legis- 
lative and executive branches of the Government itself, and it 
made the courts almost supreme in our affairs. 

Within the past ch bre the wealth of the United States, 
which was once fairly distribu been accumulated in the 
hands of a few; so that, according to the last census, 250,000 men 
own $44,000,000,000, or over three-fourths of the wealth of this 
country, while 52 pe cent of our Populshon ractically have no 
properiy at all and do not own their homes. It would naturally 

supposed that the 48 per cent of the people who still have an 
interest in the property of the nation would be the governing 
classes. Recent events, however, point unmistakably to the fact 
that the 250,000 people who own nearly all the wealth have com- 
bined with the 52 per cent of our population who have no prop- 
erty, and by gaining control of a great patriotic political organ- 
i have usurped the functions of government and established 
a plutocracy. 

Among all plutocracies of cag go as well as among all mon- 
archies of the past, whenever power and all property have 
been gathered into the hands of the few and discontent appears 
among the masses, it has been the policy to acquire foreign pos- 
sessions, to enlarge the army and the navy, to employ discon- 
tent and distract its attention. The recent attempt on the part 
of the United States to acquire foreign territory, coming asit anes 
along with an ever-increasing clamor for the enlargement of the 
Army and for the creation of a great navy, is sufficient to alarm 
patriotic citizens and lead to an anxious inquiry as to whither 
we are drifting. 

Rome was organized as a Republic, and for the first six hundred 
years of her history had the best government then existing on the 

lobe. To be a Roman citizen was greater than to be a king. 

he consolidated her power until she baled all Italy. She began 
to spread out along the northern coast of the Mediterranean; but 
when the policy of acquiring and governing a people who could 
have no part in her republican form of government began, Rome 
ceased to exist as a Republicand becamean Empire. The misery 
and ruin of her people began. When she conquered Egypt and 
Asia, having populations the same as those countries to- 
day, of low consuming power and great tenacity of life, the 
Roman found he was no competitor in the growing of crops and 
in other industrial enterprises. 

The Roman of those days was as the Anglo-Saxon of to-day—a 
man of great vitality, requiring excellent nurture, the best of 
food, and plenty of it. hen he came into competition with 
when he conquered and undertook to govern, when he absorbed 
the Asiatic races, people with a low vitality and great tenacity of 


life, human machines who could subsist u the least of food 


and perform the most of the Roman was destroyed 
and the Roman Empire away. 

James Bryce, in of this period of Roman history, says: 

umili the subtle policy of Augustus had 

ie 5 h — ba nee Tiberius maintained was — 
dropped by their successors, despotism became at last recognized in 
principle as the government of the Roman Em an aristocracy de- 
— erg Hiborte that eet survive migh 2 = with aie: 
Republican forms had never been known in the provinces at all— 


Will they be with ours?— 


SOATDA DOCE WONG) Ramet sty hr pore ea a y assumed 
there soon reacted on its position in the capital * * + increased con- 
centration of power was mainly by the neolustttes of frontier de- 


fense. For there was more decay than 

The fact of the matter is that when the Roman Republic was 
founded most of its people were farmers. Their farms did not 
exceed 12 acres in area, indicating a dense rural population. No 
foreign foe could march through that compact rural ulation 
of landowners to the wall of Rome. They were farmers 
and prosperous, and they made mighty soldiers. Cincinnatus left 
the plow and led legions on to victory. But during the first cen- 
tury of the Christian era centralization had done its work. The 
Lands had been absorbed by the usurer and gathered into vast es- 
tates, cultivated by tenants and often by slaves; the mines of gold 
and silver in Spain and Greece had been worked out. 

The price of farm products had fallen, as they were compelled 
to compete with the rich granaries of E; legions were 
no longer recruited among the farmers who tilled the soil. ‘The 
soldiers were foreign mercenaries. Roman institutions faded 
away under the influences which gradually took possession of that 
empire and destroyed its vitality; and the same story can be told 
of every nation through all history from the very moment it de- 
parted from its policy of peace, its internal policy, and entered 
upon a career of conquest. : 

One of the oldest nations in the world to-dayis Japan. She has 
had a succession of rulers for two thousand seven hundred years. 
For two hundred and fifty years previous to 1859 no foreigner was 
allowed to set foot upon the soil of Japan. She lived wi her- 
self. There was no desire for conquest, and no foreign debt. 
The result is that, in my opinion, to-day she possesses the most 
civilized people upon. the globe, ting everything that is good 
and rejecting everything that is in modern civilization. Ja- 

holds everything within her own Government. There is no 
paha debt. No foreigner is allowed to own stock in any of her 
companies or to own her soil. There is that peace and satisfac- 
tion, that comfort and contentment among the masses of her peo- 
ple that no other nation I know of possesses. But if she starts 
upon a career of conquest, if she allows the best blood of her peo- 

e to depart to foreign lands to conquer and make serfs of an in- 
orior people, from that day will date the ruin and decline of 

apan. - 

7 believe these problems, as they have been wrought in the 
crucible of the past, are the ones that should absorb the thought- 
ful consideration of our people. I believe attention should not be 
taken from these great questions of economics and government, 
from the great questions now revitalized in gigantic trusts and 
corporations, and should not be distracted by a career of conquest, 

I believe it is my duty, under these circumstances, to resist on 
all occasions the acquisition of any territory — 5 our borders 
not contiguous to our present territory and peopled by an unwill- 
ing and an inferior race. : 

To-day we have no territory that it requires a navy to defend. 
The United States is so situated that she can say whether she will 
have peace or war. We possess no terri that can be acquired 
or held by a foreign foe, even if we owned not one single ship; 
and no nation, however great or strong, can gain any advantage 
by a war with us. But the moment we acquire distant posses- 
sions, we must build a navy to defend them, for in case of war 
these possessions would be first attacked and taken from us. 
France, England, and Germany have ions scattered all over 
the world, and are co; uently compelled to maintain immense 
navies to defend them. possessions, in case of war, furnish 
so many points of attack, 30 many embarrassments, so many op- 
portunities for national humiliation, that the strife is to see who 
can maintain the greatest fleet upon the sea. Shall we enter the 
arena of this contest? 

From our earliest history we have insisted that we would en- 
gage in no entangling alliances, that we duane e no territory 
that required a navy to defend. We have said that we would at- 
tend to our own affairs, and that our interests demanded that no 
European country should gain further foothold upon the Western 
Hemisphere; and so strong has been our moral position that with- 
outa pat we have been able to enforce this doctrine. 

When the French entered Mexico, we had but to indicate our 


leasure and they departed; but the very moment we adopt the 
policy of acquiring distant territories, the very moment we enter 
uisition and annexation, upon a colonial 
the moral force of our posi 


upon a policy of 
eee is gone. I 
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England 


would be and 
place ourselyes in the position occupy in relation to the-bal- 
ance of the world, 

The following 


from Herry Clews's Weekly Financial Review 
of June, 1898, is in point: 4 

The following is tract from a letter recen from 
an influential Sanos or Parliament 8 one ne Ginter — 


largest ci hich Speake for itself: 

“Just mate say that Ido not agree with your- circular letter, which I 

have just read, where you suggest that the Philippines should be given back 

to Spain for Cuba. I Ton WAL keep ste E ppines. It is time your 

people hegan to do some work in the world outside your own country. “You 
have to do it eventually, and you may as well begin now as wait. Iam 

afraid it will not be many years until we have todo some joint-account fight- 

ing with continental countries for possession of the parts of the world w 

are misgoverned at present. 

They know too well that colonial acquisition would be an ele- 
ment of weakness; that distant ions would be hostages for 
the safety of which we would yield points of right and surrender 
questions of principle. ; 

How could we invoke the Monroe doctrine and insist that for- 
eign countries should not acquire territory in North and South 
America if, after our repeated declarations that we had no inten- 
tion to annex Hawaii, we should proceed to annex it? Would 
they not justly claim that we would pursne the same course in 
regard to the republics of North and South America, with the 
E of ultimately 2 them ourselves? How could we 
onger argue that we only seek to do right; that we only seek to 
furnish an example to the world of man's capacity for self- 
goannas the golden rule of doing to others as you would be 

one by 

What limit can be set to our future acquisition if we once com- 
mence a colonial policy and acquire territory in the Tropics, where 


‘self-government is impossible? 


Mr. President, I contend that it has been the tradition and 
policy of the people of the United States to acquire no territory 
that would require a navy to defend. : 
ar Jefferson, in writing to President Madison April 27, 1809, 
said: 

It will be objected to receivin ba 
tenp utes sei Cain cane dfengod by a mithet wr wd 
Works — which — — — a navy 00 defend 1.—5 Jefferson's 


Secretary Frelinghuysen, in a note to Mr. Langston dated June 
20, 1883, says: 

Th of this 
has ended toward I D ee ae 


In 1884 he said to the same minister: 


A conviction that a fixed policy, dating back to the origin of our constitu- 
POEN Government, was considered to aie it inexpedient to 8 terri- 


dizement which would require maintenance ore naval force in 
excess moe A aS ees for our national uses, has led this Government to 
decline acquisitions. Even as — coaling stations such terri- 
torial acquisitions would involve responsib' beyond their utility. The 
United States has never deemed it needful to their national life to maintain 
top ble fortresses along the world’s highways 5 uoman fouttyt 
W. on the general q on of annexation of outlyin 
islands or territory—except in the North, and I make an exception thoree 
that I trust we have seen the last of annexation, and in this remark I include 
the whole group of the West India Islands and the whole of the Mexican 
terri contiguous to the United States, inhabited as it is by a portion of 
strangely mixed and merated by their mixture with 
tion and a terri tha les man— 
may never be made an 
in part of the people and a territory of the United States. We oc- 


of the Ang 
into the tropical (Hawaiian) belt, we would weaken th of 
ace 10 ) belt, ew we n the power 


Although the treaty is not now before us, in view of the fact 
that we are considering a subject kindred to the treaty made by 
Mr. Sherman for the annexation of Hawaii, I will read what Mr. 
Sherman had to say upon the subject: 


The events of the future are beyond the vision of mankind, but I hope that 
= ria —.—— content vie pernai S and avoid the 5 
oreign acquisitions. Our family already large enough to cre- 
ate embarrassment in the Senate, and a republic should not hold dependent 
rovinces or E new acquisition will create embarrassments. 

Phe Union 7 see iscordant elements enough without addin: 

others. If my life 1 to add to the strength un 
rity of the U FFF to add new 


gers by acquisition of foreign 
I hope those sentiments were ly held by all prominent 
members of the ublican party. Iam sorry to know that the 
great Secretary of State, through the exigencies of politics, felt 
that he was compelled to place himself in sympathy with an Ad- 
ministration which held a contrary view upon so great and im- 
portant a question. 


Mr. Bayard, during Cleveland's first Administration, made the 
following announcement, and I take this from page 580 of Whar- 
ton’s Digest of International Law: 

The policy of the United States declared and ed for more thana 

tenances and in tice forbids uisitions. 
88 past touching e — of territory by — — and 
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disinclination to avail ourselyes of yoluntary prof- 
cession and our recorded — a . reg hae 
States are matters of historical p: 


For the of showing the unvarying policy of this coun- 
try up to the ‘Kaministration of President Harrison, indorsed by 
Democra 


sage of Grover Cleveland in 1885. Grover Cleveland had then 
just come from the people; he had not been contaminated and cor- 
rupted by association with the busness men who afterwards dis- 
ced the Republic by their influence over its President. He 
then spoke the real sentiments, in my opinion, of an honest man. 
esaid: 

Maintaining as I do the tenet of a line of precedents from Washington's day, 

alliances with foreign states, I do not favor a 
which proscribe enta —— distant territory or the incorpora 
remote interests with our own. 

It has been said on this floor that Mr. Cleveland, up to the time 
he appointed Mr. Blount to go to Hawaii, was in favor of the an- 
nexation of those islands. This message, sent to Congress in 1885, 
certainly tends not only to disprove that statement, but to refute 
it altogether, without some positive contrary declaration on the 
part of Mr. Cleveland himself. : ‘ i 

It is truo thatin the past we have acquired territory, but it has 
been in pursuance of policy which I have already indicated. 
We have acquired territory, but always within the temperate zone, 
ae i contiguous to the United States, always adjoining that 
which we already owned, a territory which possessed climate, soil, 
and (if people it had) people capable of governing themselves. 
We purchased by treaty Louisiana and Florida, and we annexed 
Texas by a joint resolution, admitting her as a State into the 
Union after securing the consent of aer people and under those 

rovisions of our Constitution which w us to admit new 
Btates Florida and Louisiana we also admitted by constitutional 
methods, under the power granted by the States to the Federal 
Government admitted by Epi < i 

John Quincy Adams argued in favor of the acquisition of Florida 
on the ground of its being contiguous territory, and by inference 
all through his argument he also argues that he would have been 
opposed to its annexation if it had not joined us. 

Let us inquire as to what 5 we have rejected, and see 
how closely we have adhered to the doctrine laid down. In De- 
cember, 1882, the Government of San Salvador, one of the Cen- 
tral American States, lying well within the Tropics, proposed 
annexation to the United States and we refused to receive it. 

President Polk, in his message of April 29, 1848, after reciting 
an offer from Yucatan ‘‘ to transfer the dominion and sovereignty 
of the peninsula to the United States,” said: 

to recommend the adoption of any measure 
with a view to the pe e of the dominion and sovereignty over Yuca- 


tion of 


Congress took no action on this message. 

It was not even discussed, so far as I can find. If it was, such 
discussion in secret session; but the idea of acquiring 
sovereignty over a tropical country attracted so little attention 
that I can find practically no other record referring to the subject. 
Of more recent date efforts have been made to acquire territory in 
the Tropics, always with the same result. In 1866 a proposition 
was made to acquire Santo Domingo. Santo Domingo lies east of 
Cuba, having an area of 28,000 square miles, including the Repub- 
lic of Hayti. It is a tropical country. It lies about 1,000 miles 
from our shore. General Grant, in his second annual m: in 
1870, makes a statement in regard to the acquisition of Santo Do- 
mingo, and I am going to read it, because it is word for word and 
line for line the a made for the acquisition of Hawaii. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations must have read this message. 
Every advocate on the stump and in the Senate urging the acqui- 
sition of Hawaii must have read this message, for ge fie so 
near copying the language that we certainly can not believe they 
were ignorant of it. 


paring the last session of Con: a treaty for the annexation of the Re- 
ublic of San Domingo to the United States failed to receive the requisite 
o-thirds vote of the Iwas thoroughly convinced then that the best 
interests of this country, commercially and materially, demanded its ratifi- 
cation. Time has only confirmed me in this view. Inow 9 that 
the moment it is known that the United States have entirely a oned the 
roject of a pe asa of its territory the island of San 

For port will be negotiated for by Sony ne nations in the Ba 
A large commercial city will spring up, to which we will be tary 
out receiving corresponding benefits, and then will be seen the folly of our 
rejecting so great a prize. e Government of San Domingo has voluntarily 
sought this annexation. It is a weak power, numbering probably less than 
Senger cep n A populstion of 10,00N0000r poopie in luxury, The peo: 
en eof supporting a on o! 0! e À e 
pio of San en ble of maintaining t = their ures: 
ent condition, and must look for outside support. They yearn for the 
tection of our free institutions and laws—our progress and civilization. 
we refuse them?— 

Exactly the same argument, a threat of injury, 1 of 
a prize, together with a proposition to furnish a worthless people 
with a decent government. There is the phe Bas Sm pre- 
sented by the advocates of the annexation of Hawaii; first, the 
danger to our Pacific coast if we do not accept these islands; 
second, a prize in the great richness of tropical products; third, 


that we shall furnish these people a share of the Government we 


possess and protection against incursions which they imagine may 
arise from foreign foes— 


The same ment exactly. We have been told about the vast 
commercial tions with Hawaii and the number of ships that 
come and go bearing the American flag. 

Eate bbe us F ly and do na 

ualizing exports case oreign 
islan i te and thus — . — 
of rendezvous u our very 


on the At- 
lantic and those bordering on the Gulf of Mexico is cut into by the Bahamas 
and the Antilles. Twice we must, as it were, 


through foreign countries 
to F Florida. ign 


ngo, with a stable government under which her immense re- 
sources can be developed, will give remunerative wagesto tens of thousands 
of laborers not now upon the a 

The same argument exactly—annex Hawaii and the American 
laborer will go there. Annex Santo Domingo,” Grant said, “and 
American labors will go there.” Then, as now, we were invit- 
ing laborers from other lands to come here, our own country being 
undeveloped, with vast resources unto 

This labor will take advan’ of every available means of transportation 
to abandon the adjacent islands and the blessings of freedom and its 
sequence—each bitant receiving the reward of his own labor. Porto 
Rico and Cuba will have toabolish slavery, as a measure of self-preservation, 


to retain their laborers. 

San will become a large consumer of the products of Northern 
farms and manufactories. The cheap rate at which her citizens can be fur- 
nished with food. will make it hat contigu- 


tools, and 
ous islands Should have the same advantages 


millions of our annual 
ts. With such a picture it is easy 


tely to be acne. Witha 


us (including interest on bonds held Fea — 
and money spent by our ci traveling in forei ted peepee e en- 


oi 
this result is to be accomp 

The acquisition of San Domingo is an adherence to the Monroe doctrine;” 

it is a measure of national protection; it is asserting our just claim to a con- 

influence over the great e soon to flow from west to 

east by way of the Isthmus of Darien; it is to build up our merchant marine; 

it is to furnish new markets for the products of our shops, and manu- 


s$ + * * * * 

In view of the importance of this qu I earnestly urge upon Congress 
early action expressive of its views prey oy Sin — of — iini San Do- 
mingo. My suggestion is that, by joint resolution of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, the Executive be authorized to appoint a commission to negotiate a 

ty with the authorities of San Domingo for the acquisition of thatisland, 
and that an appropriation be made to defray the expenses of such commis- 


sion. 

Such a joint resolution was introduced; it the Senate, 
went to the House, and they refused to concur init. With this 
gowns picture, with the great power Grant possessed—however, 

understand there is no record that Grant exerted that power in 
an unconstitutional manner—but with the great power Grant 
eee) he was unable to secure from Congress one step in the 

irection of the acquisition of Santo Domingo. So firmly in the 
minds of our people at that time was the determination that our 
area was large enough, and that only people could be admitted to 
the privileges of citizenship within this Republic who were capable 
of self-government, that even the great power and influence of 
Grant were unable to overturn the practice, precedent, policy, and 
principle upon which this Government was founded and which 
up to that time had maintained itself. 

There is no record, however, that Grant used unfairly, unjustly, 
unconstitutionally, the power of his poson; I believe that Grant 
was too patriotic to have donesuch a thing. But rumors come 
to our ears that in this contest Senators and Members are called 
to the White House and told that this is the Administration pol- 
icy and that they must support it, and intimations of favors, not 
direct, for that is unnecessary, are used to force the Senate of the 
United States to break down the century-old policy of this coun- 
try and compel the acquisition of territory within the Tropics and 
beyond our own borders. 

r. Blaine says in his book, speaking of Santo Domingo: 


$ 


e West 


p ly of these 
said the President, will cut off more than $100,000,000 of our annual 


Mr. President, that is true. If we should acquire a tropical 
country where they produce sugar and coffee enough for our needs, 


+ 
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we would no eg levy a tariff upon those products, but they 
would be admitted free of duty. It would decrease the balance 
of trade against us and make it larger in our favor. But what ad- 
vantage would the people of the United States derive from that if 
the population which produced those products were incapable of 
self-government, incapable of helping us maintain this Republic, 
if they were an inferior race? 
The next effort at acquisition was the Danish West Indies, and 
that is pending. The proposition is before us to-day. A resolu- 
tion is now, I believe, upon the Calendar of the Senate to acquire 
the Danish West Indies. The are acquisition of Hawaii is not 
all that is in this contest. It is the adoption of a policy of con- 
quest and acquisition that must destroy the very fundamental 
principles upon which this Government is founded. x 
Fears ago Se oyanan was presented to acquire the Danish 
West Indies. ey are three little islands east of Puerto Rico in 
the Tropics, in the West Indies. They areinhabited not by white 
men, for there are none, and never have been. The Danes tried 
to live there two centuries ago. The climate was so unhealthy 
that they found it impossible todoso. The | cep teary there is 
com ok of negroes. They poe sugar. we admit the Dan- 
ish West Indies, we remit the duty we now collect upon sugar 
from that country, which will amount to $600,000 a year. It is 
simply another sugar job. It is another chance to acquire enor- 
mous wealth by taxing the people of the United States. That, 
added to the remission of duties to Hawaii, would amount to 
nearly $10,000,000 a year. Mr, Wharton says: 

There is no printed executive summary of the negotiations for the Dan- 
ish West Indies. 

So far as can be learned from the archives of this Department, 

tions were commenced by Mr. Seward, Secre 

the three ande 20 be delivered, with all fixed pu * with 
out conditions or incumbrances. General Raasloff having shortly afterwards 
returned to Denmark to page the ministry of war, the ne; 


fi affairs, No counter was 
made until May 17, 1867, by the Danish Government. Then is told 
Mr. Yeaman that Denmark expected $15,000,000 gold for the three islands, and 
that it would not cede them without the consent of the inhabitants; but that 
as his Government could not d of Santa Cruz without the consent of 
France, he was willing to cede St. Thomas and St. John for $10,000,000 gold, 
and to t se tely as to Santa Cruz. 

On May 27, 1867, Mr. Seward sent Mr. Yeaman the draft of a convention 
such as he desired. In it he offered $7,500,000 for the three islands on th 
ditions above stated. And in addition he instructed Mr. Yeaman that in no 
case was a stipulation for the consent of the inhabitants to be inserted in the 
convention; t pe on would be granted them to leave the island at any 
time within two years after the United States took possession of it, if they 
preferred their original allegiance to that of the United States; and that the 
convention must be ratified on or before August 4, 1867. 


This was prompuy 
ed action on it, an 
e records of the De- 


* * * * * + $ 
Denmark had no particular desire to sell to the United States, but was 
persuaded to do so. The inhabitants of the islands had already voted to 
accept the United States as their sovereign. The late Mr. Charles Sumner, 
then chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, who 


was en in a personal quarrel with the Admi tion, simply refused 
to report back the treaty to the Senate, and he was ng gers by a sufficient 
number of his committee and of Senators to enable the matter to be left in 


this position. lt required new negotiations to prolong the term of ratifica- 
tion, and it was with great difficulty that in a subsequent session the treat: 
was finally brought before the Senate and rejected. As may be imagined, 
our frien ly relations with Denmark were considerably impaired by this 
method of doing business. 


So we have refused on all occasions to acquire territory in the 
Tropics, where the population is not capable of self-government. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Minne- 
sota that the Senate take an executive session now. The Senator 
from South Dakota does not desire to proceed further this evening. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am very reluctant to terminate the debate at an 
hour so early, the afternoon having been broken, but on the whole 
I will move that the Senate p to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. -I shall insist upon a later session to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
The Senator from Minnesota moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, June 23, 1898, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 22, 1898. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Thomas B. Stapp, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed 
5 M. Gardenhire, whose term of office has expired by 

on. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
TO BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTERS WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 

William M. Coulling, of Virginia. 

The nomination of William L. Cowling, of Virginia, for the 
above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 20, 
1898, is hereby withdrawn. í 

Walter Allen, of Colorado. / 

The nomination of Walter Allen, of Mississippi, for the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 3, 1898, is 
hereby withdrawn. 

Oscar C. Guessaz, of Texas. 

The nomination of Oscar Guessaz, of Texas, for the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate on the —— 
instant, is hereby withdrawn. 

FIRST REGIMENT. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 

James Greenup Boyd, of Texas. 

SECOND REGIMENT. 
To be first lieutenant. f 
P. Gamble, first sergeant, Second United States Volun- ~ 
Bari EA a $ 


To be second lieutenant, 
Henry B. Allen, of Nebraska. 
THIRD REGIMENT, 
To be captain. - 
Walter K. Wheatley, of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenant, 
Campbell King, of Georgia. 
FOURTH REGIMENT, 
To be captains, 


Albert A. Franzheim, of West Virginia, 
Adam C. Carson, of Virginia. 


Neil P. Leary, of Maryland. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Frederick R. Huseman, of West Virginia, 
FIFTH REGIMENT, 
To be majors. 
Hernan D, Money, of Mississippi. 
James M. Tiddell, of Mississippi. 
SIXTH REGIMENT, 
To be chaplain. 
John T. Phillips, of Tennessee. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT, 
To be captain. 
Albert W. Lilienthal, of New York. 
NINTH REGIMENT, 
To be captain. 
Eustace J. Shearman, of Louisiana. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
John F. Dunshire, of Louisiana. 
TENTH REGIMENT. 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Charles L. Withrow, of New York. 
To be major. 
Walter B. Barker, of Mississippi. 
To be first lieutenant. „ 
James S. Smith, of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Joseph 8, McClure, of South Carolina. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 
George N. Stoney, of Georgia. . 
John C. Dysart, of Texas. 
UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS, 
To be first lieutenant. 
2 H. Bailey, first-class sergeant, United States Volunteer 


* rps. 

e nomination of Frank O. Bailey for the above-named office, 
which was delivered to the Senate on the 20th instant, is hereby 
withdrawn. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 

FIRST REGIMENT, 
To be chaplain. 
J. Warner Fobes, of Rhode Island. 
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SECOND REGIMENT, 
To be first lieutenant. . 
Townsend Lawrence, of New York. 
THIRD REGIMENT. 
To be majors. 


First. Lieut. Henry C. Davis, Seventh United States Artillery. 
First Lieut. Willoughby Walke, Seventh United States Artil- 


lery. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Charles H. Hamilton, of Minnesota. 
To be second lieutenant, 


Desha Breckinridge, of Kentucky. 

TO BE ENGINEER OFFICER WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 

Charles J. Allison, of Tennessee. 

The nomination of Charles Allison, of Tennessee, for the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 20, 1898, is 
hereby withdrawn. 

TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 

Maj. Thomas H. Barry, assistant adjutant-general, United 
States Army. ; 
TO BE JUDGE-ADVOCATE WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 

Maj. Enoch H. Crowder, judge-advocate, United States Army. 
TO BE CHIEF ENGINEER WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 

First Lieut. Charles L. Potter, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army. 

TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENTANT- 
COLONEL, 


Pinte Charles W. Whipple, Ordnance Department, United States 
y. 


—ä— 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn June 22, 1898. 


Joseph T. Scott, of Louisiana, for the office of assistant surgeon, 
Ninth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, which was 
delivered 8 Donated une 17, 5 e 

Charles Deloney, of Wyoming, for the office of commissary of 
subsistence with the rank of captain, which was delivered to the 


Senate June 20, 1898. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 22, 1898. 
CONSUL. 
John E. Hopley, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Southampton, England, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
TO BE BRIGADIER-GENERALS, 

Adelbert Ames, of Massachusetts. 

Joseph W. Plume, of New Jersey. 

Henry V. Boynton, of the District of Columbia. 

SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 

To be captains. 


John È Duncan, of Missouri 

William A. H. Waldeck, of New York. 

Stuart Symington Janney, of Maryland, 
To be first lieutenants. 


Charles H. Whitehurst, sergeant-major Eighth United States 


Willam Hammond, first sergeant Troop D, Eighth United States 
valry. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
Fo be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 
James A. Toole, of Georgia, 
To be captain. 
Marion W. Harris, of Georgia. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Sidney R. Wylie, of Georgia, 
To be second lieutenant, 
Frank F. Crenshaw, of Georgia. Á 
SIXTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
: To be major. 
Paul E. Divine, of Tennessee. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Charles C. Estes, of the District of Columbia, 


To be first lieutenant. 
Frank H. Burgess, of the District of Columbia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Thomas H. R. Clarke, of the District of Columbia. 
NINTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be major. 
Armand Romain, of Louisiana. 
To be captains. 
James Cook Simpson, of Alabama. 
Sidney Goode, of Louisiana. 
` To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
James Mitchell, of Pennsylvania, 


To be first lieutenants. 
8 Lea Febiger, of Louisiana. 
harles Drury Wood, of Louisiana. 
TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
Richard Carroll, of South Carolina. 
To be major. 
Erastus L. Hawks, of the District of Columbia. 
To be first lieutenant, 


Thomas Carl, late quartermaster-sergeant, Ninth United States 


SIXTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be captain. 
Charles R. Evans, of Tennessee. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 


To be captains. 
John H. Lewis, of the strict of Columbia. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be lieutenant-colonel, 
Eugene J. Spencer, of Missouri. 2 
To be major. 


8 Lieut. Edgar Jadwin, Corps of Engineers, United States 


20 BE ENGINEER OFFICERS WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 
Capt. Graham D, Fitch, Corps of Engineers, United States 


Army. 
Capt. Hugh J. McGrath, Fourth United States Cavalry. 
TO BE CHIEF QUARTERMASTER WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 
Capt. James L. Wilson, Sixth United States Artillery. 


TO BE CHIEF COMMISSARY OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF 
MAJOR. 


First Lieut. Harry E. Wilkins, Second United States Infantry, 
TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANTS-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 


First Lieut. William E. Almy, Fifth United States Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Robert H. Noble, First United States Infantry, 
TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS, 

Clark M. Carr, of Missouri. 
an h Hartzell, of Colorado, 
eth Tyler, of Virginia. 
William B. Dwight, of Connecticut. 


TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANTS-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF 
CAPTAIN, 
First Lieut. Edward Anderson, Seven 5 United States Cavalry. 
Francis B. Harrison, Troop A, New York Cavalry. 


TO BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTERS WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 


First Lieut. Wirt Robinson, Fourth United States Artillery. 
i ie Lieut. Samuel A. Smoke, Nineteenth United States In- 
an 
Second Lieut. 8 ys am, Fifth United States Infantry, 
Ross eer 
Edward B. Harrison, of Virginia, 
TO BE COMMISSARIES OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF 
CAPTAIN. 
4 1 Dudley Winthrop, of New York, 
William H. Lyons, of Kentucky. 
John M. Tobin, of Massachusetts. 
‘Nathaniel T. Messer, of California. 
Charles W. Neal, of Iowa. 
TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 
Capt. John S. Mallory, Second United States Infantry. 


UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS, 
To be captain. 
First Lieut. Edgar Russell, Sixth United States Artillery. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Newton Cannon, of Tennessee. 
Charles A, Clark, of Ilinois. 
Peter J. Reddy, of Wyoming. 
William Jarvie, jr., of New York. 
Charles M. Duffy, of Kentucky. 
' TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS. 
Fred N. Rix, of Arkansas. : 
Webster C. Weiss, of Pennsylvania. 
TO BE ENGINEER OFFICER WITH THE RANK OF-MAJOR, 
Charles J, Allison, of Tennessee. 
FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Joseph A. Steinmetz, of Pennsylvania. 
W. H. Steen, to be postmaster at Braidwood, in the county of 
Will and State of Illinois. 
George C. Wagenseller, to be postmaster at Selinsgrove, in the 
county of Snyder and State of Pennsylvania. 
Jones W. Shuford, to be postmaster at Hickory, in the county 
gf Catawba and State of North Carolina. 
Mary H. S. Long, to be postmaster at Charlottesville, in the 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia. - 
Louis C. Hyde, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. ` 
Charles H. Helmcamp, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the 
county of sig Ise and State of Texas. 
Bradley S. Keith, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, 
Alice A. Hanna, to be postmaster at Oakdale, in the county of 
Stanislaus and State of California, 
Thomas J, Alexander, to be postmaster at Santa Ana, in the 
county of Orange and State of California. 
Willis W. Mildrum, to be postmaster at East Berlin, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 
George A. Lemmon, to be ter at Thomaston, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 
William P. Leete, to be at North Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
William E. Menoher, to be postmaster af Lincoln, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Kansas, 
Daniel R. Anthony, jr., to be postmaster at Leavenworth, in 
the county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 
Thomas Walker, to be postmaster at Plantsville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. Lome 
David E. Wilson, to be postmaster at Belding, in the county of 
Ionia and State of Michigan. ö 
Christina D. Fosdick, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Henry G. Trimble, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Kentucky. 
John L. Kyne, to be postmaster at East Syracuse, in the county 
of Onondaga and State of New York. 
Frank H. Melville, to be postmaster at Bayonne, in the county 
of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 
Thomas B. Tuttle, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Missouri, 
Francis H. Sålt, to be postmaster at Niagara Falls, in the county 
of Niagara and State of New York. 
Samuel D. Mulholland, to be postmaster at Port Henry, in the 
county of Essex and State of New York. ‘ 
James M. Miller, to be postmaster at Washingtonville, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. 
W. F. Pierce, to be postmaster at Forest, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio. 5 
Jacob H. Boger, to be postmaster at Findlay, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Ohio. 
David O. Williams, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 
Frederick G. Ellison, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont. 
John Morgan, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Rhea and State of Tennessee. 
William B. Woodmansee, to be postmaster at Sabina, in the 
county of Clinton and State of Ohio. 
James E. McGlothlin, to be 88 at Ravenswood, in the 
county of Jackson and State of West Virginia. 
W. W. Ward, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of Co- 
lumbia and State of Washington. 
John T. Davenport, to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the 
county of Orange and State of Virginia, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


WEDNESDAY, June 22, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


THE RECORD, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to a speech appearing on the first page of the RECORD of 
this morning by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Topp]. On 
Monday evening during the consideration 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the gentleman to whom he refers is not in the House, 

Mr. PERKIN S. I am aware he is not present, and will bear 
that fact in mind. 

On Monday evening the gentleman offered an amendment to 
the general deficiency bill and secured thereby five minutes to ad- 
dress the House. At the expiration of that time he asked for an 
extension of five minutes, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] objected. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
in chargo of the bill asked the gentleman from Michigan whether 
it would not do as well to print his remarks. Thè gentleman 
from Indiana thereupon said that rather than have leave to print 
granted, he would withdraw his objection and allow the gentle- 
man from Michigan five minutes more. Thus that gentleman 
was enabled to occupy ten minutes. But in the Rxconp of this 
morning is found a a ppe covering about three pages and aquar- 
ter, the larger part of it made up of elaborate tables, 

Now, Iam not going to make any motion with regard to this 
matter. I simply desire to call the attention of the House to this 
abuse. No request was submitted to the House for the privilege 
to print. This matter was simply handed in to the Public Printer 
and appears in the Recorp without any authority of the House. 
This is an abuse that ought not to be encouraged by members of 
the House, and there ought to be some way in the Public Printing 
Office to prevent it. I shall make no motion. ' 

Mr. KING. As has been stated, the gentleman from Michigan 
is not present. I was sitting by him at the time he made his re- 
marks. I remember distinctly that he held in his hand a number 
of tables and stated that he would not read them, but desired to 
have them printed with his remarks. 

Mr, PER. S. That, Mr. Speaker, constitutes no authority. 
If he desired authority to print, that request should have been 
submitted by the Chair and granted by the House. Any member 
standing in his place can say in a low tone of voice that he will 
print tables or other matter not spoken, but that constitutes no 
authority. 

Mr. KING. The gentleman from Iowa will remember that the 
gentleman from Michigan submitted a number of tables, statin 
that he had obtained them from the War Department, and desi 
to have them inserted in his remarks. That was his statement at 
the time, as I remember his language. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that such a state- 
ment does not give a member any right to print tables. 

Mr. KING. Perhaps that is technically true 

The SPEAKER, It is not only technically true, but it must be 
absolutely so. 

Mr. KING. But I think the gentleman from Michigan re- 
garded what he stated as tantamount to a request for leave to 
print the tables and a submission of the request to the House. 

The SPEAKER. That may relieve the gentleman from Michi- 
gan personally. Still there does not seem to be any remedy in 
cases of this sort. Members do about as they please with regard 
to the RECORÐ, and the consequence is that it 1 5 lost every ele- 
ment of reliability. As soon as the public thoroughly under- 
sania that fact of course it will cease to do any harm. [Laugh- 


r. PAYNE. Allow me to add that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois in charge of the bill asked the gentleman from Michigan 
whether he would not as soon print as to take the time of the 
House. The gentleman from Michigan said no; that he under- 
stood the gentleman from Illinois proposed to have a vote on his 
bill that night, and he wanted members of the House to hear what 
he had to say; that if he simply printed his remarks in the REc- 
ORD members would not have a chance to hear them and to get 
the benefit of them in order to vote intelligently on the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That does not appear in the RECORD, 

Mr. PAYNE. it was said in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. J think not. : 

Mr. STEELE. And my remark does not appear in the RECORD 
that rather than have the gentleman print those tables, I would 
withdraw my objection to allowing him to haye five minutes 
longer. That does not appear in the RECORD, but it was stated 


in the hearing of the House. 4 
The SPEAKE . There is no question before the House. 


4 . of this corporation, but the by-laws may provide for 
bers, lif 
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NATIONAL CONGRESS OF MOTHERS. 


Mr. LINNEY. Pag eee og esent 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10341) to incorporate the National 


Congress of Mothers. 

Mr. SIMPSON, I rise to a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will not the gentleman wi ld that a mo- 
ment until this bill has been considered? I think it will take but 
a few mements. 

Mr. SIMPSON. All right. 

The bill was read, as follows: = 

scr ic, Tin ley cen Birgeria She Detit gt Ge 
Emma Morton, of Nebraska; Helen Townsend Birney, of the ct of 
Columbia; Mary E. Mumford, of Pennsy Helen of New York; 


„ of 
associa’ — ey body aak — and politio 
a 
name of the Nati: Congress of Mothers, and in that name may 
ened, contract and be contracted intain a corporate 
laws, and have perpetual su 
ration be at the 


improve the condi 
romote the formation of mothers’ 


Territories of the United States. 
12 officers of this corporation shall be a ent, three vice-presidents 
a a 


large, LORIN MrS, a secretary, a treasurer, and 
an auditor, who s be elected by ballot at an annual convention, and hold 
office for such terms as may be fixed by the by-laws. 

There shall be a board of managers, which shall be composed of the officers 
above provided for, and a spronos or a representative from each State and 
Territory, who shall be chosen by the assembly of mothers’ clubs in such 
State or Territory. This board shall meet once ‘ore and once after each 
annual convention of the National Congress of Mothers, and, at the call of 
— president, at such other times as the exigencies of the corporation may 


jemand. 
There shall be an executive committee, of which the ident shall be 
chairman ex officio, which shall be elected by the of managers an- 
nually, and shall in the interim between the meetings of the board approve 
all applications for affiliation and fill vacancies in office till the next conven- 
tion of the congress, and attend to such other business as may be delegated 
to it by the board of 


managers. 
The president of the congress may call meetings of the national board of 


. sap boned of Amapa airat rated evni 

ani meetin; 0 managers upon the 

Nest of any five members thereof: Provided, That not leas than ten days 
ce e time and place of such meetings be given. 

Each State assembly of mothers’ and home- ers’ clubs shall be entitled 
to send to the annual conventions of this congress the dent of such State 
assembly, or a representative, and three delegates a’ largo and each 
club shail be entitled to send to the annual conventions of this one 
or more delegates: Provided, That such State or local organization first 
have paid to the treasurer of this 9 such dues as may be provided 
for by its by-laws. Each delegate be entitled to one vote upon all ques- 
tions submitted for action at any annual convention and in the election of 
officers of this corporation. Such delegates shall constitute the —. 250 mem - 

mem- 

e members, contributors, and ors, and fix their rights. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 

adoption of the following amendments: 


On page 2, line 3, after the word “mothers,” insert the words “of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.“ 


„ e ti f the bill b; after the word “moi 2 

1 once oot the A of Colum . * 

eye age Is there objection to the present consideration 
the bill? 

Mr. MOODY. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
hear some statement from the gentleman who calls this up. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced by me 
by request, I think some twenty or twenty-two of probably the 
most intelligent ladies in the United States came to this House 
some ten or fifteen days ago and desired its introduction. Of 
course they selected the best looking man in the Congress to do 
it, the Speaker, I think, being absent at that time. [Laughter.] 

I was never more moved in my life or more gratified than by 
reason of my selection by this great and intelligent agency to in- 
troduce the bill and press its consideration in House. And I 
want to make now the very best speech that I have ever made on 
the floor of the House in just five minutes’ time. I want to ad- 
mit, however, before beginning, that I am not the author of one 
single word of it. . 

he society which to-day asks for incorporation by the author - 
ity of Congress I believe to merit the national character which 
such an incorporation would bestow, on account of its aims, its 
methods, and its present measure of success. 

Herbert Spencer in his great work on Education has urged 
with poet power that courses of training in the greatest, the uni- 
versal business of life shonld be introduced into all educational 
institutions. Men and women, fathers and mothers, were in his 
time—alas, still are—i 
pend the physical an 


opment; to uplift an 
and to these ends to 
clubs in all States an 


moral welfare their children. Few 


orant of the simplest facts on which de- 


mothers know how to exercise intelligent care, and even mother 
love works harm through mother ignorance. 

Many of Spencer's theories have been embodied in schools and 
colleges, and they have revolutionized the science of pedagogy, but 
this most important of all is still neglected. Typewriting and 
manual training are recognized in all curricula, the government of 
the family in none. It is this national, nay, world-wide, want that 
the National Congress of Mothers proposes to meet. Mothers 
must be educated and avail themselves of the results of scientific 
child study. We read in one of Victor Hugo’s stirring romances of 
a band of malefactors who made a business of deforming children 
for the profit of mountebanks, placing the tiny unfortunates in 

earthen jars in which the head alone was left free; these 


jars were gradually filled by the expanding limbs of the child, 
which were thus twisted and cram until growth ceased and a 
hideous dwarf was made to order. e strong arm of the law now 


1 such horrors, but how many moral deformities exist to- 
8 indeed, but all the more serious for their concealment. 
ese noble women who have organized the Congress of Mothers 
are striving to make ignorance impossible, and their weapons are 
0 ization and love. 
say, Mr. S. er, that that is one of the clearest, ablest, aud 
best speeches that has ever been made on the floor of the House, 
and yet I repeat that I am not the author of one single line of it. 
It is the product of twenty or thirty of the greatest and purest 
women in the United States—the product of their combined intel- 


Hanes, i ent, ence, and wisdom, 
„L And of course that combined wisdom was shown 
in the selection of their t. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LINNEY (continuing). inly, my friend. I madea 


speech, Mr. Speaker, once before in my lifetime that was com- 
posed by a woman, before a court of justice, and won my cause; 
and I think it will be won here for the same reason. I trust that 
there will not be one single solitary vote cast against the con- 
sideration of the bill and its passage, especially when you remem- 
ber that it comes from this source to which Ihave alluded. These 
eminent ladies do not vote, but they represent the best thought 
of the age, and we can not despise the thought of the great mothers 
of the Republic. 

A MEMBER. Is the gentleman a widower? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LINNEY. No such misfortune has overtaken me. 

Mr. MOODY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before Sees | of this matter. 

Mr. L . Certainly. 

Mr, MOODY. I did not hear the reading of the bill in all of its 
details, but I take it that this is not a measure like the artificial 
hatching of chickens, for instance, an hter. } 

Mr. L Y. Oh, no; nothing of the kind. [Langhter.] 

Mr. MOODY. I understand it will go on the same way after 
the 8 of the bill just as before. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LINNEY. It does not change, by any means, the old proc- 
esses. It is a bill gi artificial privileges 

A MEMBER. Who asked it? i 

Mr. LINNEY. wiy some thirty of the best and ablest women 
in the United States. Itis a proposition by which men and women 
in the future of the world will be benefited. Chevy Chase, Md.; 
Bloomington, III.; Philadelphia, Pa.; Washington, D. C.; Falk- 
land, N. C.; Lewiston, III.; Kansas City, Mo.; and many other 
p centers of intelligence are represented by their most tal- 

ented ladies. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MAHON. I would like to ask the gentleman if this bill 

rohibits any woman from being a mother who does not belong 

the corporation 3 to be created? Laughter.] 

Mr. L . Not at all. It rather assists them, especially 
where there is any home delinquency. [Renewed laughter.] 

being no objection, the bill was considered, and was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being read the 
third time, if was passed, with the amendment recommended by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendment to the title was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. LINNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

SEMINOLE INDIANS, 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill of the Senate No. 3595, to ratify 
an agreement between the Dawes Commission and the Seminole Nation of 

ving met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from all of its amendments. 

The report was agreed to. ; 1 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 5880. An act to vest in the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia the control of the street parking in said District; and 

H. R. 10209. An act to repeal an act of Congress, approved 
March 2, 1893, entitled “An act to provide a 8 system of 
highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside 
of cities,” and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 10280) to require the Bright- 
wood Railway Company to abandon its overhead trolley on Ken- 
yon street between Seventh and Fourteenth streets, had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. GAL- 
ising and Mr. FAULKNER as the conferees on the part of the 

nate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: } 

S. 4694. An act to permit the State of Utah to select certain 
granted lands; 

S. 3557. An act for the relief of Thomas Paul; 

_ 8.4714. An act to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications 
constructed or used by the United States from malicious injury, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 2388, An act for the relief of the Marion Trust Company, 
administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, deceased, of 
cena gi Ind., for services rendered as mail contractor on 
route No. 9704, between Paducah, Ky., and Iuka, Miss., in the 
year 1861; and 

S. 4200. An act for the relief of Huff Jones, for breach of con- 
tract with Indian agent. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to concurrent resolution No, 36, “to print the 
Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies,” 
to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lopar, Mr. HALE, and Mr, GOR- 
MAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10603. An act to amend section 10 of an act approved 
April 22, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for temporarily in- 
creasing the military establishment of the United States in time 
of war, and for other purposes;” and 

H. R. 1073. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
across Niagara River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
enrolling clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to number con- 
secutively the sections in the act E R. 6148) to amend the charter of the 


Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of fhe District of Colum- 
bia, the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4694. An act to permit the State of Utah to select certain 
granted lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

S. 8557. An act for the relief of Thomas Paul—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

S. 4714. An act to 750 the harbor defenses and fortifications 
constructed or used by the United States from malicious injury, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2888. An act for the relief of the Marion Trust Company, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, deceased, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., for services rendered as mail contractor on route No. 
9704, between Paducah, Ky., and Iuka, Miss., in the year 1861— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 4200, An act for the relief of Huff Jones for breach of con- 
tract with Indian agent—to the Committee on Claims. 

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. Speaker, in this morning’s Post there is a special dispatch, 
dated Columbus, Ohio, June 21, in which it gives a s sup- 
poon to have been made by an honorable member of this House, 

r. GROSVENOR, at the Republican State convention at Colum- 
bus, Ohio, yesterday. In that speech he refers to the conduct of 
the opposition to the Republican party in this House, and reflects 
very seriously, I think, upon the honor and dignity — 


* 
— 
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Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that this raises 
no question of personal privilege. 
. SIMPSON, Will the gentleman wait until I state it? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman has stated enough now. to 
Msoka the fact that it does not raise a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. SIMPSON. No; he has not. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let us hear what he has to say. 

re SIMPSON. In this speech the gentleman says, in one part 
of if: 

And if you will notice the — 
in . the last echo C 
those gentlemen— 
PE eres to the opposition to the Republican party in this 
ouse, 
Mr. DALZELL, I renew my point, Mr. Speaker 
Mr. SIMPSON (reading)— 
They were willing to gain 
ooantey by choatine SDE F 2 <a 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman from Kansas 
will please suspend. The Chair does not see what this has to do 
with a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. S N. If the Speaker will let me finish this paragraph 
I think he will change his mind in regard to that. It is the last 
words of this 

The SPEAKER. The action of the House of Representatives is 
the subject of comment outside quite often. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think if the 3 will hear the last words 
of this paragraph he will change his mind in regard to that: 


But when the money has been asked for for the suffering soldiers of the 
Union, nine out of ten of them have voted “no” on every appropriation bill, 


Mr. DALZELL, That is true. 
Mr. SIMPSON. That is untrue; false in every particular. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Tue 9 tion has 
r. $ e opposition voted for every a ria- 
tion bill in this House to carry on the war. EAR 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is scarcely a question of 
e, contradict every statement that is made about Con- 
gress which a gentleman thinks is not so. If it was, I am afraid 
we should not have time 
Mr. SIMPSON. But this is a reflection upon the conduct of a 
ay, number of the members of this House. 
he SPEAKER (continuing). We should not have time for 
that careful consideration and deliberation which marks our 


course. [Laughter. ` 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, I do not care what 
other members think about this, I think it isa grave reflection 
upon the honor of members who are accused of this action in the 

ouse, and I for one will raise my protest against it 
sae SPEAKER, Does the gentleman desire to make any propo- 

on— 

Mr. SIMPSON (continuing). And to say here and now that 
the man who made that statement, knowing, as he did, the facts, 
is lost to all sense of honor and truthfulness. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 


SAMUEL D. HUBBARD, 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin desires unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which he will 


present. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 774) for the relief of 
Samuel D. Hubbard, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to amend the record of the War Department in the case of 
Samuel D. Hubbard, la 


„late captain of Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment 
of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, so as to grant him an honorable disc 

The following amendment, offered by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, was read: 

Add at the end of the bill: 

“ Provided, That no pay or allowances shall become due or payable by rea- 
son of the passage of this act.“ 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to ask the gentleman if this is 
one of those bills that have been considered at a Friday night ses- 
sion? $ 

Mr. GRIFFIN. It could not be, Mr. Speaker. A 

Mr. BARTLETT. There is a provision of the rules of this 
House that at the Friday night sessions all bills in reference to 
pensions and removing bilities from military records shall be 
considered. 

Mr. GRIFFIN, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman's ques- 
tion, I desire to say that this is not one of the bills that come 
within the rule for Friday night proceedings. This is for the re- 
moval of the effect of a sentence of court-martial, and hence could 
not be considered on Friday evening, 


1898. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Let us hear the report before we consent to 
have it considered. ' 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me 
to make a statement 

ar: pan ee: Certainly. I will take your statement 
about it. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be in order? Because 
this is legislation by unanimous consent, which ought to have the 
attention of every member. Above all, the attention of those who 
want to notice what business is going on ought not to be inter- 
fered with. Gentlemen desiring conversation can retire to the 
cloakrooms or some other part of the building. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to re- 
lieve the person named of the effects of a court-martial. The re- 
lief is sought for upon two grounds: First, that upon the record of 
theproceedingsreaching the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, 
he held and advised in an opinion that the proceedings were ille- 
gal, and that the officer should never have been dismissed from 
the service; but the order of the court-martial had been executed 
before word could be returned to that effect and the proceedings 
and sentenceofthe court-martial arrested. Hence the officer went 
out of the service. That is the first ground. The second grouan 
is, that no offense was proyen to hayebeen committed; and I sub- 
mit it to any lawyer who will investigate the case and take his judg- 
ment and his conclusion, though he may be an entire stranger to 
this person. The circumstances are these—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask you a question. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Certainly. : 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is this the same court-martial case 
that you had up two or three weeks ago? : 

Mr. GRIFFIN. No, sir; I have never had one up. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When was this court-martial had? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. During the civil war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if Congress is constantly called 
upon to rectify the action of courts-martial, do you not think 
that some action had better be taken making courts-martial to 
be held in a fairer and more accurate and juster manner than they 


are? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is a question of reform in the administra- 
tion of justice in the Army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know. Why do you not bring in 
that sort of a bill, making those fellows who hold the courts-mar- 
tial perform their duty in a 5 

Mr. GRIFFIN. The responsibility is no greater upon me than 
any other member of the House, and sometimes mistakes are made. 

. CLARK of Missouri. You are a member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GRIFFIN, I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
these mistakes which were made during the civil war with refer- 
ence to court-martial proceedings have led to the correction of 
many errors and informalities and improper proceedings that 
occurred at that time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Another question. I do not want 
to do any injustice. What is the reason that this matter has not 
been called up in any of the thirty-five years that have elapsed? 


Mr. GRIFFIN. Because this gentleman has not seen fit to sub- 
mit his case to Congress. 
Mr. SIMS 


) . Is there e that he seeks to get now? 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Not at e N 
Mr. SIMS. Why has he become sensitive of this stigma so late? 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Because he is informed that Congress is en- 
gaged in relieving parties in cases of this kind. I want to say 
that no offense was commi in this case. This is an exceptional 


case. — 

Mr. BARTLETT. Was the sentence of the court-martial ap- 
proved by the President at that time? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. It was not. The trouble is that the proceed- 
ings were not approved by the proper officers at all. That is wh 
the J Le ne Sena held that the court-martial proceed: 
ings were void. 

HA. Iwill state to the gentleman from 3 this 
case was carefully considered by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and we thought it ought to be favorably reported. 

Mr, BARTLETT. I have no objection, on that statement. 

1 P RARER Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of my 
— what was the offense for which this officer was court-mar- 


Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I was about to explain that. 
This officer was engaged in 1864 in the recruiting service.. He re- 


rted with troops at the rendezvous of the State, at Madison, | gircctea 


is., and remained there a number of days. Finally, one day, 
reporting to headquarters, he was asked by the adjutant if he 
would be ready to go to his command. He said all that he had to 
do was to settle with the disbursing officer and then he would be 
ready. Atthe same time he was informed that others were go- 


ing. Now, then, this officer returned in the afternoon before the 
train was to leave to the adjutant’s office, and then he learned for 
the first time that he was to be placed in command of 150 men 
and to take them to the front. 

The adjutant said he thought he told him in the morning that 
he was to be placed in command. The officer said that he did not 
tell him so. And upon cross-examination, and it is in the proof, 
that while the adjutant said that he thought he had told him he 
would not state positively that he told this officer so in the morn- 
ing. The captain certified that he never intimated to him until 
he called there the second time that he was to have anything to do 
with the 150 men and their taking to the front. These are the 
circumstances of the case. z 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis an alleged disobedience of orders. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is it, and as he never received the orders, 
he could not disobey them. 

Mr. SIMS. If the bill passes, will it result in his getting any 
financial benefit that he could not get without it? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Not at all; the proviso cuts that off. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRIFFIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PRINTING DECISIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. PERKINS, Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the following 
joint resolution from the Committee on Printing. 


The Clerk read as follows: i 
Resolved, etc., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
to print from the stereotype plates 300 es each of volumes 2, 3,4, 


co 
and 5 and 150 copies each of volumes 126. 7, 8,9, and 11 of Decisions of the De- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which has just been reported to the House? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and being 
read the third time, was i 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

THOMAS J, CHACE AND THOMAS J. CHACE, JR. 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1895) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Thomas J. Chace and Thomas J. Chace, jr., late 
of Monticello, Fla. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 


Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will not do that until I can 
have taken from the desk a bill with Senate amendments and have 


them concurred in. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request. 

Mr. FLEMING. I now renew my motion, Mr. Speaker, for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, etc., Secre! Treasury 5 
authorized ser prety ed to pay to the halve ki 3 — J. — — 
22 ²˙¹Ü1 A the tamed SIMI infu tee rent of DADIE Get 
for hospital ead other purposes, situated in Monticello; Fla. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, there is a short report accom- 
panying the bill, and I have here a letter dated October. 1866, from 
an officer of the Government, admitting the justice of the debt. 
It has hung along all this time. No interest is asked, and it has 
been by the Senate and has been reported on favorably by 
a committee of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After ‘a panse] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the 
third time, was 8 : 

On motion of Mr. FLEMING, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 

BLANCHE T. HUNTON. 

Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
proas ees of the bill (S. 2785) for the relief of Blanche · 

. Hunton. ; 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
to sell the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section No, 


29, township 26 north, of range 6t west, in Laramie County, State of Wyo- 
ming, to Blanche T. Hunton for the sum of $1.25 per acre. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply permits the bene- 
ficiary in the bill to buy this land at its appraised value. One 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre is the value set upon it, and 


` enrolling clerk of the House 


6238 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 22, 


Pee A Ae peer sek: Gane, LS, CONE See SE EAC. 
n 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present 3 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears non 
The bill was ordered to be e te wae accor’: 


ingly read the third time, and 
motion of Mr. OSBO „a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HENRY P. RAWSON, 


Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H, R. 6127) for the relief of 
Henry C. Rawson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That = 3 ol Was ves and he is pereby. are er 
ized and directed to amen military record of Henry C. ot 


Company U, aa Eor Michigan Inian ehh phon — ko 
od as an enlisted 9 ble discharge. 


served as an man, and that he grant him an R 
A ie amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 


Strike out all after the — 5 n 


in line g; and substitute the 8 
“A z rst ee Speclal ea 


28 States Colored Hi 
partment 


and granting to said He . 
7 Tenth United States Colored Heavy 
iis at ischargeas of date November 7, 1863: Provided, t 
no meray, , or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue 
e passage of this 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? es a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be 5 and read a third time; and, 
being engrossed, it was en read the third time, and 
On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, a motion to reconsider 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask leave of 
absence indefinitely for my colleague, Mr, BLAND. He has gone 
home on important business. 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Missouri asks leave of 
absence Sa his colleague, Mr. BLAND. Without objection, it will 


be Yao à 
ere was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. e I ask leave of ab- 
ogee for two weeks, on account of sickness 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to 5 request of the gen- 
Gane from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALABAMA pies NEAR MONTGOMERY, ALA 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill 08. 3871) to authorize the Mont- 
gomery-Elmore Bridge and Improvement Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of 
Montgomery, Ala. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none, 

The bill was or seh espe a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third N an wae 

On motion of Mr. B a motion to reconsider the yote 
whereby the bill was eh was laid on the table. 


PURCHASE OF LAW BOOKS FOR WAR DEPARTMENT, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the ge resolution (H. Res. 251) to limit section 8 of 
“An act making appropriations for the J. tive, executive, and 
judicial 3 of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898 and 1899, and for other purposes.” 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House concur in the amendments. 


vote 


p: 
Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that the amendments limit the 


operation of this bill 
Mr. HULL. To the 5 fiscal year 
the question being taken, the amendments were concurred in, 
ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair also lays before the House a con- 
current resolution of the Senate, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House 999 ‘atives io gpd | 


utively t 5 the act 
ington an and So fe? Homa 5 


Maryland — Was 
Mr. BABCOCK. I move concurrence in this resolution. 
The resolution was concurred in. 
s 8 RAILWAY COMPANY. 
I ask present consideration of the bill (H, R. 
0687) T 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Capital Railway Com is hereb 8 
ized to change the name 8 to thie Washington City Railway 


Company. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was read, as follows: 

Si — of the bill add: of name shall not in any way affect th 
isting obligations of said railway company.” ee ee 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill simply changes the 
name of the Capital Railway Company, the change being desir- 
able on account of the confusion between the names of two com- 
panies—the Capital Railway and the Capital Traction Company. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to mein prema Tona pees 
time; and it was accordingly read the time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. B „a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the one 


3 WOODSIDE AND FOREST GLEN RAILWAY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 6433) 
relating to the eet Woodside and Forest Glen Railway 
and Power Company, of Montgomery County, Md. 

The bill, with the amendments reported by the Committee on 
the District of Speer was Sank as follows: 
That the W. 


ane authorized to ec — into e bae ee with each other as may be nec- 
essary to insure a contin meres eeina Gonta said anies and 
under the 97 — of Kelter of said : That nothing 

contained herein shall operate to relieve the the htwood way Com ny 
of any of its cl charter obligations, limitations, requiremen 2 an 3 
all of 2 — shall remain in full force and effect, and shall 


respects upon any company operating cars upon the pony trae ding inal 
wood Railway Company. 
SEC. 2, That Congress reserves the right to amend or repeal this act. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to substitute forthe 
bill just read Senate bill No. 2916 and that the House bill be laid 
on the table. The two bills are identical. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, Senate bill No. 2916 
will be substituted for the bill now before the House. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, House bill No, 
6432 will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, 

EXTENSION OF ELEVENTH STREET NW. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10474) for the extension of Eleventh street NW. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of 
Err acre {aint alte 
street reof, as now established 


the 9 
. That said Commission fear a provid ae days from the thse ordi 
es on 75 extension or have been fixed an 

to the requiremen 


to the District of 
= in said ict for the pubie R 
e 3. That when a verdict shall 


its 
of any parcel of land the use of w. 
ve shall be no e A to the per 


said t shall decree such payment tol made, ofa 
dul certified copy of euch dears e to e ver of the Enitea he 
shall theren yon AR „Red t thereof 1 to thè poradi or persons 
5 — to be thereto in the manner hereinafter 


for; but when any such ghtited thereto in the manner hereinafter prov any 


bt as to the proper disposition of the com rt 
dount aa to thee the amount decreed by it fobs due involved in such contro- 
versy or doubt shall be paid into the registry of the court; and u the 
of acopy of such order to the Treasurer U: States 
fe shall y the amount there mentioned to the clerk of said and the 
claims o respective parties thereto shall be thereupon beard decided 
by the court as in interpleader suits in equity, under such rules as 
may be y said court. Payment of the sum an sums of money 
to be due and payable s be made by the Treasurer 
commissioner of thi 


80 adju 

United States, ex officio 

Columbia, out of the revenues of the District of 
BEC. 4. That final decr: 

under the 


to 0 
in of this act or for the ent into the of the court 
of the sum oF sun A gap npemi en Bo 


SEC. B. That when the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
have taken possession of the of ground in respect of which 
judgment condemning have been entered under the pro- 
visions of this act it their duty to cause the said Eleventh street 
„as er of thisact, to be at once graded and 

the roadway thereof at once paved and proper sewers constructed, and the 
cost thereof shall be paid the Treasurer of the United States, ex officio 
commissioner of the sinking fund of the District of Columbia, out 
nues of the District of Columbia, upon the warrant of thesaid 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia were read, as follows: 
Page 1, line 7, strike ont the word “ Princeton” and insert in lieu thereof 

word “ Harvard.” 


the 5 
lines 8, V, and 10, strik: t the following words: “on deflected lines 
caning aa with the lines of — avenue to Lydecker avenue“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the following words: in a straight line to Lydecker 
— joining said avenue with its center line opposite the center line of 
enue.” 

90 J. line 24, after the word Columbia“ insert the following clause: 
“and a sufficient sum to pay such judgment and award is hereby appropri- 
ated out of the revenues of said District.” : 

Mr, BABCOCK. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of this bill. 


The motion was spreod to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. PAYNE in the chair), 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H, R. 10474) for 
the extension of Eleventh street NW. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will be read, unless by unanimous 
consent the first reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading. The bill has just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. . Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, this bill is one of the most 
important that has been reported from our committee during this 
session. It makes a new departure; that is to say, under this bill 
Congress must indicate its future policy so far as the streets in the 
city of Washington are concerned. ; 

A 1893 a law was passed known as the “highway act,” provid- 
ing for the extension of the city plan to the streets of the whole 
District. The difficulties attending the execution of that law 
have been so great that Congress has been called upon to repeal 
it. Since the passage of that law no single street or subdivision 
has been opened or settled according to the intention of the act 
when it was passed, and only yesterday Congress repealed the 
en act. 

Now, the question is as to the future policy of the Government 
for the District of Columbia, and that is a question we must con- 
sider now. What will Con do with these irregular subdivi- 
sions; and what will we do in reference to opening up the avenues 
and streets of the city? 

This bill 1 Mr. Chairman, for the opening of Eleventh 
street from Florida avenue, the terminus of the street at the present 
time, to a junction with Eslin avenue. Eleventh street is about 
equally distant between Seventh and Fourteenth streets; and no 
5 of the city of Washin needs an opportunity to get below 

e boundary more than this particular portion of the city. On 
the entire line between Seventh and Fourteenth streets, and the 
entire section of the city north of that point, there is no prac- 
sae street to reach the portions of city lying below the 

undary. 

It is estimated that the of the of this street 
will be in the neighborhood of $310,000 for somethi g over three- 
fourths of a mile of street 90 feet in width. As it is now there 


d | these matters. 


here from any representative citizen of the District of Columbia. 
I think the Commissioners of the District, the board of trade, 
and all persons who are familiar with the city and its needs ap- 
prove and demand the legislation here proposed. 

This bill provides that the entire expense involved in the - 
ing of the street shall be paid ont of the revenue of the District 
e | of Columbia, and a sufficient amount is now on hand and in the 


Treasury to gy the entire cost. As I said before, the time has 
come when C natem must determine its policy with reference to 
or five years past the highway act has been in 
the courts and nothing has been done. All concede that this 
N mine te opened, and 2 Boas question is whether it is not 
policy to open it now before expensive improvements are 
made upon the line. The District has the money on hand now to 
do it with. Will you do it now or leave it for next year, or the 
year following, when it will cost twice as much and probably 
more than twice as much as now? 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I was in hopes that we would 
hear something in detail from the chairman of the committee, 
iving us reasons for the passage of this very extraordinary bill. 
e gentleman has indulged in some general statements, but has 
not given us the information that I think we are entitled to have. 
I want to know, in the first place, who is asking for this legis- 
lation. I would like him to identify the citizens asking it, where 
the application comes from, and generally from what source it 


arises. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will take time to read the 
roh he will secure very much information upon the subject. 

. DOCKERY. That is the very point. I have not had time 
to read the report. . I have only reached the second of it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will continue the reading, he 
can get very much information, I think, with reference to the in- 
quiry he has made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to ask the gentleman if the own- 
ers of about N avenue are asking this legislation? 

Mr. D. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Missouri, with his consent 
y KERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD (continuing). If it would not be as well at this 
time to call attention to one or two proposed amendments which 
I desire to offer to the bill, while he is looking up the report, and 
which will not interfere with the general p of the bill? 
Pee DOCKERY. Does the gentleman desire the floor at this 

e 


Mr. MUDD. No; not at all. I only wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. I will not undertake to interfere with the time 


of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But debate must be closed before 
amendments can be off 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. gentleman can offer his amendment and 
have it read for information; but I do not want to give unani- 
mous consent to close the general debate. 


Mr. MUDD. I only wis eral consent to offer the amend- 
ment now, arid if possible to have it acted upon without interfer- 


ing with the of the general debate. 

Arr. RE 1 will yield to the gentleman to offer the 
amendment and have it read for information. . 

Mr. MUDD. Then, Mr. Chairman, Ioffer the following amend- 
ment. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read for the in- 
formation of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On line 10, page 1, after the word avenue“ and before the word and.“ 
insertas follows: “also P avenue extended, on the east side of 
Anacostia River, to the Dis line;” and substitute the word extensions“ 
for extension,“ wherever it appears in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the Clerk please report that amendment 
again? 

Mr, MUDD. The object of the amendment 


J 

read, 

Mr. MUDD. Now, if it can be done, I will ask action on that 
amendment, not to interfere with general debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It could not be done without closing general 


debate, and I do not desire to do that. 
Mr, MUDD. Then I unanimous consent that it be consid- 
ered as pendi 


ding. ` 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, it is read for information. 

Mr. BABCOCK. As I understand, the amendment was simply 
read for the information of the House. 

Mr. MUDD. That is all. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And is not pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; it is not pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield time to the gentleman, 
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Mr. MUDD. The object of the amendment is very plain. In 
discussing the amendment, which I shall do very briefly, I.do not 
care to make any observations upon the general policy of these 
street extensions, but if street extensions are to go on, I want 
them to go on in all portions of the city. At any rate, sir, I am 


op the policy which has been pursued thus far, of liberal 
and luxurious e ee in the way of street improvements 
and otherwise in one section of the city and of neglect and utter 
disregard of the requirements and interests of another. We have, 
within the last three or four days, made large, not to say extrava- 
` gant, appropriations for the construction of bridges in the north- 
western ion of the city. 

Scarcely a day passes in the House or Senate when District mat- 
ters are under consideration that some measure of improvement 
is not proposed for the northwestern section of the city, while the 
eastern and southern sections, which contribute their proportion 
of taxes to the city, which are just as much entitled to the favor- 
able consideration of Congress as any other portion of this city, 
receive nothing at all. Now, my position is just this: If we are 
to continue in these expensive extensions, which, I am frank to 
say, I think are in large measure reasonable and ought to go on, 
whenever there is a bill for this purpose here I intend to yoke onto 
it, if I can, a proposition to extend or improve some street where 
there is the most need of extension and improvement over here in 
the eastern section of the Sst 2 

Mr. KING. What street do you propose to yoke onto this one? 

Mr. MUDD. Pennsylvania avenue extended, across the river. 
It is an inexpensive improvement. It may not appear to gentle- 
men here as a very important matter, but it is. 

Mr. KING. Is it in the District? 

Mr. MUDD. It is unquestionably in the District. I can not 
get an extension into Maryland. If I could Ido not say that I 
should not be tempted to attempt it; but these street improve- 
ments can only be carried on in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING. Knowing the loyalty of my friend to his constitu- 
ents in his own State, 1 thought he might want an extension of 
the street into the State of Maryland. 

Mr. MUDD. There is no sort of question about the matter of 
my loyalty and interest in my constituents. 

* RY of Connecticut. If the gentleman will allow me, 
how far is the present terminus of Pennsylvania avenue extended 
from the District line? 

Mr. MUDD. I think 1 mile or a little over would bring it to 
the District line. It is a suburban improvement undertaken, if 
it shall be, not for a populous portion of the city; but to those who 
live in the rural sections across the Eastern Branch, a section that 
is building up considerably, it is of great importance. 

If it were not building up, this street, which is but little more 
than a country road at the point of its present terminus and 
which under my amendment will still be but little more than a 
country road, is needed, in order that facilities may be offered to 
the people living in that portion of the District and in the contigu- 
ous portion of the State of Maryland to get into this city. 

Now, gentlemen may say that the State of Maryland is not to 
be considered, but it is of mutual advantage to the re of this 
District and to the people of this rural section as well that they 
have roadways, so that the people of the District can get to Mary- 
land and the people of Maryland can get into the District, where 
they have all their trade and business, contributing in that way 
to the trade and business of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING. I want to ask my friend if these people across the 
river for whom he is pleading have asked the District Committee 
during this session for an extension of P lyania avenue, or 
have filed any petition or made any demand or request looking to 
that end? 

Mr. MUDD. The necessity and justice of this proposition are 
so obvious that it ought not to require any apr to be 12 80 7 
before the body which constitutes the local legislature of the 
_trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman answer the question? 

Mr. MUDD. And furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the people in 
this section have been so long denied the benefit of any improve- 
ments at all that I think they have rather begun to despair of 
knocking at, the doors of Congress, or of the committees having 
charge of their interests here. 

Mr. KING, If the 1 will pardon an interruption, it 
should be stated in all fairness that there has been no request 
made by those people, or their eloquent champion here, and so far 
as I remember neither they nor he have invited the attention of 
this House or of the District Committee to what he considers this 
obvious necessity. 

Mr. MUDD. response to the gentleman from Utah I will 
say that there has been no delegation of citizens from across the 
eastern side to this committee and no petitions. Neither have 
there been any that I am aware of in the case of the extension of 
Eleventh street. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Oh, yes. 


Mr. MUDD. I want to say very frankly, Mr. Chairman, that 
I do not mean to intimate that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia have been exercising their functions, certainly not in- 
tentionally, in such a way as to have neglected any portion of the 
city. But Congress has been very abstemious toward and vi 
negligent of that portion of the city and district lying east an 
south of this Capitol. 

Mr. KING. I agree with you in that statement. 

Mr. MUDD. Then, if you agree with me, vote with me; and 
act upon your judgment, as I shall. If this would require a great 
expenditure of money, there would be some reason for opp 
it, but I apprehend $5,000 or $10,000 will meet the expenditures o 
this short extension. As I have said, it requires but little amount 
of construction Dagana that of a good county road, and 
county roads are blessings that are largely unknown as! 
from this section of the city to the rural sections in the directions 
ae indicated and the contiguous parts of the State of Mary- 


Gentlemen seem to think Iam unduly exercised concerning the 
building of roadways that will lead to Maryland. Mr. Chairman, 
if Utah happened to lie immediately outside of the District of Co- 
lumbia, I would concern myself just as much for good roads toit, 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman knew the people and what a lovely 
State it is, he would want to go out there, 

Mr. MUDD. Iam sure I would feel great pleasure in going out 
there anyhow; but I do not expect the people of the District of 
Columbia to build a road for me to walk there. [Laughter.] It 
is not the fault or the misfortune of the State, but rather the 
good fortune of the District, that the State of Maryland hap; 
to lie close to it. This District ought to be very grateful to that 
State, that ceded the territory that we stand upon to-day; and 
when we consider the history of the State in its connection with 
the District, and its liberality and generosity to the District that 
have been instanced in many ways that I might call attention to, 
there ought to be some feeling of mutuality and liberality in the 
appropriations needed to build the roads that are required by the 
District people, and needed also to bring the people of the adjoin- 
ing 1 5 90 of that State into the District, where all their busi- 
ness lies. 

Iam not here as any special apologist for or defender of the 
Eleventh street proposition. I take ft for granted that, being a 
part of a plan for the general improvement of the city, it has its 
merits and ought to be favored; but with it I want to couple this 

roposition for the extension of Pennsylvania avenue, which will 
r hardly any expense, and which, in my judgment, is the more 
needed and more meritorious measure of the two. 

As I stated in the beginning, whenever propositions shall be 

ding here for large e ditures for improving the northwest 
shall, if I can, tack on something for other sections of the city 
that have been so long and utterly neglected; and I believe that 
that is the only way I will have a chance to get them through. 
This is not an expensive improvement. I believe that $5,000 or 
$10,000 will cover the whole expense. I rather apprehend thatthe 
distinguished chairman of the committee will very cheerfully, if 
he can, accept this amendment, 

55 DOCKERY. Why, the amendment is obviously out of 
order 8 

Mr. MUDD. It is too late to make that point. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing), In view of the policy that has 
been maintained 

Mr. MUDD. Why is it out of order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Because the policy seems to be to build up the 
northwest—— 

Mr. MUDD. I want to change that policy. á 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). At the expense of other parts of 
the city. Ido not charge that it is the intentional policy, but 
that is the effect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the 
of the District Committee? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I say it is the effect—that most of their legis- 
lation has that object. 

Mr. KING. I think if the gentleman would make that charge 
against the Committee on Appropriations of the House rather 
than come in and attack the Committee on the District of Columbia 
in matters of appropriations, there would be foundation for it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that the District Committee has nothing to do with the im- 
provement of streets, and that the improvements heretofore have 
all been in connection with the Appropriations Committee. The 
District Committee have nothing to do with improvements that 
have been made in the streets. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am glad to have such a disclaimer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The 
tleman must put down history correctly. I assert that the 
trict Committee has never improved a street in all the years that 
I have been a member of the committee. Gentlemen around me 


gentleman say it is the policy 
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know if there has been an exception of this kind. But if we have 
ever broughtin a billto 5 street I do not recollect it. 

. DOCKERY, I will correct my statement by saying that it 
has been the policy of ‘‘ Congress, because I desire to acquit m 
good friends of the District Committee of the suspicion of a lac 
of impartiality. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The eng pares from Missouri will not 
deny the soft impeachment when I say if we take the estimate of 
Congress as made by the Committee on Appropriations, that com- 
mittee is ‘‘the whole thing.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will answer that statement very N 
soon as I shall have yielded five minutes to the gentleman from 
Utah, by a disclaimer. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kina]. 

Mr. KING. Mr. 8 1 with many of the remarks 

made by my distinguished friend from Maryland [Mr. Mopp], 
and concur in some of the criticisms which he has made against 
Congress in its manner of dealing with certain portions of this 
city. I had occasion, a few days ago, to invite the attention of 
the House to what seemed to be avery unfair procedure, An 
appropriation was made of a very large sum for the construction 
of a bridge on Connecticut avenue as extended. 
Af atthe appropriation was made for the commencement of 
the construction 5 yA bridge on Massachusetts avenuè, and it was 
then charged by a number of gentlemen, and I repeated the charge, 
that there seemed to be an evident determination to build up one 
part of this city at the expense of other portions. It did seem to 
me, in looking at the large appropriations carried by the District 
appropriation bill, that one portion of this city was receiving un- 
due consideration. I believe that the Anacostia Flats and various 
other sections in this city ought to have received more considera- 
tion at the hands of the Appropriations Committee than was ac- 
corded them. 

Mr. LOVE. Do I understand the tleman to say that the 
northwestern pauan of the city is built up at the expense of the 
other portions 

Mr. G. Yes; in the sense that there has been undue atten- 

tion devoted to certain portions of the city when appropriations 
were made. But that is no sufficient argument against a just 
measure, such, I think, as the one now being considered is. I 
believe that highways ought to be extended in the direction indi- 
cated by the gentleman from 1 [Mr. Mupp], and, speak. 
ing for myself as a member of the committee, if attention had 
been invited at any time to this, as he says, obvious necessity,” 
it certainly would have given the committee, I believe, great 
pleasure to accede to his demand. I believe that so far as the 
committee is concerned there is a disposition to treat fairly the 
requests which are made by the inhabitants of the various sec- 
tions of Washington, andif my friend will submit a bill for the 
extension of Pennsylvania avenue or any other avenue or street 
in those sections which seem to have been less favored in the past 
than others, I think it will receive the cordial and cheerful support 
of the committee. 

I think my friend has voted harmoniously with the committee 
on the measures of the character under consideration, 

Mr. MUDD. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Utah 
that all of these propositions in this bill were introduced and 
came late to the committee, 

Mr. KING. Yes; I will say that I am not familiar with it and 
was not in the committee when it was considered. 

Mr. MUDD. No; I think if the gentleman had been there he 
would have remembered that I stated that I would offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I wish the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. Bascock] would give us the names of the citi- 
zens who are pressing this movement. I find on page 4 of the 
report there is a request from Leo Simmons, president of the Co- 
lumbia Heights Citizens’ Association. I ibd fab the gentleman 
had a large petition, signed by a number of real estate owners, 
asking this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that this is not a lot of real estate 1 and speculators asking 
for this proposition. This is asked for by the people, and when 
he asks me to give the names I will tell him to take the city direc- 
tory and take every name there is in it from that locality, They 
are the people that want this street opened. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman indicated at the outset 
that I would find the information in the report. Idid not have 
the opportunity to read it then, but I have read it since, and I do 
not find the names. I donot know who constitutes this Columbia 
Heights Association. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, the 
citizens’ association referred to is a voluntary organization, and 
is made up of citizens who reside between Seventh street and 
Fourteenth street, and all north of the boundary within that sec- 
tion clear up to Holmead Manor, as I remember the line. It em- 
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braces that section of country, and this Mr. Leo Simmons is the 
bag O KERN Mr. Chairman, I posed to the passage 

y i 8 irman, Iam op to the 
of this bill at this time, because, if for no other reason, it carries 
an indefinite appropriation. This is contrary to the policy of 
Congress, and contrary to business principles, It not only au- 
thorizes condemnation proceedings, but by the amendment car- 
ries an indefinite appropriation. I am against it, because it re- 
quires $310,000 to complete the extension, and when that is paid 
we will haye absorbed almost every dollar of the surplus revenue 
belonging to the District of Columbia. 

At this time there is about $1,000,000, in round numbers, of 
surplus in the District treasury, after allowing $300,000 for work 
upon the Lydecker tunnel. That work, which begins at once, re- 
quires $350,000 additional for the completion of that great im- 
provement. Two hundred and thirty thousand dollars is required 
to pay for the land recently condemned to reach the bridge on 
Connecticut avenue extended, authorized by Congress a few days 
since on the District appropriation bill. So that when you ap- 
1 $310,000 of the money of the District people to extend 

leventh street, you will have exhausted every dollar of their 
surplus revenue. 

. RICHARDSON. Yes; butletme sug 
that by the time this money is expended wi 
built up by the revenue in the meantime? ° 

Mr. Y. Ithink not, because our expenditures are in- 
creasing, and we have only been able to hold down appropriations 
by the exercise of the most resolute will on the part of the House 
conferees. y, sir, the Senate put an increase of $1,500,000 on 
the District of Columbia bill in the form of amendments, and after 
struggling day after day the House conferees were only able to re- 
duce that increase to about $750,000. Thus expenditures under 
the pressure of local interests are constantly increasing. And the 
District Committee comes in now with a proponon which prac- 
tically 1 out every dollar of surplus belonging to the people 
ok the ict. Let I am appealed to to vote for this because it is 
District money that is to be appropriated. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is it not a fact that in this District there has 
been for years a surplus of revenue that has not been used or ap- 
propriated? 

. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is it not also a fact—I can state that it is a 
fact appearing upon examination by our committee that a very 
large amount of property in the District that ought to be on the 
assessor’s list escapes taxation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, undoubtedly that is true. 

Mr. COWHERD. Because they say they do not need the money. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; the statement is that they do not need 
the money. Now, when a necessity arises,there are millions of 
a See of personal property that could be put on the assess- 
or's lis 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the chairman of the District 
Committee to assert that there is a large amount of property es- 
caping taxation because the District does not need the money? Is 
that the reason the officers are derelict in the collection—because 
they do not need any more money than they now have? 

Mr. COWHERD. They say they do not need to raise any more 
because Congress will not appropriate as much as they do raise. 

Mr. DOC Y. But that should not be an excuse for the tax 
dodger. I hope no official of this District will offer any such 
excuse, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to correct a statement I made a 
moment ago, for I desire to be 3 just to this committee. 
My remark may have implied—in fact, I am not sure that I did 
not make the direct statement—that the District Committee is 
responsible for the very extensive improvements in the north- 
henge I 5 3 e ec Oomunn is 
not responsible, ngress alone is responsible, and especiall 
another body the rules forbid me to refer to in this e e 7 

Mr. KING. Ofcourse the gentleman does not mean the Senate. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; notatall. [Laughter.] 


to the gentleman 
not the surplus be 


The gentleman from d offers an amendment to extend 
Pennsylvania avenue on the other side of the Eastern Branch, I 
believe. I do not wonder that the amendment is offered, because 
that section secures very little of the public money. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee . RICHARDSON] says that the Appropria- 
tions Committee is responsible for this unequal distribution. The 
gentleman is in error on that point. Congress appropriates for 
the streets of the city on the basis of the schedules submitted by 
the District Commissioners. The House Committee on Appropri- 
ations does not make the selection of the streets of the city for 
appropriations, Occasionally, when we get into the House, as 
was the case when we had the District bill up the last time, some 
able and popular gentleman, like the chairman of the Committee 
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on the District of Columbia, offers an independent proposition and 
over m e carries it through the House. 


Mr. COCK, I know the gentleman wants to be absolutely 
correct. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And I know it is furthest from his intention 
to mislead any member of the House. 

Mr, DOCKERY. I could not afford to do that. 

Mr, BABCOCK. Now, is it not true that in that debate it was 
shown that the committee had departed from the rule just stated 
by the gentleman and had made three appropriations for three 
different streets in violation of that rule? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I recall the debate. It was shown that we 
had made a departure at two points. One was on the street east 
of the Interior Department and the other on the street east of the 


Post-Office Department. 
Mr. BABCOCK. And the gentleman said he would never do 
it again. 


r. DOCKERY. hope there will be no occasion for repeating 
such an appropriation, but the officials complained as to those 
two streets that the noise was so great that it absolutely inter- 
fered with public business. And then came my friend from Wis- 
consin and secured the adoption of an amendment, doubtless 
meritorious, that designa another street for improvement. 
But the District of Columbia Committee and the Appropriations 
Committee, under the rules followed for a long term of years, 
have avoided pa: ty by following the schedule of streets named 
by the District Commissioners. 

Now, what has Congress done for this northwest? Fifty thou- 
sand dollars was appropriated for the Connecticut Avenue Bridge 
last year—for the purchase of certain land. Two hundred and 
thirty thousand dollars additional is now necessary — 5 the 
awards, making $280,000. The bridge to be constru 
will cost not less than 8200, 000 making an expenditure of $480,000 
at that t. Then, about 1 mile away, I believe it is, we have 
involved the District in a liability of 8200, 000 for another bri 
to cross Rock Creek on the line of avenue extend 

There is an expenditure already authorized of 8680, 000 in that 
favored section alone. Now comes the District Committee of the 
House with a recommendation of $310,000 additional, to be ex- 
pended for extending Eleventh street northward, a total 
of $990,000 to be appropriated by the Federal Government out of 
the Federal Treasury in part and out of revenue in 
part, to be ded in improvements in the northwest section of 
the city. I do not wonder that the gentleman from Maryland 


[Mr. Mupp] offered an amendment to improve an avenue in the 
eastern of the city. 
Mr, Chairman, my answer, in response to the 


statement of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] that this a new 
question, is, if we intend to inaugurate a system of public improve- 
ments by the extension of the streets nd the boundary, in view 
of the repeal of the 1 act, it ought to be ina un 
such auspices as would enable us to deal fairly and justly with all 
sections of the city and to treat all precisely alike. This bill, in 
the light of the action of Congress heretofore, does not, it seems to 
me, deal fairly with the no southeast, or the southwest 
portions of the city, becauseif the d we have already 
incurred liabilities of about $680,000 for the northwestern part of 
the city—we will haye imposed liabilities of nearly $1,000,000 for 
the improvement of the northwest quarter of the city. 

Mr. Sairas n, if we are to use the District revenues for the 
extension of streets and avenues, instead of improving one street 
or one avenue in one section of the city, I say that it should be 
divided and distributed equally, so that the taxpayers of the city 
will not have any just cause for complaint against Congress. We 
can not justify ourselves in making these appropriations exclu- 
sively for one particular portion of the city to the neglect of all 
the rest. Ido not believe the cigs fair or just. I do not think 
it ought to be done, and hope it not be continued, And for 
that reason I oppose this bill. 

Mr. BABCO Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. DOCKERY, Certai ory 

Mr. BABCOCK., If this bill is passed and becomes a law, it will 
bea matter of two or three years before these awards can be made 
and the — e 
surplus of which 


gentleman know how long it has 
lus which is now in the Treasury? 

. BABCOCK. Oh, sev years, of course, 
Mr. DOCKERY. Several years? Yes; four or five It 


nas been accumulating during all that time. And right now, in 


der | 22,000 people who live up there? Are you 


view of the growing demands of the District, I can tell the gen- 
tleman that the surplus will soon be dissipated. 
_ Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to give consideration to the 
importance of an increased water supply for the District. Con- 
has authorized the completion of the Lydecker tunnel, and 
already appropriated $300,000 of the surplus in the Treasury 
for that purpose, and it will require an additional $350,000 to 
complete that work. But when we enter upon the extension of 
the highways, the extension of the streets and avenues of the city, 
we can not tell where the demands u the Treasury are to end. 

This bill asks for at least $310,000, but it is the merest guess as 
to the cost of the work, let me say to the gentleman, especially in 
view of the fact that you have taken down all of the safeguards 
which have heretofore been established and opened the Treasury 
to an indefinite appropriation of money. 

Let me suggest to my friend from Wisconsin that if he 
wants to protect the Be ic—and he is practically mayor of the 
city—there is a way of doing it, You not only pear Haw condem- 
nation proceedings, but you make the appropriation to pay the 


85 — BABCOCK. W. perf 
% = e are ectly willing that the gentleman 
shall make any suitable amendment in that pi if ho thinks it 


is necessary. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). You make pona not only 
for condemnation proceedings, but you provide for the payment 
ne once, we td oon sg ma that a sufficient sum 

pay such judgment and aw is hereby appropriated out of 
the revenues of said District.” 2 

Now, such a privilege as that ought not to be accorded at this 
time. It has not been the policy of Co in respect to such 
matters, and there is no necessity for such legislation now. We 
ought not to pass a bill which not only con the land but 
8 an indefinite appropriation for 
that the committee would have no objection to having the amount 


ere wi 0 damages awarded. 
So, instead of the ambunt being greater, it will be less. 

Mr, DOCKERY, But you do not allow for court expenses. 

Mr. BABCOCK. As to the amount of the appropriation, let me 
say this has to go before an intelligent jury, and I do not see how 
any of this money can be nip Scat cpg from the purpose 
for which it is intended. Now, ano thing, Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman in all his talk has failed to suggest one single method 
or remedy to cure this evil. What are you going to do with the 
going to give them an 
avenue and connection with the city or not? it is going to be 
done, now is the time to do it, and now is the time for 
to say whether this policy shall be carried out or not. It can be 
done now, the Commissioners say, for about $300,000. Undoubt- 
edly in a year from now it will cost 25 cent more, and in five 
years from now it will cost a million to open this street 

that territory. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Oh, Mr. Chairman, that sort of conjecture, I 
suggest to my friend from Wisconsin, hardly rests upon any sub- ` 
stantial foundation. 

Mr. BABCOCK, This is in a growing pe of the city. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The same sort of a plea has been made in be- 


5 . Iwill tell you what I would do about it. I 
would distribute the revenues of the District equally, as nearly as 
might be practicable, among the different sections of the city. 
That is the contemplation of the law. The District Commission- 
ers submit their estimates every year for the northeast section, the 
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southeast, the southwest, and the northwest, and Congress appro- 
priates according to those schedules. There are four great sec- 
tions of this city, but this bill seems to ignore three of those great 
sections. I do not say it is done intentionally. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. We must take one street at a time. The high- 
way act covered the whole District, but that has been r 5 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman say to the House that this 
is the only street even in the northwest that would be benefited 
by extension and improyement? 

. BABCOCK. Oh, no. . 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, certainlynot. Extensions can be made 
here, there, and everywhere in the District. 

Mr. BABCOCK. But the gentleman must remember that the 
highway act covered the whole District, and that Congress has 
seen fit to re it: Now, will you e to go to Work and 
take up all these streets in one measure and at one time, or 
‘you aks up those that are most pressing and most needed to ac- 
commodate the people of the city? This is a great section. There 
has been no money expended in this section at all. It happens to 
lie in what you call the northwest, but it is between Seventh and 
Fourteenth streets, near Mount Pleasant, Columbia Heights. 
There has been no money ded there. The question of sec- 
tionalism has not been rais I do not know of a resident of the 
District of Columbia who has opposed this measure, There 
been no ition to it. X 

Mr. DO RY. Isuppose they have been in the same situa- 
tion as myself; they have no knowledge of bare nant 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, this has been advoca ugh the pa- 


pers and otherwise, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihad to read the report after the bill was 
presented in order to obtain information. Ido not, however, in- 
tend to reflect on anyone, but I have no doubt that of the 270,000 
people in this District, very few know of this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. A synopsis of the bill was published in 


the 5 

M. BABCOCK. And editorials have been written upon it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. And the chairman of the committee will 
oe that very few bills have been urged by more people than 

is one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say that I am earnestly opposed to 
this bill, and so far as I can intend to resist the of it, if 
you persist in urging this indefinite a; riation. I do not pro- 
pose to have this indefinite a ation made with my consent 
under the rules of the House. the House desires to go 
and authorize the condemnation p: ings, and will withhold 
the appropriation and let Congress deal with that question in the 
future, so as to right any wrongs that are le under the jury 
system, I will content myself with a n ve vote ie po it; but 
Tam not willing to open the treasury of the people of this District 
to an indefinite appropriation, so that we shall have no power to 
review the condemnation proceedings. 

I want the power to review the awards of the jury and the đe- 
cisions of the courts. I desire to know whether the gentleman 


all our appropriations should be 
annually revised This has been our policy in recent 


We shoul 


limit it to $310,000? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I do not desire any appropriation made. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Will it be satisfactory to the gentleman to 
strike out these words: 
d a sufi udgment and award is hereby appro- 
printed out e e 
Mr. DOCKERY. I will say to 1 if he does that, 
I will content myself simply with voting against the bill on the 
ground that I think there ought to be a more equal distribution. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Those are the words on page 4. 


every gentleman 
overturns the 


does so large an amount, with no quorum present, I desire to say 
that I can not consent to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the committee withdraws the committee 
amendment, withdraws the sopop, will the gentleman 
consent then to a motion that the committee rise and report the 
bill, without any dilatory motion? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; but I desire the gentleman, if he 
does that, to deal fairly with us. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY, All that I contend for, and all I want, is that 
Congress should revise the awards and then make the appropriation. 
Task the gentleman to stand in line of the pro action as 
against re amendment offered elsewhere, 

Mr. COCK. Noaction will be taken on this bill that is not 
in harmony with the sentiment of the House. 

e OORE I refer to anyamendment that may be offered 
elsewhere. 
; Mr. gr s Pips 5 tech 5 a =e con- 
erence report I voted a; my own ju so as to carry 
out the wish of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 5 is entitled to very great credit 
for the position he has taken in those matters, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, with the understanding 


has | that these words shall be stricken out— 


and a sufficient sum to pay such judgments and awards is hereby a’ 
priated out of the revenuss of said peep * 


2 I withdraw that committee amendment, I move the committee 
o rise. 2 

Mr. MUDD. There are some other amendments; and my amend- 
ment, I want to act on that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, then I desire to withdraw that 
amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, general debate will be 
considered as closed. 

Mr. MUDD. have no objection to that. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move the adoption of the first committee 
amendment, Mr. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Princeton and insert the word “Harvard.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment. 


In lines 7, 8.9, and 10 strike out the words “on deflected lines running 
parallel with the lines of Sherman avenue to Lydecker avenue,” and insert 
In a straight line to Lydecker avenue, adjoining said avenue with its center 
line opposite the center line of Eslin avenue.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, on the amendment offered 
by myself, I desire to make this statement, 
The CHAIR . Itis not pending. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Offer it. 
Mr. MUDD, I offer it again. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
1, after the “ ” “ * 
page 1. afte word “avenues” and before the word “and, 


Pennsylvania avenue extended on the east side o 
Anacostia River to the District line,” and substitute the word extensions 
for extension“ wherever it appears in the bill. i 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that that should come in, if it is to be offered, after the committee 
amendment. It comes in on line 12 instead of line 10. 

Mr. MUDD. Ihave theo I bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill before the committee is the bill 
reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia, and the 
amendment would come in at line 12. 

Mr. BABCOCK. ish to submit a point of order against that 
amendment. It is an entirely different subject. There is no ref- 
erence to Pennsylvania avenue, no extension of Pennsylvania 
avenue. It has not been considered by the committee, and we 
have had no opportunity to pang 358 it; and while I dislike very 
much to make . g of order, I feel compelled to do so. 

The CHAIR The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. Can I be heard on that? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD. In the first place, I understood the amendment 
was 8 

The C MAN. It was distinctly stated that it was read in 
the time of the 8 for the information of the committee. 

Mr. MUDD. ell, Mr. Chairman, it is a singular thing that 
I should be allowed to get up here and proceed some five or ten 
minutes in debating that amendment if it was not before the com- 


mittee, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman understands that that was 
8 general debate. 

Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the point of order, if 
the Chair has decided it, of course it is unnecessary for me to argus 
it; butIcan not see why au amendment adding one street can not 
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be put onto a bill which has for its sole subject-matter the ques- 
tion of street extension in this District. It might as well be said 
that if every street but one were embraced in the bill the other re- 
maining street in the District could not be added to it. There is 
just as much propriety in holding that, in my judgment, as to 

old that my amendment is not germane, But, Mr. Chairman, 
using a homely ripped itis useless, I suppose, to kick against 
a brick wall, andit is unnecessary for me to nee further a ques- 
tion that the Chair has already decided. But I may be pardoned 
for saying that it seems to me a narrow construction to hold that 
a bill which has for its object street extensions can not have one 
other street included within its ee 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. n, I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. MUDD. The bill has to be read through yet for amend- 
ment section by section. 

Mr. KING. I think unanimous consent was given for dispens- 
31 the 755 | ok the bill. 

. CANNON. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee: You did not change the provision that made this improve- 
ment and condemnation payable from the District revenue alone? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee withdrew that provision. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman from Maryland make the 
point that the bill must be read through by sections? 

Mr. MUDD. If I can ask one question, perhaps that may be 
dispensed with. I understand the chairman of the committee has 
stricken out the pees on page 8 as to the appropriation. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; we have withdrawn the committee 
amendment on page 4 which reads, and a sufficient sum to pay 
such judgment and award is hereby appropriated out of the rey- 
enues of said District.” That is stricken out on account of the 
objection made by the 579 from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], 
5 said it was indefinite, and at his suggestion it was with- 

awn. 

Mr. MUDD. The same thing is on page 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin understands 
that withdrawal requires the consent of the committee, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I asked unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MUDD. On page 5 it is said: And the cost thereof shall 
be paid by the Treasurer of the United States, ex officio commis- 
sioner of the sinking fund of the District of Columbia, out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, upon the warrant of said 
commissioner.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is simply a regulation. That which we 
have stricken out is the appropriating clause, and this on page 5 
has agi to do with it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It still leaves the liability on the revenues 
of the District of Columbia. - 

Mr. KING. There is no proposition to make any charge against 
the Government of the United States. - 

Mr. CANNON, I want to ask this question: If you strike out 
the appropriation and provide for condemnation proceedings, can 
you condemn unless m have got the money to pay for the land? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam glad the gentleman asked that question. 
I think it would be better to appropriate the sum of $1,000, which 
will be quite sufficient for that purpose. I think that is a good 
suggestion. 

KING. I think, as a legal proposition, the condemnation 
proceedings or . steps for the“ taking“ would not be 
affected, but the title would not pass until the payment was made 
for the land. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam very clear upon that point, 

Mr. KING. But I think the proceedings for condemnation can 
be initiated and carried to a successful termination so far as the 
judicial tribunals are concerned, but no title will pass and no 
person will be deprived of the possession of his property until com- 
pensation has been made, 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman strikes out the appro- 
priation, I submit whether it is not well enough to provide that 
when damages are ascertained they should be reported to Con, 
and ee be paid, subject to the discretion of Congress; out of the 
District revenues? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is fully provided for in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON, Suppose it is the sense of Congress not to ap- 
peua then this matter is never consummated. I think that 

e legal effect, but the only question is whether you had better 
rovision seem to recognize that fact. 


by this 
Mr. G. That the ien rr may not amount to a taking? 
Mr. CANNON. No. en you provide for condemnation and 
the ascertainment of the s, When paid, if at all, should be 
paid from the District revenues, it should further provide that it 
should be reported to Congress for appropriation; and if not ap- 
ropriated for in six months after the be 


of the session of 
mgress, then the whole matter should null 


and void. Iam 


only making this suggestion, otherwise it seems to me, if it was 


not the sense of Congress to appropriate for it, it might be hun; 
up between heaven and earth like Mohammed’s coffin for sever: 
years to come. But I am suggesting to the gentleman whether it 
would not probably be wise to do so. 

Mr. KING. I think it would be fair to amend the bill if it is 
not sufficiently definite on that point, so that, the people against 
whom p: ngs may be initiated may know that ultimately 
there will be an it ad as sufficient to compensate them for 
any property whic: may be condemned. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MAXWELL] asks me to read 
the provision of the bill in reference to making compensation. It 
is as follows: 

Payment of the sum or — 
able shall be made by the Treasurer | of the hited States, ex odelo coma 
peg Arbors poking | — of the riet oí umbia, out of the revenues of 

There is a provision in the bill which relegates the question of 
the ascertainment of damages to an appropriate judicia! tribunal, 
and another providing for the return of the assessment of dam- 
ages. 

The only question that the gentleman from Illinois raises, as I 
understand, is this: This bill seems to contemplate a “taking” 
without making an appropriation, and the question suggested by 
him is whether, constitutionally, we can initiate proceedings look- 
ing to the taking of private property without simultaneously 
making adequate appropriation to pay the persons whose property 
may be taken. 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman’s position is that you can go on 


and assess and provide by law that they shall be reported 
to Con for action on its part. 
Mr. G. I think so; that is my judgment. , 


Mr. CANNON. Now, the only question is whether in terms you 
had better make your bill that way or leave it as a legal inference 
from the bill as it now is. 

Mr. KING. The only persons who could complain here would 
be, of course, the Property holders against whom we are proceed- 
ing. I understand they are satisfied with this bill; they trust to 
the magnanimity and fairness of Congress, after having com- 
menced proceedings for the condemnation of their property, to 
make an appropriation to cover whatever an impartial tribunal 
9 to be a just compensation. 

. CANNON, But suppose the damages should be assessed at 
$1,000,000. In your re you estimate that the property in ques- 
tion is worth about $300,000. 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, suppose these juries should assess it at 
nie nem Peo they 3 ers into ee . a 
vantage of the improvemen adjacent property, whi 
ave to be taken into consideration. si cia i 

Mr. KING. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis perfectly evident that Congress, unless 
the question should come up before a Congress different from the 
present, would not appropriate any such amount. 

Mr. KING. I think that is true; and yet 

Mr. CANNON. What I want to suggest to the gentleman is 

whether he had not better amend the bill, not so as to make an 
appropriation, but to provide that when the report has been made 
to Congress then, unless an appropriation to pay the amount of 
the awards out of the District revenues should be made within six 
months, say, after the awards are reported to Congress, the whole 
thing shall drop. Otherwise you are liable to have the matter 
tied up indefinitely. I am merely suggesting to the gentleman 
whether that would not be wise. 
Mr. KING. In the first place, I think the assumption that per- 
— 5 a million dollars might be allowed, when the estimate is 
8300, 000, is not warranted. But assuming that such an award 
might be made, I can not think any court would permit an award 
of that character, so unsupported by the evidence which would 
be sutton, to stand. The verdict would unquestionably be set 
aside, 

But assuming that a very unfair and disproportionate judgment 
or award should be rendered, it is to be reported to Conran! The 
ultimate determination of the question whether it shall be paid 
rests with Congress; and if Congress does not feel like paying the 
amount which the jury may award, then I assume that all the. 
proceedings initiated under this act would be a nullity and the 
property would not be transferred from the property holders to 
the Government for the purposes contemplated by this act, or at 


all. 

Mr. CANNON. But my point was this: Suppose, in the event 
that this bill pene: the report should be made on the 25th of next 
November, ngress meets in December, A short session passes 
by. Nothing is done affirmatively or negatively. Does the whole 
proceeding fall? No. Suppose when Congress meets again nine 
months afterwards nothing is done affirmatively or negatively, 
does the whole matter fall? No. Now, what I am suggesting 
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that the gentleman so amend his bill that if within six months | cerned, to repeal, or at any rate to violate, the provisions of that 


after the report of the damages is made to Congress an appropria- 
tion is not made the whole matter be annulled. Otherwise you 
may for five or ten years continue this doubt and uncertainty. 

Mr. KING. There would be a good deal of force in what the 
gentleman says were it not for the fact that the report will be 
made to Congress when we meet in December; and then we can 
determine what shall be done with respect to that award. This 
merely postpones action until Congress shall meet. In other 
words, instead of incorporating in this bill such a provision as 
my friend from Illinois suggests, Congress can deal with the ques- 
tion de novo, so to speak, when the matter is presented upon the 
transmission of the awards, 3 

Mr. CANNON. But suppose Congress takes no action. 

Mr. KING. It would be a very grave wrong to property hold- 
ers if a cloud should be put upon their titles by a judicial de- 
termination not amounting to a taking of the property. If pro- 
ceedings for condemnation are had under this bill, then Congress 
should appropriate to recompense the property holders. 

Mr. CANNON. The reason I make the suggestion is that on 
the highway act, when under discussion in the House in last 
March, we had a very obstinate contest in this body about an ap- 

ropriation of A under the act to pay for property con- 
8 under that law. Well, after the fight, after along dis- 
cussion, the appropriation was not made. And yet it could have 
been made at any time within six months after the first Monday 
of last December, but if not made within that time under the 
terms of the law it became void. beh 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the time of 
the gentleman from Illinois has expired. aaa 

rt. CANNON. Well, I thought I was talking in the time of 
the Chair, and hardly believed the Chair would make a point on 
himself. enmt] 

The C MAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin asks that the amendment on page 4 be disagreed 


to? 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the Chair will kindly withhold the question 
for a moment, I desire to offer a substitute which is now being 
prepared, and will be here in a short time. A 

I yield to the gentleman from Kansas who, I understand, desires 
to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is still proceeding under the five- 
minute rule, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Kansas in his own right, if he so desires, 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to ask a question 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill. I perceive that the bill 
makes provision for condemnation proceedings—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. It does, 

Mr. RIDGELY. What provision does it make for the payments 
in such cases? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is the very point with reference to which 
the amendment is now being drawn and which I shall offer in a 
few moments. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer, if 
it be in order at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send his amendment to 
the desk and the Clerk will report it. 

Mr. MUDD. I send to the desk the following amendment, and 
ask its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 5, lines 7 and 8, strike out the words ‘out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia;" and add after the word Columbia,“ in line 7 of the 
same page, the words “one half out of any money that may be in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, and the other out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. MUDD. I understand from the chairman of the commit- 
tee, if I can have his attention for a moment—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. D 

Mr. MUDD. The concluding language of section 5 of the bill 
provides that the oe and expenses of sewerage and other 
necessary charges for the work which is contemplated 1 the bill 
after the condemnation proceedings are determined be paid 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is the effect of the bill. 

Mr. MUDD. Now, my amendment requires that these expendi- 
tures shall come one-half from the revenues of the District and 
one-half from the National Treasury. 

Mr. Chairman, the object of the amendment is manifest, and 
will be understood by every member of the House, and I do not 
intend to discuss it at any great length, I do not believe it neces- 


sary. 
The organic act of 1878, which has often been referred to in the 
course of discussion on the District of Columbia bills as the con- 
stitution” of the District of Columbia, makes provision that one- 
half of the ee espe of the District shall be paid from local taxa- 
tion and one- from the of the United States, 
It is proposed, so far as the purposes of the pending bill are con- 


N act. I for one am not in favor of any such proposition. 
I do not propose to disregard what I conceive a valid and subsist- 
ing obligation and compact or the part of Congress toward the 
ple of the District after the pre of that act. I do not be- 
ieve that this city should pay all of the expenses of its local gov- 
ernment—the expenses necessary for the repair and construction 
of streets and ayenues—out of its own revenues. I do not believe 
the District of Columbia is able to do it, in the first place. In the 
second place, there are further and higher considerations which 
should prevail in determining the matter. 

It is well understood, sir, that there is no other city in the 
United States whose streets are constructed and maintained on 
such a scale as those of the city of Washington at the present 
time. I understand from the report of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock]—one of 
the ablest reports I have ever had the pleasure to read—a report 
made in the Fifty-fourth Congress, t about one-half of the 
territory of the original limits of the city, or what constitutes at 
this time the city limits, is embraced in the streets, avenues, and 
alleys, There is nothing approaching to that condition in any 
other city in the world. 

I find also—and xy on the information that the gentleman has 
given in that regard—that there is more than one-half of the 
whole territory and property located and controlled in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia which is owned by the National Government. 
Now, if we are to make the District pay all of the expenses of the 
local government, including such objects as the opening and ex- 
tension of streets, which are rendered necessary by the growth 
of the city, then the national property in the District ought to be 
subject to its share of taxation. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman know that there is no city 
in the United States where the taxes are so low as they are in this 
city? In other words, is it not true that eee other city pays 
heavier taxes than are borne by the people and property of the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. MUDD. That may be, Mr. Speaker. I do not know as to 
all the other cities in the United States, but I do know this, that 
no other city in the United States at all approximating this in 
size pays anything like the rate of taxation that will be put upon 
this city if we make a — departure from the organic act, 
because the rate will then be $3 upon the hundred, which is 
genset than the rates paid in most of the cities in the United 
5 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman will champion the proposition to 
change the form of government in this District, I think he will 
find man 0 tra auditors upon this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. M Well, I am not so sure about that. It would seem 
that that sympathy has been late to arise and lacking so far on the 
part of the gentleman from Utah, if I mistake not, when the mat- 
ter 5 giving the District a local government was before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman will pardon me, there were but two 
of us in that committee who voted to give them an . to 
vote upon that question, and my friend from Maryland, if I remem- 
ber, voted ee the proposition. 

Mr. MUDD. I accept the gentleman's statement as to himself, 
but I think he will find that he is in error as to my position. My 
recollection is that I voted in favor of it. 

Mr. KING. I think if the gentleman will read the record, he 
will find that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] and my- 
self were the only gentlemen who favored that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MUDD. I ask unanimous consent that my time may be 
extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUDD, The proposition suggested by the gentleman from 
Utah is not now before the House. 

Mr. KING. But the gentleman injected it improperly into this 
discussion. 

Mr. MUDD. I did not make any statement or any argument 
whatever as to the expediency of changing the form of govern- 
ment of this District. I rather think that if the proposition were 
pending before this House to give a local government to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to restore the right of suffrage and the exercise 
of it, I should vote for it, because I believe in the exercise of the 
right of suffrage by all people who are entitled to it under the 
pona principles of the laws and Constitution of this country; 

ut that is not now before this House. 

The question is simply this: Having abolished the form of gov- 
ernment under which the franchise was exercised; having taken 
from the pore of the District all participation in the govern- 
ment of their own affairs; having, when we did that, entered 
into a compact with them, which will be found in what is called 
the organic act of 1878, a compact solemnly made by Congress; 
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street, the time in be bee before it will be done on reference 
when popes us ects arpetua af the tarala ot ine Tuatrict 
ow 0 at the en a e people e c 
of Columbia, then Twelfth and Thirteenth streets should be so 
ned and . avenue extended, and all the other streets 
shouid 125 se make th le of this city the 
ou are going e the 0 city pay the expense 
1 6 caplind of 8 d as to measure up to the 
requirements and comport with the dignity of a great Federal 
, then in common justice and in common decency you ought 
S mpose the ordinary tax for sop ag ge el ed upon the prop- 
erty which the Government has in this repre- 
senting more than one-half in mone pnm of property 
within the limits of this District. that shall haye been 
enter upon this kind 


done, as it ought to be done if we are om that 
e amount received from t taxation will much 


of economy upon this District, which is at the mercy 
The people have no vote here. They haye,in the full and objec- 
tionable sense of term, taxation without representation. 

an easy thing fora ntleman 5 a constituency 2,000 
miles away to trample upon the rights and cramp and dwarf the 
growth and development Nor this athe but it is not altogether a 
proper sort of spirit to manifest toward the people of this our 


great national et ee 
Mr. MAG Will the gentleman permit a question there? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Why is it that the Pac gt poea of Washington are 
denied the right to vote and to control tion of their 
local affairs? 

Mr. MUDD. Well, if the gentleman can look into and fathom 
the mysteries of the motives that animate in that and 
other matters of legislation, he will be able to answer the question 
for himself. 1 do not undertake to do it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. If my party had taken such action with respect 
to any ars of this country, or any great part of the poplo of ti of this 
country, I should try to find out the motive within 


tis 


action and the motive for it were on the other side Pio of th the 
ouse, 
Mr. MUDD. I would assume from the gentleman’s remarks 


that he meant to convey the i Syma that his party was not to 
much extent Sir Es when the aa law of 1878 was passed. 
It was represented gentlemen of great ability in the other 
branch of egestas y 5 Who voted for this change in 
form of government. not know just how largely it was rep- 
resented here. I hope your party, if you want to do the pro ad 
thing now, will yote for this amendment. I am informed 
your party had a majority of this House at the time of the pas- 
of the act of 1878, known as the organic act. 
The uestion was taken on the amendment; and it was rejected. 
r. BAB ABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ‘ask unanimous con- 
soni to withdraw the committee amendment on page 4of the bill, 
printed in italics, and in lien thereof insert the following. 
ee Clerk read as follows: 
n page 4, line 4, after the word “Columbia,” : “And the 
$1,000 is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of said a District to to to apply 2 
so much payment upon the condemnation p: 
The question was taken; and the eee e was e to. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr Chairman, I movethat the committee rise 
and report the bill to the eee with a favorable recommendation, 
The motion was 
The committee eade rose; and Mr. DALZELL having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
. R. 10474, and had directed him to report the same back with 
amendments, and that as amended the bill do pass 
— 8 question was taken; and the 3 were severally 
agre 
iced He a nied EMAI sock ie Saker prs ATOS awe 
engrossed for a T g, an e; an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it, 155 
Mr. MUDD. Division, Mr. — 
The House divided; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that there were 34 in the afirmativ: 
Mr. MUDD. No quorum, Mr, Speaker, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Task the gentleman not to raise that gerd 
a pro tempore, One in the negative. On 
„„ tinea T 


question 
So the bill was ordered for a third reading; and 
ee 
on ison the . 
er. I make the Pein of 


MUDD, No q quorum, aon A 8 
ion uorum., 
. SIMPSON. It is too late, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
no count has yet een taken on this question. 
Mr, MUDD. 9 


acount.] Evidently there is not a quorum present. Under the 


rules, the yeas and nays will be considered as ordered, the doors 


3 and members as they come in will have an oppor- 
tunity to vote. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. S at the ur uest of gentlemen 
around me, who state that th y have — — 8 that 
may be I am to withdraw the point of no 
quorum if that can now be done. 

Mr. B I understand the gentleman withdraws the 
= 2 no quorum. 

Mr. PAY. There can not be a withdrawal of the point when 


| an announcement has been made by the Chair that there is nota 
quorum. 
— — RIDGELY. I move that the House adjourn, Mr. Speaker, 
uestion was taken; and the House refused to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll, and 
they enter, can answer on the roll call. The doors 
will be closed. 


The question was taken; and there py cB hie’ 85, nays 37, an- 
swered ‘‘present” 27, not voting 206; as follows 


YEAS—8. 
E Love, Smith, S. W. 
i. ES te Bae 
D, tzge cClellan, Sparkman, 
Babcock, Fletcher, McDowell, 8 A 
A Gibson, Steele 
Belknap, Graff, Meekison, Stewart, N. J. 
Green, Mass. Mercer, Stone, W. 
Me. Meyer, La. Sulloway, 
Brod 3 Moody, Sulzer, 
Bromwell, Hawley, Morris, 8 
Brucke Hend Norten: 0 —.— 
er, enderson, 0 . O. 0. 
Henry, Olmsted, Waere 
Chicke: Hepburn, pin 9 — Mass. 
* er. 
Cousins, Johnson, N. Dak. Peters, White, N. 
Cow King, Pugh, Wilson, 
Curtis, Iowa Lacey, Ray, Wise, 
— Linney, Reev Yost. 
Dingley, Loud, Russell, 
ver. Loudenslager, Slayden, 
= NAYS—37. 
Baker, III. Stallings, 
„ 
on ns, 
De armen, Kelley, Mudd, Strowd, N. Q 
De Graff Kile > en, te, 
Lamb, Osborne, Underwood, 
Dockery, Lentz, Ridgely, eler, Ky. 
Fleming, Lio Robb, 
Hay, M ick, Sayers, 
Henry, Miss. McRae, Shafro 
ANSWERED “PRESENT*—27. 
Landis, Payne, 
Bartlett, Cooper, Wis. Lewis, Wash. Simpaon. 
Bishop, Davey, McAleer, 8, 
Bradley, De Vries, McCall, Smith, Wm. Aldea 
Bro A Ermentrout, Mam, ehslage, 
Burke, Hicks, Minor, Wanger. 
Burton, Jenkins, Otey, 
NOT VOTING—206. 
Acheson, Belden, Brosius, Clarke, N. H. 
Adams, Belford, Broussard, ee A 
Baile, ao he Brundidge, Comet, 
ey, e 
Baker, Md. Bingham, Burleigh, ren 8 
Ball Bland, Butler, Cooper, Tex. 
Bankhead, Bodine, Camp Cor! 
Barber, Booze, Capron Cox, 
Barham, Botkin, Carmack, Cranford, 
Barlow, Boutell, IL Castle, Crump, 
Barrett, Brantley, Catchings, ‘Crumpacker, 
Barrows, Brenner, Ohio . 
Barthojdt, wer, Clark, Iowa Curtis, 
Beach, y Mo. Danford, 
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Davidson, Wis, Hill, Mahan Smith, II. 
Devi K Hit Mahon, —.— 
à ver. 
DEA . Martin, Southwick, 
Borer Palm n Poe 5 
* OW. 

— . Miller, Stevens, Minn. 

Xi Hunter, Mitchell, Stokes, 
Ellis. Hurley, Newlan Stone, C. W. 
Fenton, Jott, Norton, O Strait, 
Fischer, Johnson, Ind. Odell, Strode, Nebr. 
Fitzpatrick, Joy, Overstreet, Sturte’ 
Foote, Eer Packer, Pa. Sutherland, 
Pois N. O. Efekpakriek, — = wey, 

y 0. a A 
Fowler, Kitchin, P Tayler, Ohio 
Fox, Knowles, Pierce, Tenn. rry, 
Gaines, Knox, Pitney, Thorp, 
Gardner, Kulp, Powers, ‘odd, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lan Prince, Vandiver, 
Gillett, Mass. 5 Quigg, Van Voorhis, 
Greene, Nebr. Lawrence, em, incent, 
Grifith, 3 Rixey, Wadswo; 
Griggs, 1 Ane Ga. 5 be Walker, Va. 
Grosvenor, uer, — ard. 
Grout, Robinson, Ind. W: 

Grow, er, Royse, Weaver, 
Gunn, Lovering, Sauerhering, er. 
Hamiiton, Low, tle, White, Ii. 
Handy, 2 Shannon, ilber, 
Harmer, ‘eCulloch, Shattue, Williams, Miss. 
Hartman, McDonald, Shelden, ‘illiams, 
Heatwole, McEwan, Young, 
Henry, Te Meli. Shaford, 
A x. 

n ` Maddox, Skinner, 

No quorum present, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Rospixs with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. BAKER of Maryland with Mr. STRAIT, 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Davinson of Wisconsin with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. CHARLES W, STONE with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. CLARKE of New pshire with Mr, CARMACK. 

Mr. FISCHER with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Mann with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. ELLIOTT. _ 

Mr. LyBRAND with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

Mr. Prrxxr with Mr. Dockrnx. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Ar. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Henry of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH. 


. COCHRANE of New York with Mr. KITCHIN. 
. DOVENER with Mr. LESTER. 

. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. ARNOLD with Mr. Cox. 


OVERSTREET with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 


. Knox with Mr. MCALEER. - 

. SOUTHWICK with Mr. HUNTER. ‘ 
. ADAMS with Mr. 
. COLSON with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

. Foss with Mr. Smirn of Kentucky, 
. DANFORD with Mr. MEEKISON. 


BRANTLEY. 


LORIMER with Mr. CAMPBELL. 


. RoYSE with Mr. ZENoR. 

. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. TERRY. 

. SPRAGUE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

. BARRETT with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 

. JENKINS with Mr, STOKES, 

. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

. MITCHELL with Mr. Benner of Pennsylvania, 
. BARTHOLDT with Mr. VINCENT. 

. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. WILLIAus of Mississippi. 
. THORP with Mr. TALBERT. 

. PEARCE of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 

. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

. MILLER with Mr. 
. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

. BELFORD with Mr. DAVEY. 

. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Sms, 

. Grow with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Ropryson of Indiana, 
. CORLISS with Mr, Davis, 

. WALKER of Virgina with Mr. Orzx. 


CLARDY. 


Quiae with Mr. CRANFORD. 

STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr, LITTLE, 
Dorr with Mr. Driaas. 

GROSVENOR with Mr. MOMILLIN, 
SNOVER with Mr. HARTMAN, 

Breaca with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio, 
CoxxoLLx with Mr, LANHAM, 


Mr. BENNETT with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. BoUTELL of Illinois with Mr. Griaas, 

For this day: 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. 

eg Bane rece ee i i 

. YOUNG with Mr. WILLIams of Mississipp 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. MCCULLOCH, 

Mr. Ketcuam with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. HINRICHSEN, 

Mr. GARDNER with Mr. Henry of Texas, 

Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. HANDY. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. LrrraukR with Mr. BODINE, 

Mr. Kup with Mr. BAIRD, 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. LATIMER, 

Mr. Joy with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. DE VRIES. 

Mr, HARMER with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. BALL. 

Mr, Foork with Mr. COONEY. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no” on this roll call, but 
I notice that I am paired with Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts, and 
I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MOODY. Iwill say to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
I have a letter from Mr. GILLETT, and he said that he did not ex- 
pect to hold the gentleman from Arkansas to his pair, 

Mr. STRAIT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Maryland, Mr. BAKER., I voted no,“ and I to with- 
draw that vote. y 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro 2 5 (Mr. DaLz RL). Before putting 
that motion the Chair will have the Clerk read a part of the rule 
under which the House is now proceeding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And any time after the roll call has been completed the Speaker may en- 
tertain a motion to adjourn, if seconded bya N o be 
ascertained by actual count by the Speaker; and if House adjourns, all 
proceedings under this section shall be vacated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
moves that the House do now adjourn. As many as are in fayor 
of seconding the motion will rise. Evidently a majority of those 

esent rising. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and 5 (at 
3 o'clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow at 12 o'clock noon. | 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
S7 gei and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 
Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (8. R. 165) to 
amend the joint resolution permitting Anson Mills, colonel of 
Third Regiment United States Cavalry, to accept and exercise 
the functions of boundary commissioner on the part of the United 
States, approved December 12, 1893, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1608); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tho 
bill of the House (H. R. 10683) fixing the rank of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by areport (No. 1609); which said bill and report were 
ra to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
7 resolution of the House (H. Res. 162) to revive the grade of 

ientenant-General in the United States Army, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1610); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to 2 Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr, DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1 remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Michael er, 


PUBLIC BILLS AND . 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Junn 22, 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5 5 which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3144) for the 
relief of Finetta Nalle, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1611); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4756) for the relief of Michael McNulty, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
85 0. ei) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

Jalendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 8755) for the relief of Albert Leach, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 1606); which said bill and 
report were laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5905) granting 
a pension to H. Cook Griffith; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
25 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 10777) authorizing 
the President to appoint additional cadets at large at the United 
States Naval Academy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10778) toexempt 
from service of civil process all soldiers in actual service of the 
war during the same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 286) to authorize the 
President to invite foreign governments to send details of troops 
to the Red Cross jubilee in New York—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 1 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10779) to inerease the 
pension of William O. Torry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10780) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Ritzman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10781) to increase the pension of William 
Conklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10782) to increase the pension of Philetus M. 
Axtell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10783) to increase the pension of Amos H. 
Goodnow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10784) prancing a increase of pension to 
Owen Devine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 10785) granting a pension 
to Clara McNabb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 10786) to pension Martin 
Barley, Company A, Seventeenth Michigan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 10787) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Gleason—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A joint resolution (H. Res. 287) 
to pay Thomas Hoyne—to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

N Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petitions of R. A. Kimball, 
J. N. Norcross, and other citizens of the State of Maine, in oppo- 
sition to the passage of the so-called anti-scalping bill or any simi- 
lar measure—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolution of the Cincinnati Board of 
Trade, in support of the bill for the construction of the Nicaragua 


Canal by the Government—to the Committee on Interstate and 
. 
By Mr. GROUT: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union of Williston, Vt., Mrs. M. W. Clark, presiding, and 
Birchard Post, No. 65, of Newfame and To end, W. G. 
Wright, commander, Grand Army of the ublic, for the pa Ə 
of a bill forbidding the sale of 8 in Government build- 
ings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
St. Johnsbury, Vt., Fannie A. Drew, e and Baptist and 
Wesleyan Methodist Episcopal churches and Sunday schools of 
Roadsboro, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect State anti-cigarette laws—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Northfield, Vt., A. L. Richmond, president, asking for the passa 
of the bill to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 years in the 
aa of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. HINRICHSEN: Papers of Capt. A. D. Nash, of White- 
hall, Ill., to accompany House bill for his relief to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, papers of E. L, Herriott, of Jacksonville, Ill., to accom- 
pany House bill No. 10616, granting him a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Also, a to accompany House bill No. 8986, to increase the 

nsion of W. J. Wyatt, of Franklin, Ill.—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Edward Leahy, of Ashland, Ill., to accompany 
House bill No. 9821, for increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 10538, 
increase of pension to Capt. H. L. La Taurrette, of 
III. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, aes to accompany House bill No. 8989, for the relief of 
Joseph Hunter, of Medora, Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition and papers of Charles Bouillon, of Carlinville, 
Tl., to accompany House bill No. 8988, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers of John W. Chapman, of Bluffs, III., 
to accompany House bill No, 8987, for his relief—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers of John H. Dyer, of Winchester, III., to accompany 
House bill No. 10539, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 9933, to increase the 
posoan of William Newman, of Pearl, Ill.—to the Committee on 

araug Pensions. * 11 8 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 9825, to grant a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary Thornbaugh, of Calhoun County, III.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 10536, for the relief 
of Virai S. Downing, of Cotton Hill, III.—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to ae ny House bill No, 9823, relating to the 
military record of W. J. Patterson, of Jacksonville, Ill.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, Lp eee to accompany House bill No. 9822, relating to the 
record of Patrick Murphy, of Jacksonville, Il.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of John F. Harbaugh, of Chesterfield, III., to ac- 
company House bill No, 10537, for the removal of the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, pare to accompany House bill No. 9828, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion inst Luther Cline, of Meredosia, 
III. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 9824, to correct mili- 
tary record of Henry Harmon, of Greene County, Ill.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: Resolutions of the Travelers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
7130 and Senate bill No. 1575, relating to ticket brokerage—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: Protest of F. L. Ridgeley. park commissioner 
of St. Louis, Mo., against amendment to the sundry civil pill 
abolishing forest reservations—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of M. B. Johnson, administrator of 
the estate of Augustus T. Jones, deceased, for the proceeds of 
cotton sold and turned into the Treasury Department—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 5 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petition of the Philomath Prohibition Club 
of Benton County, Oreg., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid 
the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


anting an 
inchester, 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 23, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. BURROWS, and by unanimous consent, the 
— of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
wi 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting, in nse 
to a resolution of the 17th instant, a list of all claims allowed 
by the accounting officers of the Trea i 
the balances of which have been exha , etc., amounting to 

„288.12; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 

e Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 3596) to ratify the agreement between the Dawes Commis- 
sion and the Seminole Nation of Indians. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 774) for the relief of Samuel D. Hubbard; 

A bill (H. R. 6127) for the relief of Henry C. Rawson; 

A bill (H. R. 10341) to incorporate the National Congress of 
Mothers in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 10667) to change name of the Capital Railway 
Company. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: ; 

8 A bill (S. 1726) concerning attorneys and marshals of the United 
ta . 


tes; 
A bill (S. 2678) for the relief of Lizzie Hagny, administratrix of 
the estate of Frank B. Smith, deceased; 
A bill (S. 4788) to authorize the Kansas, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and operate a 1 through 
Chilocco Indian Reservation, Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 


urposes; : 
A bill (S. 4750) granting right of way through the Pikes Peak 
Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to the Cripple Creek 
District Railway Company; art 

A bill (S. 4759) to authorize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 
Railway Company to 1 and restore the channel of the 
South Canadian River, in the Indian Territory, at the crossing of 
said railroad; 

A bill (H. R. 8541) to define the rights of purchasers of the Belt 
are and for other purposes; : 

A bill (H. R. 10290) to amend an act entitled An act to estab- 
lish a court of Private Land Claims and to provide for the settle- 
ment of private land claims in certain States and Territories,” 
approved March 8, 1891, and the act amendatory thereto, approved 
8 21, 1893; and - 

A joint resolution (S. R. 168) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to refund and return to the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and St. Paul Railway Company $15,395.75, in accordance 
with the decision of the Secretary of the Interior, dated March 3, 
1898. 


PETITIONS, 

Mr. WILSON presented sundry petitions of citizens of the State 
of Washington, praying for the suspension of the law requiring 
assessment work on mining claims; which were refe to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: : 

8 A bill (H. R. 2276) granting an increase of pension to Almon 
tuart; 

A bill (H. R. 6799) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 7260) granting a pension to James E. Jones; 
et bill (H. R. 7841) granting an increase of pension to George S. 

ton; 
A bill (H. R. 8286) granting an increase of pension to Alphonzo 


O. e; 

A bill (H. R. 8081) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
J. Fogerty; 

A bill (H. R. 6482) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7306 nting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Beckwith. 1 £ 75 


under appropriations Sh 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8248) genkey a ion to John Con- 
poe reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8351) to increase the pension of Armenias H. 


vans; ` 
iy (H. R. 9765) to increase the pension of Jobn N. Wiley; 
an 
A bill (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of pension to Eugene A, 
aw 


Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3164) granting a pension to Alden B, 
ee: reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to Annie J. Bas- 


TA 


sett, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 


Mr. WHITE. From the Committee on Commerce I report ` 


back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 95) to amend the 
laws relating to American seamen, for the protection of such sea- 
men, and to promote commerce, I will state that this is a meas- 
ure which has excited considerable attention, referring to the 
shipping business of the United States. It contains many provi- 
sions of interest to those engaged in the shipping business, and at 
the earliest possible moment the bill will be called up. It has re- 
ceived the unanimous indorsement of the committee in its 
amended form, and it is supposed that there will be no debate 
when the bill is considered. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the amendment relative to a proposed change in the 
holding of the regular terms of the circuit court and district courts 
of the United States for the district of Montana, at Butte, Mont., 
submitted by Mr. MANTLE on the 17th instant, intended to be pro- 
posed to the general deficiency op agit erp bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
a riations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

T FELLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the amendment relative to the payment of J. B. 
Fortune for fees earned as clerk of the United States district court 
from July 17, 1897, to December 31, 1898, submitted by Mr. 
PRITCHARD on the 16th instant, intended to be proposed to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the 
tions, and printed; which was to. 

Mr. NA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4231) granting an increase of pension to Millie A, 


syg and 
7 ill (H. R. 6841) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
ervey. 

3 A, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the fol 1 7 | bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5069) to pension Jacob N. Atherton; and 

A bill (H. R. 4811) granting a pension to Jane E, Zink. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were to; and the bills were ctu indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 4052) for the relief of Oren M. Fletcher, late of Com- 
pany F, Eleventh Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

hae (S. 1052) increasing the pension of James A. Ludington; 


an 

A bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy A, 
ee. 

Mr. SBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2681) to increase the pension of 
Dwight D. Wilber, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4534) to grant a pension to Ovid G. Sparks, 
reported it with amendments. 

. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. MANTLE on the 22d instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency 155 riation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, repo an amendment 
posing to pay $1,500 to Thomas Williams for injuries received by 

im while engaged in the performance of his duties in the Senate 


Committee on Appropria- 
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folding room, intended to be to the gen iency 
Sa and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on A 


to. 

Mr. F , from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1118) to establish a marine W at Sabine 
Pass, Tex., reported adversely thereon; and the was post- 
poned 8 k =. 2 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 
4th instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency ap- 
priation bill, reported it with an amendment, submitted a report 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. ie 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 4786) to provide for the appointment of 
an additional district judge in and for the judicial district of 
Kansas, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. WARREN. A few days ago I se dee favorably from the 
Committee on Claims an amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] to the bill (S. 3546) to refer 
certain claims rendered against the United States Government to 
the Court of Claims. I now presenta og Sah to accompany that 
amendment, and ask that the report may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order be made. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TURLEY introduced a bill (S. 4805) to increase the pension 
of Annie B. Goodrich; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4806) for the relief of Winslow 
Warren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 4807) directing the 
issue of duplicate of lost check drawn 
United States Army, in fayor of Fourth National Bank, New York 
City; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $3,000 for necessary additional work in connection with in- 
vestigation of clay-working industries, mica, and other minerals, 
intended to be pro by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing an appropriation 
of $50,000 for the repair, improvement, and enlargement, or for 
the construction of suitable and necessary additions to the public 

building at Greensboro, N. C., etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, i E 
He also submitted an amendment relative to the establishment 
of a fish-cultural station in the State of North Carolina, intended 
to be propesed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment relative to deficien- 


C. C. Sniffen, major, | read 


THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 
On motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas, it was 


Ordered, That 6,000 additional copies of H. R. 8581, for the protec: 
2 of the 1 8 9 Territory, and for other purposes, as enrolled, 


or the use of 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


Mr. KYLE. I present the testimony taken at a hearing before 
the subcommitte on Education and Labor of the Senate on June 
16, relative to the hours of labor for workmen, mechanics, etc., 
employed upon public work of the United States. I move that 
the testimony be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL 
ee. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua 
is directed to inquire into the claims of the Republic of Nicara re- 


tion of the 
be printed 


mands of said 
8 d to admi 

TSONS an 
— — 

Mr. MORGAN. There will be no expense connected with that 
investigation. The object is merely to get some testimony before 
the Senate that I think they would like to have. I ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The Chair understands from the Senator from Alabama that 
there will be no expense connected with the investigation under 
the terms of the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. None. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabamaasks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution just 


by a subcommittee, and to send for 
ter oaths to the witnesses called before 


The 3 was considered by unanimous consent, and 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 774) for the relief of uel D. Hubbard; and 

A bill (H. R. 6127) for the relief of Henry C. Rawson.— 

The bill (H. R. 10341) to incorporate the National Congress of 
Mothers of the District_of Columbia was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The bill (H. R. 10667) to change name of the Capital Railway 
Company was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


TIMBER SEIZURES IN ARKANSAS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution laid over from yesterday, No. 395, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], directing the Committee on 
Public Lands to investigate the conduct of the special agent in 
the seizure of timber in Arkansas, etc, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submit- 
ted yesterday by Mr. Jonrs of Arkansas, as follows: 


Asgard 7 s 3 th be, and it hereby is, authorized and o in- 

cies in appropriations for the year 1899 for salaries, United States | subcommittee 

mint at New Orleans, intended to be proposed by him to the gen- | imer in Arkanas of Special Agent G, 4°. Schlierhla in the no its die 

eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- | cretion, visit the State of Arkansas or other! necessary fora thorough 

mittee on A riations, and ordered to be printed. vestigation of the subject, and is hereby authorized to send for persons and 
Mr. WAR submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | bxpenzes administer oaths, and employ a stenographer, and the ne 


priate $7,600 for sufficient additional employees in the office of 
the Assistant Attorney-General, intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency cs i pre bill; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
riations. 

p He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$7,780.44 to reimbursetheState of Wyoming for expenses incurred 
in preserving the formation, natural curiosities, and objects of 
interest in the Yellowstone National Park, etc.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CAFFERY submitted an amendment relative to the sal- 
aries of the employees of the mint at New Orleans, La., intended 
to be pro osed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to pay 
$97,128.78 to William B. Reaney, surviving partner of the firm of 
Reaney, Son & Archbold, intended to be proposed by him to the 

meral deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accompany- 
8 papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

fie > 5 submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to increase an item of appropriation in the gom deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the ttee on Ap- 
propriations. 


out of the 8 fund of the Senate, 
upon youchers to be approved by the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, Mr. President, since the morning hour 
of yesterday I have taken occasion to make some slight investiga- 
tions of this timber-depredation case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator proceeds, will he 
allow me to make a slight correction of the Recorp that I think I 
ought to make? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I see in the Recorp that I am re- 
ported as saying: 

He sent for the chief of division haying such matters in charge, and asked 
him in my presence what evidence Schlierholz had of the fact that the timber 
he seized was taken from public lands, and the man answered, None.” 

The Reporters either misunderstood!me or I failed to express 
myself as I intended. The fact was that when the Commissioner 
sent for the chief of division who had charge of this matter, he 
asked him what evidence Schlierholz had that this timber was cut 
from public land, and he said he reported that he had positive 
ores Then the Commissioner asked what statement of evidence 

been submitted to the Department by Schlierholz, and he ans- 
wered, ‘‘None;” and in that connection created the impression on 
my mind that the understanding of the chief of division, as well 
as of the Commissioner, was thatinstead of reporting the facts on 
which he had acted to the Department, he was reporting those 


1898. 


facts to the district 2 and was acting under his instruc- 
tions in seizing the timber. I make this correction because the 
statement of taot at it appears in the RECORD is not correct; it 
‘was not the wa 98 7 thing occurred. 

Mr. HANSB 5H. As I was saying, Mr. President, I have 


mele some slight investigation of this case since y, hav- 
called upon the Commissioner of the General d Office and 
ed with about it. In view of the fact that the Senator 


from Arkansas aie made quite an exhaustive statement of his side 
of this case, I think it is no ee than fair that the com sated 5 
port of the Commissioner of the General Land Office su 

in response to the resolution of the Senator from Arkansas could 
be read. and I send the communication to the desk so that it may 


soper in its entirety in the RECORD. 
Secretary 


as follows: 
te om the Secretary of the Interior, 8 in response to resolution 
1 Ad report Srom the eg ee of the General 


gpt e Senate of June 10, 1898, a 
ce 8 to instructions given to Charles A. 

Land Office, at Batesville, Ark., as to scares timber. 

JUNE 15 1898.—Laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 15, 1398. 


7 pan: Under date of the 10th instant the Senate passed the following reso- 
ution 

“ Resolved, That the Secre of the ry —— is 5 8 directed to inform 

the Sena te what eee given to Charles A. M. Schiierholz, shes gma 

t, General Land Office, at Batesville, Ark., 1 . s: ree, ree — par- 

Wa aon ene Schlierholz is instructed to seize all timber arriving 


„special 
agent, 


missioner of the Gen Land O OR Or even @ herewith, which supplies 
F resolution. 9 rt is a 
of “Instructions to special agents of the General Land Office eto 


tin * on — —— lands“ fry ones a copy of Compilation of public timber laws, 


vary senha C. N. BLISS, 
Secretary. 
Tho PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 15, 1898. 


EE = tou OT TONAT AAA 
ent, “for early re u return per,” 
Peresolution of the United States Senate of June 10, 199, direc 2 
inform the Senate what instructions are given to Charles A. M. 
nt. General Land Office, at Batesville, Ark., as to seizin, 
whether said Schlierholz is instructed to seize all 


specific in- 
‘ial Pag ea Schlierholz 5 by this office to ne 
tato of Arkansas, and all seizures 


timber, 
berar- 


terests. 
to be all of the information required by the above resolution, 
buti in po that you may be fully advised as tothe seizures of black walnut 
and other timber refe to at orin the 8 of Batesville, Ark., I have 
— 1 7 — 5 y, to submit the following additional facts of rec- 


erred 
bat cortain deniars Tn black walnut and 
Ark in pee ind shi itt o thoit respectivo employ: 
ansas u was ran ppin; 0 employ- 
ony K Py aia wr nace orap — tions to of tim- L, 


aged parties to cut — ‘ected 
blic lands, in some 9 money to the parties to flle fraudulent 
eee FP 


of the walnut and other timber 
tions he discovered that timber unlawfully 


In the course of hisin 
cut and removed Rer ye ds was being rafted —— White River 


to Batesville, Ark., and he has, under the general autho: vested in him as 
e e e this office, from time to en on of or seized 
certain taining such timber. United States Atto; Jacob Trieber 

and Special United States ‘Attorne H. F. Auten have filed ls in rem in 


the United States court at Ba le, Ark., OE EAT yg eng ig the 
same is now in the custody of the United States marshal. is, in brief, 
the present status of tho matter in regard to t the selguresot timber at and in 


the vicini f Ba The entire matter is now within the juris- 
diction of United States court, where all parties interested will be pro- 
—* rights and the questions at issue will be judicially and finally 


Rithtovard to the eral authority of special agents of this office to take 
aol oredes tater or lumber unlayrfuly eat oF removed from pub 

mnda imosi repecttly oati 
1898 (copy herewith), on 


it is held tha that * 3 unlawfully cut from Government land 
of the United green and is subject to seizure as 

ever condition it may be found, and 

or aan ng Bee lays claim to it.“ 


the pro; 
such, wherever or in wha 
having possession of it, 


rulings and decisions on the sub- 
eee of Public Timber Laws and 
by this office 3 


tof the special agen 
lands, and the peated 
. 
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was known that any seizures wi lence pep hoy mapa se 
Of December 1, 1897 advised as follows in to a seizure of tuber wich 
had been made by S Agent F. S. and whom he was directed 
„ ANI CeT Mian EA or securing concinst 

Jou u or ve 
evidence in every —— before ge = action therein of any 


nature, and that only in ae ee in . ch conclusive evidence has 
= ee nee aan . — s 18 Spie Ens Schlierhol advised 
e olz was 

that the matters in hand af Batesville, Ark., nire discretion and caution 
in order to avoid any false step that might 3 prejudice ons cause of the 
anche a gw or its efforts to protect the public domain from the vandalism of 
unlaw: e; 

These letters of precaution undoubtedly were duly 5 e 


Agent Schlierholz, = as a further precaution, and to fully g= 

in matter, I, on May 31, 1808, telegraphed as follows: Lelze or sell no 
ogs until you have tive svidenot to of bene ii Ne in reply 

to which said 1898, re 


agent, under ceu of June 4, 
2 23 have only seized rafts of which I positive 9 the entire lot. 


eee of the Regent came from vacant or mostly papar, 


fected since I — —— out on the fleld investigations I 
am — surpris ae Soe at N outrageous tim committed by the 
5 whose martora are at Batesville, Ark., and 


of the people of Batesville, 
ie a latge amount of money 
an 


out of the tim 5 blic 
I return the the United States Senate herewith. 
Very respectfully, 


BINGER HERMANN, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam very glad to say, upon an investi- 
gation of this matter, that there does not seem to be any partisan 
heated in this case. I supposed, after listening to the rather 

eated ar, ent of the Senator from Arkansas yesterday, that 

agent, Schlierholz, was probably a Republican. Isup- 

F that this Administration had made a mistake and had sent 

some man down there who did not know what his duty was and 
who was perhaps incompetent, and should not have been sent 
there. But upon an inv tion I find that Mr. Schlierholz is 
an appointee of the last Administration; that in fact he is a Demo- 
crat, also find that the district attorney who was prosecuting 
these cases in the United States court in Arkansas is a Repub- 
lican. I assume that most of the defendants in these timber 
cases, being residents of Arkansas, which is very largely Demo- 
cratic, are of that faith. Therefore 1 repeat that there 


can be no partisan politics whatever in this case. 
Yesterday after the Senator from Arkansas had spoken, as I 
stated a while , I went to the Interior Department and con- 


ferred with the Commissioner of the General Land Office on the 
subject. He had just received a communication from the United 
States attorney at Little Rock, Ark., dated June 18, and as this 
additional communication on the subject i is full of interest as well 
as bearing the evidence of truth in every line, I desire to present 
5 it read at the desk, so that it may be made a part of 
the record. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS, 
Little Rock, Ark., June 18. 1398. 


were in some ao execution of by sentence stayed by the 
court when the es showed id the Government in the 


= e principal — bach Se 1 55 uostlons were 
che court and all of them decided in favor of a eee 
eld fo aliave, the special agent 


cases. He is less, e, and does Lea fatal ently. He 
has sunon taunts, fetatiga and every po: — 5 è kin ind of = He 


by parties interested 
peoe in those sections have pring to furnish him with f 
t from 


will be im —.—— us ee weg weed the judgments to which we are entitled, 
and I earnestly 3 e to receive the support from you 
ond ch tes han — is deserving of the same. 
The effect of his acts Selec felt and there is less cutting of 9 
pu — domain now in this Phe State than there ever has been before. 
soon as 


es his present oat eee apg I want him to ascertain h a 
much timber hee | been pose by these dealers and sawmill owners in 
the past, but which has lon pees. 5 and ed of, in order that 
ee 5 the val be institu’ ‘At tho last term of 
jury in this city I obtained str showing that a large mill em- 
ployed men men 1 fo bm hunt ‘ore valuable sane . d * — found on Government 
the money for a ho’ to some of their em- 
and 5 —— as entered cut every 55 tree on the land, which 
would be abandoned. The records of the land offices here will show 
sane Seay Th por cme OFS the entries of cedar lands are abandoned as soon as 
worthless for agricultural . with the 
purposes, wW entered i one 
intent of cutting the timber 
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The trouble we are having is that for years the Department has had no 


efficient special ts here and these 


laws. 
Thanking you for the assistance rendered, I have the honor to be, 
respectfully, 


Yours, ve 
achat JACOB TRIEBER, 
United States Attorney. 


COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In the light of the facts contained in 
this document and the document which I had read previously, I 
do not believe there is the slightest necessity for an investigation 
of this case by any committee of this body, and I trust that the 
resolution which goes to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate may be reported back to this body adversely. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the pending question? Is the morning 
business closed? . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not closed. 
The resolution offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
laid over from yesterday, is before the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. I raise a point of order. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator desire to ask any question? 

Mr. DAVIS. I raise the point of order that debate is not in 


order. 

Mr. BERRY. I am entitled to the floor, and I did not hear the 
point of order made by the Senator from Minnesota. I was rec- 
ognized by the Chair. What is the point? 

Mr. DAVIS. I raise the point of order that debate is not in 
order at the present stage of business, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must overrule the point 
of order. The Senator from Arkansas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BERRY. Just why the resolution is not debatable I do 
not know. I do not propose to detain the Senate. The Chair 
ruled that I am entitled to the floor, as I understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Chair to rule that I am entitled 
to the floor; otherwise I should have said nothing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas will 


roceed. 

z; Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the time of the 
Senate for oniy a very short period. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands has not met the question, nor has it been 
met, as I conceive, by the answer of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. It isthe tt acter laid down by mycolleague, 
shown by these papers and undisputed, that when this timber was 
libeled, as he calls it, no persons whatever were made defendants 
to that suit. It was a proceeding against the timber. Then, un- 
der the ruling of the court, parties who claim this as being their 
timber are not permitted to be made defendants, but are compelled 
to come in and intervene and take the burden of proof to show 
that the timber was not cutupon Government land or upon home- 
steads. There is the difficulty about that. 

If there is a law upon the United States statute book which au- 
thorizes the agents of the Interior Department to seize timber, to 
take the timber without any process except to file proceedings in 
the court afterwards against the timber, and not make any par- 
ties defendant, not permitting them to be made defendants, but 
compelling the owner of that timber to come in and intervene and 
take the burden of proof upon himself in order to have his pro 
erty released from this contest, I say that statute ought to 
repealed. The Committee on Public Lands ought to investi- 

te the question and see whether there is a law of the United 
States that treat all men as thieves who happen to have timber in 
their possession. It is an injustice that any fair-minded man will 


recognize. 

Now, what are the facts in regard to this particularcase? This 
agent seized the timber, made no parties defendant, and when the 
owners came forward and asked to be made defendants it was re- 
fused them. When they took the burden upon themselves and 
said, We will intervene; we have got the proof to show that the 
timber was cut off our land,” the court said, We will continue the 
cases for six months and will not permit you to make the proof 
now.” 

Now, does the Senator from North Dakota believe that that is 
just and fair? “Seize no timber,” says the Commissioner, ex- 
cept you have Barna proof that it was taken from the Govern- 
ment land.” This agent says he had positive proof; and yet, Mr. 
President, when these parties came in and intervened and said 
they were ready to prove to the court that it was their timber, 
cut off their land, this man, who said he had the positive proof, 
says, We have not got any witnesses, and we want to continue it 


for six months and take this property that belongs to these people,” 
many of them owning nothing else, living 50 or 100 miles from 
there, unable to stay at court, unable to return, and at the end o; 
six months, if it were released, they have no remedy against th 
Government or 8 else. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield? 

Mr. BERRY. Now, does the Senator think that is just? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will not offer my opinion on this sub- 
ject. I soupi anos from the last report of the district attorney. 
The Senator from Arkansas says that these people had no oppor- 
tunity to defend themselves; that they were not made defendants. 
On the contrary, the district attorney says in this communication 
which I had read at the desk: 


4 A oy oes wi Re Sap 1 yas convicta and in aoe N en. 

on o se ce e parties lling- 

ness to aid the Government 11 the — — of the principal ertminsls. 
Mr. BERRY. Oh, Mr. President, I am not talking about that, 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think that answers the Senator's propo- 


sition. 

Mr. BERRY. No, it does not. I am not talking about the 
parties who were indicted. I am talking about the civil suit, the 
proceedings in rem, against this timber. I say that General Neill, 
who was for four years a member of Congress here, as honorable 
and truthful a man as there is in Arkansas, an attorney in the 
case, wrote a letter, which was read here the other day, in which 
hestated that they asked the court to make them defendants, so that 
the burden would be upon the Government to prove that the timber 
was stolen. The court refused. Thereupon they did intervene, 
and asked to intervene, announcing themselves ready to make the 
proof that the timber was honestly obtained, and the district at- 
torney and the special agent, who said he seized none except 
where they had positive proof, come into court and say, ‘‘We 
have no proof, and we want the cases continued for six months.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. They did not say they had no proof, 
They said they were not ready with their witnesses, and in view 
of the difficulty which this timber agent has had in prosecuting 
these cases I am not surprised that he was prevented from getting 
his witnesses to court in time. 

Mr. BERRY. Whenthe Senator from North Dakota attempts 
to reflect on the people down there—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH., Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the fact that the special agent has not 
been molested under the circumstances speaks a great deal for 
those people. They have not interfered with him. But the 
Commissioner says, ‘‘I instructed him to seize no timber except 
where he had positive proof.” Now, then, he had-no proof; and 
when they would not require the Government to make the proof 
and threw the burden upon the other parties, and the owners of 
the timber said, We are ready for trial; we are ready to make the 
proof that it is our timber, honestly cut,” then this man who was 
not authorized to take it unless he had positive proof said, We 
have not got the proof and we ask it to be continued.” 

Now, if that be the statute, if that be the Government law, that 
law is wrong. If timber is seized, the y in whose possession 
itis found should be made a defendant in that suit, and the Gov- 
ernment should be required to prove that it was unlawfully in 
his possession, and not seize the timber and force the parties to 
come in and take the burden of proof to show that it was honestly 
obtained. That is what those people complain of. 

When that agent says the people of Batesville, Ark., have for 
years made money out of the purchase of stolen timber, and for 
that reason that they are in pathy with those who stol!e it, he 
states that which is false, and for which he ought to be removed, 
if for nothing else. It is not true. The community in and around 
Batesville is one of the best in the South. They are not timber 
thieves, and the man who attempts to throw that imputation upon 
them is a slanderer, and ought not to be 5 to remain in 
office another day. 

Mr. President, I think for these reasons the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands should ascertain the facts, should look at the statutes 
and find what the law is; and if there is a law which authorizes 
the Government, without 1 without testimony, arbitrarily to 
seize a man’s pory and say then that he must prove that he 
is not a thief before he can get it back again, I think that law 
ought to be repealed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas 
that the action of the special agent has been indorsed by the court 
before which these cases were brought, and I say that while this 
matter is in the court it should not be taken out of the court and 
brought here to this body and sent to any committee for investi- 
gation. If there is any necessity for a law governing special 
agents hereafter, the Senator from Arkansas, as he knows, is at 
liberty to introduce a bill to that effect; and when it comes to the 
Committee on Public Lands, it will be given due consideration, 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. What is the regular order of business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is resolution No. 
895, offered by the Senator from Arkansas . JONES]. 

Mr. FRYE. Which is now under consideration? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Which is now under consideration, 
laid over from yesterday. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have the copy of 
the communication from Mr. Trieber, which was read at the desk 
some time ago. f 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have the copy here. I will be glad to 
send it to the Senator. I understand that a copy was sent to the 
Vice-President. Ihave a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
saying that a copy had been sent to the Senate as part of the re- 
port called for by the original resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I confess that I am 
astonished at the attitude taken by the Senator from North Da- 
kota. No man in the Senate has any doubt for a moment that 
this matter can not be removed from the jurisdiction of the court 
that has it under control. There is no . here to remove 
anything from the court. I have said nothing about criminal 
proceedings. I have heard nothing about criminal proceedings. 

No complaint has been made to me about any criminal proceed- 
ings, but, on the contrary, on the first presentation of the case to 
the Senate I suggested that one of the difficulties about it that I 
did not understand was that while this special agent reported to 
the Land Office that he had found instances of 
Government timber lands, I saw no statement from him that any 
criminal proceedings had been instituted at all; that he seemed to 
be directing his attention to seizing timber and that alone; thatif 
the people were taking the Government timber off of this land, 
they oaght to be punished as well as to have the timber seized, 
and that I could not understand why, while he was making such 
a showing about the amount of timber received, there was nothing 
said about criminal 5 

In the letter which has just been read the district attorney says 
that persons have been convicted. I had not heard of that before. 
I saw a ph a day or two ago in a local paper published at 
Batesville that within two or three days the court said there that 
one indictment against a man for trespassing on Government tim- 
ber had been tried and the man found not guilty. Nothing was 
said about any other trials, I do not know whether there haye 
been any other trials or not. Ican not say anything about that. 
The complaint that I make is that this timber agent, this agent 
of the General Land Office, should be seizing and holding and 
selling timber when he has been instructed by Mr. Hermann to 
seize no timber except when he has positive proof that the timber 
comes from Government land. 

Mr, HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just let me finish the sentence. And 
yet when there have been some thirty rafts brought into the 
custody of the court at Batesville, and when the parties claiming 
this timber were present in the court asking for a trial and offer- 
ing to take the court’s own s and prove positively that the 
timber was their own, that it was not cut from Government land, 
and this special agent reports to the Land Office that he has seized 
no timber except upon pery proof, that he has positive proof 

that all the timber came from Government land—when the defend- 
ants go in court and offer to prove that timber to be their own 
this 8 agent says he has no witnesses present. He does 
not show that a single subpœna has been issued, that anybody 
has been summoned to the court to testify. He shows no diligence 
and has taken no steps whatever, but simply asks the court to 
continue the cases for six months, without any showing of dili- 
ence on his part and without any effort on his part to prove what 

5 says he has positive proof of. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I presume that is truein 
a few isolated cases, but it is also true that this timber agent did 
have positive proof in other cases, and that the cases came reg- 
ularly before the court and the defendants were convicted, as is 
stated by Mr. Trieber. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Does the Senator make that state- 
ment? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The statement is in the record. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH., I will ask the Senator 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is nothing in the record to 


sustain that statement—not a line, not a syllable. There is a m 


statement here that criminal cases were brought. I have said 
nothing about indictments in criminal cases. I am talking about 
the seizure of timber; and when the Senator states that this proof 
was made, he goes outside of the record. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will ask the Senator to read the first 
paragraph of that document, x 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will read it. Mr. Trieber says, 
under date of June 18: 


We have just returned from the United States court held at Batesville, in 
which most of the timber cases are pending. Owing to the fact that we had 
not been able to secure the attendance of all the witnesses needed, most of 


on the} 


the civil suits were continued. A number of the timber thieves were con- 
victed, and in some cases execution of the sentence stayed by the court when 
the parties showed a willingness toaid the Government a the prosecution of 
the principal criminals. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I claim that there have been convic- 
tea and that fact is stated in the paragraph just read by the 

nator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihave stated to the Senator again 
and again that my prs in this case has nothing to do with crim- 
inal proceedin y complaint is that this timber, the property 
of these poor citizens along White River, has been seized by this 
man in violation of the instructions of the Land Office, in viola- 
tion of his duty; that the timber has been practically confiscated; 
that it has been sold, and these people have been deprived of 
their money, and that this man has done it in a high-handed and 
arbitrary way; and the Senator from North Dakota says he is 
justified in what he has done. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Isay the court has said he is justified. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I say the court has said nothing of 


May I interrupt the Senator from Arkansas for 
a question? 


r. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand the Senator’s proposition to be 
that the special agent of the United States or the agent of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has seized certain 
amounts of timber in the State of Arkansas, that the matter is now 
in the United States court, and that some of those cases have been 
continued. The Senator from Arkansas is now asking that the 
resolution be sent to the Committee on Public Lands for the pur- 
pose of an investigation and to take these cases out of the hands 
of the United States court, at least temporarily. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not by any means. 

Mr. WILSON. Until that can be determined. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not by any means. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I do not understand the Senator, and that 
is what I am tryin g to do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The object of this resolution is to 
ascertain the facts connected with the conduct of this officer in 
the seizure of timber and other things. I am sure the Senator 
from Washington will agree with me that it was an outrage, if 
what I read from a letter here yesterday morning at this table 
should be true, that a raft taken by a man to Batesville was seized 
by this man Schlierholz; that the timber was sold for 8203; that 
afterwards it was shown conclusively the timber was cut from his 
own land o Wise not taken from rr cme dere ae he 
was com pay expenses amounting to more t 160, leay- 
ing for himself out of the $205 that was his own only about $40. 

say if that is shown, it was an outrage; it was a violation of 
the natural rights of an American citizen, and that an officer who 
would do this in plain and direct violation of the instructions 
given to him by the Commissioner of the Land Office ought to 
have his conduct understood fully by the Senate, by the 1 
ment, and by the American people. It would not in the slightest 
degree affect the status of the proceeding in the United States 
court. It would simply bring, in an official way, the facts in this 
case before the fb eas before the Senate, and before the Depart- 
ment; that would be all. 

Mr. WILSON. I can not understand why all those facts can 
not be determined by the Secretary of the Interior, who, in my 
judgment, is as able, kind, conscientious a Secretary of the In- 
terior as we have ever had. He is thoroughly interested in his 
work, and why can not he and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, who is, by his long service in Congress and his ac- 
quaintance with facts of this character as applied to the West 
and his great industry peculiarly fitted for his present position, 
bring out to the entire satisfaction of the Senator from Arkansas 
all the facts that he wishes the committee to bring out? 

What I wish to avoid, if possible, is that the Senate of the United 
States, through its proper and legitimate committee, shall enter 
into such investigations from time to time, because if we go into 
one investigation upon these matters, the committee will be in- 
vestigating almost every session of Congress the action of certain 

ial agents. I want it to come out in the interest of the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas. I want his le to haye exact justice, and 
I think he will get that from the Department of the Interiora 
good deal better and a good deal quicker than he will get it from 
the Committee on Public Lands, with all respect to that com- 


ittee. ` 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In reply to what the Senator from 
Washington has just said, I wish to say that I cordially agree 
with all he says about the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Public Lands. I believe they are all he says of them. 
As I said yesterday and as I have said again and again, the Com- 
missioner of Public Lands has done all that any reasonable man 
could ask in his instructions given to these officers in the field. 
Mr. President, up to this hour I have hoped and believed that 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land ‘Ofice would correct this wrong. But the position 
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taken by the Senator from North Dakota leads me strongly to 
think that whenever one partisan connected with that Peat of 
rascality reports to the Department that it is all right, they will 
be too much inclined to accept his statement as being the truth, 
Here was conclusive argument, as it seemed to him, presented by 
the Senator from North Dakota. In this letter of the district at- 
torney he says that some of those people boast that they can haye 
Schlierholz removed. That is a very vague sort of a ge. It 
is the kind of a trick that is resorted to by people who want to 
undertake to avoid a fair investigation to ei the people have 
boasted that they can have Schlierholz remov 

I have no doubt in the world that that statement is absolutely 
without truth. Ido not believe anybody has ever boasted of any 
such thing.. How could that be true? o has the influence to 
have this man Schlierholz removed? Whois the individual in the 
district who has such influence with the Secre of the Interior 
or with the President of the United States that all he has to do is 
to ask that this man should be put out in order to have him put 
out? No, sir; that was done for the purpose of undertaking to 

revent his removal; it had no other p I believe this man 
hlierholz has been violating the law and that he has been guilty 
of the most outrageous tyranny and the most outrageous wrong; 
and I suppose they want to excuse his conduct by this kind of an 
argument, 

One of the letters I have read stated that this man Schlierholz 
was in the habit of telling these men that he would not believe 
them on oath. When a man clothed with a little brief authority, 
holding a commission from the Government of the United States, 
insults in that way honest men with whom he comes in contact, 
he is a disgrace to the Government service, and that, if there 
were not anything else, would justify his removal and make it 
5 that he should be kicked out of the service. 

Mr. WILSON. I understood the Senator to state that this man 
was a partisan. Does the Senator know his politics? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Schlierholz's? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know. The Senator from 
North Dakota Mr. HansprovuGu] stated a while ago that he was 
a Democrat. I have never asked any question about his politics. 

Mr. WILSON. Nor have I. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have never asked about his politics, 
but a Democratic tyrant or a Democratic oppressor is no more, in 
my mind, and stands no higher than a Republican tyrant ora 
Republican N S baeni I believe the dignity of American citizen- 
ship and the honesty of our pev e stand above every other con- 
sideration, and when aman olating their rights I never ask 
whether he is a 5 or a Democrat. 

Mr. WILSON. I did not ask the question of the Senator in any 
partisan wa; 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that. 
Mr. WILSON. I understood the Senator to say that the man 
was a partisan; and therefore I wanted to know if he was our 


artisan. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not mean a political partisan. 
Mr. WILSON. don. 
I meant that he had been a partisan 


par 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
in these proceedings, 

Mr. FRYE. His bad conduct indicates that he is a Democrat. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I said on yesterday that I hoped the 
Secre of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
Office would look into and correct this wrong, but I am 
afraid, after ead ree taken by theSenator from North Dakota 
to-day, that it be assumed that this man is a model officer, 
simply because he writes stories of this kind to the Commissioner. 
If the Commissioner will investigate and ascertain the truth; if 
he will send for and get the facts from the outside, from other 
people, and will do justice, then I shall be satisfied with his ac- 
tion; but, for my single self, I believe that citizens of ay State 
have been wronged, and I believe the most outrageous iniquities 
have been cted on them by this man. 

If the Commissioner of Public Lands and the Secretary of the 
Interior do not choose to act, then Iavant the Committee on Public 
Lands to act. Even when the chairman of the committee has made 
up his mind beforehand that he does not want the investigation, I 
want that committee to investigate. Ishall be perfectly willin gt 
have the investigation conducted by the Senator from North Da- 
kota himself; and I have no doubt, when the proof is brought be- 
fore him that this man Schlierholz has been ty of wrong, has 
been guilty of 8 that the Senator from North Dakota will 
8 report, whether the cases are pending in the Federal court 
Or not. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am not defending Mr. Schlierholz in 
any way, and am not attempting to defend him in any d 
whatever. I am simply presenting the 8 made by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and the report made by the 
United States district asis as 1 ne to the newspaper op 
pings and ex parte letters which the tor from Arkansas su 
mitted on yesterday. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator expressed himself as 
satisfied in view of the letter that was written by Mr. Trieber that 
there should be no investigation. If by that the Senator was not 
committing himself, I do not know what it means, 

Mr. President, I read a newspaper report which has been pub- 
lished far and wide. It has not been criticised by anybody; it 
has not been denied by anybody. It was published under the 
2 of the district attorney and the assistant district attorney in 
their own town, and the letters that I read yesterday are from 
three as honorable and as reputable men as live inside or outside 
of the State of Arkansas. re are no better men anywhere. 
They are good lawyers; they are men of integrity; they are men 
of high character; and their statement of facts has not been and 
can not be denied. 

Even the district attorney himself says that the court sustained 
them in all of their claims, and that the burden of proof was upon 
the defendants, the claimants of this timber, to show that it was 
not stolen, There was not one scintilla of evidence to sustain the 
Government side of the case. I do not believe that a more palpa- 
ble, unjust, and indefensible outrage was ever ETTA and 
the fact that the matter is a small one is no reason why the wrong 
should not be corrected here. The fact that a poor fellow has 
only $200 worth of timber, and that that is all he has got in the 
world, is no reason why he should be oppressed by the great Gov- 
ernment of the United States; but it is a greater reason why this 
Government should vindicate any of the citizens of this country 

an outrage of this sort. 

I hope and I believe the Senate of the United States will not 
hesitate for one moment to put it in the power of this committee 
to make this inquiry and to apply the needed remedy, 

Mr. STEWART. I hope this investigation will be made. I 
have observed within the last twenty years several instances of 
most terrible outrages. One occurred in my State, where special 
agents of the Government seized all the timbe r that had been col- 
lected by the miners for min purposes; all the water left the 
mines, about 300 miners were driven out of the country, and at 
least $200,000 or $300,000 worth of property was destroyed; and, 
on an investigation, the case against the miners was dismi 1 
have always protested * — such wrongs resulting from the 
action of special agents. o may be some fee fai speci 
agents, but there have been a great many unfaithful special agents 
in the last twenty years. 

When a case of this kind is presented I think it ought to be 
investigated, with a view of framing laws to prevent such out- 
rages. When a man who is ignorant and vicious has control of 
the power of the Government in one of these outside districts, he 
is liable to commit great injury, and I think the Committee on 
Public Lands will do well to take the case up and examine it, and 
see if there can be any legislation framed to correct such wrongs 
as are complained of, 

I do not propose to take any sides in this matter. I have not 
any information about this case, but I have known of some fifteen 
or twenty such cases where there have been great abuses. 

Mr. N. Let me ask the Senator a question. Here is a 
case of the seizure of timber. The timber agents have their in- 
structions under the law. They may possibly exceed their instruc- 
tions, as the Senator says. Doubtless now and then there comes 
along, as the Senator from Arkansas has said, a man clothed with 
a little brief authority who goes too far, but when you come right 
down to the facts, what can we do? If this matter to the 
Committee on Public Lands, of which I am a member, e will be 
no investigation this summer. The Senator knows that as well as 
Ido. There is no member of that committee who will have the time 
to go to the State of Arkansas to investigate this question. There- 
fore, if we once enter upon the domain of investiga every 
special sgns of the United States who seizes timber w. he 
supposes he has evidence to believe has been cut from the public 
domain, the Committee on Public Lands will be engaged in a con- 
tinuous in n. 

Why not leave that matter where it pro 8 legitimatel 
belongs to the Department of the Interior en if the investi: 

tion which the Senator wants is not made, the Senator can ask 

or an investigation by the committee. There is generally agreat 
deal to be said on both sides of all questions, and probably these 


to | people have been dealt with unjustly. I know occasionally, as 


the Senator said, in the West we have been dealt with unjustly; 
but nevertheless the fact remains, and we must admit it, Mr. 
President, that on the public domain all over this country people 
are attempting to secure timber without paying the Government 
that compensation to which it is honorably entitled. In all the 
years gone by we of the West have had to bearthat burden, We 
of the West have had these special agents; and I am exceedingly 
lad that this case has come up from the section of the country 
thas. We have complained, but our complaints have not pro- 
duced very c= res Occasionally timber has. been ed 
there which has been cut from the public domain and sold. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want to make a suggestion to the 
Senator, and it is just this: He says that we can not get anybody 
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on the Committee on Public Lands to make such an investiga- | ing him from having all the rights he is entitled to as to the land. 


tion. I want to say, if the facts in this case are as I believe them 
to be and that committee is authorized to send a subcommittee to 
the State of Arkansas to investigate this question, that, anxious 
as the Senator from Washington is to go home, I will venture my 
reputation that when the matter is presented to him he will go to 
Arkansas and make the investigation. He has too much regard 
for the rights of American citizens not to do so. s 

Mr. W N. Ihaveevery regard for the rights of the Ameri- 
can citizen, but, notwithstanding the very complimentary terms 
in which the Senator from Arkansas has referred to me and mr 
great desire to see the people of Arkansas, I am afraid that I shail 
not have the time to do it. Still I would do my duty in regard 
to that matter if I should be selected. 

Mr. STEWART. I think legislation can be framed which will 
modify this evil very much. I do not believe there is sufficient 
care under our system in selecting these 5 agents. They 
certainly ought to be nominated by the President by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. should be known as men 
of high character. I have contended all along that we should get 
the best men to be charged with this very important duty, because 
I have known a great many men to be bankrupted and destroyed 
by special agents who haye been appointed, 

It is supposed by many to be a very subordinate place and that 
anybody will do for a timber agent, when really he has great judi- 
cial functions to perform and has to use the highest discretion. I 
believe, if the Committee on Public Lands will investigate the 
matter, they will come to the conclusion I reached years ago, that 
avery different class of men, men of and better 
s bach wegen ya ought to be appoi to these by the Presi- 

„by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, with a view 
to their experience, knowledge of law, and fitness for this very 
important service, which, if wrongly performed, may destroy 
whole communities, as [have wi inseveral cases. I believe 
if the committee will investigate this matter and will consider the 
necessary requirements for these officers, the system will be 


changed and we will have a provision of law to secure men com- | purpose. 


petent to discharge such important 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to say, as we all know here, 
that the Senator from Nevada is a good lawyer. He has had wide 
experience in such matters, and Ido not know any Senator in this 
body whom I would a to trust in drafting a bill covering 
this question. The ator is fully competent to draft such a 
bill as will cover this and many other questions such as he has 
referred to; and I say to the Senator that if a bill of that char- 
acter comes to the Committee on Public Lands, it will be given 
every consideration. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 5 

Mr. HAN SBROUGH. I do not believe it is the province of the 
Committee on Public Lands to investigate the conduct of every 
timber agent 1 whom complaints may be made. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I rise to make the point of order that, 
under the rules of the Senate this resolution must first go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as it im ac on the contingent fund. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
made by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was my motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg pardon. I did not know that fact, 


made, 
; paragraph from 
the letter of Mr. Trieber which has been read to the Senate at the 
request of the Senator from North Dakota, Mr. Trieber says: 
court special ize timber which 
he had eee ee from — Bon a Te unlawfully cut 
from the public lands. 
ath ce ot ehh sete 
i r where he itive i n taken 
from the public lands. This man writes in justification to Mr, 
Hermann that the court held that Schlierholz had the right to 
seize this timber where he had what he considered reasonable 

‘ound to believe that the timber had been taken from the public 

ain; and he was violating the orders of his chief according to 
his own statement. I think that of itself is sufficient ground for 
him to be dealt with. But here comes a remarkable statement. 
Mr. Trieber says that the court held: 

That a homesteader could convey no valid title to timber cut from his 
entry before a patent was issued except such timber as was cut from the land 
he was clearing for actual cultivation, and that cutting timber promiscu- 
ously from a homestead entry is a crime and passes no title to the purchaser. 

I do not believe that the Senator from North Dakota will say 
that that is the law, or that he will say that there should have 
been any such ruling by any court when a man has lived on land 
the required period of five full years, has made his final proof, 
and has received his ae simply because the clerks in the De- 
8 in the city of Washington are not able to keep up with 
work and issue patents — as they aro due, — 


Thatis the motion before the Senate, 1 


Mr. GALLIN GER. Mr. President, I was laboring under a mis- 
apprehension 
. DAVIS. Mr. President 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me one mo- 


ment 
rn VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yie 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nery well. 

Mr. DAVIS. The hour of 1 o'clock having arrived, under the 
rule I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution for the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What rule is that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that the rule as 
to the morning hour does not provide that the hour of 1 o'clock 
shall terminate the morning business if a Senator has the floor at 
that time; and if the Senator from Minnesota will permit—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to take up the joint resolution providing s 
for the annexation of Hawaii. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator does not wish to be so 
discourteous as that. I rose and addressed the Chair before the 


Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. > 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to say that I was laboring 
under a misapprehension when I made the suggestion a few min- 
utes ago that the pending resolution should ‘go to the Committee 
to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, not 
knowing that a motion had been made to that effect. Surely that 
reference will not be denied. I think all Senators will agree that 
the reference shall be made now, at this moment, and afterwards, 
if a report is made from the committee, the discussion of the 
resolution will be in order if taken from the Calendar for that 
I trust the reference may be made without further 
debate. That is all I want to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Arkansas . JONES} will 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order is made. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] is 
entitled to the floor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, ann: that the ‘opi had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 129) to amend An act for the correction of the mili- 
tary record of Wilhelm 

Missouri; 


A bill (S. 2063) to authorize the White and Black River Valley 


ey; 
A bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to Barney Smith; 
A bill (S. 3110) granting a pension to Patrick Breen; 
A bill (S. 8368) extending the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak.; 
A bill (S. 4269) granting a pension to Margerett Ferriter; 
A bill (S. 4400) granting an increase of pension to Joel Black- 


man; 
A bill s 4456) to designate Gladstone, Mich., a subport of 


aaran 
A (S. 4568) granting a pension to Jacob Miller. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
two reports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
2 ce 288 n certain ae of 55 3 to the 

$ making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and 
for other purposes, further insists upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate Nos. 13, 14, 186, 221, 222, and 233, upon 
which the committee of conference have been unable to agree, 
asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr.:-Cannon, Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE, and Mr, SAYERS managers at the conference 
on the part of the House, 


VISITING INDIANS AT OMAHA EXPOSITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompan papers, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on International ons, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States: 


herewith a report from the Secretary of the Interior, relative 
to Senate resolution of Juns10, 1808, requesting the President — 
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rrangements as may be n to secure at the Trans-Mississippi and 
ion to be held in the city of Omaha, Nebr., the N. 

uois tribes and Dela wares of Canada and of 
ucourt and such other Indian nations 
United States to Canada.“ 


ment of Canada, i nt 
to visit the tribes and secure their assent, organize the representative oH 


t the Senate, under such circumstances, would 
desire the Executive to take the action indicated in the resolution, and I am 


the ent of the expenses that 
eee of the proposed objects, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 23, 1898. 
ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion named by him. Is there objection? i 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution, 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. 55 entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I rise to invite the attention 
of the Senate to a matter of very grave importance, but which is 
not strictly ent to the question of the annexation of Hawaii. 
I call attention to the report of the committee of conference as 
ths Indian A She enti bill. That report recommends the adop- 
tion of the following amendment: 


Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter stricken out and inserted by 
said amendment insert the following. 2 

I read the second proviso: ` 

Provided further, That hereafter no Indian or tribe of Indians shall lease 
for mining purposes lands, except by the authority of the Secretary of the 
Interior first had and obtained, under rules and regulations to be prescribed 
by him as to quantity of land in each case, and limit of price, and time of 
lease, which in no case shall exceed seven years, and only be made by 
the authority of the council of the tribe making such lease, and with the ap- 
proval also of the Secretary of the Interior after said lease has been 
upon, except in cases where the lands have been patented to any t. or 
allotted to individual Indians; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Mr. President, that provision, if adopted, is a recognition of the 
title in fee of the Indians to all minerals within all of the reser- 
vations of the United States. It is equivalent to a grant by the 
United States to the Indians of all the minerals embraced within 
what are known as Indian reservations, The annexation of Ha- 
waii or its cession to the United States may be important; but of 
far greater importance, beyond all comparison to the United 
States, is this question as to whether, while we obtain the cession 
of four or five million acres of land embraced within what are 
known as the Hawaiian Islands, we cede away to about 25,000 
Indians the minerals in an area which exceeds 50,000,000 acres of 
land, embraced principally in the mining States and Territories 
of the United States, and that exclusive of the mineral lands 
within the Indian Territory, also excluding all the mineral land 
within the District of Alaska. 

Mr. President, I desire now to invite the attention of the Senate 
to this provision in order that Senators may not be taken by sur- 
prise in voting upon this conference report. Icall attention to 
the right of Indians respecting these reservations as it has hereto- 
fore been recognized by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which clearly establishes that the Indians have no rights what- 
ever to these minerals. I invite attention to the case of the United 
States vs. Cook, reported in 19 Wallace, page 591. This was a 
case brought by the United States sgean Cook for damages for 
the conversion of timber which had cut by Indians upon an 
Indian reservation and sold to him. It was held that the United 
States had a right to recover. I ask to have read the opinion of 
the court, which is not very dengthy: but which was delivered by 
the Chief Justice, and it clearly defines the rights of the Indians 
upon these Indian reservations. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Chief Justice delivered the opinion of the court. 
We think the action was properly brought and that it may be maintained. 
n the land from which the logs were taken was 
hat of occupanc 


t . 
1 States. The fee was in the United States, subject only to this right 
of occu 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


their occu: is 
only a Tight of o occu: 
attaches 
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This right of use and occupancy by the Indians is unlimited. They may 
exercise it at their discretion. If the lands in a state of nature are not in & 
condition for profitable use, they may be made so. If desired for the pur- 
poses of agriculture, they may be cleared of their timber to such an extent 
as may be reasonable under the circumstances. The timber taken off by the 
Indians in such clearing may be sold by them. But to justify any cutting of 
the timber, except for use upon the premises, as timber or its product, it 
must be done in good faith for the al gi bho ren of the land. The improve- 
ment must be the principal thing, and the cutting of the timber the incident 
only. Any cutting beyond this would be waste and unauthorized. 

The timber while standing is a part of the realty, and it can only be sold as 
the land could be. The land can not be sold by the Indians, and 8 
the timber, until aries e can not be. It can be rightfully severe 
for the pu of improving the land ox the better adapting it to convenient 
occupation, but for noother purpose. Whenrightfully severed itis nolonger 
a part of the land, and there is no restriction upon its sale. Its severance un- 
der such circumstances is, in effect, only a legitimate use of the land. In 
theory, at least, the land is better and more valuable with the timber off 
than withiton. It hasbeen 8 by the removal. If the timber should 

alone—in other words, if the cutting of the 
1 3 not the incident then the cutting would 
8 the ber, When cut, become the absolute property of the 


These are familiar principles in this country and well settled as applicable 
to tenants for life and remainder-men. But a tenant for life has all the 
rights of N in the lands of a remainder- man. The Indians have the 
sume rights ju the lands of their reservations. What a tenant for life may 


do upon the lands of a remainder man the Indians may do upon their reser- 


vations, but no more. 

In case it is not pretended that the timber from which the saw logs 
were made was cut for the purpose of improving the land. It was not taken 
from any portion of the land which was occupied or, so far as appears, in- 

occupied for any purpose inconsistent with the continued pres- 


be severed for the purpose of 
timber were the princi 


tended to 
enceof thetimber. It wascut forsaleand nothingelse. Under such circum- 
stances, when cut, it became the proverty of the United States absolutely. 
discharged of any rights of the Indians therein. The cutting was waste, an 
in accordance with well-settled principles the owner of the fee may seize 
the timber cut, arrest it by replevin, or proceed in trover for its conversion. 

The Indians having only a right of occupancy in the lands, the presump- 
tion is against their authority to cut and sell the timber. Every purchaser 
from them is ch d with notice of this presumption. To tain his 
title under his purchase it is incumbent on the purchaser to show that the 

ber was rightfully severed from the land. 

That the United States 5 an action for cutting and 8 
away timber from the public lands was decided in Cotton vs. United Sta! 
Se eh anes recognized in that case are decisive of the right to maintain 

action. 


The answer of the court, therefore, to the question propounded by the 
circuit court is in the affirmative. x £ z 


During the reading of the decision, 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
state his inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Does this document relate to public lands in Ha- 


waii? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that this doc- 
ument has some reference to the conference report on the Indian 
appropriation or to the Indian 1 AL nina bill. That is the 
understanding of the Chair. It is being read on application of 
the Senatorfrom Utah [Mr. Raw inxs]. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that report beforethe Senate? I donot see an 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations in the Senate, an 
I we to ask the Senator from Utah what is the pending 
question 

Mr. RAWLINS. The pending matter is some remarks which I 
was undertaking to submit to the Senate for its consideration, and 
I asked the Secretary to read an opinion by the 0 Court of 
the United States. He has about completed it. ere are only 
two additional lines. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the deci- 
sion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I very much desire the atten- 
tion of Senators to this matter. It is of far greater significance 
than the question of the annexation of Hawaii, and I am in favor 
of such annexation. The opinion of the Supreme Court, which 
has just been read to the Senate, holds that the Indians upon these 
reservations have the right of occupancy only. They have just 
such rights as a tenant for life sses, and no more. It is held 
that they have no right to the timber standing me es the land. If 
they cut it for the p of sale, it is waste. It is equally well 
settled that a tenant for life has no right to o mines or to ex- 
tract and carry away or sell mineral from the land. That rule ig 
laid down in elementary text-books upon this subject. From 
Tiedeman on Real Property, I read first, section 74: 

Inr t to trees.—The tenant has no right to cut down any trees or to 
injure them in any way beyond the amount he is entitled to as estovers. 
Andat common law certain trees which were used for timber could not be cut 
for any purpose. 

Such is the rule laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case which has just been read. In section 75 this 
author says: 

In respect to minerals and other deposits.—The tenant is not permitted to 
dig and sell gravel, clay, and other =o which may be found thereon, or 
to use the clay for the purpose of m: g bricks. 

In other words, the law is well settled that a person beg hove 
mere right of occupancy, like a tenant for life, or like the Indians 
upon a reservation, has no title to the minerals, or to the timber 
upon the land. Notwithstanding that such is the well estab- 
lished law defining the interests of the Indians upon these various 
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reservations, it is proposed by the amendment to the Indian ap- 

propriation bill to reverse the policy which has heretofore pre- 

vailed, to change the title of the Indians from that of mere occu- 

cy, with the rights of a tenant for life, to that of an estate in 

ee, giving them the right not only to the timber, but to all the 
minerals within those lands, : 

Mr. President, in the last report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs I find that the land embraced within these Indian reserva- 
tions amounts to 82,770,345 acres. Of this vast area 32,674,000 
acres are within the Indian Territory. Outside of the Indian 
Territory there are, therefore, in the United States, located prin- 
cipally within the mining States and Territories of the United 
States, an area of 50,000,000 acres in round figures. 

The policy heretofore inaugurated by acts of Congress looks to 
the cession by the Indians of the lands within those reservations, 
amounting thus to some 82,000,000 acres, to the United States, all 
in excess of what may be needed for allotment. Lands suitable 
for allotments are agricultural and not mineral lands. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States has been in the habit, in the treaties 
which have been made with these Indians for the cession of their 
lands, of compensating them for parting with the rights of posses- 
sion which they possess. If this policy of leasing is adopted and 
mines of immense value are discovered in these various Indian 
reservations as the result of the operations of the lessees, which 
will doubtless disclose mines of valuable minerals worth perha 
many millions of dollars, the question will at once arise as too 
taining a cession of those lands from the Indians. 

It will be complained by them or those who may represent them 
that Congress has recognized their right to these minerals; that 
they the lands in fee. Before any treaty can be obtained 
for the cession of those lands thus made valuable, containing these 
minerals, in many cases known to be of immense value, the In- 
dians will demand compensation not only to the full extent of the 
value of the ion, but of the minerals which may thus be 
discovered. ore this vast area of land can be reclaimed, be- 
fore it can be made available for settlement by American citizens, 
before it can be merged into the mass of property subject to taxa- 
tion in the various States, the Government, by reason of the adop- 
tion of this amendment, will in the future be called upon to ex- 
pend untold millions of dollars. 

This involves a question far, far more important, as pertaining 
to the future welfare of this nation, than the annexation of the 
little group of the Hawaiian Islands containing but four or five 


millions acres of land. It seems strange to me, after the Senate | lan 


has time and again voted down propositions of this kind, that at 
this critical moment, the end of the session, when Senators have 
their attention absorbed by other and more important matters— 
matters of war, the annexation of Hawaii, and the future policy 
of the United States in respect to these great exigent questions— 
this matter, by which it is proposed to part with the right of the 
Government to all the minerals, is sprung upon us unexpectedly 
and is sought to be forced through the Senate and the other House. 
Mr. President, the motive which inspires the springing of this 
matter upon the attention of Congress at this time is not difficult 
to fathom. Speculators have got into these Indian reservations 
and by contrivances, corrupt means, have obtained the consent of 
the Indian councils referred to in this provision, by which large 
areas of lands are to be leased to them if they can procure their 
ratification. Ido not believe that the Secretary of the Interior is 
favorable to this poraa, but I am certain that the people of 
the United States, I am certain that the members of the Senateand 
the House, if their attention is brought to the matter, if they con- 
sider the vast consequences which are to follow from the enact- 
ment of this measure, are not prepared to make a cession to these 
Indians occupying these lands outside of the Indian Territory, 
aggregating, in round numbers, 50,000,000 acres, land which they 
do not improve, barely possess, roam over, where at the present 
time habitation by citizens of the United States is excluded—I 
take it that we are not ared to make a cession to some 25,000 
Indians, and they do not, I believe, exceed that number upon all 
these lands, all the minerals within this vast area of that section 
of our country. 
Yet that is precisely what this proposition means. As occu- 
ts of the lands, with the rights of tenants for life, it is settled 
y the decision of the Supreme Court that the Indians have no es- 
tate or interest in the minerals. If they have no estate or interest 
in the minerals, then they have nothing to lease, and the lessee 
would derive no higher right than they pom 
These minerals do not belong to the tary of the Interior, 
and he has no title in the minerals, discovered or undiscovered, to 
part with to the lessee, Therefore, to enact this provision is to 
acknowledge the right, to concede the right by act of Congress, to 
grant the right to 25,000 Indians occupying or possessing 50,000,000 
acres of land to all the minerals that may be found therein. 
The Senate ought never to consent to the adoption of this re- 
port. As I understand the rule, we have not the right to move to 
refer it back with instructions to the conferees to exclude this 
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provision, and the only remedy is to vote for the rejection of the 
report and thus throw it back to the conferees in order that they 
may reconsider it. Icall the attention of the Senate to the mat- 
ter at this time in order that at an early moment the Senate may 
have an opportunity of voting upon this re and to reject it for 
the reasons which I now give, so that the conferees may have 
time to reconsider it. If we wait until the last moment, until 
these other questions which are now pending are disposed of, and 
if then this matter comes up, there will be little or no time in 
which it can be considered by the conferees or the members of 
either branch of Co 

Mr. President, I have the various provisions of law relating to 
the rights, so far as they have been recognized by acts of Congress, 
embodied in chronological order, which I will ask to have inserted 
in the Recorp as a part of my remarks, without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there objection? The Chair hears 
none. ' 

{ee appendix, 

. RAWLINS. In the remarks which I have thus far made I 
have made no allusion to the mineral lands within the District of, 
Alaska, Iam informed that there are many millions of acres in 
that District possessed by the Indians and within the limits of 
Indian reservations. If this provision be enacted into law, it 
would not only be a recognition of an estate in fee of the Indians 
to the lands, 50,000,000 acres outside of the Indian Territory and 
within the limits of the United States, but to the vast areas in 
3 which are possessed by these Indians in the form of reser- 
vations. 

With this statement, regretting merely that more Senators are 
not present in order that they may understand the gravity of the 
question which is thus presented to them, I submit the matter. 


APPENDIX. 


Sec. 2116. No purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, or of 
any title or claim thereto, from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians shall be 
of any validity in law or equity unless the same be made by treaty or con- 
vention entered into pursuant to the Constitution. Every person who, not 
being employed under the authority of the United States, attempts to nego- 
tiate such treaty or convention, directly or indirectly, or to treat with any 
such nation or tribe of Indians for the title or purchase of any lands by them 
held or claimed, is liable to a erg! of 2 The agent of any State who 

eld with ns under the authority of the 
e CO! oner 


ca = * = + 


* * 

And provided further, That at any time after lands have been allotted to 
all the Indians of any tribe as herein provided, or sooner, if in the opinion of 
the President it be for the best interests of said tribe, it shall be lawful 
for the Secre of the Interior to negotiate with such Indian tribe for the 
purchase and release by said tribe, in conformity with the treaty or statute 
under which such reservation is held, of such portions of its reservation not 
allotted as such tribe shall, from time to time, consent to sell, on such terms 
and conditions as shall be considered just and equitable between the United 
Statesand said tribe of Indians, which purchase shall not be complete until 
ratified by Congress, and the form and manner of execu such release 
shall also be prescribed bf Con. : Provided, however, That all lands 
adapted to agriculture, with or without irrigation, so sold or released to the 
United States by any Indian tribe shall be held by the United States for the 
Seg poe of securing homes to actual settlers and shall be disposed of 
the United States to actual and bona fide settlers only in tracts not ex - 

shall prescribe, 


z + * * * * 


* 
Sxc. 3. That whenever it shall be made to appear to the Secretary of the 
Interior that, by reason of age or other disability, any allotment under the pro- 
visions of said act, or any other act or treaty, can not personally an 
benefit to himself occupy or improve his allotment, or any thereof, the 
same may be leased upon such A regulations, and conditions as shall be 
rescribed by such Secretary for a term not exceeding three years for farm- 


gor or ten years for — . — 232 
Fork — (I) The quantities specified in the act of 1887, February 8, chapter 
119, section 1 (24 Stat. L., 388), that section being superseded in terms by this, 
are as follows: 

To each head of a family, one-quarter of a section; 

To each single person over 18 Ta of age, one-eighth of a section; 

To each orphan child under 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section: and 

To each other single person under 18 years now living, or who may be born 
prior to the date of the order of the President directing an allotment of the 

ds embr: in any reservation, one-sixteenth of a section. 

Provided, That where lands are occupied by Indians who have bought and 
paid for the same, and which lands are not needed for farming or agricultural 
ee gn and are not desired for individual allotment, the same may be 
eased by authority of the council, speaking for such Indians, for a period 
not to exceed five years for grazing or ten years for mining p in 
such quantities and upon such terms and conditions as the agent in chargo of 
such reservation may recommend, subject to the approval of the Secre 
of the Interior. 

s * * + * * $ 

Par. 5. That whenever it shall be made to —— 752 to the Secre ol the 
Interior that reason of age, disability, or inability any allottee of Indian 
lands under this or former acts of Con, can not personally and with ben- 
efit 1 — 1 — occupy e improve his 3 Ha an pa thereof, 1 same 
ma leased u su rms, regulations, and con ons as shall 
soribed by the Sooretary for a term not exceeding five years for e a of 
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So ee tay beleaed for arming purposes by 


Se caso of leases for gracing purposes: 


5 (4 That or da tint ne maioio to the of 
patar S(O. Tia by reason of age, disability or inability an othe Secretary ot 
lands under ts or formor acts of Congress can n not personally and with ben- 
efit to himself occupy improve his allotment, or any thereof, the 
9 as be 

„F five years for 

or ‘or mining or ur poses. 
E — 55 
a e 6). That 3 it shall be made to a; p Saroi of 
Fra A hat by reason of age, disability, or tnyallotoe of Indian 
5 . De ret, the samo 
imself rove otment, or any part thereof, the sam: 
D leased, in the discretion of the upon such terms, 


„and — rekawa — a term not 
oe and con apne ea ct geen by him, a ae 


+ 
To 8 — the President to cause, 8 the SEAN of the act of Febru- 
entitled to provide the lands 


five years for 
ness 


8, 1887, for tof in severalty 
f — d grazing 2 ved, for the 
or agri an sur ve or resurve! or 
—— of said and pk eal need the allotment of the same, inclu 
en T the field and in the Office 
Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust patents, so far as allotments shall have 
been ed $30,000: That hereafter when it 
be etos to the Secretary of the Interior that by reason of age or 


Manifest destiny has caused the strong to rob the weak and has 
reduced the weak to slavery. Manifest destiny built the feudal 
castle and ied the castle with its serfs. Manifest destiny 
impelled republics that have heretofore existed and perished > go 

to 


the strong in justification of weir lunder of the weak. 
sent forth the nations of Europe to todivide 


= is 1 this sete rot manifest destiny which causes the guns of Great 
Britain to echo dail 5 and excuses the massacre 
and assassination of the weaker people of the earth. Her opera- 
tions in Africa she justifies by this specious plea. During the last 
seven years she has killed twenty or thousand of the people 
of Africa, bombarded towns filled with women and children, 
herself has lost in this unequal contest but seven men—all this in 
the name of manifest destiny. So colonies have been planted 
the nations of Europe. They have gone forth to conquer the 
weaker nations of the world, But the result upon themselves has 
not been such as to induce us to emulate their example. 

3 Britain to-day, with all her mighty power and her vast 

has not conferred upon the people of England the 
Senne satisfaction and happiness w. 
a proper = honest national One-tenth of her people are 
Two out of three of her laborers who reach the age of 
88 years either are or have been 
twenty-two ro nonna of her poo own all the 
than two-thirds of the t Britain nee no property 
at all. This is a result of e 3 out to its legiti- 
mate conclusion the theory of manifest destiny. 

If we pursue it, if we annex the weaker a of the world 
and undertake to govern them, such will bethe result with us, If 
weannex nations to Which wecan not apply our system of gov- 
ernment, if we a territory in the Tropics where men can not 
live who are capable of self-government, then republican forms 
can not exist int those distant possessions, The vigorous blood, 
the best blood, the young men of our Jand, will be drawn away to 
mix with inferior races and to hold them in subjection. Gradu- 
ally the reflex action of the conquest and government of in- 
ferior races by tyranny, by a new form of government unknown 
to us, will work its effect upon our own people, and free institutions 
will disappear from this land as well as from the land we conquer 


property. More 


„also contains 6 


and | with a population of 17,726, e 


paupers, Two hundred and | This island, 


and undertake to hold in subjection. Why should we change our 
pes. as 3 
and our t argum 
8 of the principles and policies that have made us a 
grea’ on 
Is there an exception in the case of these islands in the Pacific? 
I will not go into their history, but I will allude briefly to their 
locality, to their population, and their climate. The Hawaiian 
Islands are fifteen in number. Five of them are inhabited. They 
lie between longitude 154 and 160° west, and between latitude 18° 
and 22° north. Theisland of Neehau contains 97 square miles and 
a population of fourteen families. It has an area of 62,000 acres, 
It is the first of the group to the westward that has any a- 
tion. It is owned by a citizen of Great Britain, a New Zealander, 
who bought it from the King man pe agoand uses it for 
purposes. Upon it are 3 rom thirty to forty thou- 
sand sheep, and their wool is admitted to the United States free 
of duty, although we im 


a high duty upon wool from every 
other country in the world. 


Certainly no American interest is 


vantageous | promoted by our method of dealing with the island of Neehar. 


Kauai, the ee ha w 
acres of land, and a 
clusively by German p 


mare miles, and contains 377,000 
of 15,892. It is owned almost ex- 
amy as are raising sugar by the em- 


shall Gilets of Asiatic hoes and their products are imported to the 


nited States free of duty. There is no American plantation 
island. Some of maa stock in the German companies is 

Ori by the so-called American citizens of Hawaii, bet no 
American citizen owns any on this island whatever. 
Yet the 3 of the United States are taxed to sustain the re- 
mission of duties to the extent of millions of dollars, and the only 
purpose served through this favoritism is that their products 
come in free and aye profit enormously on the one side through 
an abatement of duty on our part and through the medium of 


i contract or slave labor on the part of the planters. 


Oahu is an island of 600 square 


miles, con 884,000 acres, 
| and it eg Rammed 40,205 people. On tiie inbond in ante 


the city of olulu, 5 about 80,000 people. The island 
à owned almost entirely 
natives of the Hawaiian „men whose fathers or grand- 
fathers were citizens of the United States, who were born on the 
island, whose ancestors went there to confer upon those people 
the blessings of civilization, and whose sons have beaten them 
out of their pro and out of their Government. 

Molokai is an island of 270 square miles, containing 172,800 
acres, with a population of 2,307, 1,200 of whom are lepers. This 
island is a leper colony. On one side it is fertile. There are one 
or two sugar planta but the island is given up almost en- 
tirely to the custody and care of lepers. They are isolated, and 
have been placed upon this island because the disease is con- 


NR as one of the assets paraded by the advocates of annexa- 
tion, the cost ebay Ps gror It is given as one reason why we 
should annex the island that this is a part of the property we 
uire if the Government takes Hawaii. It is a wonderful, 
a bere jesirablo, asset! There are 1,200 lepers, and as an induce- 
ment for us to accept the island these en enterprising sons of mis- 
ye es throw in among the assets the value of this leper colony 
an 
Maui is an island of 760 square miles, containing 467,000 acres, 
in the production of sugar. 


This island is exceedingly fe e, and there are vast areas yet un- 


by | cultivated and capable of a sugar, and upon it there is 


considerab ee ee interests. 33 
are the plantations of and his boy, and the stock in 
those companies is quite y held in this country. 

Lanai is an island of 150 square miles, containing 96,000 acres 
and has a population of 105 8 There is no American inter- 
est there. It is a grazing s 


Hawaii, which is the principal island of rep ha peng ep 
of 4,210 square miles, or 2,649. tion is 33,285. 
like all the 8 3 a — volcanio action. 
They were thrown nap from the bed of the Pacific, The island of 
Hawaii is 14,000 feet ht, and has upon it one of the greatest 
volcanoes in the wal, e crater upon the summit, which is 
18,600 feet above the sea, and Kilauea, the crater oe wed 
being 4,000 feet above the sea, are always active. 
exceedingly rich. There are vast areas of tropical vegetation 
capable of producing great quantities of the ucts of tropical 


FF nthe Tropics 
„5500 products of th Troni 
are capa ucing only the ucts of the Tropics 
are tible of at which 
= suscep’ Se 
fons dines ur Tone Claes ie 
It was argued by the friends of when 
opened upon the treaty presented for the annexation of these 


1898. 
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islands that they were enormously rich; that they 5 
a valuable trade, and would therefore confer a great t upon 
the people of the United States. I am willing to accept that state- 
ment. 

Now it is argued that we only need a coaling station and that 
the islands are barren, volcanic rocks, not capable of population, 
and therefore that question is unimportant, hardly worthy of con- 
sideration. We will, however, go into that subject farther along. 

If these islands contained a population as dense as that of Iowa 
to-day, they would be occupied by 240,000 people; if a population 
as dense as that of Illinois, they would have 460,000 people. 

But, Mr. President, tropical countries 1 
populations much more dense than countries in the temperate 
zone, because it takes less to clothe and feed and care for their 
people, because their demands and wants are less, and because of 
the wonderful food-producing power of the soil of the Togia 

The island of Java has an area no larger than the State of Io 
and it contains 24,000,000 people. Itis within the Tropics. I 
reasonable to suppose that the Hawaiian Islands will maintain a 
population in proportion to their area equal to those of other trop- 
ical countries. 

But what kind of a population, Mr. President? The more of 
them the worse. What kind of 5 it, then, that we 


Jamaica has been an ish colony for two hundred years. 
Jamaica has 4,200 square miles, two-thirds as much as the islands 
of Hawaii. It lies within the ics. It has a ulation of 
633,000 people. How many Englishmen; how many Euro ? 
Includi . including the officers, including 
tachés of the Government, 14,600, and that is all. The rest are 
blacks. This island lies within the Tropics. It has an elevation 
of 7,000 feet. It is one of the most healthful of all the tropical 


ds. 

That which may be said of it may be also said of Hawaii. And 
yet the European will not locate there. He goes to New Zealand, 
to southern Australia, to Canada. He abides where the frost 
chills man’s blood and where clothin ; 
sheep helps to keep him warm. I think you can lay it down as a 

ition which can not be refuted that self-government and 
ependence and high civilization are only embraced by people 
es and who feel the 


who find it necessary to wear warm cl 
Snip ot ino an ee of a year. 

e Leeward Islands have 701 square They have 123,000 
people, 5,000 of whom are Europeans. It is another English 
colony. 5 


3 on 3 kpe eit South America, has 109,000 
uare miles and a a ,000 people—negroes, contract 
5 coolies Pee: India raising sugar, with 2,533 Europeans, 


garrison. 
Haiti has a population of 600,000 . It has 10,204 square 
i a is French. Nime-tenths of the tion 


2 250 of whom a 
e, 250 of whom are opeans. 

> New Zealand has an area of 104,000 square 
New Guinea. It is between the thirtieth and thirty 
south latitude, and therefore outside of the Tropics. I give this 
illustration for the p of showing that it is a question of 
climate whether the white race will occupy a locality or not. Its 


miles. It is near 


population is 628,000 Europeans, 41,000 natives, and 4,400 China- | pose 


men. It is near New Guinea. It is in the Temperate Zone. So 
the Anglo-Saxon went there and settled, and he has built upa 
government freer, in my opinion, and better than ours, because 
untrammeled by interference, untrammeled by older influences. 
This colony was planted later than ours, and, unhindered by greed, 

a combination of circumstances which have op us and 
English people, the people of New Zealand have worked out 


produce and maintain | trade and 


wa, 
It is | Frenchman. 


e at- | ican 


made of the wool of the | Secretary 


-fifth degree of | i 


what Anglo-Saxon men untrammeled will~always work out—a 
free government participated in by all the people. In my opinion 
they have better laws. In fact, they furnish about the only 


example of a first-class English government on the globe to-day. 
The Straits Settlements are within the ics, is there 
a population of 512,000 natives. Singapore, the commercial city, 


The few who are there are engaged in 

business with the East, and they go away in the sum- 

mer, to Japan; they go to the health resorts of that 
delightful country to escape the evil effects of a tropical climate. 


live within the Tropics, and although they have conquered Ton- 
quin, with 9,000,000 of people, and Cochin China, with 3,000,000 
more, there are only 3,000 8 in the whole country, in- 
Sere nica aan the garrison. The rest of the troops are 
natives. 

eee ique is an island on the north coast of South America, of 
Which we have heard much of late. Martinique has 187,000 

le, and 2 Frenchmen and Europeans of all classes, 

a see of papas are blacks. 

French Congo er of 7,000,000, and only 300 Euro- 
— besides the 

it goes 


te. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Texas suggests the lack of a quorum, and the 
Th 3 roll, and the following Sena 
e 0 owi tors an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon, Faulkner, McBrid Pritchard, 
Hot a 8 Sewell, 
Butler, Gear, ; Mantle” Stewart, 
Carter ray. Mills, 3 . 
Clark. Hansbrough, Morrill, $ 
Cockrell, ja —.— vana 

Heitfeld, Penrose, Wellington, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, White, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Deboe, Jones, a ev. 3 Wolcott. 
Fairbanks, Lodge. Platt, F. Y. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-two Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it is argued by the friends 
of annexation that these islands, although in the Tropics, have a 


very salubrious climate and that Americans flourish and w 
and reproduce their kind and are wonderfully happy. Without 
investigation give the climate of these islands an average 


pical 
the claim is well founded. I quote from the Hawaiian Annual, 
by Thrum, a book issued in the interests of annexation, con- 
taining many falsehoods in furtherance of the designs of the gang 
of sugar planters who own that country. Therefore statements 
upon subjects iat igh e them can at least be supposed 
not to contain untruths which are to their disadvantage. It is 
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the only prann indorsement the book is entitled to from any- 
body, and, with this apology, I quote from it: . 

For seven years the average temperature of Honolulu, which is 
one of the most northern points in these islands, was 74° 32 (for 
the whole seven years, taking them alltogether) and the thermom- 
eter ranged from 54° to 88°. I have not the observations from 
theother portions. The main 1 of these islands is embraced 
in the Island of Hawaii, which is very much nearer the equator 
and, along the coast, undoubtedly very much hotter. 

Honolulu being on the southwest side of a range of mountains, 
the trade winds blowing from the northeast lose their moisture 
against the face of these mountains. Consequently the climate of 
that locality is 1 See the Tropics, but its 0 ture ranges 
about the same as that of tropical countries generally. The range 
is from 54° to 88° and the average is 74° 32’. 

We will take Havana, Cuba. For ten years the mean tempera- 
ture was 76.8°; the range was from 49° to 100°. It gets slightly 
colder and slightly hotter in Havana. That is no indication of un- 
healthiness, but the contrary, for in Dakota it ranges between 40° 
below and 110° above. It is the even temperature, the continuing 
temperature at the same range that makes these countries un- 
healthy and unfit for the habitation of the white race. At San 
Fernando, Cuba, the average is 75°; the highest range was 87°, and 
the lowest 51°. In Hawaii the highest range was 88°, the lowest 
54°, average 74.32“; while at San Fernando, Cuba, the range was 
from 51° to 87°, and the average was 75°. The range in Kingston, 
Jamaica, was, lowest 66°, highest 89°; there being only 1° of differ- 
ence between that and Hawaii, and the average was 78°. 

San Juan, Puerto Rico, another tropical country, and almost 
the same distance from the equator as the Hawaiian Islands, the 
average was 78.9“. - 

The climate, then, of Hawaii is not different from the climate of 
every tropical country. The climate of tropical countries is pretty 
even thronghout the year. The thermometer ranges but little. 
There is scarcely a ba country on the globe where the ther- 
mometer ranges above 88°, but the continuous heat, the perpetual 
heat, the areago heat from one year’s end to the other, of 73° or 
75° or 76°, which is about the average of every tropical country on 
the globe, is what tells upon the people who are born in the north. 
Therefore our aggressive, mai hae active, dominating race will 
never inhabit those islands. they would, why have they not 
gone there? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
will suspend for a moment. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3698) for the restoration of annui- 
ties to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux In- 


dians. 
i 7 0 3 Lask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
aid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem 


rarily laid aside. If there be no objection, such will be the order | Ger 


of the Senate. The Chair hears none. The Senator from South 
Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, in 1875 we made a treaty 
with these people by which we stimulated an industry in such a 
manner and to such an extent as no other industry was ever 
stimulated in the world. We admitted their sugar free of doar 
We remitted in duties more than it cost to produce the sugar. It 
is claimed that we did it in the interest of the missionaries who 
had gone there to convert the people to Christianity and, havin 
abandoned their job, had proceeded to steal their land and stea 
their Government. Did more Americans go? The climate had no 
attractions for them. The population of Americans in the islands 
has not increased materially under this wonderful stimulus, Let 
us see what is the nationality of the inhabitants of the islands. 
Is „ does manifest destiny compel us to take in such 

eople 
z In Hawaii in 1890 there were 34,436 natives; in 1896 there were 
31,019. Of part Hawaiians in 1890 there were 6,186; in 1896 there 
were 8,485. Of Americans in 1890 there were 1,928; in 1896 there 
were 3,086. 

Now, let me explain these figures. That shows a great increase. 
The fellows who are running that Government are the shrewd- 
est lot I ever knew. Their fathers had no communion with the 
devil, and their sons have to have enough of that sort of fellow- 
ship to make up for the whole family. They have taken in the 
census of 1890 only those Americans who they claimed were 
American born, and have left out the 820 of American blood who 
were Hawaiian born and Hawaiian citizens. 

Then they made an extra class in 1890, and they said Hawaiian- 
born foreigners, but in 1896 they took allthe Hawaiian-born Amer- 
icans and put them into the class of Americans. So it was with the 
British, the Germans, French, and Norwegians. The scheme was 
to make it appear that there had been a wonderful increase in the 


pores of Europeans from 1890 to 1896, when in reality there 
has been no increase in the population of Americans in those 
islands, except what was furnished by the fellows they took there 
from San Francisco to arm in order that they might maintain 
their tyranny after they overthrew the Government in 1893. 

They say in 1890 there were 1,344 British; in 1896, 2,259; of 
Germans in 1890 there were 1,034; in 1893, 1,432; of French in 
1890 there were 70; in 1896, 101; of Norwegians in 1890 there were 
227; in 1896, 378. 

So, much less than 8 per cent of the population is of American 
descent. About 4 per cent of the population is British, German, 
French, and Norwegian. 

Of Portuguese in 1890 there were 8,602; in 1896, 15,191. But that 
pa mai increase of Portuguese is fictitious. 

he real facts of the matter are that in 1890 the Portuguese- 
born in the islands under the head of Hawaiian they classed at 
7,495, while in 1896 they classed all the Portuguese-born in the 
island the same as they did the Americans, under the head of 
Portuguese, making an apparent large increase, although there 
was no immigration of Portuguese to the islands during that time 
any more than there was of Americans. There were of Japanese 
in 1890, 12,360; in 1896, 24,407; there were of Chinese, in 1890, 
15,301; in 1896, 21,616; of Polynesians there were 583 in 189) and 
455 in 1896; of other nationalities there were 419 in 1890 and 600 
1 of Hawaiian-born foreigners, none in 1896 and 7,495 in 
It will be noticed that there is an enormous increase of the 
Asiatic population. If you look at their commerce, you will find 
that there has been an enormous increase of commerce between 
these islands and Asia and a decrease of commerce between these 
islands and the United States since 1800. Why? Because the 
5 0 ad is Asiatic and they want nothing that we produce. 

ey live upon rice and they wear different clothes from what we 
wear. There is stale. tiat the United States produces that the 
laborers of those islands want. They are the dominant popula- 
tion, and therefore the dream of enormous commerce fritters 
away. But what kind of par are or The same kind of peo- 
ple you would expect in the ics. hat is the difference be- 
tween the number of males and females? That is interesting. Is 
a oe where there is a disparity between the sexes desir- 
able? Here are the figures: 


Table of sex, by nationality. 
[From latest census returns, 1906.] 


Hawatian-born of for- Whole population. 


eign paren 
Nationality. = 
e- Fo- 
8 Males. males. Total. Males. males. Total. 
— ——ẽ 9: ͥ —ä——„äGͤ— ꝛA. — — u H —— 
CCC AA cuanssutlcracendlaven ance 


Here you notice a wonderful disparity between the males and 
females, Americans, British, Norwegians, French, and Germans; 
and if you look over the population of every tropical country 
in the world, you will find the same disparity; you will find a pre- 

nderance of males among the whites. In other words, our race 

oes not live in that climate; it can not. I have investigated a 
large number of tropical countries, and find as to the character 
and sexes of the population of Europeans, as a rule, there are 
from one-fourth to two-thirds more males than females, It seems 
to me that that is comment enough. But let us see what is 
worse, 


Hawaiian-born of for- Whole population. 


eign parents. 
Nationality. 
Total. | Males. | „ES | Total. 
8, 202 989 | 15,191 
19,212 | 5,195 | 24, 
19,167 | 2,449 | 21,616 
R21 131 


72,517 | 36, 503 | 109, 020 


This shows a preponderance of two to one; twice as many males 
as females. That is the kind of a population you propose to ad- 
mit in this Union on an equal footing with the rest of us. I will 
print with my remarks the next table, which shows the difference 
in population and its nationalities since 1853. The disparity, so 
far as the Europeans are concerned, is the same. 
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109, (20 


ee SP Bes K ee ee Se a l 
There was no complete division of nationalities noted in the census of 1866. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. In 1897 the estimated population of the 
Hawaiian Islands had increased from 109,020 to 115,978, as will 
be seen from the following table: 

* Estimated population of Hawaiian Islands July 1, 1897. 


Population as per census, Sep- 
tember, 18986 - 

Excess of passenger arrivals 
over de $ 
Fourt 
Six mon 


Total 80, 504 | 25,901 | 26,476 | 15,249 | 8,848 | 115,978 


* Less 3, excess of departures in 1896. 

Over 6,000 people were added to the population of those islands in 
1897. Did they come from the United States, hoping to be annexed? 
Not at all, Mr. President. They came from Japan; they came as 
slave laborers; contract laborers. The e of Americans 
down there is less now than it was last year; and while their number 
has not increased at all, the Asiatics have increased 6,000. I went 
to these islands last summer, and on the boat on which I traveled 
there were 500 Japanese, 80 of whom were women and 420 men; 
and they were contract laborers. 

Now, let us see who toils upon the plantations. Here is the 
nationality of males by the census of 1896 and the number of labor- 
erson the sugar estates in 1895 and 1896. I append a table giving 
the figures. 

Nationality of males, by census of 1896, — number of laborers on sugar estates 
in &. 


Nationality. 


Of the Japanese there were 19,212 males in all theislands. In 
1896, 11,584 were employed upon the sugar plantations, and in 
1896, 12,893. That shows who took the places of the Europeans 
who had been previously employed. Of the Chinese there were 
19,167 males upon the islands; and in 1895 there were employed of 
this number upon the sugar plantations 3,847; and the next year 
there were 6,289 Chinamen employed upon the sugar estates; and 
yet we are told about American people and American interests 
and American labor; and that is one of the ents set forth 
by those advocating the acquisition of this paradise of the Pa- 
cific,” inhabited by the males of the human race! 

Of South Sea Tanta there were, as will be seen by the table, 
821, according to the census of 1896, upon all the islands. Of 
those 183 were employed upon the sugar estates in 1895 and 115 in 
1896; of other nationalities 720 were by the census upon all the 
islands, and in 1895 there were 97 employed, and in 1896 600 were 
employed—an increase of laborers employed upon sugar planta- 
tions from 1895 to 1896 of 3,660. 

This is a comment made by Mr. Joseph O. Carter; and I quote 
the from this same book, the Hawaiian Annual, that the 
American, British, and German people do not find estate work 
desirable, except as skilled laborers. The American farm hand 
would find estate work most uninviting. 

The also prove that the su planters find it more 
— to import new laborers on t years’ contracts than 

engage labor already on the ground, the reason being that the 
newcomer works for $12.50 pér month, while the old hand demands 
a higher wage. 

The smaller percentage of Chinese laborers on estates is due to 
the fact that the Japanese is the cheaper man. Japanese are com- 
ing in 1 ny steamer from the Orient, and must continue to 
come or higher wages must il. 

The number of laborers on sugar estates in 1896 (the year of the 
oaan could not be procured at the Immigration Bureau, pre- 
sumably because the would make a worse showing. I 
subsequently procured the figures from Thrum’s Annual, which 
came out after that letter was written. 

I have here a table showing the percentages: 

sitar Natives, Si Ciinese, Ig Americans, 2; Buga is; Germans, D 

nts: Nativ 7 N 7 8 4 German 
andl OAA 3 1 the 3 year the propor: 
tions are as follows— 

This was in 1896— 

The natives have decreased to 362; the Japanese, who did not appear sepa- 
rately in the earlier census, are now represented by 223— 

The reason the Japanese do not appear in the census previous to 
1878 was because they were not there when we made the reciproc- 
E gef with Hawaii and to admit her sugar free in 1876, 
which stimulated the industry which has peopled those islands 
with Asiatics and not with Americans— 
the Chinese have increased to 198; the Portuguese, another new element, 
have 139; the Americane have 28; the English, and the Germans 13. Asa 
result of the policy of protecting the — planters pursued by this coun- 
try, the American population has in less ra y than any of the oth- 
ers, and the classes that are uot likely ever to pure American goods have 
increased out of all proportion to the others. 

Now, let us see what kind of a population this is. We propose 
to adopt or accept along with these islands its national debt of 
$4,000,000. One million two hundred thousand dollars of this 
national debt was incurred to encourage contract labor to go to 
the islands. Let us see what is the character of these contract 
laborers. This testimony which I shall read throws some light 


2,268 | upon contract laborers: 


Why is it that there were employed 84 Americans on sugar es- 
tates in 1895, and that none were so employed in 1896? Why is it 
they were discharged? Because the Japs do the work for $12.50 a 
month, and the Americans get from $50 to $75 a month. So the 
American was not wanted. The men who talk so much of their 
love of country and the prospect of American laborers being im- 
ported to Hawaii discharged their American employees and filled 
their places with Asiatics. 

There were in 1890, mostly laborers— bein 
and Portuguese—of Portuguese 8,202. I will show further that it 
ap that they discharged the German and British laborers, as 
well as the American laborers, and for the same reason; and yet 
they tell us an American community is going to grow up on those 
islands and American labor is going there to find employment! 

It Spears Tom oe eee that 2 = there vee Nye! Portu- 
guese employed upon the sugar plantations, and in , one year 
after, 2,268 were employed upon the sugar plantations. Why? 
They were discharged and their places were filled by Asiatic la- 
borers, coming in under contract; and before I get through I will 
show what that contract is. š 


Japanese, Chinese, | again 


TESTIMONY OF CLAUS SPRECKELS. 


2 Suppose a contract laborer is idling in the field, what do you do? 
. We dock him; we give him only one-half or three-quarters of a day; 
= sa keepsit up, we resort to the law and have him arrested for refusing 

This is the Republic we are gone 55 annex to our country, and 
this is a law under which that Republic exists! We fought one of 
the greatest wars of modern times to overthrow slavery. 
having done that and having incurred a national debt of enor- 
mous proportions, we propose to add slavery to the great free Re- 
public. This matter grows worse as you look into it. 

2 What do you accomplish by putting him in jail? 

. For the offense he is ordered k to work, and he has to (even- 
tually) pay the cost of court. If he refuses to obey orders, he is arrested 
and a light fine is inflicted, which the planter can pay and take it out of 
his pay, or else he is put on the road to work. For the third offense he is 
likely to get three months imprisonment. 

And that is a law of this so-called missionary Republic, and that 
will be one of the laws after our Hawaiian neighbors come into the 
United States, because we provide that their laws shall continue 
in force until we enact new laws. So we adopt slavery and all; 
and yet Senators are crazy to press this question in the midst of 
war, to take advantage of the patriotic sentiments of our people 
and restore slavery to this country. 

These contracts provide for compelling the laborer to work fait ig 


hfuall 
fines and d suits brought by the planters against them, with the ne 
on the part of the planter to deduct the damages and cost of suit out of the 


= 
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laborer's wages. They also provide for com) 

santioned by law and 
ato e e b 
Then this question is asked, and this is also a part of the tes- 
n Blount’s report, which he took in investigating this 
su 


. Those su ters who are declaring themselves in favor of “an- 
notation, how do they lok at the labor question in connection with “an- 
pexa! e 


FF 

Q. But they ot get ed Wer will — such legislation? 

The proposition is to appoint a commission; and the same in- 
terest which was able to accomplish this reciprocity treaty, which 
has cost us $72,000,000, has also been able to and con- 
tinue that treaty, thus plundering the taxpayers of our country 
£ $10,000,000 per annum, will be pretty nearly able to secure what 

ey want. 

Someone has said that the sugar trust is opposed to annexation. 
So far as Iam concerned I should think there need be no fear of 
the opponents of annexation acting with the sugar trust, when 
the chief champions of the sugar trust in this body array them- 
selves on that side of the question; and so long as they continue 
the fierce advocates of annexation I shall conclude that there is 
no possible danger of my acting with the sugar trust. Here is 
more of this evidence: 

> im that the calculation of all Hawaiian t- 
— 8 3 annexation," believe the United States will adii 
their laws nst “contract™ labor, so that they can maintain a system of 
contract labor in the Hawaiian Islands? 


A. I would not say contract labor. They say we may have to give up 
“ contract” labor, but we can get all the labor we want from Japan. 


. How? 
‘They say we can send an agent there and send money, and he can 
„labor“ to Hawaii, and when it is here then they can make a contract.“ 
ite in that.way the planters can evade the labor laws of the 
d States? 

A. Yes; they think they can get aroundit. * * * 

President Dole said to me: “I havea belief that the United States will 
give usa separate law, so that we can get laborers here.” 


That is in the aprang beer by Mr. Blount, on page 975; and 
it will be found in House ive Document No. 1, part 2, Fifty- 
third Con third session. f 

Labor issioner Fitzgerald, of California, who was down 
there last year, came back and made a report showing that Amer- 
ican laborers could live there. Here is a part of his statement: 

I have seen 20,000 barefooted laborers, half of whom work 8 
contract; I have seen rewards offered for their arrest when they vi 
their contract and deserted the 3 with their number printed across 
their photograph in convict style. 

These are the people we propose to admit to this Republic, and 
the men who enacted those laws, the sons of the missionaries, who 
are the government down there<o-day, are the men who are lauded 
upon this floor as the highest of American manhood, and the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] says 8 the best 
government he ever saw. The Senator from Ala fought for 
several to maintain slavery in this country, and perhaps 
that has something to do with his opinion. In his ee a gov- 
ernment that is in favor of human slavery is the government 


on earth. 

I wish to have the Secretary readan editorial from the Honolulu 
Independent of Friday, November 19, 1897, headed Slavery in 
Hawaii.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, the will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Hardly a week goes by without reports of serious labor troubles reaching 
the Honsiu papers. The unchecked and indiscriminate influx of Asiatics 
serving as penal contract laborers has reached a point where the sugar plant 
ers to realize that there are dangerous squalls ahead and that planta- 
tions eventually will go up in flames to satisfy the cry for vengeance of the 

norant coolies, who think that oer g are being ill used and illtreated by 
3 employers, and who are justified in their belief according to all fair- 
minded men with experience of tation life and methods. 

Asstated, a Japanese laborer by the Ewa plantation claims that he 
was assaulted by an overseer, who red his arm. The Jap. who has ar- 
rived recently and does not understand English, was adv: y his more 
experienced coun’ n to call upon the district jndge and appeal to the 
strong hand of the Hawaiian law. The poor devil was, of course, prohibited 
from leaving the plantation by his white "bosses. Then he got angry, and, 
after a ver with his “gang,” all decided to quit work and go to Honolulu 
to see the representative of their Government. Eighty Japanese set ont for 
Honolulu, but were at Pearl City by employees of the plantation, who 
started to In th of the E 


e 

Sugar Company, Messrs. Castle & Cooke, had been a : 

and at their request Mr. Chester Doyle, the official court interpreter of the 
roceeded to Ewa to investigate and, if — ptik 


Japanese language, p to prevent 
further disturbances, 

Mr. Doyle has had crest experience in dealing with Ja; laborers “on 
strike.“ and at Pearl City he called the men together to them 
that they were commit an unlawful act by lea’ work to follow their 

ured comrade, and that they ought to return to plantation at once, 
while the man who clai to have been assaulted could proceed to the 


proper authorities with his three witnesses and there enter his complain 

After considerable talk the men adopted Mr. Doyle's and re- 

—— — atl redler AA teers “thelr 
u apanese— 

N AENOR te deka and that the injured 


medical | they would have sail 


attendanceat the expense of the plantation and his wages to go on during 
his illness, 


e are told, could not approve of this 
tion, and in being present, ha had ted the conversation 
between Mr. gh ble themen. Heeventually insisted in having the ty- 
— OA aA Anad, ˙ . oktar of tie law: baing WIN 

carried his po 

Ewa jail is a small building containing two or three cells suitable to accom- 
55 The police force of Ewa is composed of 
two policemen anda native deputy sheriff. The manager evidently con- 
sidering the force insufficient to arrest eighty-one men, ti ed to the 
police department in Honolulu asking for help or for to swear in 

Thes turally refused, as violation of labor contracts i 

6 as on o contracts is a 

civil and a criminal offense. The citizens’ whatever that may be, 
was then called out, we are told, and the y-one Japs were forced to 
tramp to Ewa jail, where they were locked Tp How men were accom- 
modated in the cells of the jail is a mystery. ey must have been pack 
like sardines in a box. morning they were to be tried before the Ha- 
waiian magistrate of the plantation district. They have no attorneys, no 
interpreter, and no know of our laws. The magistrate will bly 
order them to return to work and to pay costs, which means that $3 will bo 
JJ)dvd =o rly ae ne wae ome sey? eh accom 

This is only one instance in hundreds showing the slavery in Hawaii. It 
may be of interest to Senator MORGAN and other annexationists who desire, 
for a consideration, to saddle the United States with the problems of the 
Hawaiian Islands to know that Ewa Plantation stock is quoted at $315 per 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, what are the arguments which are 
3 Ha A Meiers annex . islands — with ere. 2 
and undesirable ation? arguments presented in debate 
before were that we should annex these islands because of a won- 
derful commercial interest; that we should annex thesé islands 
because their commerce was carried in American ships and under 
the American flag; that we should annex these islands because 
they bis on the routes veh cores 8 the Orient. All this re 
apparently been abandoned, an only argument now presen 
is that an American war vessel can not cross the Facing without 
getting coal; that these islands are absolutely necessary in order 
that we may reach the fleet at Manila. That is the argument now 
being pressed to the front. Iam going to investigate this argu- 
ment and see if it is honest. 

It is further urged that we can not coal in a neutral port; that 
the reason our ships are going by 1 of Hawaii is because Hawaii 
has not declared its neutrality and Japan has, and that therefore 
our ships can not go to Japan to coal and then go on their way to 


It is well known that the distance from Honolulu to Manila is 
4,800 miles; it is well known that the distance trom Puget Sound 
to Yokohama, Japan, is 4,200 miles; in other words, the distance 
from Hawaii across the Pacific Ocean to Manila is greater than 
the distance from San Francisco or Puget Sound to the of 
Yokohama, in Japan, and so the argument has to be made that 
we can not coal in Japan. Is there anything tosustainit? Noth- 
ing under heaven. No authorities have been cited, no grounds 
have been given for this statement, but it has been made; and 
yet every Senator knows that coal only under certain circum- 
stances is contraband of war, and that the vessels of a belligerent 
may coal in a neutral port. 

I wish to repeat again that the distance from San Francisco to 
Yokohama, 8 is 300 miles shorter than the distance from 
Honolulu, in the Hawaiian Islands, to Manila by the shortest pos- 
sible route, and that, too, a route which is not usually traveled in 
order to make it short. The distance from Puget Sound to Yoko- 
hama is 600 miles shorter than the distance from Honolulu to 
Manila; and yet they say the Pacific is so wide that none of our 
vessels can carry enough to cross without stopping. The 
Pacific is wider from Honolulu to the coast of Asia than it is from 
Puget Sound to the coast of Asia. We have traveled 2,000 miles 
to get farther away, and then declare that our vessels can not 
carry coal enough to get across the water. z 

I contend that we could coal in Yokohama, in Japan; that we 
could have started our ships from Puget Sound within five days, 
if we had been carrying on war. after we told Dewey to go to 
Manila. But we made no move then until he had gone there and 
destroyed the Spanish fleet. Now it is over fifty days, and we have 
offered no relief. We have started it by the longest route. A ship 
can sail from Puget Sound to Manila and save a thousand miles 
as com with going from San Francisco by way of Honolulu 
to Manila. A ship can, therefore, save four days’ time. A ship 
can go from Puget Sound to Manila in twenty-one days, and it is 
fifty days since Dewey’s battle, and during all these dreary fifty 
days there has been no fighting anywhere except by the insurgents 
on the ew g rey Islands. 

If we an active Administration, the moment Dewey 
was sent to Manila we would have started our fleet from Puget 
Sound and sent him assistance and relief. Instead of that, we 
must wait, day by day, fifty days, till foreign governments have 
had to interfere to protect their own people, this country having pro- 
duced a condition of anarchy and disorder there which made their 
lives unsafe, So we dragged in —— complications. If we 
had started our ee ə way of Yokohama from Puget Sound 
a thousand miles less than the ships will 
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sail Which we have finally sent, and we could have coaled at Lo- 
kohama and in Japan reached ila a month ago. 


Mr. MANTLE. If it will not interrupt the Senator from South 


Dakota, I should like to ask him a question. I have heard him | t 


say during the progress of this debate, and I have also heard it 
stated by other Senators, that it is much nearer to reach Japan or 
China or the Philippine Islands by what is called the Aleutian 
route that is up north; north of Honolulu—than it is by way of 
Honolulu. I wish to ask Senators if, as a matter of fact, com- 
merce does not take the Honolulu route to those countries. Lask 
for information. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a matter of fact that commerce does 
not take the Honolulu route, but, on the contrary, every vessel 
leaving San Francisco for Japan, unless it has special business 
in Hawaii which makes it pay, goes straight-acress the Pacific. 
It saves three days’ time. hen I returned from the Orient last 
summer [wishes to remain in Japan nine days longer, but if I 
had waited nine days longer the next ship belonging to the same 
line, the Occidental and Oriental, would not go to Honolulu at 
all. It would come straight across the Pacific and save three days 
and save the coal and save the . Every ship that they 
send goes that way unless it has business at Honolulu sufficient 
$o make it profitable to sail 900 miles farther and three days 

onger, ‘ 

Mr. MANTLE, T have heard it said, and I have read it, that 
there are certain currents in the Pacific Ocean running near to 
Honolulu and in that direction which more than com ite, be- 
cause of the aid they give vessels in hel: to carry in that 
direction, for the longer distance by way of that island. I should 
like the Senator to say something upon that subject. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that if the Senator should goto 
San Francisco and desire to go to Japan, the same steamboat com- 
pany would.a to take him in fifteen days if he went straight 
across and hos Fk days if he went by Honolulu, That is asuffi- 
cient answer to the about currents. Their schedule time is 
three days shorter, I do not care whether it is going or coming. 
It makes no difference. There are currents in the Pacific. se | 
run from half a knot toa knot an hour. Those currents are 
through the Pacific, 7 

But if a route has the benefit of the current going one way, you 
have the disadvantage of the eurrent. going the other; and the 
current that flows by the Hawaiian Islands flows west. The cur- 
rent that flows by the Aleutian Islands flows east, And there- 
fore the ship which goes west by Hawaii goes with the current 
and comes east against it, and a ship that goes west by the Aleu- 
tian Islands goes against the . out and comes with it 
coming back. It is only sailing v. s that pay any attention to 
these things. You will find the sailing routes crooked and long. 
I have a map which I will bring in here showing the routes of 
sailing vessels on the Pacific. Nosteamship follows those routes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to ask the Senator whether or not he 
has investigated the matter of fogs which are alleged to surround 
the route from Vancouver, say, by the Aleutian Islands? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. -Both of the Senators have anticipated my 
debate, I will reach that question and argue it fully. Ishould 
like to dispose, if the Senator is willing, of the question of coaling 
in a neutral harbor, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave here International Law by Snow, 
and I have heard some of the best international lawyers I know 
say he is one of the most com t authorities on the subject; 
that he is a writer of great ability and a close student. He says: 


Nor is it that the ports should be habitually used. Melbourne 
formed a sufficien ndoah àur- 


liged 
A neutral hence has the right to impose such restrictions 8 ge belligerent 
necessary for 


prizes, t ter certain tral recent eats for th 5 
o enter ce neu ports and waters for the of o 
provisions, coal, or repairs. 
Then he goes on to show that that is not, however, the rule rec- 


ognized by the great nations of the world: 


The restrictions and prohibitions imposed by neutrals the vessels of 
rents as to the neutral ports are never extended so as to deny the 
er of want, such as 


ordinary laws o 
By tbe first 3 of President Grant, issued August 0, 1870, at the 
outbreak of Franco- war, among the acts forbidden were those 


of increasing or augmenting the force, armament, or warlike equipment of 
wk —— „ the 3 of the United States ; also 
0 or on or or pane means for any 
milita expedition against the territory of el gerent. 
The snovements of belligerent 3 on our coast and in our waters 


Seren e e te 
ps were not pe: u 
kor the purpose of preparing for ; they were forbidden 
leave the waters of the United States, from which a vessel of 3 — 


or merchant vessel of the other nt had sailed, until after the expira- 
tion of twenty-four hours from its departure. Belligerent vessels were not 
to use the ports of the United States except in case of necessity, and they 
were to leave port twenty-four hours after provisions had been secured or 

he necessary effected. No su other than those necessary for 
the gubsistenee of the persons on were to be taken, and only sufficient 
coal to take the vessel to the nearest port of her own country;and 


until her return to such port no coal was to be supplied oftener than once in 
three months. 


That has become the established law of nations. England has 
already adopted it. A vessel of a belligerent may enter the 
of a neutral for the purpose of getting coal and provisions while 
on its way to another point, and it may get enough so that 
it may return to its nearest home port. Grant declared that Ger- 
man or French vessels could visit our coast, remaining twenty- 
four hours, not leaving within twenty-four hours after another 
belligerent ship had left; that they might take coal enough to re- 
turn to their nearest home port, and that they could not return 
until they had been to a home port or else had been absent three 
months. In other words, they could sail at once to the coast of 
the Atlantic, go to a port in France, and come back again and get 
coal once more. Let us see what England has done on the same 
subject. This is what she has done: 

In order to guard a repetition of such acts the British authorities 
directed that in the future d the war any vessel of either belligerent 
en n ed to depart and put tosea within 
twenty-four hours after her entrance into such port, except in case of stress 
of weather or of her requiring or necessary for the sub- 
sistence of her crew or repairs. In such case the local authorities were to 
$ DEED PAV VO: SE DA ONLA DORAIS AEE TETE out 
period of twenty-four hours. This rule is virtually the same as that incor- 
porated in the proclamation of President Grant in 1870. 

I think it can be fairly stated that that is the settled law. 

The Geneva award, and that was cited by the Senator from 
New Hampshire the other day, was made under certain rules 
which were laid down, and among those rnles it is provided that 
the port of a neutral can not be used as a base. No one pretends 
that it can. But there is no doubt that our ships crossing the Pa- 
cific can stop at a neutral port to secure coal with which to go on 
their way, and there is no possible question but that they can se- 
sie coal att to reach the nearest home port. 
refused to recognize it as contraband, because they have little of 
it. England has recognized it as contraband of war under certain 
conditions, because she has it all over the world and will have the 
advantage of an enemy if she can establish that doctrine, We 
have recognized the English rule, 

England, during the Franco-Prussian war, j of coal in this way: She 
refused to consider it as unconditionally contra but vessels were pro- 
hibited from directly from oy rts with coal for the French 
pe enlarge i 
Fassia are at the —.— time the leading opponents among nations So de- 
claring coal as c of war. 

Therefore the port to which anything is to be shipped, the des- 
tination of the ship, is taken into consideration in determinin 
whether it is contra of war or not. That is true of coal 
many classes of provisions. If a ship has taken out a bill of lading 
to a naval station: and simple, the supposition is that the 
freight is contrat of war; but she may have the same freight 
for another port in a belligerent country and yet not be contraband 
of war. It is governed by the circumstances. 

It follows, then, that the United States at t hold defined and limited 

ts as to contraband with Bolivia, Colombia, Santo. 5 


agreemen 
dor, France, Guai Haiti, the Netherlands, Italy, Mexico, 
vador, Spain, Sweden and Norway, and Venezuela. 

And in every treaty we say what shall be contraband of war, 
and coal is not included. 

With other nations than those named above the United States has no 
agreement as to contraband Bele beg the prize courts would determine 
5 to public law the r of merchandise shipped to enemy's 
por 

Wharton, in his Digest of International Law, in thethird volume, 
speaking of coal, says: 

It is a product of nature with which some regions are bountifull ied 
while A aan are destitute of it and its reins sore —— ot pei oc 
with impediments,should be aided and encouraged. The attempt to enable 
l e a emn AA aran Keo ag oa iS AE EPan a Pear AS 

W 8 
United States avow their determina 2 —— 
are concerned. 

This was Mr. Cass, Secretary of State, in a letter to Mr. Mason, 
dated June 27. 1859, However, since then we have adopted the 
par Which I think is clearly outlined in President Grant’s proc- 

tion of 1870, in relation to the Franco-Prussian war. 

Again Wharton says: 


coal as contraband of war, Russia and France have 


tion to oppose it so far as their vessels 


would plain! a breach of neutrality to establisha depot to sup 
all . an; 12 t.—Wharton's mentaries my 
American Law, 

Again: 


The question how far it is a breach of neutrality to supply coal to a hellig- 
erent has been already incidentally considered on 889). It 
.. e pe irae en EL aon 
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of neutrality for a neutral state to permit the coaling of belligerent steamers 
in its ports to the same extent as it permits the gen, br} other = steam- 
ers Forats | to its ports casually and withont settled stations blished 
for them. Nor is it a breach of neutrality for a neutral state to permit the 
sale of coal toany extent toa belligerent. It would, however, be a breach 


of neutrality for a neutral to t a permanent depot or magazine to be 
opened on its shores, on 1 a particular belligerent could depend for 
eonstant supplies. 


To require a neutral to shut up its ports so as to exclude from coaling all 
belligerents would expose a nation with ports as numerous as those of the 
United States to an expense as great as would be imposed by actual belliger- 
ency. It is on the belligerent, who goes to war, not on the neutral, who de- 
sires to keep out of it, that should be thrown expenses so enormous, and 
constitutional strains so severe as those thus required. On the other hand. 
the breaking up of central depots or magazines for the constant supply of 
particular felligerents would be within easy range rdinary national 


of o: 
ice. N of iality made in allowin 9 
With the limitation above stated, when 8 is granted to bot 
rents. 

Therefore, if Hawaii had declared herself a neutral, and allowed 
our ships and Spanish ships, if they came, to coal, there would 
have been no breach of neutrality. But it has been argued on 
this floor that it is a matter of t consideration and to be 
pointed to with pride that Hawaii not declared herself a neu- 
tral. Let us see. Was it because she wanted to furnish us coal? 
Not at all. She had no such idea. She cared nothing about it. 
But the Government in Hawaii, the revolutionary government, 
the usurping missionary government, was set up in 1893 by the 
landing of the marines of the United States, by the overturnin 
of the monarchy of Queen Liliuokalani, by the guns and arms o 
the United States, under the American flag; and from that day to 
this there never has been a minute that a war ship of the United 
States has not been in the harbor with shotted guns bearing di- 
rectly upon the Government buildings and the Government offices, 
and within half a mile. 

If Hawaii had declared herself a neutral, our ship of war, which 
supports and sustains and makes possible this usurping Govern- 
ment, would have to leave the port, and they did not dare to have 
it leave; and so they did not declare themselves neutral. That is 
all there is toit. Itis a matter of agg! phage They had 
to keep our ship of war there, or else their ship of state would 
have gone down. . f 

Yet it is said that great credit is due to them. Senators parade 
it here as a matter of sublime credit to those fellows who have 
established a Government not sustained by the people of Hawaii, 
a revolutionary Government, set up by the Government of the 
United States, a Government that does not exist by the consent 
of the governed, a Government that would be overturned (if 
those people had a vote) by a vote of 9 to 1; and that Govern- 
ment, in order to preserve itself, could not declare neutrality in 
this war and have our ships leave the harbor for fear the out- 
raged and indignant inhabitants of that country would overturn 
their despotism. 


hama, Japan, 4,500 miles. The distance from San Francisco to 
Yokohama is less by several hundred miles than the distance from 
Honolulu to Manila. If a vessel could not carry coal enough to 
go across from San Francisco to Yokohama, then it could not carry 
coal to go from Honolulu to Manila. Therefore, the elaim 
that they had to send their boats there to coal falls to the ground, 
and its dishonesty is obvious to everyone. If a vessel wanted to 
reach Hongkong, then it could save 909 miles if it went straight to 
Hongkong rather than by way of Honolulu, 

If it wanted to reach Yokohama, it could save 900 miles if it 
went direct to Yokohama, rather than going by way of Honolulu. 
It would come within sight of the Aleutian Islands, islands which 
we already own. If we must havea coaling station in the Pacific, 
we already have it if we will only use it. The Island of Kiska— 
here is a map of it—is owned by the United States. It is 25 miles 
inlength. It has one of the grandest bays in any ocean—a bay 
that will hold all the ships in our Navy. Hato are the soundings 
of this bay and its size: It is 30 feet deep up within a hundred 
feet of shore; it is 60 to 100 feet all the way out. It is absolutely 
landlocked. There are no islands and no shoals on this side of 
that island out to the open Pacific. It can be entered, no matter 
how hard the wind blows, no matter what the storm is, at any 
time of the year. That island is located at this point on the map. 
[Indicating. } A 

Kiska is 2,628 miles from San Francisco. It is 3,700 miles from 
Manila. Honolulu is 4,800 miles from Manila. Our own land, 
our own port, our own harbor, is 3,700 miles from Manila. Why 
do we not occupy this port of our own to command the coast of 
Asia? It is only 1,964 miles from Yokohama. It is only 3,400 
miles from Hongkong. We own it; it is ours; it commands the 
coast of Asia. If we want a port to command the coast of Asia 
or to protect Alaska, why do we not occupy our own port? I 
should like to have the advocates of annexation answer that ques- 
tion. Why do we not use our own port instead of going 1,000 
miles out of the way to use somebody's else? 

From Vancouver, from Port Townsend, from Puget Sound, 
which we also own, the distance is 300 miles shorter than from 
San Francisco. A vessel can go from Vancouver to Yokohama 
by sailing 4,202 miles, and from Yokohama to Manila by sailing 
1,752 miles, making 6,000 miles; while to go by way of San Fran- 
cisco and the Hawaiian Islands it must sail 7,000 miles. 

Kiska, this harbor, unsurpassed in the world, is within 3,700 
miles of Manila. A vessel leaving this harbor for Manila can 
sail much faster than a vessel that has to sail 5,000 miles. As we 
all understand, there is great economy in the use of coal by sail- 
ing slow. If a vessel has to go 5,000 miles she must go very slow 
and economize coal, but if she has to go 3, 700 miles she can make 
much greater speed. She can make more miles in a day if she 
has a shorter distance to sail than if she has a long distance to 


Wharton goes on further to say—quoting from Wharton’s Crimi- | gail 


nal Law: i 

But the mere occasional supply of coal to a belligerent cruiser. not from a 
constant ng base, orin suc: pnie eg: as to greatly enhance the eruiser's 
capacity for destruction, is not of itself a breach of neutrality. 

I have been unable to find any authority to the contrary. 
Wharton then cites President Grant’s proclamation on this sub- 
ject, extracts from which I have read, which seems to have be- 
come the settled law upon the question. Of course that law is 
known to the Navy Department and known to this Government, 
and therefore when they started their ships for Manila, why did 
they not start them over the shortest route? Four days longer 
they must travel and sail if they go by Hawaii than if they went 
from San Francisco straight across the Pacific. Why did they 
not do it? Simply because they wanted to find another argument 
to bolster up this Hawaiian sugar-planters’ scheme of getting into 
the Union. 

If that is not true, if it is not a fair and just criticism of their 
acts, let the advocates of annexation give a better reason. They 
sit here silent. They offer to the American people nothing as a 
justification for their course. I warn them that the American 

le will study this question. I believe they are opposed to im- 
perialism and to 8 and to the acquisition of undesirable 
1 incapable of self-government. Lou assume that, 

ked by the Administration, you have the brute force to put 
through this unconstitutional measure. It seems to me the Amer- 
ican public are entitled to your reasons. 

Here is a map of the northern Pacific, drawn as near as possible 
like a globe, showing the exact location of islands and countries 
and their relation to each other. Most maps we look at are drawn 
upon a plane, and parallels of longitude are the same at the equator 
as at the poles, giving a deceptive idea as to the location of coun- 
tries upon the globe and their relation to each other. It will be 
seen by this map that leaving San Francisco a ship would never be 
nearer the Hawaiian Islands than it was when it started. If it 
went the shortest route it would go by the Aleutian chain, and 
would reach Manila, sailing over 500 miles shorter distance than 
if it went by Honolulu. 

It would have to carry coal enough to sail, if it went to Yoko- 


So where is there sense or reason in this ar ent that we must 
have a coaling station? What is there that justifies taking this 
measure up in time of war and dividing our people over a collat- 
eral contest? Why do we not finish the war? e are all united 
upon that question. Why do we not finish the war instead of 
bringing in this question that divides us? When we have fought 
the war out, let us fight out this great question of acquisition of 
empire. It seems to me that that is the patriotic duty of the Ad- 
ministration instead of bringing in questions of this sort that are 
unnecessary and trying tocrowd them on our people when we are 
engaged in a contest with a foreign foe. 

should like to know how they answer this contention. Here 
is a harbor of our own that can be entered at any time. no matter 
what the weather may be, and can be departed from without ons 
particle of difficulty. 

Mr. BATE. Of what harbor is the Senator speaking? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The harbor of Kiska. It is argued, and 
that is the only ar t, that this northern route, this cei 
line, this shortest distance, runs through an undesirable sea; that 
it is foggy; thatitis full of rocks; that it is full of storms; thatit 
is impassable. Melville says that the harbors are shoal, full of 
ice. I will read from Finlay’s North Pacific Ocean and Japan 
Directory with regard to the harbor of Kiska: 

Kiska Island—A hilly island, 5 eastern part, which is low. Its 


8 NE by E. and SW. by W., is 25 miles. 
he harbor of Kiska is a noble bay, perfectly protected from all winds, 
with good holding ground and a moderate depth of water. The entrance is 
wide enough to enable a sailing vessel to beat in or out at any time. There 
are no hidden dangers, and the depth of water is sufficient for any vessel. 
As an additional recommendation, Kiska Harbor never has any 
ice in it. It is in the same latitude as the city of London. It is in 
the Japan current. It never freezes. No ice ever forms. There is 
a lake of fresh water right on the shore. Why do we not take our 
own harbors? Oh, you an there was no coal there when the war 
broke out, It has been fifty days since the war broke out. We 
could have got coal there. By sailing 2,628 miles from San Fran- 
— 755 or 2,800 from Seattle we could have put coal there, plenty 
it. 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6265 


Now, let us see what the conditions are concerning the climate. | Mr. PETTIGREW. The note referred to is as follows: 


I asked the Weather Bureau with regard to the harbor of Una- 
laska, which is east of Kiska and on the same line, right on the 
route to the Orient. This is their reply: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


WEATHER BUREAU, 
Washington, D. C., June 10, 1898. 


DEAR Sre: In reply to SEAN letter 5 the 9th — wha J 8 inclose 7525 

with a manuscript copy o e monthly mean temperatures for 

eering which —— ions were made, at St. Paul Island, Bering Sea, and 
nalaska. 


Unalaska is 2° north of Kiska, and the Pribilof Islands cre 4° 
farther north. 
Our reports indicate that the harbor of Unalaska is, on rare occasions, 


red by floating ice, which in an unusually cold season may freeze over 
poy 8 Ordinarily, however, the harbor would 


and 8 a — sheet. 
seem ree from ice. 
respectfully, WILLIS L. MOORE, 
* end Chief of Bureau. 


Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The fact of the matter is that I talked on this subject with the 
Senator from California [Mr. Perkins]. He says that there never 
has been ice known in the harbor but once, and his ships have 
gone there for the last quarter of a century. That once was suffi- 
cient, Ihave seen New York Harbor full of ice, when it was not 
unnavigable or unusable. But the harbor of Kiska, which is 2° 
farther south than Unalaska, is in the Japan current, and from 
all the information I can secure there is never any ice within it. 

Now, let us see about Unalaska. The Pribilof Islands are di- 
rectly north of Unalaska. Here is their temperature during the 
winter, and we can judge for ourselves whether there is ice or not: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., June 10, 1898. 


Sır: In reply to your letter of June 9, I beg leave to forward the following: 
Temperature (Fahrenheit) at St. Paul, Pribilof Islands. 


0 0 
29.9 34.9 
33.5 35.3 
33 29 
34.5 28.9 
39 34.2 
44.4 42 
49.1 47 
50.8 47.9 
47.3 46 
40.2 41.7 
37.8 34.9 
33.3 26.2 


In 1873 the minimum temperature observed was —12°. 


It was never either hot or cold. It never reached the freezing 
point during the whole year. The lowest point the mercury 
reached in 1875 was in December, when it was above zero. In 
regard to the harbor of Unalaska, which Mr. Melville says in his 
statement is full of ice, I have the observations given here: 


Temperature (Fahrenheit) at Iliuliuk Harbor, Unalaska Island. 


‘The minimum observed in 1872 was 13° Fahrenheit. 
Continued northers may fill the harbor with fragments of drift ice, but 


thisisof rare occurrence. The 1 harbor is sometimes covered with skim 
ice. Further data may perhaps be obtained from the Chief of the Weather 


HENRY S. PRITCHETT, 


u. 
Respectfully, yo 
3 Superintendent. 


on. R. F. PETTIGREW, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the, chair). 
Does the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from 
California? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. My attention is directed toa tabular statement 
contained on page 6607 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and also 


toa note written to Hon. HuGH A. DINSMORE, of the House of | 37 


hich contains a statement 


Representatives, on the previous „ W 
suggest in this connection that 


as to the 53 at Kiska. 
the Senator 


the tabular statement. It would be interesting to read them. 


rom South Dakota might put in the letter and also 2 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
WEATHER BUREAU, 


. . Washington, D. C., June 9, 1898. 
DEAR SIR: I to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of even date 
in regard to the te of certain of the Aleutian Islands. 


I have pleasure in transmitting herewith a oo daily extremes of 
temperature at Kiska Island for November and ber, 1885, January and 
February, 1886, the only time during which observations were made at this 
p T also inclose a tabular statement of the lowest e ever 
recorded at Unalaska during a period of seven years. At the latter point 
the lowest temperature ever recorded was 9° above zero. Westward t the 

Kiska is in 


weather is not quite so cold. 

Just as I said, Unalaska is 450 miles east of Kiska. 
the Japan current, which flows mp teig Kiska and the penin- 
sula of Kamchatka into Bering and through Bering Strait 
into the Arctic Ocean. 

We have little data as regards the freedom of the harbor from ice. At 
Unalaska moving ice obstructed the harbor duringa short period in the win- 
ter of 1872. We should say that interruptions to navigation due to ice at 
Kiska, to the westward, are not serious, 

It is very serious that there was a little ice once, in 1872, at Una- 
laska. That condemns that as a harbor, I suppose. No ice since, 
according to this statement, for our ships visit Unalaska Harbor 
every month in the year. 

The mean winter temperature at Atka Island, longitude 185° 45’ W. from 
3 is 33°. oie sea temperature is, of course, a few degrees higher. 

Nn WILLIS I. 1100 


Chief of —— 

Mr. HUGH A. DINSMORE, 

United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Then here are the tables of the temperatures at Kiska, given each 

day from January, 1886. 

the Ist day of January, 1886, the maximum temperature 
was 37°, the minimum 381° above zero; on the 2d, the maximum 
was 37°, the minimum 30°; on the 6th, the maximum was 36°, and 
the minimum 29° above zero; on the 11th of January the maxi- 
mum was 37° and the minimum 23°; on the 12th the maximum 
was 36° and the minimum 20°. Iam giving the last stages, when 
it was the coldest, selecting those, but will publish all the tables as 
a part of my remarks. 

On the 2ist of January the maximum was 36°. the minimum 29°; 
on the 27th the maximum was 37°, and the minimum 32; on the 
8ist the maximum was 39°, and the minimum 35°; on the Ist day 
of February, 1886, the maximum was 38° aboye zero and the 
minimum 33°, only a difference of 5° night and day, and no freez- 
ing, of course; and on February 28, the last day of observation, 
the maximum was 36°, and the minimum 27°. In 1885 it runs 
just about the same. It never freezes. Therefore there is never 
ice, and the consequence is that here is one of the best harbors 
in the world, free from ice, and we own it, and it is only 3,7 
miles from Manila; but Honolulu, that we are making such a 
fuss about, is 4,800 miles from Manila. Why do we not go up 
to our own harbor, the shortest way, and save the time and rescue 
our sailors in the Bay of Manila sooner than we can doit by this 
tropical foreign missionary port? I should like to have the friends 
of annexation answer that. I will publish all these other tables 
with regard to temperature, without stopping to read them. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


Daily maximum and minimum temperatures at Kiska, Alaska. 
Feb. , 1888. | Nov., 1885. | Dec., 1885. 
Maxi- Mini- | Maxi- Mini- | Maxi- | Mini- | Maxi- | Mini- 


mum. | mum. | mum. | mum. | mum. | mum. | mum. | mum, 


BERRABKESESTELSYSSRESSESAESSRS 
SRBRULVSRSBSLKSYSLRESRSSBERRRS 


EPREESSRESSERNSSSRBRESEBRERBSSSRB | 
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Minimum temperature of Unalaska, Alaska. CLIMATE OF ALASKA. 
e eee Chief of Division of Records and Meteorological Data.] 
5 on interior Alaska given —.— 


interest 5 of the coast is com · 

neg 2 —.— 3 y the compilation of Br. Wil William H. 

asta blished in the 0 Coast t, Alaska, Appendix I, Meteorology 
an Washin; 


fa of ii Service 
now The mero tea — extended up the Luken in the fall of 1882, section ape = 
ew series of meteorological observations were main 
20 —.— posts of the Alaska Commercial 6 
1 5 57 13 1 35 28 is on As soon as the ice went out of the river observations were discontin- 
1881 ———————— v2.7 3-PCZ5j-Lg1- 12 ued, not to be resumed until mes end of = n 3 about the middle of 
it September. The observing stations, eS aphical coordinates, 
18 are given below. The names of the sta now in use, with the 
following exceptions: Nuklukayet is tren ts on ‘the most recent Coast Survey 
ma 5 Alaska as Tuklukyet.“ 


a 


. 


RE: 
RE 


S888. 


Resa 
BEERS 


of the ‘ame. 
4 1883 as Johnny's Village or Klat-ol-Klin (Schwatka). The Coast Survey ma 
Mean temperature of Attu Island, Alaska 1d | latitude, 52° §8’ north; longitude, ves the moe A as Belle Isle.“ Camp ag lonna, the station on the 8 


occupied by the boundary survey part —— out 425 Unkel States Coast 
Degrees. and G k Geodetic Survey, under the lend — of Mr. J. H. Turner. Cam 
p 31:2 | Davidson is the station at the — ot off one hundred and forty-first | 
— 5 . —_ 1 It was occupied by a Coast Survey party under 
227272ũã y N S e charge MeGrath. 


Monthly and annual mean temperature (in degrees Fahrenheit). 
MEAN TEMPERATURE. 


7 7 z 
IREE 
3 3 8 3 E : f 2 
— 

4 — a 3 8 z E 

0 e b 8 s ° ` 0 0 ` b ° 

3.8 | 31.6 | 42.7 | 49.3 | 55.3 | 58.2 | 57.5 | 52.8 | 45.9 | 33.5 | 32.8 |43 
32.9 | 35.6 | 40.8 |47 | 62.4) 55.4 55.9 51.5 449] 38.1 | 33.3 | 43.3 
833 87.2 | 41.9 | 46.9 | 51.6 | 5t.4 | 56.6 52.3 45.7 | 39.8 | 35 | 44.5 
26.9 | 33.3 | 35.5 | 44.9 | 50.3 | 54.8 | 53.6 | 46.5 | 41.2 32.7 | 30.6 |39.8 
24.7 | 33.5 | 40.1 |47.7 | 53.6 | 56.6 |55 49.9 41.9] 31.2 29.3 | 40.9 
28.2 | 32.6 | 36.3 | 43.2 | 49.5 | 54.7 | 55.2 | 50 42.8 | 84.7) 30.5 40.6 
31.9 30.4 | 35.6 40.9 | 46.8 | 50.6 | 51.9 | 45.5 | 87.6 | 33.6 | 30.1 38.7 
30.5 | 32.6 | 35.2 | 40.4 | 45.9 | 49.6 | 50.3 | 46 40.4 34.6 32.8 | 39.3 
2.3 | 8.9 19.9 | 33.1 | 46.3 | 53.6 51.9 43.9 | 30.5 15.6 | 4.8 23.1 
18:6 |—11.8 |— 1.2 | 21.4 | 82.8 | 38.1 | 37.9 | 27.8 | 4.4 — 6 35.4 | 7.7 

Interior. : 
A 15.5 42 43 25.1 10 E N 
8 PES 6.7 43.7 434 | 25.9 — 4.6 Ee 
Fort Yukon_........ 0.6 E p PRE BENER SSA OTA OSO „ 
Tehatowklin 11.8 45.1 42.7 | 19.7) 2.5 15 
Fort Relianee 10.5 43.9 43.0 | 2.3 — 7 24 
S 7.1 45 39 30.5 2.9 —15.6 

Camp Colonna.. .---|-=..-..| -a0 =-.=.|=202.". 8 e 20.1 — 4.4 17.444 


Nore.—The number of years during which ee were made continuously is given under the heading Tears.“ The total number of months 
exclusive of the whole years is given under the heading Months.“ 


* Russian series. +Signal Service. $ Means from 1889-1896, inclusive, used; means prior to that time not computed. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. But what is more, Mr. President, when 
‘you get the harbor of Hotaia, most of the shipsin our Navy Steaming ra Steaming ra- 
can not carry coal enough to get from there to Manila. Thereare dius on this coal at maxi- 
several of them in this li oe sent to the Navy alley eo po for mam speed 
information and on January 11, 1898, they sent me the following . — 
letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 


BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING, 3 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1898. 12.448 
more * — letter ot anony n 8 ert of the +1, 1 
> certain orma coal K 
ANN e rst olse battlo ships and cruisers of tho Arst rave, has been referred 125 
to this Bureau. 11.805 
2. In reply the Bureau transmits the following table, which contains the 41.408 
information desired: 
anal ficial trial on basis of 24 pounds of coal per 1 horsepower 
0 on 2 
į From official trial, actual figures. 
8 W. MELVILLE, 
Engineer in Chief, United States Nach, Chief of Bureau. 
Tons. Kno 
„R. F. PETTIGREW, 
K 88 Hot Mod States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


1898. 
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Now we will take the Massachusetts, The Massachusetts, 
steaming at the most economical rate, can sail 4,797 miles. She 
can just get from Honolulu, by the shortest route, to Manila if 

thing pens, and this distance that she can travel is from the 
i She can not do it in practice. Everybody knows 
that the official trial is in excess of what these can accom- 


carry coal enough to get quite to Manila. She would be 3 miles 
short with every favorable circumstance, with no adverse winds 
or storms. Yet that is a coaling station for Manila, and we are 
going to annex this undesirable people and their possessions for 
the purpose of getting a place where we can coal ships that can 
not carry coal enough to get to the place we want to get to, when 
we have a coaling station at our own harbor in Aleutian 
Islands on the shortest route, within 3,700 miles of where we want 
to go. 

There is not a vessel in the Navy that can not coal at Kiska and 
get to Manila. There is not a single vessel in the Navy but what 
could carry coal enough to take it from Kiska to Manila. There 
are several of them that can not travel from Honolulu to Manila, 
and yet we are determined right in the midst of war to change 
the policy of this country from a Republic toimperialism in order 
to secure a coaling station so as to send ships to Manila. 

Now, let ns see what there is further. The Brooklyn, an ar- 
mored cruiser, if she sails with the most economic use of coal, can 
sail 4,342 miles, and she would be 500 miles away from Manila 
when she ran out of coal if she coaled at Honolulu. But if she 
coaled at Kiska she could reach Manila and have coal for 600 miles 
left in her bunkers. 

And yet this Administration is bound to send them by this for- 
eign island to stimulate the interests of 3 planters. If 
this ship, the Brooklyn, the armored cruiser, sailed as fast as she 


can sail, she could only cover 1,404 miles, because with forced | of 


draft the consumption of coal is simply enormous. But, sailing 
by the most economical use of coal, sailing slowly, about 8 knots 
an hour, she can get within 500 miles of Manila. And yet you 
want Honolulu to coal ships for Manila, and so you force this 
thing here as a war measure. 

The New York, another cruiser, can sail 4,486 miles, and then 
she leot of coal, and she is 400 miles from Manila if she coals at 

onolulu. : 

If you are going to make the American people believe that this 
isa war measure and is necessary in order to rescue Dewey, an- 
swer these things; do not sit silentand refuse to debate this ques- 
tion, but give us something to justify abandoning thé century- 
old policy of our country. this ship, the New York, should sail 
— 000000 would only go 
1,344 miles. : 

We have other vessels. The Towa, a first-class battle ship; ac- 
cording to these figures, could sail 6,000 miles, but there is not a 
ship in the whole list that can travel under forced draft from 
Honolulu to San Francisco and have any coal left. - 

But it is said this route is obsc by fog. Mr. President, 
Icrossed the ocean on this route, and I asked the sailing mas- 
ter of the ship, mary aed this debate, to give me a map of 
the ship's course and e 
our exact location every noon. The sailing 
this map and gave me the route traveled, the distance we traveled 
every day, and ror? jons were at every noon. This was in Au- 
gust. e started from Vancouver. We sailed 4,260 miles to Lo- 
kohama. By this route from Vancouver, from our own port to 
Manila, it is 6,012 miles. It is a thousand miles shorter than 
from San Francisco via Honolulu to Manila. 

We sailed the first day 309 miles; the next day 350 miles; the 
next day 347; the next day 348; the next day 352; the next day 
345; and A 7, when we were exactly -oppii Unalaska, 
we made the bi day’s run—we made 352 August 8 we 
made 345 miles; August 9 ve made 307 miles. We were then exactly 
south of the Island of Kiska and within 70 miles of it. We had been 


not seen the sun since we started. It was foggy, but not so foggy 
as to impede navigation; not so f as to do other than o 
the sun; not so foggy that you not see for miles at sea. 


One of their ships covered the entire 

could have gone Vancouver to Manila, at the same in 
less than fifteen da: et Sena seem to havea 
coaling station in Tropics off from the line of travel. To the 


assumption that this route is covered with fog and obstructed by 


ice, that it has shoal water, is it not a complete answer that this 
bag oF TT Ege ee arg leper! sys ea acer oa 

Mr. GRAY. Is that the great circle route? 

Mr.PETTIGREW. It is the great circle route. It is a straight 
line. It is called the great circle route. 

Mr. GRAY. It is the shortest distance on the surface of the 


globe. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On the surface of the globe. This is prac- 
tically the great circle. However, the rp circle would carry 
a ship north of the Aleutian Islands. Of course they do not go 
north of Aleutian because it is unnecessary for the 
slight advantage that would come in saving distance to go in and 
out between these islands when they have a plain, clear, open 
ocean by holding to a course south of the islands. The ocean 
within 30 miles of the Aleutian chain, on the south side, is 18,000 
feet deep; there are no rocks and no shoal; it is absolutely an 
open sea, and there is no impediment and no obstruction what- 
ever to navigation. $ 

I notice some of the officials of the Navy Department insist upon 

iming that this route is not a good one, and Mr. Melville—I 
never met him—tells us that we must have the Sandwich islands 
in order to guard The man who will make such a propo- 
sition must be suffering from softening of the brain. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations have chosen to publish as 
an appendix to their report a statement by Melville that we must 
have the Islands of Hawaii in order to protect our possessions in 
Alaska. He proceeds to relate the story of a stream of commerce 
going to Alaska. Here is the statement of George W. Melville, 
Engineer in Chief of the United States Navy, on Alaskan com- 
merce exposed to hostile He says: 

In the event of conflict between the United States and a maritime 
throng of laden but helpless 
de course.“ that commerce destroy- 

val war d the reign of Elizabeth 
her 8 nen has at V 
the United States and France. r £ 
HAWAII COMMANDS ALASKAN ROUTE. 

Now, Hawaii commands fully this ocean route, at a distance from it of less 
than 2,500 miles—not five days steaming for the cruiser Columbia. 

If the Columbia covered the distance in five days, she would not 
have a pound of coal, because she would have to sail at her great- 
est speed, and her coal would be exhausted. What could she do 
in the way of attacking commerce after serait a distance of 2,500 
miles at the rate of 500 miles a day? She could only go 1.800 miles 
at that rate of speed when she would be out of coal, and yet the 
Chief Engineer of the Navy sends to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations this sort of stuff, and they retail it to us. 

Then he tells us what a large commerce we will have with 
Alaska—how the ships will back and forth loaded with gold 
and men. How they would be protected from Honolulu I can not 
understand. Here is Honolulu poor meri on the map], here is 
San Francisco [indicating], and is Alaska [indicating]. Ac- 
cording to Mr. Melville, when we want to protect Alaska and the 
Aleutian chain we shall have our fleet at Te peim (San Fran- 

es 


ciso) and run down here to Honolulu, 2,100 directly away 
from ; What is his opinion worth under these circum- 
stances 


Who cares anything about the testimony of experts when they 
tell us such stuff as that? How will we protect the Aleutian 
chain, fortify Unalaska, fortify the harbors of the Aleutian chain, 
fortify the splendid ports that we have all along this chain? Ido 
3 to fortify them; I do not think it is necessary; 
but if we must have fortified places and ports in the Pacific, those 
are the ones to fortify. [Indicating.] Protect Alaska from here, 
from Kiska and Unalaska; and yet that is Melville's proposition. 
Here is Unalaska Bay paninin; here is Kiska [indicating], 
and here is Alaska [indicating], and he is going to protect it from 
this point. He starts from Honolulu, from two to three thousand 
miles from farther from by a-thousand miles than 
Seattle—goes down to within 20° of the equator to San Francisco 
to protect Alaska, which extends from 50° north latitude to the 
North Pole. That is the ition of Mr. Melville, the Chief 


bscure | Engineer of the United States Navy. I have never met him and 


do not know how old he is, but he is certainly suffering from 
softening of the brain. 

I read from a memorandum prepared for Hon. C. H. Grosver- 
Non, M. C., with respect to the question of the route from San 
Francisco to Yokohama: 

Anyone at all familiar with the sea is aware that one of the greatest dan · 
2. E A 

TO e 
ing the Ki in < as uha. Wan Sean,” which 
include a short one called “The Rh — 

I think he has studied Rudyard Kipling more than he has geog- 
raphy or the weather— 

he there fog which is 
found ts the „C 
so desirable as a of call. Of course I have not rested content with Mr. 
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s poem alone, but have taken pains to verify the statements there 
y inquiring of naval officers and others who have t considerable 
time near the Aleutian group, and they have told me that . Kipling’s pic- 
ture is not overdrawn at all— 

So he was never there himself; and that is what I supposed— 
There are times, however. in the winter when there is clear weather, but then 
this most attractive port is closed by the ice 

And yet there has been no ice in it since 1872— 
for, in spite of the Japan current, which co: ds to the Gulf Stream in 
the Atlantic, the region around Unalaska is blocked with floe ice— 

This is more testimony from a man who is certainly suffering 

from softening of the brain, for our own Weather Bureau tells us 
that there has been noice in Unalaska Harbor since 1872, and their 
record of temperature shows that ice can not form there; and yet 
this is what our Chief Engineer of the Navy sends to the House 
of Representatives— 
There are, of course, openings in this ice, and vessels that make a business 
of arctic cruising might utilize them, but it can be readily appreciated that 
the fine parenga and freight steamers sailing from San Francisco are not 
going to run this risk. 

Those openings extend from 1872 up to the present time; and 
yet there is no ice there, and those openings will continue until 
there is some ice, I suppose; and yet Mr. Melville says that vessels 
used to Arctic cruising can get through those holes in the ice, 
when there is no ice. and this statement is paraded to the country 
as an argument against a route over which all commerce travels, 
unless it is given an inducement to go out ofits way. He then 
says: 

Now let us com with this region of ice and fog the earthly paradise 
which Hawaii will furnish us. 

He then draws the comparison, and those can read it who choose 
to do so. 

Another letter, which was used in the other House by Mr. 
GROSVENOR, was from John R. Bartlett, captain United States 
Navy, Chief Intelligence Officer, and former Hydrographer. He 


Kiplin, 
made 


says: 
On the accompanying chart, which is a copy of the pilot chart of the North 
Pacific Ocean, publish o. 1401, are shown the 


by the 1 Office, 1 

various routes between San Francisco and Manila which may be discussed. 
The route B is the great circle route, and is the shortest. Its length is 

6,254 miles. This route is best adapted for the eastw zrd voyage at nearly all 

times of the year, and possibly the westward voyaga q the summer months. 


I took this very route in August over this ‘ery track, and the 
former Chief Hydrographer of the Navy Depastment, one of Mr. 
Melville’s subordinates, who has been drawing these maps and 
charts and seems to have studied the subject, and even now would 
not take his information secondhand or in any other way, abso- 
lutely contradicts Melville's statement, and says: 

The route “B” is the great circle route, and is the shortest. Its length is 


6.254 miles. This route is best adapted for the eastward voyage at nearly all 
times of the year. 


Why? Because by the eastern voyage you go with the Japan 
current, and possibly the western voyage in the summer months. 
I will publish a part of his letter as a part of my remarks, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, 
Washington, June 13, 1898. 
Srr: Your letter of June 11, 1898, addressed to the honorable Secretary of 
the Navy, requesting data in regard to routes from San Francisco to Manila, 
has been referred to me. s 
I take pleasure in sending herewith the data requested. Itis brief, but I 
think covers all the points which you wish. The ay war for a steamer to 
go to Manila from San Francisco is by a rhumb or straight line during ten 
months in the year, which would take them quite near to the Sandwich 
Islands. But the most important point is the statement of the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering that we have not a ship in the service, except the Minne- 
apolisand Columbia, which could make the voyage from San Francisco to 
aia ee rescaling, — the Aan 
ve onor respectfully, 
JOHN R. BARTLETT 


Captain, U. S. N. Chief Intelligence Officer, and former Hydrographer. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives. 
Routes from San Francisco to Manila, prepared in Office 80 Naval Intelligence, 
by John R. Bartlett, Chief Intelligence Officer, captain, United States Navy. 
On the accompanying chart, which is a copy of the pilot chart of the 
North Pacific Ocean, Nblished by the Hydrographic Office, No. 1401, are 
shown the various routes — San Francisco and Manila which may be 


The route B is the great circle route, and is the shortest. Its length is 
6,254 miles. This route is best adapted for the eastward voyage at nearly all 
times of the year, and possibly the westward voyage in the summer months. 


DIFFERENT ROUTES FROM SAN FRANCISCO TO MANILA. 


Great circle route B, 6,254miles. Advantage, shortest distance. Disadvan- 
tage, rough weather; variable winds; adverse currents of about 1 mile an 


hour; fogs. 

Raums line E, usual route, 6,500 miles. Advantages, generally favorable 
weather; favorable winds; little current. 

Southern route via Honolulu, DD; distance, 6,900 miles. Disadvantage, 
longest route. Advantages, good weather; fair winds; favorable current 
of nearly 1 mile an hour, with good harbor for recoaling and refitting at 
about one-third the distance across. Furthermore, the numerous islands 
along this course, which are not inhabited, would give additional anchorages 
for coaling, if 5 

Returning by Honolulu the ship would run against this current, and 
therefore the shortest route is the only practical route, as 72 must have 
a route which is the 8 and coming by way of the Aleutian Islands 
and Kiska. Going and co either way a ship could, and they do, save 
several days’ time either from ban 


Francisco or Puget Sound. 


Mr.PETTIGREW. Ofcourse Kiska issouth of theshortestline, 
The great circle route, the route ships sail, passes about 70 miles 
south of this island, instead of 300 miles. Ships take this route be- 
cause they do not wish to in and out between the islands, and 
therefore it is a slight modification of the great circle route. 

Let us see if what he says about currents, etc., is justified. If 
you have an adverse current going one way, you will have it in 
your favor going the other way; and the Canadian Pacific ships 
follow the route the year around both ways. 

As I say, Mr. President, the route which we took in crossin 
from Vancouver to Yokohama, in Japan, went within 70 miles o 
the harbor of Kiska. We went within 80 miles of the Aleutian 
Islands. Ordinarily in winter vessels go within 4or 5 miles of the 
Aleutian Islands. It is the route to the Orient and is along the 
shore of our own country to within 3,700 miles of Manila and toa 
point within 500 miles of the coast of Asia. 

Mr. President, I will not finish my remarks upon this subject this 
afternoon, I intend to go into the question of the products of the 
Hawaiian Islands and also the question as to how the present Gov- 
ernment came into existence; but having spoken as long as I feel 
able todo this afternoon, I will yield the floor to some other Senator. 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, in my opinion we are consid- 
ering one of the most important questions which has ever been 
presented to the Senate; one of the most important which has 
ever confronted the American people. In its solution is involved 
the whole future of this Government, its social and its political 
destiny. There is threatened to be a change in the form of our 
Government if there is not a wrecking of our institutions. 

Probably the most serious aspect of the case is the total disre- 
gard of constitutional obligations. When we weaken these and 
take from under us the sure props of the foundations of our Gov- 
5 it can be only a question of time when the whole fabric 
wi 

The constitutionality of the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands 
has been learnedly discussed by the senior Senator from Georgia 
98 Bacon], and it seems to me his argument was strong and 

orceful enough to awaken the judicial conscience and to convince 
the judicial mind, but, unfortunately, we have reached that time 
in the history of our Government when constitutional questions 
are no longer considered or interpreted by just rules of interpre- 
tation, but they are solved and determined by methods of ex- 
pediency and of party policy. Looking, however, at this question 
as a practical question, conceding that it is a constitutional 
method that we are pursuing, it seems as though we were makin 
a unilateral contract, submitting in fact only a proposition, an 
the question is whether or not the party to whom the proposition 
is made has the right to accept it. 

We treated with the Hawaiian Republic as an independent 
State. as a nation having an existence, a life, an organic being, 
oné of the family of nations, and having all of the relations whic 
one nation could have with the other nations of the earth. In 
their constitution the only authority that is given for that Re- 

ublic tô enter into a convention with the United States of Amer- 
ica is that it shall have authority to enter into a treaty for polit- 
ical or commercial union between the Republic of Hawaii and 
the United States of America. In the amended treaty it was pro- 
vided that that Republic was to come in as a Territory. There is 
no authority given in the constitution of that Republic for it to 
abrogate or to destroy its bbe ae its political life, and put 
its people under the dominion of the United States, to be governed 
and controlled as a Territorial government. 

Mr. President, nations have a life and an organic being. It is 
like the human life; it exists until it is destroyed in the course of 
nature, or until it is destroyed by violence. That is the history 
of the world, and we may look in vain for any account of a nation 
which has ever committed political suicide, which has ever by a 
decree dissolved its own existence. It is impossible for it to do 
so; and it can oniy be done when, in the course of its life, it has 
reached the period of its final existence, and you look for its his- 
tory amid the colossal fragments of its architecture or in the 
faded ee among the scattered stones of its 5 

Here is a Republic that comes to the Governmentjof the United 
States and says: ‘I destroy myself; I disorganize my society and 
put myself completely under your domination, and sell my people 
to you into slavery.” What is the effect of such a contract as 
that? Is it binding upon the people of that island? Suppose this 
joint resolution passes and it back to those people, are they 
toad by it? Their constitution gives them no other authori 
than to enter into a treaty for commercial purposes or politi 
union with the people of the United Statesof America. Theycan 
only come here as a State, just as Texas came here, with all of 
her sovereignty except that which she delegated to the General 
Government in consideration of its protecting power. 

Suppose, for instance, in the many changes in the political con- 
dition of any country where a nation exists, but its sovereignty 
may be expressed in a different form of government, that in some 
revolutionary period a government should be called into existence, 
one in France, for instance, and they should apply to this country 
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with an entire abrogation of its sovereignty by the destruction of 
all the rights of its people, with a total dissolution of its political 
society, and the Government of the United States should, through 
its Congress, pass a joint resolution accepting themas a Territory, 
what would prevent that nation, whose life has been destroyed, 
through another expression and another form of government, re- 
pudiating that transaction and assuming the normal condition of 
its life? That is just exactly what these people of Hawaii can do. 
The revolutionary government has tendered a surrender of the 
sovereignty of that people; another government can be called into 
existence and repudiate it. 

Then what comes? You are obliged, then, to bas! a the force, 
the conquering power of this Government, and reduce it to your 
possession by conquest. That is the only way, except by purchase, 
that this Government can acquire territory and make it a part of 
the national domain. 5 R 

Then you are confronted also, if you take possession of this 
republic, the territory of Hawaii, with the conventions that she 
has made with the other nations of the earth. You can not de- 
stroy them; you can not say, as this resolution does, that they are 
abrogated until this Government makes a new treaty with those 
people with whom the Hawaiian Republic entered into those con- 
ventions. The nation still exists, and those agreements are bind- 
ing upon every government with whom it has entered into a con- 
tract; and this Government can not by accepting it as a Territory 
destroy a single line or a single word of any treaty that that Goy- 
ernment has made with any foreign power. Nations have their 
appointed places marked and set apart as an abiding place for 

em by the Almighty. 4 

It is marked by the lines of the ocean, the courses of the rivers, 
and the range of its mountains. Once a nation always a nation, 
unless, as I have said, it is destroyed by its own inherent decay 
or by violent hands being laid upon it. Its agreements survive as 

long as it survives. b 
e are treating with a power as an intellectual being on an 
ual footing with this Government, We have recognized it. 
We have received its President with distinguished honor. 

We might as well attempt to reduce its sovereignty, to take 
away from those people their constitution, their laws, and their 
officers as for a man to enter into a contract with a sane man who 
in that contract should say, I will abdicate the God-given gift of 
my personality and pore myself under the charge of a curator.” 
He might make such a contract with the expectation of having 
his sanity judicially inquired into and an order of interdiction 
issued to get rid of his contracts, but would any court for a mo- 
ment entertain the idea that such a subterfuge could abrogate or 
annul any contract that that individual had entered into? 

But the Republic of Hawaii comes here and says: I will abro- 
gate my sovereignty; I will destroy that period in my develop- 
ment when I haye reached a nation’s strength and vigor and have 
been recognized by the nations of the earth, and I put myself 
under the charge of the Government of the United States as my 
curator, and I will annul all the contracts, treaties, conventions, 
and obligations I have made.” ; 

Suppose a political subdivision should, in an attempt to get rid 

`of the obligations which it had entered into, go to the State gov- 
ernment and surrender every privilege it had received from the 
State and ask to be made only a taxing district to aid and assist 
in the support of the State government. Is there a lawyer on 
this floor who would say that that municipality, that that polit- 
ical subdivision, could get rid of its obligations in such a way? 

If Hawaii comes in as a Territory, if the joint resolution should 
unfortunately pass, it will necessarily, under our system, have to 

be controlled by a Territorial legislature. Are those people fit for 
such a government as that even? Are they competent to make 
decent, Tagak capable legislators? Will there not be reenacted 
in that country the same history that we had in thé Southern 
States during the era of reconstruction? Every adventurer, every 
man without culture and without character, every ambitious 
politician, will flock to that country, and an era of crime and de- 
bauchery will ensue that will again bring disgrace and discredit 
to American institutions, make a mockery of republican govern- 
ment, and threaten with destruction the few decent and honor- 
able people who may seek that place for a home. : 

But it is the intention unquestionably, if it is erected into a 
Territory, to give it at no distant day power and authority to 
frame a constitution rig mete to ad ion into the Union of 
the United States. Mr. urston, the Hawaiian agent at Wash - 
ington, says, speaking of the treaty: 

It does not provide for Statehood. It will be a question for our successors, 
not for us to settle. 

How long will that time be postponed? Not any longer than 
the political party which has power in this Government finds it 
necessary to admit it in order to get its political strength and to 
place Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States. A rotten borough, oriental, ignorant, diseased, corrupt 
peor sending votes here to elect the President and Vice-President 
of the United States. This is not mere conjecture, for the history 


of this country proves that one of the dangers which must be 
i 


avoided if possible is the readiness to admit any community for 
political p , without reference to intelligence or to numbers, 
that can send Representatives to Congress. e consummation 
of such a policy would be an absolute injustice to the other States 
of this Union. It would destroy that equality which ought to 
exist among all the States. To have 100,000 people, two-thirds of 
whom or more are Asiatics, Le kris on this floor upon the 
same equality with the other States of the Union would be such 
an Seay as was never contemplated in our form of Govern- 
men 

Weare, Mr. President, adopting a policy totally unsuited to our 
condition. The annexation of Hawaii is only a commencement. 
The Philippines will follow. Cuba, Puerto Rico, the Canaries, 
all the Spanish possessions; and having these, under this new 

licy we will soon find occasion to wrest the Azores and the Ma- 

eiras and Cape Verde from Portugal. We have a sufficient num- 
ber of domestic questions to occupy our attention for the next two 
hundred years, and we should solve all political and social ques- 
tions which are presented to us before we venture to other conti- 
nents or midocean in search of other territory. We have a labor 
proposition which daily confronts us, and which will require the 
utmost patriotism and the best intellects of this country to solve. 
We have the question of labor and cart which more than once, 
in my opinion, has threatened the stability of society and the ex- 
istence of this Government. 

We have in the South a different race from the intelligent race 
also occupying that section. We will have to solve the race prob- 
lem, which is a most serious one, before we can go abroad and 
engage with new and perplexing ones. We have had to resort to 
every means and every method to prevent the ascendency of that 
race in order to preserve the civilization of one-half of the terri- 
8 of the United States. Those efforts are still to be continued 
and that problem will be an ever-present one to us for the next 
hundred years, and Southern men and Southern statesmen should 
direct their attention to its solution instead of aiding and assist- 
ing in the creation of others which will divert attention from the 
conditions existing there and which may weaken the efforts that 
have already been made to preserve our civilization, our character, 
and our honor. 

Then, too, we have in this country representatives from all na- 
tions, a heterogeneous population, men of different races, speak- 
ing different tongues, and it requires, so I have been told, in the 

estern States, where large numbers of European immigrants 
have settled, the second or third generation before they become 
thorough American citizens. They 3 coming among us. Wel- 
come, og Pied ought to be—in order to build up the waste 

is country, but we need time in order to make this 
eterogeneous population homogeneous and mold them inte one 
great erican manhood. 

Then we have economic questions which are unsettled and which 
will necessarily become more involved by the extension of our 
territory beyond its present limits. The question of tariff has 
never yet been settled, and this country has no settled policy as 
to the means of raising revenue. The monetary system is un- 
settled and will require many years of intelligent inquiry and 
earnest effort before we can formulate a policy that Will be ac- 
ceptable to all the people. All these questions, which ought to'be 
settled definitely and for all time, will become more complex and 
more dangerous as we go beyond our territorial limits and annex 
new territory, with new questions coming back to us to make 
those which we have under solution the more confounding. 

By this acquisition of territory we will n ily become in- 
volved in entanglements with other nations. It can not be 
avoided. Already we are threatened with complications with 
foreign powers because of our presence in the Philip ine Islands, 
What will be the consequence? This country will become an 
armed camp. Instead of 125,000 volunteers under arms at Chat- 
tanooga, New Orleans, and Tampa, there will not be a village in 
the country that will not be occupied by the Federal soldiery, 
waiting for an opportune time to be sent against a foreign foe, in 
order to protect our foreign possessions. It will become an 
armed cree with more power and probably with more dire con- 


in 


sequences are now inflicted upon Germany with its immense 
standing army, occupying every village and every hamlet in that 
ire. 
e have power enough if we will concentrate it, Our wealth 
is untold. e have a commerce increasing every year until it 


will overshadow that of all other nations combined. We have an 
internal commerce greater probably than that of any nation of 
the earth, ter probably than the foreign commerce of Great 
Britain. this strength, this vigor, n but concentration at 
home, the husbanding thereof, in order to make us invincible 
against the world. Dissipate this, destroy it, and transfer it to 
the sea, and we will become weak and puny and be exhausted by 
constant and continuous war, disturbing our social life, inter- 
rupting our commercial intercourse, and, worst of all, destroying 
the liberty of the citizen. 
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These colonial possessions are 
itself, because of the extravagance that will be transferred to 
that island, judging from the experience of the past, when ad- 
venturers have gonad to fasten themselves — — a com- 
munity, will involve an expense to us as great, I e, as the 
maintenance of the government of the State of New York. It 
cost Louisiana under an alien government $19,000,000 a year. 
For that government, 2,100 miles from the shores of this country, 
the expense will sum up to the same amount. The necessary ex- 
pense of kroning ag an army and navy to protect the colonial 

ossessions will tupt this country in the very incipiency of 
its existence. It has hardly yet passed from its youth. It has 
bnt reached its manhood, and yet we are reaching out to impair 
the strength of this nation and destroy it in its young manhood. 


ive. To keep Hawaii 


I believe, Mr. President, it would be an interesting subject to | and 


study the colonial policies of the world and ascertain at what pe- 
riod the nations which adopted such a policy reached the zenith 
of their strength, and then note the hour of their decay. I believe 
it will be found coincident with the 3 of its apparent great- 
est wealth. No nation of the world has ever passed its bound- 
aries has not been driven back to them, and no nation has adopted 
a colonial policy 755 has aa = the seeds of ot Mony- -ERa 
to-day is reaping the rew: aggressive policy. e 
remained within her limits, with that i t manhood of 
the nation, with her wealth and her genius, she might have pre- 
served intact in Europe the Empire of Charles V. s 

I believe to-day that England is weakened by her colonial pol- 
icy. I believe her statesmen are aware of that fact. I do not be- 
lieye they would attempt the ea regen of additional 3 
unless it were in defense of that which they already have or w. 
should come to her by historical accident, pretty much the way in 
which all of her territorial acquisitions have been made, 

I apprehend, Mr. President, that the foreign policy which is to 
be inau will affect every material interest of this country. 
I believe by destroying home interests we will lose more than we 

ibly can gain by any foreign possession which we may acquire 
treaty, by purchase, or by uest. i 
I will read here in this connection an article from the Spring- 
field (Mass.) Republican of December 12, 1897: 
THE BETRAYAL OF THE HOME MARKET. 
interest as x 
e 
middie and far West. Its im ts are now ded in a few sec- 


under the e: on of the American sugar-refining 
. tan Weak teat that they must struggle in vain. They are 


present Democratic 
faith with the sugar producers of this country. The 
‘ayors such protection as will lead to the production on A 


dent! 


havo $ if it is not a false promise. Repu’ 
means, a 3 

impose, if given the power, protective duties on all impo: 
9 — 
eee 
„ ighty stream to the — 


ship of the tariff ies? 4 
ip oi 0 as the . = — — 
ve virtues for which Mr. y so 
s ent of all> But e ma that the beet- 
r interests now assembling at Washin will be al being ye Ac 
in She Hawatisn, business. e 
What a situa’ ! Thehome market 
betrayed in ˙ of tis friands; and the Hane Market Cab of 


Mr. President, the pr annexation of Hawaii has attracted 
already the attention of farmers’ organizations throughout the 
country. Some of these, in a letter written to Hon. J. W. Waps- 
WORTH, chairman of the Committee on Agriculture of the House 
of Representatives, write as follows: 


HAWAII AND THE AMERICAN FARMERS. 


Hon. J. W. WADSWORTH, 
Chairman House Committee on Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Str: In the name of the farmers of America, nearly 1,000,000 of whom 
are our clients, we solemnly protest against the policy of colonization which 
it is proposed to inaugurate $ annexing Hawaii. This poliey would at once 
expose us to embroilment with other nations. It w vastly magnify. the 
power and expense of our Army and Navy. It would perpetuate increased 

es. It would ina C 
a debasement of the blood, that could not fail to in time affect the physical 
mental stamina of our people at home. 

It would be un-American, unwise, unconstitutional, and in results un- 
2 of the effort. On still higher grounds a colonial policy is objectiona- 
ble. It would degenerate the 8 for humanity into a 

of 2 This would lower the United States before the world, 

our own people would be still worse. Again, the 

more our le are to indorse the policy of expansion, the more will 

terests be neglected. Under such a policy, no expanse will be 

spared on Army and Navy, but how about those home interests that vitally 

concern everybodyevery day? Better roads and improved waterways, more 

mails free delivery, a better banking system, better education, reform of 

ion d co extortion—all 

Monopoly in various forms 

progress would hold high carnival at home while 
bout our colonies abroad. 


embark Y The cooly labor of these 
tropical ies, directed by capable overseers, and their products manipu- 
lated by world-wide trusts, would close up every beet-sugar proposition and 
cane-sugar mill in the United States. The growing and mannfacture of 
5 and cigars, one ot the — interests of the United States, 
biking FVV sons Bo d ked in 

p, an T crops w: so y u: and wor) 
the East and these ind 


the United States or pe: te the low prices which have for a year past 
brought only disaster to the cotton planter, factor, manufacturer, or opera- 
tive. Please this promptly to official attention of the House before 


vote is taken. 
Respectfully submitted in the farmers’ behalf. 
President Ora z Judd Com 
Editor American Agriculturist, o} 
Editor J Farmer, of ly 
Editor New pip Homestead, of Springfield. 
It has no less attracted the attention of the labor tions, 
They believe that it will be the means of ing the labor of the 


United States into discredit. I read a letter from the president of 
the American Federation of Labor: 


HAWAII AND AMERICAN LABOR. 


AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., June 11, 1898. 
DEAR SIR: Inasmuch as the House of Representatives has now under con- 
waiian Islands 


sideration a bill for the annexation of the Ha’ the United 

States, and since there are a number of features involving principles affect- 
ing the working of our country on to annex 

= — 5 fi e s Hone — 

as as afew o ons 

W. the del n sits tha conventional tia Anais OES 


prom: 

Of Laber, hold at Nash Tenn., December 15 to 21, 1897, to protest against 
re Hawaii to tho United States ne . t 50,000 
5 a wall contains abou 

contract To DUEN DOE eee 
apanese. 
About 20 per cent Portuguese from Azore Islands, anà South Sea Island- 


ers. = 
Some of the features of the contracts under which these 50,000 laborers 


work in Hawaii may be briefly stated here: 
1. The terms of the con usually run for seven years. 
55 have no right to change their employers or leave their 


en 

Teen t the contract to labor is specifically enforceable by the laws of 
4. That 4 ae S Rora ee ison for desertion from labor is 

added to the of the life of the to labor. 
TS are co) in gangs of from twelve to sixteen, each gang 
—.— an overseer on A with a whip, with which diligence to 
The overwhelming number of contract slave laborers in Hawaii is em- 
ployed in the su; industry, and the master employers have always insisted 
dustry can not be sunssmfnily conducted wi out this 


yet if Hawaii should become annexed to the 
laborers may not be eee and if the 
tates permi 


a to the free institutions of our country, there is 
the extension of the same 
Louisiana 


It more than twen organization, agitation, 
and to the ese, 


education tively close the gates of our coun’ 
The wisdom of that legislation has been demonstrated, un there are few, if 


mat or now advocate its re 

annexation of would, with one stroke of the pen, obliterate 

that beneficent legislation and open wide our gates, which would threaten an 

inundation of Mongolians to overwhelm the free laborers of our sparta E 
The annexation of Hawaii to the United States would be th 

side with the free States of America, and, in the lan- 


f 
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8 d ind: — t e 
ndent we 
The f sae gis pen tted in the name and by the authority of the Ameri- 


can Federation of Labor. 
pectfull SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
NETE 85 President 


Hon. THOMAS B. REED. 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada. Will the Senator from Lonisiana yield 
to me for a few moments? 
McENERY. Certainly. 


TIMBER SEIZURES IN ARKANSAS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report 
back favorably, and I ask for = the t consideration of, the 
resolution submitted by the Senator Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Jones of Arkansas 
was read, as follows: 

Resto, That the arar pone on eyo euthoried and full committee or any 


duct of 8. 
233 the con uct o Sne peis er 


fhe Btala £ 5 ther locali for a thorough investi. 
visit the State o! or other n — 
gation of the subject, 8 is asira Toeality necessary for personsand papers, 


to administer oaths, and stenographer, and the necessary expenses 
8 shall be d out pte the contingent fund fund —— the Senate, upon vouch- 
ers to be approved by the chairman 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 5 in the chair). Is 
there objection to the pom consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. HANSBROUG: I think the resolution ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. It is a matter of very 
t importance, and the Committee on Public Lands should 


consider the question as to whether it is proper to make this in- 
vestigation. Then, if it thinks it is a . to make, 
it will ain the resolution back 3 let the Senate 
ass upon 

5 The RESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the imme- 
diate consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I 5 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from North Dakota 
will allow me to make a suggestion, I do not think he will object. 
This resolution simply authorizes the Committee on Public Lands 


to act in this matter. I have no doubt the discretion will be in 
the committee. They arenot compelled to take action in the mat- 


ter unless there is rede a condition of things shown as to make it 

ner, HAN YSBROUGH. a ee d‘,ects the committee to 
make the investigation. the committee should take 
it under consideration. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am perfectly willing that the com- 
mittee shall take it under consideration, sf I should like to have 
it adopted with the distinct un derstanding in the Senate that the 
committee shall take it under consideration and do what in its 
F the circumstances. t is 
all I ask. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. But the resolution directs the Commit- 
= sig a en Tht, to oe the investiga bares aeren iat — Senator 

m Washington ILSON] suggests me o not believe 
the Committee on —— 8 to di- 
rect the Committee on Public Lands or any me pecan to 
make an investigation of any given 3 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. is nothing of the sort pro- 


, Mr. President. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is practically a direction to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is nothing of the kind. The law 
requires that whenever there is a proposition made for an investi- 
gation of this kind, or for rU g to makean a 
ture from the contingent fund s Senate, it must go 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses oe 
the Senate to consider that feature of the case, That is all. 

al JONES of Neyada. That is all. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think the rule does not require that 
such a resolution shall go first to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the te, 

p JONES of Arkansas. Itdoes. The law requires it, not the 
rule 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think the proper course would be for 
the resolution to go to the committee having those matters in 


charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will that, 
whatever the proper construction of the rule yao be, e resolu- 
tion did 3 it is reported back. The cone 


mittee does not direct the in , but the Senate directs it 
if it passes the resolution. 15 there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I want to object unless it is thoroughly 
understood as to whether, if the Senate —— resolution, the 
Committee on Public Lands is thereby to make the in- 
vestigation. If that is the effect of the passage of the resolution, 
I demand that the resolution shall be sent to the Committee on 
Public Lands before it is aie before the Senate for final action. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. e matter will be subject to the 
discretion of the Committee on Public Lands. I so understand 
it, and so mean it. That is e in the matter, and I have no 
doubt that the Committee on Public Lands will do what ought to 

one. 


bed 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest to the Senator that he permit 
the resolution to go to the Committee on Public Lands first. We 
shall have a meeting of the committee on Monday, and the resolu- 

tion will be back either favorably or unfavorably. 
Mr. CAR I suggest, if the intent of the resolution is as 
indicated by the ‘Senator from Arkansas, that it in terms should 
pe a the Committee on Public Lands may, in its discre- 
ion. If that is the real meaning and 

3 resolution, let it be so expressed. 
of Arkansas. I have no objection to that modifica- 


tion be so amended. 


intent ana 


Mr. CARTER. Let the — 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 3 objection, the resolu- 
tion will be modified ion of the Senator 
from Montana. The resolution as 3 will be read. 
The SECRETARY. If amended, the resolution would read: 
6 Committee on Public Lands may, in its discretion, 
thereof, be, and it mig ees is, authorized 
oo to investignte the conduct of Special Agent 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ng to 
the resolution as modified. e 
Mr. HAN SBROUGH. What was the modification? I did not 
catch the exact change. 
Mr. BERRY. The words in its discretion” are inserted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
na from North a that the modification was the insertion 


of the oe tin its discretion.” 
Mr. McBRIDE. I suggest that the words and directed” be 
a oy out. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Task the Secretary to read the resolu- 
tion once more. 
f: 5 SECRETARY, The. resolution as now matted Teads as 
ollows: 


That the Committee on Public Lands ma: in ite deere by 
3 subcommittee — 96 
cial Agent C. A. M. ierholz, etc. 


5 HANSB ROUGH. I have no objection to the resolution in 
at form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


AGREEMENT WITH SEMINOLE NATION OF INDIANS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. L ask leave to submit a conference 
on a Senate bill, = I should like to have disposed of. 
for its Had pend consideration. 

AVIS. Will it lead to any debate? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it will lead to no debate. I think 
the report can be of in a minute. 

The Secretary the report, as follows: 

a ot the Hous oa nang votes of the two Houses 
on amendments o ouse * ) to ra the agreement 


the Seminole Nation o Indians, having 
agreed to recommend and do recom- 


ask 


respective Houses as f 
That the House recede from all . 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
JAMES K. JONES, 


. H. 3 ` 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


8 the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

|‘ EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there is no further legislative business to be 
transacted this afternoon, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifty-two minutes spent in 


executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock p.m. 2 
fo Senate adjourned until — nas, June 24, 1 
o'clock 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 23, 1898. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


John W. Oast, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector of steam 
vanas for the third district, to succeed W. H. Murdaugh, re- 
moved. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Walter J. Reed, of Cle Elum, Wash., to be 
office at North Yakima, Wash., vice Andrew 
expired. 


ter of the land 
. Snelling, term 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Ensign George N. Hayward, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in 
the Navy, from the 13th day of May, 1898 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles P, 
Eaton, promoted. 

Ensign Samuel S. Robison, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in 
the Navy, from the 23d day of 1 1898 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) John M. 
Ellicott, promoted. 

Ensign Henry K. Benham, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in 
the Navy, from the 27th day of April, 1898 (subject to the exami- 
nations required by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry 
George, promoted. 

Ensign Charles F. Hughes, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in 
the Navy, from the 27th day of April, 1898, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) derick L. Chapin, promoted. 

Commander John Schouler, to bea captain in the Navy, from the 
5th day of June, 1898, vice Capt. Charles V. Gridley, deceased. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY—SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


Capt. James Nicholas Allison, co: of subsistence, to be 
commissary of subsistence with the rank of major, May 11, 1898, 
vice Sharpe, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT, 


First Lieut. Robert Lee Bullard, Tenth Infantry, to be commis- 
sary of subsistence with the rank of captain, June 22, 1898, vice 
Allison, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
To be assistant quartermaster with the rank of captain, 
Raymond Sulzer, of New Jersey. 
To be commissary of subsistence with the rank of captain. 
William F. Dunn, of Wyoming. 
WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn June 23, 1898. 
Walter B. Barker, of 3 to be ge in the Tenth Regi- 


ment, United States Volunteer fantry, which was delivered to 
the Senate on the 22d instant. 
CONFIRMATIONS, 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 23, 1898. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
FIRST REGIMENT, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be lieutenant-colonel, 
Harper H, McCaleb, of Texas, 
To be majors. 


Robert A. Rogers, of Texas. 
William T. Levy, of Texas. 


To be surgeon with the rank of major. 
William F. Starley, of Texas. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Henry A, Ingalls, of Texas. 
To be chaplain, 
James M, Kirwin, of Texas. 


To be captains, 


Bryant K. Goree, of Texas. 
Frederic J. Cooke, of Texas. 
Juan S. Hart, of Texas. 
William D 
Grant R. Bennett, of Texas, - 
Frank A, Ryan, of Texas, : 


. Anderson, of Texas, 


Amos D. Sparkman, of Texas, 
Etienne de P, Bujac, of Texas, 
Stephen P, Allen, of Texas, 
Edwin K. Marrast, of Texas, 
Green W. Butler, of Texas, 
Jesse L, Hall, of Texas, 

To be first lieutenants, 
Charles F. Neill, of Texas. 
Joseph Y. Johnson, of Texas, 
John O'Keeffe, of Texas. 
Benjamin C. Riely, of Texas. 
Horace Booton, of Texas. 
Charles §. Dulin, of Texas, 
John F. Melton, of Texas. 
Thomas E. Blackmore, of Texas, 
Taylor M. Reagan, of Texas. 
Arthur F. Symins, of Texas. 
Frank D. Tompkins, of Texas, 
Thomas N. Devine, of Texas, 


To be second lieutenants, 


David C. McCaleb, of Texas, 
Duble Chubb, of Texas. 
Joseph McA. Power, of Texas, 
William S. Sinclair, of Texas, 
George H. Dakin, of Texas, 
John W. B, Smith, of Texas. 
Francis P. Tiernan, of Texas, 
John S. Hoover, of Texas. 
Joseph T. Maloney, of Texas, 
John J. Tierney, of Texas. 
Frederick E. Matley, of Texas. 
John U. Rogers, of Texas, 


THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be majors, 
Frank Gordon, of Georgia, 
Thomas S. Wylly, of Georgia. 
To be chaplain, 

Daniel H. Parker, of Georgia. 

To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Joseph A. Guinn, of Georgia. 

To be second lieutenants. © 


William Nehu, Company D, Eighth United States Infantry, 
John H, Estell, jr., of Georgia 52 


SIXTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major, 
Frank P, Robinson, of Tennessee. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
Benjamin W. Arnett, jr., of Ilinois. 
TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be captains, 


‘Crandall Mackay, of South Carolina. 


Albert J. Woude, of Louisiana, 


To be second lieutenant, 
Winfield S. Brown, of Ohio. 


FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 


To be captains, 


Samuel Rodman, of New York. 
Richard Esmond, of New York. 


To be first lieutenants, 


Alexander Dow, of New York. 

William Robinson Molinard, of Maryland, 
J gt R. Haskin, of New York, 
Frederick R. Slater, of New York. 

John Griswold Livingston, of New York, 
James Elliott Hewes, of Maryland. 
Archibald R. Livingston, of New York. 
Allan A. Robbins, of New York. 

Sanford Lockwood Cluett, of New York. 


To be second lieutenants, 


John George Morgan, of Pennsylvania, 
Mathew Maury Corbin, of Maryland, 


1898. 


Daniel Green Morton, of Maryland. 
Louis Birely Hamilton, of the District of Columbia, 
William Hopkins, of the District of Columbia. 
TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTRER INFANTRY. 
To be captain. 

Charles L. Beatty, of the District of Columbia. 

TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTER. 
John R. Lynch, of Mississippi. 

THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be captain. 
Lewis H. Mattair, of Florida. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Michael S. Murray, commissary sergeant, United States Army. 
To be second lieutenant. 
William D. Pasco, of Florida. 
TO BE BRIGADE SURGEON WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR. 

Ernest Taylor Tappey, of Michigan. 

TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTERS, 
Frederic C. Lord, of Nevada. 
John C. Krause, of Ohio. 


Henry J. May, of Ohio. 
Edward A. Bigelow, of Illinois. 


TO BE ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 
Maj. Thomas H. Barry, assistant adjutant-general, United 
States Army. 


TO BE JUDGE-ADVOCATE WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT- 
COLONEL, 


Maj. Enoch H. Crowder, judge-advocate, United States Army. 


TO BE CHIEF ENGINEER WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT- 
* COLONEL. 


First Lieut. Charles L. Potter, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army. 


TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF LIEUTENANT- 
COLONEL. 


Capt. Charles W. Whipple, Ordnance Department, United States 
Army. 


TO BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 
Walter Allen, of Colorado. 
FIFTH REGIMENT, 
To be major. 
Hernan D. Money, of Mississippi. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Ella B. Elliott, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 
Butler and State of Ohio. 

Susan C. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Fort Dodge, in the 
eounty of Webster and State of Iowa. 

Charles S. Robinson, to be og at Lonsdale, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 

John H. Caswell, to be postmaster at Narragansett Pier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island. 

James E. Bowen, to be postmaster at Central Falls, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 23, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10290. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a court of private land claims, and to provide for the set- 
tlement of private land claims in certain States and Territories,” 


approved March 3, 1891, and the act amendatory thereto, approved 
Fe 21,1998, 9 ee 
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H. R. 8541. An act to define the rights of purchasers of the Belt 
Railway, and for other purposes; 

R. 10209. An act to amend an act of Congress approved March 
2, 1893, entitled “An act to provide a permanent system of high- 
ways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of 
cities,” and for other purposes; 

H. R. 1037, An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
across Niagara River; 

H. Res. 251. Joint resolution relating to the purchase of law 
books, books of reference, periodicals, and newspa for the 
military information division, Adjutant-General’s Office; 

H. R. 10608. An act to amend section 10 of an act approved April 
22, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for temporarily increasing 
the military establishment of the United States in time of war, 
and for other purposes;” and 

H. R. 6148. An act to amend the charter of the Eckington and 
Soldier’s Home SAWAT ORRY of the District of Columbia, 
and the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

S. 2916. An act relating to the Washington, Woodside and Forest 


Glen Railway and Power Company, of Montgomery County, Md.; 
S. 3871. An act to authorize the Montgomery-Elmore Bridge 


and Improvement Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.; 

S. 2785. An act for the relief of Blanche T. Hunton; 

S. 1895. An act for the relief of the heirs of Thomas J. Chace and 
Thomas J. Chace, jr., late of Monticello, Fla. 

S. R. 175. Joint resolution providing for the printing of addi- 
tional copies of certain volumes of decisions of the Department of 
the Interior relating to public lands for sale and distribution. 

S. R. 168. Joint resolution to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury to refund and return to the pion, Milwaukee 
and St. Paul Railway N 815,335.76, in accordance with the 
decision of the Secretary of the Interior dated March 3, 1898; 

S. 4750. An act greng right of rey sarougi the Pike's Peak 
Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to the Cripple Creek 
District Railway pegs egal 

S. 2678. An act for the relief of Lizzie Hagny, as administratrix 
of the estate of Frank B. Smith, deceased; 

S. 4759. An act to authorize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 
Railway Company to 8 and restore the channel of the 
South Canadian River, in Indian Territory, at the crossing of 
said railroad; 

S. 1726. An act concerning attorneys and marshals of the United 
States; and 

S. 4738. An act to authorize the Kansas, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Chilocco Indian eee Territory of Oklahoma, and for 
other purposes. i 


PAN-AMERICAN EXPOSITION, CAYUGA ISLAND, 1001. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 141. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 141) regarding the holding of a pan- 
American exposition in the year 1901 upon Cayuga Island, be- 
tween the cities of Buffalo and Niagara Falls, in the State of New 
York, to illustrate the development of the Western Hemisphere 
during the nineteenth century, was read, with the amendment 
bs 5 by the committee. 

r. AL ER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is this bill before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution just read. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


B. 
B “age 
Mr, ALEXANDER, Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? 
Certain! 


Mr. BARTLETT. y. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Iam about to offer an amendment which 

. — obviate the objection which was made by the gentleman from 
exas. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will hear the amendment read. The gen- 
tleman from Texas was sick yesterday evening, and is not here 
this morning. 8 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment, the right 
to object being reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 2; numter section 3 as section 2 and section 4 as 
section 3. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The objection which Se from 
Texas had to this bill was based entirely upon ion 2. I learned 
upon consultation with him that if that section was stricken out 
he would not object to the passage of the bill, 
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83 Bariin Sis a ona URAS DORNAS Sat invita- | The bill was read, as follows: 
ons to fore overnmen 5 8 That section u 
Mr. DER. . sir. The gentleman from Texas, 3 —— Ar Sie . —— ‘Missouri Biver at the 
when this matter was that the Secretary of | city of Yankton, S. and the act of May 28, 1894, amendatory thereof, 
Slate would — in any any event toextend suck invitations; |379 hereby amended so ae to reed an follows: authorized 


and mogan; upon interview with the Secretary of State, it 
was learned that such was the case and that section 2 was not 


necessary. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Be stricken out, agro to wit the assurance that section 2 would 
stricken out, ee to withdraw his objection? 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Les, sir. 
Mr. HAY. I think the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bees) 
ht to be here. 
* „ The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
objec 


BRIDGE ACROSS Sr. LOUIS RIVER NEAR FOND DU LAC, 


Mr. MORRIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


277... a t OE ER a E ANT 
t. Louis, in the State of to build, or authorize the building 
of, afoot and wagon bridge across across the St. Louis River between Minnesota 
and Wisconsin, at a — de Lac in said State of Minnesota,” 

approved June 11. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 3 
8 section 6 of an act entitled “An act to 
= igra wie En f. eee 

4 o of, a and wagon 


Mr. MORRIS. The sole object of this bill is to extend for one 
year from the lith of the 8 month the time for beginning 
the construction of this 

888 no obj hg tothe considera- 
tion of the Dill, whic Sras dered fo be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was 1 1 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MO S, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. WANGER. T ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Aun (H. R. to amend an act entitled E pinaragan i ha — 
— — Roun . to construct and. maintain . PAP 
Goma River, between the > State of Oregon and the State of — 
and to establish it as a post road.” 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House o, Representatives 
of America in Congress assembled, That “Anact tows Oregon and 
‘ashin; Brid Company fo‘construct and maint 
2 ab „ A March 24 1200, be, and the same | De 
to 
is hereby, hae wong ty . 
daf ter March 24, 


The amendments reported by 9 Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce were read, as follows: 

In line 16 strike ou ee ee ee eee one year; 
also strike out the saat “from” in the same lin 

Strike out all of line 17 except the word and” atthe end of the line. 

In line 19 strike out the word “four” and in place thereof insert the word 
“three; ” also strike out the last three words, twenty- fourth day,” in same 

Strike ont all of line Wand in place thereof insert the words “date of ap- 
proval of this act.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and and pase, 

On motion of Mr. WANGER, a motion to reconsi 
vote was laid on the table, 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, YANKTON, S. DAK, 


Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, I ask —— consent for 
tho present consideration of the bill (S. 3368 time 
for tho construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 

ankton, S 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 


EC. bridge herein 
is not completed within two years from the 22d day of Fate, 1898.” 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. - 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
— this bill does not seem to have been reported by the House 


5 KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, it has not = reported; but I 
spoke to the chairman of the committee, and h to make a 
statement on the floor that there was no 3 why it should not 
be reported and passed. He said that there would be no further 
meeting of the committee at this session, and we are very anxious 
to have it passed. 

The SPEAKER. Who is the chairman? 

Mr. KNOWLES. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 
I do not see him here, but that was the statement he made to 
me. 

This is simply an extension of the time for the construction of 
the p bridge already authorized by law. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and was or- 
dered 1o K LREN: readin reading; and being read the third time, it was 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous consent 
to fix next Tu for the consideration of bills reported 

from the Committee on tary Affairs, and I will be ga glad 
to read the numbers of the bills and have them 


passage is imperatively demanded in the interest of f both efficiency 
and economy. 

One of them is for the increase of the Ordnance Department; 
this is a permanent increase. The report sets out exactly the 
nature of the increase, and I will say that, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War and the Committee on Military Affairs, this 
increase is made necessary by reason of the increased work in the 

Department kamen is entirely independent of the prose- 
cution of the t war. 

Another is for an increase in the Engineer Department, and I 
think every member of the House will recognize that this is neces- 
sary on an examination of the facts. 

Another is for a ioe a a of in the Inspector-General’s 
Department, making an of three officers for the war 
only. Another is for an increase of the Quartermaster-General’s 

ty soap ge and affects the service only during the present war 

or one year thereafter. 

e ee is for 2 for any eo = religious de- 
nomination, in War, = build a 
chapel at hind Point. That is st gegen a war heats I am in- 
structed by the committee, however, to ask that it be taken up 
for present „55 

Another is a proposition fixing the rank and allowances of vol- 
unteer chaplains in the Army. The law meee 4 provides for sar d 
for such o in the Regular Army where they are not moun 
The general law provides salaries for post chaplains, who do not 
aye oth ition to the grade of mili 

Another is a proposition to revive store- 
— for the-present time only. 8 

Now, I ask unanimous eee that next Tuesday be set apart 
for the consideration of these bills and others, the numbers and 
titles of which I will insert in the RECORD with my remarks. 

Mr. HANDY. Does that include the Inspector-General's bill? 

aah ee It does. 

These bills, I understand, are reported unani- 
mons ooo th the committee, are they not? 
No; I think the gentleman oe aes ee op- 

sed to the bill making a permanent increase in the Ordnance 
and Engineer Departments. But my understanding is that the 
9 are rted unanimously. 
MAHON, If the gentleman will exclude the sectarian bill 
ore will be no objection. We do not want to waste a day on 
fruitless discussion of a bill of that kind at this time. 

Mr. SULZER. Which bill is that? 


Mr. MAHON. For providing hay 
or rather allowing any religious denomina „ 
ere. ~ 


1898. 


Mr. SULZER. Are you opposed to that? 
Mr. MAHON. No matter whether I am opposed to it or not. 


“Why should you bring it in in this way? 
Mr. SULZER. That bill was 


y from the 
committee and should at once. There be no objection 
to it when it is un F it. 

Mr. HULL. I am willing to withdraw that because of the 


mittee, to call up this bill. It ought to now. 


Episcopal Church in a matter not half as 
ination as this measure is to the communicants of another faith, I 
will object to the meget of the gentleman from Iowa if the West 
Point bill is exclud 


uest of the chairman of the Military 
and ought to be granted. We can take up and pass all these bills 
next Tuesday. 

Mr. H Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentleman from 
New York that that is the only bill in the list that we can take up 
when the committee is called. 

Mr. MAHANY. Yes, but the chairman of the — Com- 
mittee understands very well that the for a of the 
committee is very remote at this late s the session. 

Mr. HULL. We came within a very short distance of reaching 
it the other day. But I will withdraw none of the bills the com- 
— instructed me to call up. They can all stand or fall to- 
gether. 

Mr. HAY. I think there will be no objection on this side of the 
House to the consideration of any of these bills which have for 
their object the increasing of thenecessary force of the Army dur- 
ing the war, but I ask the gentleman to eliminate from his re- 
quest any bill which is of a permanent character and which per- 
manently increases any branch of the service. I think that ought 
to be done hereafter. If that will be doneas piv ye matter, 
I do not think any objection will be made; but if he wants to 


in an that increases any department permanently, 
then I think that ought to be in the future. I do not think an 
objection will be hich 


on this side of the House to any bill w 
is reported for the purpose of meeting the emergencies 


arise. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Which are the bills in this list that per- 
manently increase the Army? 

Mr. HAY. The ordnance bill. 

. MAHANY. De SORES Set he ojenin ot the gen- 

tleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] is withdrawn 

Mr. HAY. I made no objection. 

Mr. MAHANY. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
1 object? 

Mr. ON. 


. Imake no objection, 
. Then I will bject. 


which now 


Mr. not o 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 

tleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] that Tuesday, after the reading of 

the Journal, be set a for the consideration of the bills which 

he has stated to the House? 

N HAY, Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will with- 
Ww — 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] is a 
member of the committee, and he knows that I am simply obey- 
ing the instructions of the committee, and that I have no right to 
withdraw any of the bills which I have been instructed by the 
committee to bring forward. The gentleman from Virginia was 
the only member of the committee who voted against the in- 
structions. 

Mr. HAY. Iwas. 

Mr. HULL. Iam simply obeying the orders of the Committee 
on cig tard ince 
Pico a I shall not object myself, but I have just made this 

men 

Mr. BERRY. I will ask the gentleman from Iowa if these ap- 
V life? 


They are made in the i Department from those who grad- 
eee oe eres ee Point, and none of them are made from 
8. 


Mr. BERRY. When you a these men, does that create 
vacancies in the Army to be from civil life? 
Mr. HULL, It sis — some promotions. It does not increase 
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the number of officers or do anything except in the way of mak- 
8 romotions to enter this corps. 

. BERRY. I live in avery warlike part of this country. In 
the distribution of lieutenants I understand that the State of New 
and I have only seen three in my own 
should like a little of thé distribution 


able legislation can pass if any gentleman strenuously insists upon 
8 under the rules. I believe that most, pos perhaps all, 
of the bills are meritorious, qualifying my statement only because ~ 
I have no information as to one or two of the bills. I hope there 
will be no objection to the order requested. Gentlemen will have 
ample opportunity, as I have stated, to defeat objectionable legis- 
lation, if there be 


from Hal She HULL], I understand from the gentleman from 
Virginia Hax] that the ordnance does permanently in- 
crease the Army. 


Mr. HULL, It increases the Ordnance Corps. 
Mr. HA. It increases what is known as the Ordnance Corps, 


and in that respect it does increase the Army permanently. 
Mr. HULL. It increases the Ordnance Corps, but not the offi- 
cers of the Arm: 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Outside of that bill, I should like the gen- 
tleman to explain what this military-store bill is. Does that in- 
augurate the old system of sutlers? J 

Mr. HULL. It provides one military storekeeper at Washing- 
ton that we had during the civil war. The bill is urged by the 
President and by the ent. Of course, as has been stated 
by the gentleman from Missouri . DOCKERY], it will be very 
difficult to pass any objectionable legislation with the slim House 
we are sure to have, there will be an opportunity for a 


positions in Washington, and put large expenses upon the oa 
d, 


mag to give consent, if the 
y. 


fourteen years’ service become captains, ess of any vacancy. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman Towa does not un- 

derstand the position I take, which is during war excitement 
matters like these are brought 

Mr. STEELE.. If we can 221 is all right; 

. | but I do object to taking the forenoon in order to find out whether 


an ee ere It becomes a very puerile business. 

HAT. Iwantto make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Iowa, if 1 My on is this 
1 Mr, Speaker, I rise to a point of order. We can 
not I : 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the 
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bills named by the gentleman from Iowa on Tuesday, after the 
reading of the Journal? j 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we can not cometoan agreement with 

the gentleman from Iowa, I will object. : 

; LL, Ican not take those bills out, because I am in- 
formed, and the whole investigation made shows, that these two 
corps of the Army need the increase badly now, and would need 
it badly if the war should close to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the 8 guarantee that he 
will give us ample opportunity on Tuesday to debate the bills and 
offer amendments? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That ought to be done. There ought to 
be the fullest a) aoe for discussion, 

Mr. HULL. Of course; I will do that. 5 

Mr. MAHANV. I would like the chairman to state what he 
means by ‘‘ample time for discussion.“ Is there not a likelihood 
that under this arrangement some of these bills may be debated 
to such an extent that the others will not be reached? 

Mr. STEELE, Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I assume that the gentleman will give oppor- 
tunity for full discussion. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CODDING and Mr, BAIRD objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made on both sides. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Who objected? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 5 [Mr. CoD- 
DING] and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BAIRD]. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged 
motion. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEEP CREEK, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
a 3 of the concurrent resolution which I send to the 
esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No, 18. 


k, ia, from the South Branch of the Eliza 
lock at the Dismal Swamp Canal. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
concurrent resolution? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 

Mr. WISE. I will say to the gentleman who objected to the 
bill that it was introduced by a gentleman on your side, and I 
am asking to take it up by request. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

FRANK DUNN. 


Mr. HENRY of eg seu} fo Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 2419. I want 
to say to the House that I have asked but very little of the House, 
and I would be very glad to have this relief for a Federal soldier. 
I want to get him right on the record, so if he wants to go to the 
war, he can go into action again in the right way. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2419) for the relief of Frank Dunn. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to issue to Corp. Frank Dunn, a nonco: loned officer of the 
Fifth Pennsylvania 8 certificate of honorable as of the 
date of his dishonorable disc’ from the Army, and all disabilities imposed 
upon him by reason of said dishonorable discharge and of the sentences of 
the general court-martial by which he was tried, and the same are hereby, 
remov 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported 
unanimously by the committee, and I ask that it do pass. 

Mr, ST . Iask to haye the report read. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on 2 J Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2419) for the relief of Frank Dunn, having had the same under consideration, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 
tis shown by official documents, hereto attached, that the beneficiary of 
this bill enlisted as a private May 17, 1861, under the name of Frank Henry, 
and served faithfully until mustered out of service with his company May 
24, 1863; also, that he n enlisted May 19, 1864, to serve three years, in Com- 
pany ©, Third d Cavalry, and that he was transferred to Com- 
pany B, Battalion Pennsylvania Caray, which com: - 
ation, afterwards became Company L, Fifth Pennsylvania Cav that he 
served faithfully therein, having attained the rank of sergeant, until dishon- 
5 discharged the service for “disobedience of orders,” September 15, 


It appears that this soldier, with many other noncommissioned officers 
and privates of the Fifth Pennsylvania Cay: when stationed near Rich- 
mond, after the close of the war, refused to 


as ordered on July 12, 1865, 


claiming that they Jere overworked and had not been 
It does not a) 

form other duties. 
alias Charles Simpson, and those found guilty with him, were— 


d for six months. 
inat this soldier, or the others, refused at eye, oon to per- 
The sentence of the court-martial was that Frank Dunn, 


“To be e ee the service of the United States; to for- 
feit to the United States all pay and allowances after the 30th day of A 

5, and to be confined at hard labor at the Dry Tort or such other 
place as the general commanding 


or a 
mation of the ob; of thi 
main 4 Rre under all conditions w onal 
soldiers, and that it is the opinion of your committee that said soldier has cer- 
tainly suffered enough for this — a offense, they recommend the passage 
of the bill with the fo! oying amen ent: 

Provided, That no pay, unty, or other emoluments shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 


Case of Frank Henry, late of the Fourteenth New York Infantry Volunteers, 
and Charles Simpson, late of the Third Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, March 17, 1896. 
It appears from the records of this office that Frank Henry was enrolled 
and mustered into service May 17, 1861, as a private in Company E, Four- 
teenth New York Infantry, to serve two years, and that he served faithfull 
until May 24, 1863, when he was mustered out of service, as a corporal, wi 


e company. 

It also 238 that Charles Simpson was enrolled May 19, 1884, to serve 
three years, and assigned to Company C, Third 1 Cavalry; and 
that he was transferred to Company 5 Battalion T. Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry,in orders dated July 27, isos, which company became, in June, 1865, 
On 3 d tried tater 8 martial, the proceedings 

e was arr’ an ‘ore a general c e 
of which were ulgated in General Court-Martial Orders, No. 621, dated 
September War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, a copy of 
which is hereto attached. 

A report in the case of John M. Querry and other former members of the 
the Committes on Military Affaire, House. of Representatives, July If. 1800, 
e Comm: on ouse o mtatives, Ju 
on H. R. bill No. 1021, Fifty-first first session. et 

Since the date of that report it has been determined by this Department 
that Sergeant Charles Simpson was Let nana fS from se as 
of Company L, Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry, to date September 15, 1865. 

Respecifall bmitted. 


y su 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1895. 
The claim of Frank poral, Compan 


Fifth Pennsylvania 
ed and 


by general court-martial, found — t; 
a pril fo de 


September 15, 7 pay for first service, includin 
settlement of clothing account, ther with $100 bounty, act of July 22, 18815 
but having been mustered out at pl of enlistment, travel allowances were 
not due. He received arrears of pay in second service mber, 1 

Having e in second service after April 2, 1864 (and become entitled 
toa greater bounty than $100), discharged before serving two years for a 
cause other than wounds received in line of duty, expiration of term of sery- 
ice, close of war, or sickness incurred since last e ent, and as his dis- 
charge was a dishonorable one, he is not entitled to veteran bounty under 
joint resolution January 13, 1364, additional bounty under act of July, 28, 1866, 
nor to bounty under any act of Congress. As he received at final discharge 
transportation in kind to his home, and as his indebtedness to the United 
States for $25 advance bounty not deducted, clothing drawn, and for pistol 
charged against him is in excess of pay (and clothing allowance) from date 
of last payment, December, 1864, to date of forfeiture, April 30, 1865, and as 
8 ed, discharged, and paid as aforesaid, he is not entitled to pay or 

unty. 

Kespectfully, yours, 


T. STOBO FARROW, Auditor. 
No discharge certificate filed. 


Mr. STEELE (during the reading of the report). I withdraw 
the es 1 85 for the 3 of the report. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a Daed The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or 
payable by virtue of the passage of this act. j 

The question was taken; and the amendment was to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
. being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ime, an ; 

On motion of Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was reamed was laid on the table. 


RELIEF OF OWNERS OF MINING CLAIMS, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 4439) to relieve owners of 
mining claims who enlist in the military service of the United 
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States for duty in the war with Spain from performing assess- 
ment work during such term of service. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Beitenacted,etc., That the provisions of section 2324 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United * which require that on each claim located after the 10th 
day of May. adin an until poan has been issued therefor, not less than $100 
worth of labor shall be performed or improvements made during each year, 
shall not apply to claims owned by persons who may enlist in the Volunteer 
Army of the United States for service in a war between this country and 
Spain, so that no mining claim owned by such person which has been regularly 
located and recorded as required by the local laws and mining regulations 
shall be subject to forfeiture for nonperformance of the annual assessments 
— 5 — ae time such owner isin the military service of the Government as 

‘oresal 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Insert, in line 9, after the word“ claims,” the words“ oe paris of claims.” 
1 3 after the word “Army,” in the tenth line of the said bill, the words 
‘or Navy.” 
6 the word “claim,” in the twelfth line thereof, the words or 
any part thereof.” 
trike out all the balance of said section after the word “recorded,” in the 
thirteenth line of the first of said bill, and insert in lien thereof the follow- 
ing: “shall besubject to forfeiture for nonperformance of the annual assess- 
ments until six months said owner is mustered out of service, or, if he 
should not survive the war, then six months after his death in the service.” 
Also by inserting a new section, to be numbered 2, to read as follows: 
“ That those d ng to take advantage of this act shall file or cause to be 
filed a notice in the clerk's office where the location certificate of said mine 
is reco , before the oxpiration of the assessment year, giving notice of 
his enlistment and of his desire to hold said claim under this act.’ 
Also by inser a new section, to be numbered 3, to read as follows: 
That if any such enlisted soldier or sailor has a co-owner or co-owners in 
any mining claim, and who are not in the Army or Navy, and such co-owner 
or co-owners fail to do such a proportion of one hundred dollars’ worth of 
work per annum as the interest of such non person or persons bears 
to the whole claim, then such interest shall be open to relocation by any other 
es person or persons by their ga the necessary work thereon, and 
ling an affidavit of labor showing the forfeiture, and that the relocators had 
done the annual work required of such nonenlisted persons and succeeded 
them in right under this act, which work may be done at any time after the 
expiration of the assessment year and before the former owners resume 
work thereon. The work and affidavit aforesaid shall operate as a transfer 
of said forfeited interest from the former owners to relocators.“ 


The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and 
being read the third time, it was passed. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. S er, the title ought to be amended by 
adding the word ‘‘naval;” so it will read“ to enlist in the military 
and naval service of the United States.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the proposed amendment 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MISSOURI AND KANSAS TELEPHONE COMPANY. 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 10509, 
e Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Missouri and Kansas Telephone Company is 
hereby authorized and empowered to construct and maintain telephone lines 
and offices for 
Reservation in the Territory of 
hereinafter prescribed. 

Seo. 2. That said company shall pay to the nation or tribe through which 
it extends its telephone lines, in whole or in meth annually, $5 for each 10 
miles of said line so constructed and maintain 

Sec. 3. That before said telephone line shall be constructed under the pro- 
visions of this act consent shall be obtained from all persons in the lawful 
possession of improvements authorizing said construction upon such im- 

rovements; and if the right to construct any such line can not be obtained 

y agreement, then the amount of damages shall be determined by arbitra- 
tion, one arbitrator to be selected by the company and one by the owner of 
the improvements, and if they fail to agree they shall select a third person, 
and the award so made shall binding upon the parties thereto: Provided, 
That either party dissatisfied with such award may appeal therefrom, within 
twenty days, to the United States court exercising jurisdiction over the 
tribe or nation in which such improvements are situated by filing an original 
pennon in said court exhibiting the findings of said board, and upon the 

nal hearing of said petition the court or jury a the same s assess 
the actual caused by the construction o d line. The company 
shall not begin the construction of said telephone line upon the improve- 
ments of another without his consent, or until the board of arbitrators herein 
provided for shall haye made an award of the damages and the company 
shall have p or tendered in payman: the amount of such award. 

Sec. 4. That nothing herein shall be construed as 9 said tele- 
phone lines from tbe payment of any tax which may be lawfully assessed 
against such company; and Congress hereby expressly reserves the ngne to 
sogni the tolls orcharges of any lines constructed under the provisions of 
act, 


klahoma upon the terms and conditions 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, do I understand from the reading 
of the bill that it is the purpose to take private property for pub- 
lic use, by the owners of property appointing one arbitrator, and 
the company 8 another arbitrator, and those two arbi- 
trators choosing a'third? 

Mr. COWHERD. This bill is in the identical terms of the gen- 
eral bill reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs for any tel- 
egraph or telephone line seeking a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, except that their bill covered the whole Terri- 


neral business . —. in the Ponca, Otoe, and Missouria | 8T 


tory, while this covers only two or three reservations in Okla- 
oma. 


Mr. PAYNE. But is that the purpose and terms of the bill? 

Mr. COWHERD. The property is not owned by anyone there, 
They call it improvements. They settle on the land, while the 
title remains in the tribe or nation. It is pro when they can 
not agree with the owner as to the damage to the improvement 
that it shall be arbitrated. 

Mr. PAYNE. But the improvement is private porey, 

Mr. COWHERD. No; the oly property in the party is the 
right of ssion; that is the only thing injured by the setting 
ofthepoles. Of course, it is practically very little injury, anyway. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it isa new way of taking private property 
for public use. 

r. KING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Is an opportunity afforded for ultimate adjudica- 
tion in the courts if either is dissatisfied? Is there a tribu- 
nal to which resort can be had if either party is dissatisfied with 
the award? 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I copied it from the general bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, I remember, it is 
ma that upon filing a petition in court either party dissatis- 

ed with the award may appeal to the court. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose one declined to enter into 
arbitration. How do 2 get the property? 

st COWHERD. I suppose it would have to be left to the 
court. 

Mr. NORTH WAV. You can not leave it to the court until 
after the arbitrators have If there is no power to compel 
them to arbitrate, how do you get it into court? 

Mr. COWHERD, Well, that question I can not answer. Isup- 
pose the court would appoint arbitrators, anyway. 

Mr. MCEWAN. Mr. „I reserve an objection. I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] if he would 
not accept an amendment in these words: 

Provided, That if any bonds be issued in excess of the cost of construction 
aut r pursuant to the provisions of the bill, all such bonds shall be 
nu 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman means the bonds of these par- 
ticular lines constructed in this reservation. 

Mr. MCEWAN. I mean that the company shall not be allowed 
to use this franchise that we are now giving them for the purpose 
of a bonds in excess of the cost of construction and equip- 
men 

Mr. COWHERD. Ifthe gentleman will make that refer to the 
line in this reservation, I have no objection. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But suppose the bonds are sold to inno- 
cent purchasers, are they afterwards to be declared yoid? 

Mr. COWHERD. I confess I do not think it is a good amend- 


ment, 

Mr. MCEWAN. Mr. S er, I havea bill already before the 
House making it a general law that companies shall not issue bonds 
in excess of the cost of construction and equipment, I believe a 

eat deal of the evil and hard times of country comes from 
the fact that there has been an overissue of bonds. We know it 
is the case with the a piss eo and 3 the Baltimore and 
Ohio, the New England, and the Union Pacific; and we do know 
that thousands of millions of dollars of bonds have been issued in 
excess of the cost of construction on roads, and it has in a great 
degree caused the hard times. Now, as far as I can, I have made 
up my mind that 1 will prevent the overissue of bonds in the 


future. 
Mr. KING. Does that refer to Government bonds ås well? 
Mr. McEWAN. I thank the gentleman for that suggestion. 


I have been against the issue of Government bonds, except when 
it was necessary, and I do not think the last issue of $400,000,000 
was necessary. 1 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. COW. hope the gentleman from New Jersey will 
not get that issue into this little bill of mine. If the gentleman 
will pardon me and let me explain this matter 

Mr.McEWAN. I do not believe the $400,000,000 was necessary, 
for $200,000,000 would have carried us over to December. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? 
The Missouri and Kansas Telephone Compeny isa great company, 
whose operations extend over nearly all of western Missouri, 
néarly all of eastern Kansas, and — all of Oklahoma. They 
have connecting lines extending from Kansas City to Chicago, St. 
Louis, and other large cities. These are very small reservations 
down in Oklahoma which this company wants to cross in order to 
connect Kansas City with some of the cities and towns in Okla- 
homa. No bonds will be issued upon the lines crossing these res- 
te woe because the cost of putting up the lines will be very 


small, 
Mr. MCEWAN. I want to do what is perfectly fair, and I do 
not think my amendment can be objectionable. : 
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Mr. COWHERD. Ithinkthe amendment is an eminently proper 
one, but I do not 3 should be put upon this bill 


Let me make ano Several telegraph and tele- 
across 


ese reservations without any authority from Congress or from 
They could not get it from the Department. 


modifies his amendment, and rather than have an objection inter- 
posed I will agree to the amendment. I do not think it amounts 
to anything in the present case, because there no 
issued for the construction of this extension. 

Mr, LOUD. Ido not see how the bill can be amended when it 
is not yet before the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MCEWAN. Have I not the right to amend? 

The SPEAKER. Not until the is before the House. 

Mr. McEWAN. I have reserved an objection for the purpose 
of off 6 Boe amendment; and the gentleman accepts it. 

Mr. COWHERD. Rather than have the gentleman object. 

Mr. MCEWAN. The amendment as accepted is as follows: 

dt of constroction and eusiiaseut pursuant to tuo provisions of this bil, all 

u 

such bonds shall be mal and 2 * 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. : 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman from Missouri ought not 
to accept that amendment; and it ought not to be adopted with- 
out some further provision. This company may go forward and 
issue bonds, if they can find anybody foolish enough to buy them, 
with this provision under which 
whether the bonds were void or not; but if the bonds should be 
sold, void bonds might perhaps pass into the hands of innocent 
holders; and the amendment makes no provision that in such case 
the company shall refund the money received for the bonds or 
that the hol of the bonds shall have a lien on the e e. 
property until reimbursement is made. Thus this amendment 
in its present form would legislate against innocent hoy e, There 
ought to be some provision that if any bonds should be void the 
company shall be responsible for them, and that the void bonds 

be a lien on their % 

Mr. MCEWAN. The answer to the gentleman’s point is that 
the amendment makes the issue of bonds beyond the cost of con- 
struction a criminal offense; and those who issued them would be 


liable civilly for dam: and criminally to imprisonment. 
The 5 i > taken on the amendment of Mr. McEwan, 
The SPEAKER, e noes appear to have it. 


Mr. McEWAN. Lthought my amendment was accepted. 
The SPEAKER. The House has not agreed to the amendment. 
Mr. McEWAN. Well, I call for a division. 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 6, noes 33. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The question being taken on the amendments reported by the 
committee, they were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the thi meee} paee 
On motion of Mr. CO a motion to ider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BENJAMIN S. BARNES, 
Mr. MOODY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 869) for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, —— is hereby, 


authorized and directed to to Benjamin S. Barnes, of Boxf. Mass., ont 

ws feces a S Sang vat bmn eto 2 jo aed 
msation 4 

the d Benj at Boxforà, Mass., by the t thereon 


and the ting damages by United States volunteers in 1 
Mr. SIMS. Does this bill come from the Committee on War 


8; 
Mr. MOODY. Yes, sir; it has been unanimously reported. It 


pro: to out the judgment of a mili court. 
air. SIMS. should not this bill take its with other 
war claims? 


Mr. MOODY. CT not 
taken their chances. This was not put on the general bill for 
which we all voted, alth it properly ee 

Mr. SIMS. I have a bi this kind which has been unani- 
8 and which I should be glad to have passed. 
577 DY. Ishould be very glad to help the gentleman on 


bill. 
Mr. SIMS. I have no objection, if we can take these bills up 


ther, 
r. MOODY. If the gentleman will let this bill go through, 
wo will help him out on the other, I it is a just bill, 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Reserving the right to object, 
Ishould like to hear a statement as to how these damages oc- 


and fences were used by order of 7 pr commandant, and wood 


and his barn was burned by the negligence of the troops. 
The owner of the property made claim at once—immediately 
at the ti of the United States 


organized a court of inquiry, constituted it in the ordinary and 
regular form, and the original of the order is now in the War 
Department, making Capt. R. M. Morris, then an officer of the 
Regular Army, one of the members of the court, and the two 
county commissioners of the county in which the farm of this old 
man was situated the other members, the court thus constituted 
being directed to inquire into the circumstances and determine, 
first, whether the United States owed anything to the claimant, 
and, in the second place, if anything was due, how much. 

The court met on the 2ist and 22d of October, immediately after 
the damage had been done. They met again on the 25th of No- 
vember, and again on the Sth and 16th of December, and after 
consideration and the hearing of evidence filed a written report 
plaian ge, 3 sum of $1,273 as rightfully due him for the destruc- 
tion of the property. The claim was 8 tely forwarded to 
the War Department, together with the claim for rent, which 


latter claim was paid. 
Mr. of Kentucky. How much was allowed on the 


Mr. MOODY. Some $500,I think. Iforget exactly the amount, 
1 ively small sum. And, Mr. „the 
y ground on whi damages claimed were not at 
the ine was that the awards required an 5 be 
made by Congress, % 

The owner of the property was an old man, quite along in years, 
and he has never taken aier Paias care of the claim, believing that 
the Government, having awarded it to him, would some day or 
other seek him out and pay him what was justly his due. 

Now, the claim was so old when I introduced the bill for the 
relief of the claimant that I was not content with the facts ap- 
panne of record here, where committees had repeatedly reported 
the bill favorably, but I went myself to the War Department and 
looked up every relating to it from beginning to end, and 
in consultation with the officer in charge of these matters, I was 
convinced of the justice of the claim, The official of the War 
Department — n told ot Sousa 8 
my own investigation, that it was a j and long-dela im; 
that it was rightfully due by the United States, and should have 
been paid years ago. 

Now, I trust under the circumstances that nobody will object 
to the present consideration of the bill for its settlement. This 
claimant is an old man, he needs the money, it is justly due to 
him, and arid = en eee e. and no reason and no 
justice, in wi yment any longer. 

Mr. BRUCKER. t is the —— of the claim? 
3 One thousand two hundred and seventy-three 


Mr. LOUD. I would ask the gentleman who presents this mat- 
ter if the committee make any report 


could not know | rental? 


fied myself of the justice—the unquestionable justice—of the claim 
somebody on behalf of the Committee on Claims went and looked 
through them again, going throngh the same process of investi- 
gation, and it was not until after both of us had looked them 
over and come to the same conclusion with reference to the jus- 
tice of the claim that the report was made to the House. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not want to doubt, of course, the gentleman’s 
word, and I do not mean toimply such athing. But he knows, 
and other members know, that such a thing as paying claims 
twice has occurred. 


Now, in view of that fact there should be ing in the re- 
port, it seems to me, or something should a from the — 
ment, an official communication printed the report from the 


Department, showing that this claim has not been paid. Other- 
wise the House, in ing with these matters, and the commit- 
tee could never be y satisfied that a settlement had not 

i been made. And I make this i 
what we recognize as tlie action of these committees heretofore, 
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see that 
the a and it should be —— inte 5 
e Department , certifyin © correctness ec 
and that it bas not been paid and 3 — a In 
other words, that it is a meritorious case. 

Mr. MOODY. I will say to the gentleman from California that 
Paias AA pan e e gamers oe ey ion, still this report 
has been carefully considered and carefully prepared. We have 
found on an investigation that the pee has not been paid, 
and the evidence accompanying the report shows that fact con- 
clusively. The officer in charge of the matter tells me that there 
is no possible doubt about it. It could not possibly have been 
paid without some record in the War pee igean 5 
that fact. No such record appears, and, on the contrary, ther 
every evidence to show that it has not been ary although the 
award has been made. 

Mr. LOUD, But the gentleman sees the difficulty. 

Mr. MOODY. I see the difficulty. 

Mr. LOUD. We feo the personal word of the gentleman, 
which no one here, I think, would question, but it comes down 
m to the personal statement of an individual member. 

Mr. MOODY, I quite 
I trust that he will not object to one more violation of the rule 
which he would like to see enforced. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course I would not question the gentleman’s 
word. 

The SPEAKER, 
tion of the bill? 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


announced that the Senate had withont amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res, 221) for improvement of San Joaquin River 
and Stockton and Mormon channels, California. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill and 
joint resol 
of the House of Representatives was requ 
He 2773. 11 act for the relief of Virginia I. Mullan, of Annapo- 

Md.; an 
8. R. 170. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the United 
States to oe through the proper channels, the Governments of 
land, France, Germany, Austria, Russia, Belgium, Switzer- 
ase „Mexico, and Venezuela to send details of troops to this coun- 
y to participate in a jubilee to be given in New York by the 
redid of the Red Cross Society of New York. 

The message also announced the Senate had neath to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing vo 
the two Houses onthe amendments of the Senate to the bill cH R. 
8581) for the protection of the people of the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the following resolution: 

Resolved 1 3 House tati ves ee Senate concurring), That the 

directed to prin: — * 1 
. 


1890 and Ne Do separate form) 10,00)copies of the Review of the Wond à 
Commerce, etc., being part of said C Relations. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below: 

5. 2773. An act for the relief of Virginia I. Mullan, of Annapo- 
lis, r 


MOSES PENDERGRASS. 


Mr. ROBB. Mr. Task unanimous re ee 
ent consideration of bih (S. 242) for the relief of Moses 
dergrass, of 

— bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, through the A 
aitor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, ist AB ater, Sane oe thorized 
and directed to settle and audit the accounts and claim of M lergrass, 

eine pane br 5 dee per a 
1888, u basis and amo 
y ee ison unt o nber 


of the andere of the Pat ba 

and to pay him for such sor ice an amount not excoed 
faction ‘or; and said sum, or so 
hereby a) 

priated. 


as con tractor oa 
— 5 


much thereof as maybe necessary, is 
out of any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appro: | 


-| by the Department u 


with what eed EA fo says, but | the 


| read the third time, and 


| the 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, Cl. 


on of the following titles; in which the concurrence | in thet 


ice thereon, | It looks a little 
Mr. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


ac the bill? 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, Ishould like to have the asek read, 


reserving the: er are J believe it is a short rep 
The The gentleman calls for the 3 


Nr. ROBB, The report was made by the Committee on Claims 
on Tuesday. I desire to make this statement: A House bill Was 
introduced for the sam and went before the 
on Post-Offices and | Post- Roads ads, and that committee agreed tore- 
port the bill favorably. The Senate bill which I now 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and that committes unani- 
mously reported it favorably. The facts are briefly these: There 
was a contract for c the mails awarded to Mr. Pender- 
grass, the bid being made ont for 84 instead of for $400. The con- 
tractor had some one else do the 8 for him. 

The contract was for carrying the mail 15 miles, and six trips 
a week had to be made, The contractor completed his contract 
for 8 carried the mails 15 miles, making the six trips a 
week, and only received 84 as pay. His 8 to be 
for 8400; but 5 mistake it was Written 84; so the Department 
could only pay the $4. I will say that this bill is recommended 

opon te ee of the lowest bid, which was 

sev That is what 


. LOUD. Ithink I came this case, The Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have reported upon it, as I think 
eman will find. I only wan to bring out the facts as 
to the merits of the case. eee eee 8 
part of the bidder. Iam familiar with 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the peana prms ase AAA 
of the bill? 
There was no objection, 
The bill was to a third reading; and was accordingly 


On motion of Mr. ROBB, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


| was laid on ‘the table. 
. MOODY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


INVENTORY OF DOCUMENTS IN FOLDING ROOM. 

AY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
K F E 
es 
6 wineinand a tations 


Resolved, That the — — of are es folding room 
uthorized to take à correct in ventory of all books, 


Mr. 


8 
lets, and ma 
ksof his office, and 


work shall be performed dw th 
at the beginning of the third session of the Fif 
Mr. HEMENWAY. There will be = additional i no 
additional employees, and this will result in a saving to the Gov- 
ernment of about $1,800 a year for rent. 
Mr. LOUD, If this is done, we shall have to pay for it, you can 


bet on that. 


The SPEAKER, Will this continue during the vacation tem- 
porary e who otherwise would not be employed after the 
ournment? 
. HEMENWAY. No, sir; there will be no additional expense 


tes of in any way. Those who are on the annual roll will perform this 


the vacation. 
r. LO . The gentleman has an assurance of that, I sup- 
pot 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I have it here from the superintendent of 
the folding room, saying there will be no additional 
Mr. DOCKERY. Has the gentleman a letter to that effect? 
ag HEMENWAY. Lhave it here. 


no ‘expense involved. Let the letter be 

printed in the RECORD, 
Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘The letter can either be read or printed in 
the Recorp. This is only for the convenience of all the mem- 
‘a so that each member can secure the documents credited to 


Pt LOUD. Why could not this be done without any resolu- 


2. HEMENWAY. Well, the superintendent of the folding 
room thinks it is necessary that the resolution should be passed. 
The gentleman knows that down in the basement we have mil- 
lions of documents which have lain there for N The object 
FFT. a R to them can get 


Mr. LOUD. The gentleman knows very well that the superin- 
tendent of the document room can use his force, if he has suffi- 
cient force, to do the work without any direction of the House, 
jicious, 

Y. I do not know that he can. 
Mr. LOUD. Let us have the letter read, and see what the su 
Says. 
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The letter was read, as follows: j 


OFFICE SUPERINTENDENT OF THE FOLDING ROOM, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 22, 1898. 


DEAR SIR: I beg leave to call your attention to the present condition of 
the House folding room with regard to the large accumulation which is rap- 
idly filling all vaults and archives in connection with said department. 

‘here are at present in stock in the House folding room over 1,500,000 vol- 
umes, and with the rapid accumulation something must n y be done 
to provide more space, so that the work in connection with the department 
can be properly and speedily performed. 

I would 5 request the of the resolution reported to the 
House, that a full and accurate invoice of stock be taken and compared with 
the accounts of members, and in this way all the old publications can be lo- 
eated and without doubt some disposition made of them by the House, thus 
gi more ens sae the proper conduct of work in hand. 

er y, yours, 
1 F. B. LYON, 


Superintendent Folding Room, House of Representatives. 

Hon. J. A. HEMENWAY, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. LOUD. There is no statement of that kind in there. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Here is another statement, not signed, by 
the on phere of document room. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask the gentleman to let this lie over until the 
Committee on Accounts can look into it. 

Mr. HEMEN WAV. I would ask the gentleman to let this state- 
a een which says no extra force would be required to do 
the work. 

Mr. LOUD. But that, Mr. Speaker, may be a temporary force 
now employed. I hope the gentleman will let it go over until the 
Committee on Accounts can look into the matter. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ALEXANDER L. POLLOCK, 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill S. 153, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Verona E. Pollock, widow of Alexan- 
der L. Pollock, late consul of the United States at San Salvador, Salvador, 
Central America, the sum of $13,000, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise ap; 3 as compensation for losses from the destruction of 

TO; and otherwise by reason of the sickness and death of her said 
— while at his post of duty as such consul, during a scourge of yellow 
fever in said country. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better have the re- 
port read in that case. 

Te PERAR, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. KING. I will state to the gentleman from California that 
the report is ae A pee ae but I can state the facts. 

Mr. LOUD. ell, I will listen to the statement of the gentle- 
man first, Mr. Beg 

Mr. KING. . Speaker, Mr, Alexander L. Pollock was ap- 

inted consul-general to the Republic of San Salvador in 1893. 
E after assuming the duties of his office a revolution 
broke outin that country, and by reason of that the lives of Amer- 
ican citizens were greatly jeopardized. The minister from this 
country was not in that Republic at that time, and Mr. Pollock 
was compelled to perform not oniy the duties of consul-general, 
but also the duties which pertained to the office of minister. 

During the progress of the revolution, as stated here by numer- 
ous affidavits and also by the statements of Mr. Lewis Baker, who 
was our minister, and Charles M. Thomas, who was commander 
of the American ship Bennington, and who was there at the time, 
it is shown that the consul-general performed valuable services in 
protecting the lives and property of American citizens. He was 
warned to fiee for his life, but re to leave his post. While so 
engaged, and while the revolution was in progress, the yellow fever 
broke out; but Mr. Pollock remained at his post of duty, and ow- 
ing to the onerous character of his services he became enervated 
and liable to disease, and finally contracted this dreaded disease, 
from which he died. His wife and children, who were with him, 
became victims of the same malady. They remained there for a 
aree of months, being isolated and driyen into the woods for 
safety. 

All the property which they had was destroyed. Efforts were 
made, as will appear by letters from Mr. Rockhill, Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, Mr. Richard Olney, Secretary of State, and other 
representatives of the Government, to secure this property; but 
apparently through the fault of a representative of the Govern- 
ment it was not recovered. The wife of the deceased and her 
children, after enduring untold hardships, at Jast succeeded in 
reaching the United States, 

277 LOVE. What kind of property was this? Personal prop- 
e 

Mr. KING, It was personal property. Mr. Pollock died soon 
after assuming the duties of theoffice. It has been the custom of 
the Government from time immemorial, when public officers of 
this kind die in the performance of their duty, to appropriate one 
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year’s salary, and to this has uently been added the fees and 
allowances which were receivable for the same period. The Sen- 
ate allowed the salary and the feesand also an amount covering a 
portion of the value of the personal property lostand destroyed. It 
was reported unanimously by the Senate committee and thereafter 
it passed the Senate. A bill was introduced in the House similar 
to that which passed the Senate and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. The Senate bill was referred to the same com- 
mittee, and after consideration had been given the subject the bill 
was amended by reducing the amount appropriated from $13,000 
to $6,840 and reported back to the House unanimously, 

Mr. LOUD, What would he have received as salary? 

Mr. KING. His salary and fees, asI am told, would amount 
to eres | like $7,000, 

Mr. LOUD. 


ge 

Mr. DALZELL. The fees go into the Treasury. 

oo LOUD. The gentleman from Utah must be mistaken about 

Mr. KING. Iam told that the salary and allowances at that 
time would aggregate $7,000. 

Mr. STEELE. Sometimes consuls-general received $25,000. 

Mr. LOUD. Not at San Salvador. 

Mr. KING. The testimony submitted by the committee in its 
report is voluminous, and consists of letters and affidavits, includ- 
ing a communication from the Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. 
Rockhill, bearing date February 4, 1897. I think this brief state- 
ment covers the question asked by the gentleman from California, 

Mr. DALZELL. What committee reported this bill? 

oo KING. The Committee on Claims reported it unani- 
mously. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word or two to the 
gentleman from Utah, for I know he has the interest of good goy- 
ernment as much at heart asI have. While it has been the cus- 
tom, it is true, in days gone by to allow our ministers a year's sal- 
ary or six months’ salary, never yet has it been held that it was a 
claim against the Government, but has always come substantially 
as a gift in a deficiency bill. Now,this comes up here in the 
shape of a dame, an 3 59 5 5 has sonore the loss of 
any property in country, then that party has a claim against 
that Government; and if the claim has any validity whatever or 
even equity, surely this Government is strong enough fo enforce 
the claim against that feeble Government and recover, as it has 
in many other instances. ; 

I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that this 
claim coming up here, as it does, from the Committee on Claims, 
is establishing a precedent that even he, on mature deliberation, 
as applicable to other cases, can not afford to establish on the 
AmericanContinent. Since I have been a member of the House I 
never heard a case of this character. It is true that we have al- 
lowed foreign ministers a year’s salary, or allowed it to their 
widows, but this is put on a different ground. It is put on two 
grounds, if you please; but if it be on the ground of donating a 
year’s salary to the widow, then it should come in a different 
manner, on a deficiency bill; but if it is a claim for the destruc- 
tion of property of an American citizen by a foreign Government, 
then, if it has any equity, it must go through the State Depart- 
ment and let that Government be compelled to pay the claim. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that when a claim is 
both equitable and just, as this is, it is rather hypertechnical to 
take the ground which is assumed by my friend from California. 
If the Government ought to pay it, it seems to me that itis entirely 
immaterial whether it comes up in this form or is attached to a 
deficienc anpes riation bill. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman must not misunderstand me, I 
question whether the claim should be paid at all, or whether there 
is any claim that this Government should pay; but if this Con- 
gress, through the appropriate committee from which comes such 
a proposition as this, think it advisable and in accordance with 
the custom to give the widow of this consul one year’s salary, 
well and good; but this is put on the basis of the destruction of 
property, which, I say, the Government to which he was accred- 
ited should be compelled to pay if there is any such claim. 

Mr. KING. Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, whether the House 
committee predicated their allowance as reported in the bill as 
amended upon the destruction of the property or for the services 
rendered by Mr. Pollock, or simply followed the usual custom in 
such cases. 

i u LOUD. Well, we should know upon what ground it is 
ased. 

Mr. KING. The Senate allowed over $13,000, taking into ac- 
count, as I understand, both the salary and the destruction of the 
property, and the House committee allowed only $6,840. 

r. LOUD, I think the gentleman will see that it is dangerous 
to establish a precedent of this sort. 


1898. 
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Mr. KING. There is evidence here to show that the destruction 
of the property resulted largely from our own fault, from the 
negligence of our own Government, rather than from the fault of 
the Government of San Salvador. : 

Mr. LOUD. Possibly that may be developed from the reading 
of the report, which I called for at first, but it does not appear 
from the statement of the gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. KING. It is in the report that through some lack of atten- 
tion the property was not recovered, and the inference is clearly 
deducible from the statement made by the State Department that 
if due attention had been given to the matter by our own Govern- 
ment, the property could have been recovered. 

Mr. LOUD. It is not too late for this Government to lodge a 
claim against that Government and recover. 

Mr. KING. I presume that is true; but here is the case of an 
old soldier, a man who met his death while in the discharge of 
his official calling and by his devotion to duty while at a post of 
danger. His wife and children suffered untold hardships and 
were at last brought to this country shattered in health, impov- 
erished, houseless, and helpless, without clothing, except that 
which they had on their backs. For years they have not only suf- 
fered from the terrible tragedy through which they passed, but, 
being deprived of a husband’s and father’s care, have been de- 
pendent to a large extent u the kindness of friends. It does 
seem to me that the least this Government can do is to give them 
this modicum of relief provided in the amended bill. 

Mr. MINOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that this bill passed 
the Senate for $15,000 and came to the Committee on Claims in 
the House, and that committee cut it down to about equal his 
salary in fees for one year. X 

Mr. LOVE. How much had he drawn of his salary before he 
died? : 

Mr. KING. None, as I am advised. : 

Mr. MINOR. He had just arrived there when he died. 

Mr. KING. It is the custom to give them a year’s salary, as 
the report shows. 8 

Mr. LOUD. If it was put on that ground and came up in the 
regular way, while I 5 that Congress has ever established 
that precedent. Ishould not object. But Ph propose in this re- 

rt to establish a precedent which it would be very dangerous for 

mgress to establish. . In view of my duty, as I rd it, as a 
member of this House, I do not see how I can permit the establish- 
ment of a nt of this kind. 

Mr. KING. How does the gentleman suggest that this claim 
be provided for? 

r. LOUD. If the claim has any merit, I have no doubt in the 
world that it will commend itself to the Appropriations Committee 
of the Senate. Let it be put on the deficiency bill, where these 
things have gone heretofore and where they 9 belong, if 
they belong anywhere. And let the claim be put in the shape of 
one year's 8 

MI. MINOR. If we undertook val elon for the claim in the 
way the gentleman suggests, it would probably be loaded down 
with other matters and would never get throug! 

Mr. LOUD. I do not care about that. Iam not responsible for 
the actions of any other individual in this House or any member 
of the other House. a 

KING. There are precedents which justify the action 
asked here. For instance, in 1882 a joint resolution was passed 
by which Mrs. Hurlbut, widow of General Hurlbut, minister to 
Peru, was allowed one year’s salary and legal allowances. And 
there are other precedents. : 

Mr. LOUD. You do not put this matter even in that shape. 
You put it in the shape of a claim for loss of property, for a year's 
salary, and for some other things, lumping them all together. 

Mr. KING. This comes from the committee as a claim merely 
for salary. I say there are numerous cases where claims of this 
kind have not been appended to the deficiency bill, but have been 
initiated and passed in the House as original bills. 

Mr. MINOR. Would the gentleman from Utah Newt KING] ac- 
cept an amendment to allow one year's salary and fees, the whole 
amount not to exceed $6,000? 

Mr. KING. It seems to me that in the form in which the 
5 comes from the committee it meets the case properly. 

here are precedents for legislation of this kind. 

Nr. LOUD. I question that. The very one which the gentle- 
man has read covers simply a year's salary. 

Mr. KING. A joint resolution approved August 1, 1882, gave 
to Mrs. Garnet, widow of Rey. Henry Highland Garnet, who died 
while minister to Liberia, one year’s salary and legal allowances. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will pat this in that shape, I will 
say that, while I do not think it ought to pass, I am too weak in 
the back to object to a bill of that character. 

Mr. KING. Ido not quite understand the amendment which 
the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. MINOR. t the bill provide for paying an amount equal 
to one year’s salary and allowances, but not to exceed $6,000, 


2 is something in the objection of the gentleman from Cali- 
ornia. 

Mr. KING. Pursuant to the suggestion, I offer the following 
amendment: 


Strike out all of lines 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 and insert the following: 
“A sum equal to one year's and all legal allowances, not exceeding 
the sum of $4,810." 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents his bill as amended. 
Is there objection to its present consideration? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. ask that the bill as the gentleman from Utah 
proposes to amend it be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. LOUD. I shall not object to that. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Kina, it was a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. > 

On motion of Mr. KING, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RELIEF FOR OWNERS OF SHIP ACHILLES, 
Mr. DINGLEY. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate 


-consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of the owners of the ship Achilles. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasn: 
be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to pay the owners of the Bri 
ship Achilles $1,543, for expenses incurred in rescuing, provisi and land- 
ne at Montevideo the crew of the wrecked American ship Arabia, in June, 


Mr. DOCKERY. This bill has been up twice and has been 
fully considered. I think it is an entirely just measure, and I un- 
derstand there is no objection to it. 

Mr. TERRY. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Maine foe DINGLEY] whether there is any prec- 
edent for action of this kind? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, yes,sir. A general law provides for pay- 
ing the expense of returning to this country shipwrecked Ameri- 
can seamen, wherever they may have been shipwrecked. 

The only difficultPabout the matter is that this British ship, 
the Achilles, fell in with the wrecked and water-logged American 
vessel Arabia off Cape Horn on June 1, 1895, and rescued 28 
American seamen from the wrecked vessel. Now, under the law 
she would be entitled to a certain amount for taking these seamen 
to the port for which she was bound, which was the German port 
of Hamburg. That would have been ample in that particular 
case, ahd would have been all that was required by maritime 
usage. Although, even then, this Government would have also 
been obliged to pay the expenses of bringing these seamen from 
Hamburg to this country, and both amounts would have far ex- 
ceeded the amount 5 by this bill. 

But it so happened that this British vessel did not have provi- 
sions enough on board to carry her own crew, together with the 
rescued seamen, to this German port, and inasmuch as if she had 

roceeded on her voyage as originally contemplated it would have 

m carrying these seamen farther and farther from their own 
country, as a matter of humanity as well as of necessity, under 
the circumstances she deviated from her course and went into 
the harbor of Montevideo—instead of continuing on her way to 
Hamburg—which delay resulted in considerable loss to the vessel 
and its owners not only in time, but in money. 

Mr. TERRY. As I understand the gentleman from Maine, this 
vessel would have had provisions enough for its own crew? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It had. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is not only in accordance with the general 
law, but it is in strict accordance with international usage and 
comity; and there would be no question, ordinarily, with refer- 
ence to this payment, if it were not for the fact that the law sim- 
ply confines these payments to the distance traveled in transport- 
ing wrecked seamen. 

. TERRY. I had always supposed, Mr. S. er, that this 
Was a matter of comity amongst sailors themselves, a matter of 
1 and that there was no charge for it. 

. DINGLEY. The United States Government pays in every 
case, and so do other civilized Governments, the expenses of the 
return of its shipwrecked seamen from any port or part of the 
world; and it would have done so in this caseif it had been an or- 
dinary case. But this case is a peculiar one, although it is ex- 
actly in accordance with what comity requires, and is especially 
appropriate at this time, in view of our relations with Great 
Britain. If the case were reversed, there is no question but that 
the amount would be paid by the British Government withoyt 
question. ° 

Mr. TERRY. Ihave no objection whatever, after the explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine. l 

Ana 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 
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There was no 

The bil wasconsidered, and was ordered tobe andread 
a third time; andit was accor y read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. DINGLE gias eap ngen yas last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, 7. 
re rt on the bill H., R. 8428—the sundry civil appropriation bill 

The S PEAKER. The conference ee 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the conference report, and in lieu thereof let the state- 
ment of the conferees be read, which explains fully the modifica- 
tions made in the bill in conference. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no obj 

The statement o ae Tica conferees was read, as follows: 
the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 


The 
ment of tho bwo Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8428) m for sun civil expenses submit the fol- 


6 tion ot 3 
— explana‘ = 
85 80 3 as proposed by the Senate, $37,350 for 

the DAAD < ab e. $8, dar emarino hospital at Clovelan 
Ohio, e priation of $18, 


‘Station, and 


— rer uate a light- 


thorizes, as the — the 
constructor | 5 eee e the crea’ 
fund for said 


On Ne Th Joan, and 76: Strikes out thea: 
for revenue for at 


— 
. by the Senate for 


nt of a 
a clothing 


458.75 to 8. on’s Sons for revenue 
ed to pay nas 


by the Senate, 
reserving certain lands on forest 
the Secr 


e and Wyo- 

ming to cut 
On No. 149: anaes 
on 


: Appropriates, as proposed 
River aud — — ey; 3 — 


, Connecticut, 
8 


United 

ö EES 2 z proposed by the Senate relating 
ppeal in such cases to circuit courts af a 

hs — eee 


* o. 13: — 
Se No. 186: ore ASIO 000 for 
or a 


5 Relating to the United States attorney for the District of 
um 

The conference repart recommends that the sum of to 
the Bering Bea 22 — aS 
vided for by a special act. 
k J. G. CANNON, 


CANNON, I move the of the N 
TONGUE. perapian georges 
afterwards, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. CANNON. That comes 


di. asked? [After a pause.] 
susibadaisiona | the Chait 


lieu thereof the words “to construct.” 


not 


The SPEAKER. There can not be a separate vote at this time. 
8 The amendment the gentleman to is in 


7722200000000 

The ee report. 

The conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. GN NON. a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
as set forth in the statement of the House conferees, and ask a 
further conference with the Senate on the 


desire to make a motion? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes; I desire to move thatthe House recede from 
its disagreement and agree to amendment No. 13 with anamend- 
ment, which motion I believe I have a right to make. Iunder- 
stand that motion takes ce, ag nig I move that 
the House recede from its disagreement to this amendment and 
concur therein with an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. Isa 5 vote demanded on any other of 
the amendments conference committee? 

Mr. TONGUE. I move that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to Senate amendment ea and agree to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is a te vote on any other amendment 
no other te vote is demanded, 
will submit 255 question to the House on insisting on its 

t to the Senateamendments, excepting Nos. 13.and 186. 
The motion that the House further insist on its disagreement 
and ask a conference w: 20 0 to. 

On motion of Mr. C ON, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 


ae SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the thirteenth amend- ~ 
men 
The Clerk read as follows: 


fire: — 5 
e 
including streets and alleys, of 40 feet, $120,000, 
Mr. MUDD. I move to concur with an amendment which I 
he SPEAR, The gentleman from Maryland 
e and moves tore- 
283 concur with an amendment which will be reported by 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words“ to commence the a of” and insert in 
va 


Strike ou 
thousand — nsert ereof th 
dollars,” —— a ca dan tine Donal 
pe office —— in line 12, and —.— in lieu thereof the 
post-office and custom-h 
Me MUDD. Mr. Mr. Speaker, Sack bir fasta tow MAn 
The SPEAKER. the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 


gen 

, this is a proposition which has been 
before the House on a former occasion, and to which I think the 
House hardly gave that deliberate consideration to which it is 
entitled. In the Senate a proposition for the appropriation of 
s, 000 was put on the civil bill for the commencement 
of a post-office building at Annapolis. My amendment provides 

$100,000 for the co e of a post-office building at Annapolis. 
Now, I do not to discuss Tine at any length, because I do 
think there is rox beeing rap so doing. Iwant to call atten- 
tion, however, to this fact, that 55 is the only capital in 
the United States, with one or two tions in the case of States 

recently admitted into the Union, that not a public building. 
discriminated 


I do 101 feel that — 8 State of Maryland ought to be 


5 to — Mr . that the ti 
e, Mr. Sap peor vep 
ulation of cities is and ought to 
as to the Fe opriety of eee for 55 ba dings dt it it 
is not and ought not to be the only one. I think in a 9 
11 — Ne as 5 
reasonable equity in the ibution of the money among the ya- 
rious States and sections. upon this are analogous to 
those gon r thak one sectio mado for this ety Thelieve, as I stated 
of this city should not be 
ly to the detriment and utter neg- 


| the gentleman 3 question? 


Mr. BURKE. What are the postal receipts of Anna 
Mr. MUDD. nak sen the — 
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Mr. BURKE. It was stated here a week or so ago that they 
amount to about $7,000 a year. 

Mr. MUDD. I think bane arira peangi bar tid Sop 
Mr, BURKE. And it was also stated that while isa 
port of entry, there had not been one cent collected from 
that source during the last fiscal year. that true? 

Mr. MUDD. Ido not know. 


Mr. BURKE. That was stated upon the floor of the House the 


other day. Now, one other question: Are the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts held at Annapolis? 
Mr. MUDD. They are not. 


Mr. BURKE. Then you have postal receipts of about seven or 
eight thousand dollars, not a sopper received by way of impost 
duties, and no Federal court held there. 

Mr. MUDD. The amount of postal receipts was stated to be 
$10,000. There is no Federal court held there, and I admit that 
the custom-house receipts are not very large. Some gentleman 
on the floor, on looking the matter up, found one isolated year in 
which it was stated that there were no customs reveipts at all. I 
do not know about that. I know the Government maintains a 
custom-house there, and it rents a building, or portion of a build- 
ing, for that purpose. Tou might omit any reference to the custom- 
house, for that matter, and I still think that the capital city of 
the State of Maryland is entitled to have a public building for the 

of furnishing proper post-office facilities. Ss 

I am frank to admit that Anna: is not a very large city. It 
is an old and historic city in an old and historic State, and I say, 
eh tan n Ghose AEE AASTA tx kawagota aed 
with the ein sections conti 0 is an 
the ee er, ig fon es of the Naval Academy and the colleges 
and seminaries located in that city, furnish a ion larger 
than that of many cities which have had considerable amounts 
a paaa ted for public buildings, cities that are not the capitals 

their States. Every capital city in the United States except 
Annapolis has a public building of some kind, construc 
some cost. It may be that a hundred thonsand dollars may be 
thought to be more than sufficient. 

Mr. BURKE. Has not the Government just appropriated a 
million dollars for the Naval Academy? 

Mr. MUDD. No; it appropriated $500,000; and, Mr. Speaker, 
becanse the United States has its great Naval University at An- 
napolis, that is no reason why the State of Maryland should re- 
ceive no further consideration at the hands of Congress. 

ee eee the gront 9ta of N 

ý a of reasoning, the grea ew 
bocause the great Military Diversity at West Bent i located m 
because the t Mili niversi int is located in 
that e it pares a arpaan times as ae oe 
as Annapolis ever has. L apprehend gentlemen representing 
State of New York would not agree with any such line of argu- 
ment as that. 

Mr. STEELE. Baltimore has a few thi : 

Mr. MUDD. I know she has, and so has mn. 

Mr. STEELE. Indiana is all the time growing, and you can 
not say that of Maryland. 

Mr. MUDD. With same of the inflictions that there are evi- 
dences before us that Indiana has to bear she ought to have some 
alleviation of her troubles and some help. 

Mr. Maryland can not help it. 

Mr. MUDD. Itis to my mind that there are members 
from Indiana, one of aon at least, who can not helpit. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I do not believe it is necessary to make much fur- 
ther argument upon this matter. Ido not believe that $100,000 is 
more money than is necessary to erect a suitable. building. Ido 
not think there is any economy in p up such structures as 
to be worthless, as we have seen at the Naval Academy, where 
they have had to be repaired and rebnilt and reappropriated for 
in ten or fifteen years, If it is proper that the Government should 
have that building at all, it onght to have a decent and becoming 
one, and $100,000—the Senate made it $120,000—is not beyond 


reason. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MUDD. I ask two minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. MUDD, A hundred thousand dollars is not beyond reason 
for the capital city of Maryland. I-want to say this further: No 
gentleman seems thus far to have made any argument against the 
merit of this proposition. The objection seems to have that 
other cities were not given public buildings at this session. I do 
not think the House ought to begrudge our State the benefit of 
this measure, if it is a meritorious one. If we get tifis appropria- 
tion six months ahead of the time when other gentlemen expect 
to get oan if it — — ahead of the a wemight 
expect to get it through the regular channels, i times six 
years behind the time when we ought to have gotten it. 

A bill for this purpose has been favorably unanimously 

„by the appropriate committee at every session 


incorrigibility, it might not 
7 have been said that there was an Annapolis for every 
orman.“ 


It was for reasons such as this that the city of Annapolis has 
been denied this public building up to the present time. I do not 
believe we shoul i of any such spirit as that at 
the present day. I believe that we are entitled to have this build- 
ing, and to have it now, and I hope we will get it at the hands of 
this House. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
TMT EECER Mr. th bmi 

— s . Speaker, the proposition submitted by the 
gentleman from Maryland is not a very strong one. In fact, the 
proposition is so weak that the gentleman from Maryland has not 
even introduced a bill at this session of Congress to provide for 
the erection of a public building at apime parer 

Mr. MUDD. * ona I knew you would not consider it. 

Mr. MERCER. It is so weak that he was obliged to have it 
inserted in this a cep bill in the Senate, knowing that it 
would fail if standing alone. Fora city which has10,000 people 
and I believe they claim there is a population of 10,000 at Annapolis— 
o premas onlyone argument in its favor, to wit, thatit isthe capi- 

of Maryland. In time this argument may be availing, but that 
time has not yet arrived. I do not blame the gentleman from 
Maryland for making an energetic fight, and his le should 
pe him credit for making a splendid fight for this proposition; 
ut when he says that his State is the only one in which the cap- 


at | ital has no public building, he is in error, because the State of 


Washington, with O} as its capital, has no public building. 

Mr. MUDD. I said with the exception of two or three States 
which had been recently admitted. 

Mr. MERCER. The State of Utah, with Salt Lake City as its 
capital, has no public building. The State of Oregon, with Salem 
as its capital, has no public building. These public buildings will 
comein due time, and will come to Annapolis if it is entitled to it. 
Why, one of the arguments used by various gentlemen actively 
insisting upon the erection of public buildings in their respective 
localities is the large receipts of the town or city to be fa- 
vored, and the fact that the circuit and district courts meet there. 
But the city of Annapolis has no postal receipts wortli speaking 
of. Its customs receipts amount toalmost nothing, and the United 
States courts do not meet at Annapolis. I might mention a very 
1 of cities in the United States more entitled to a pnb- 
15 p e but it is unnecessary to consume time 

so doing, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of this Co it was our 
intention to be just as economical as possible, and in keeping with 
that idea the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds decided 
not to report any bills for public buildings. Later in the session, 
owing to improved conditions in the country, a more liberal policy 
might have adopted had it not been for the war. When war 
was begun we felt that we must exercise economy with reference 
to public buildings, and we have done so. We are organizing and 
equipping our Armyand Navy for the of defeating Spain; 
and I say it is not necessary to provide public buildings at this 
session, and much less pony to authorize one which is of so 
little importance as that called for by this amendment. I do not 
think members of this House will be inclined to pass a proposition 
of this kind. 

(Mr. Payne). ‘The question is on 
5 ced 
; an er re announ 
have it. nigana n 


Mr. MUDD. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there es 8, noes 81. 

So the mdtion to recede with an amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask, Mr. Speaker, if it is necessary, I 
did pot notice, N e House further insist on its disagreement 


agreed to, 

The SPEAKER J eho The Clerk will now 3 the 
amendment upon which the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ToNGUE] 
asks a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Yaquina Bay, Oregon: For continuing improvement, $100,000. 


Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Or 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Speaker, I would like the atiention 
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of the House for a short time to explain this amendment. Per- 
mit me to say for the benefit of those who may not have been 
present at the previous discussion that Oregon has about 400 miles 
of seacoast, and Yaquina Bay furnishes the only ocean harbor of 
general importance to the State of Oregon. There are others, but 
only of local importance. The most of the counties must ship 
their produce to the city of Portland, which is on the Willamette 
River, near the northern boundary of the State. 

Yaquina Bay is situated very nearly central between the north- 
ern and southern boundaries of the State. It is reached by a 
railroad that crosses the Willamette Valley, one of the most 
beautiful valleys in the civilized world. There are 150 miles of 
railroad constructed from this harbor eastward through the Willa- 
mette Valley and in the direction of eastern Oregon. But its 
further construction is delayed waiting fog these improvements 
at Yaquina Bay. If these cm eee are completed so that 
this railroad can be available for the use of the farming district, 
it means more to the people of Oregon every year than the entire 
cost of this improvement. So much as to the commercial im- 

ortance, i 

z The improvements to this harbor were commenced in about 1880. 
Appropriations were made from Congress to Congress, as well by 
those in the control of Democrats as those in the control of the 
Republicans, for the improvement of this harbor. These moneys 
were expended several years under Captain Symons, the engineer 
in charge. Until 1895 there was no word of objection raised by 
Captain Symons as to the advisability of this improvement or as 
tothe prospect of success. From year to year he made his annual 
report to the Chief of Engineers, speaking in complimentary terms 
of the work that had been done and the efficiency of the improve- 
ments that had been made, i 

I will not weary the House by reading the report, except that 
of 1894, because that was the last annual report made prior to one 
in 1895, which has been cited by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DOcKERY]. In 1894 Captain Symons used this language: 

n been successful in a depth of 12 

ples Dryer mr eter er mach 
nner 

poker inek rae * This inner bar forms during the winter and 


ent. 
ually disa; during the summer and autumn. 
own ex ce of inner bar and a contem- 


0 
ha du: the winter and „ and 
The inner bar having rea) riag past 1 5 TAN, 


— r a . on the 30th of March 
a repor! voca! ac 0 
. do away with the inner bar. 

Now, I would like to call the attention of my friend from Mis- 
souri to this recommendation. This was in 1894, when Captain 
Symons recommended a further appropriation of $120,000. Subse- 

uent to that, in a special report made on January, 1895, Captain 
ymons makes this report: 

It is my opinion that Yaquina Bay Harbor is not worthy of further im- 
provement by the General Government for the following reasons. 

But previous to setting forth why it was not worthy of further 
improvement, he admits that— 

The work has been eminently successful, and the improvement of the bar 
has been all or more than the board hoped would be accomplished. 

Now, one moment before I proceed further. Captain Symons 
seems to have have had some theory of his own with reference to 
the current that existed at the mouth of Yaquina Bay. This re- 
port was entirely based on the question whether his views were 
accurate in that regard or not. en he made this report, based 
on his supposition of the existence of this current, people who 
were as well and better acquainted with it than Captain Symons 
immediately wrote to Senator Mitchell and pointed out the error 
into which Captain Symons had fallen, and insisted that he was 
mistaken, Congress in 1895 authorized the appointment of a 
commission—and, by the way, that Congress was composed of a 
majority of Democrats—they authorized the constitution of a board 
to ascertain the correctness of Captain Symons's theories. Colonel 
Stickney and Major Post and Major Sears were appointed for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether the theories and yiews of Cap- 
tain Symons were correct or incorrect. 

That was the object of the constitution and appointment of this 
board. It was the very work entailed upon it. It was the very 
p for which it was sent out. It went on in the discharge 
of that duty, and there was a lapse of five months from the time 
of the meeting of the board until it finally madeits report. It 
met May 9, 1895, and it made its final report October 9, 1895. It 
was deliberate in its work. It had observations made for several 
months, It had borings made at different localities in that bay. 
It had observations made of the effect of the winds and the drift 
of the currents. And it came to the deliberate conclusion that 
Captain Symons was mistaken in his theory and that Yaquina 
Bay could be further improved. 

want now to read a moment from that report. I will not read 
the whole of it. In reciting the object for which they were ap- 


existing project, which I believe | board 


pointed these officers state, it is true, that they were not author- 
ized to give an opinion as to the importance of the improvement, 
Nevertheless they make this statement: 
The result of the work of improvement has been a net gain of 7 feet in 
depth of water across the bar over what it was before the work began, 
They say further: 


that the direction of the swells of the ocean is constantly from northwest to 
southeast, independent of the direction of the winds. 

A careful study of the current sheet and the tracing showing the scour 
and fill that have taken place since the jetties were extended to their present 
length, indicates clearly the action of these forces, and an additional exten- 
sion of the jetties would further restrict the area t h which the resultant 
of 21 forces acts and cause further scour, which w: be nearer the outer 
ree: 

They say further: 

The boring survey shows that the sand can be scoured away to 18 or 19 
feet below mean low water before uncovering the bed rock. 

Here the hammer tan 
. TONGUE. I should like five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield the gentleman that time. 

Mr. TONGUE, Here is the deliberate opinion of this board, 
consisting of three eminent engineers, appointed for the very pur- 

of ascertaining the correctness of Captain Symons’s theory. 

e have here the distinct statement that a further extension of 
these jetties will produce an increased depth of water; that there 
can be secured an increased depth of from 18 to 19 feet at low- 
water mark. s 

Captain Symons, while this board was acting—when perha 
he began to realize that his theories would be overthrown by the 
facts—when observations were being conducted under his own 
direction leading to this result, when he makes his annual report 
in 1895, says not one word to the effect that this harbor can not be 
improved; on the contrary, his report contains this commendation 
of the improvement: 

The practical completion of this work in accordance with the existing pro; 
ect seems a proper occasion to state that it has been eminently su 
and has fully carried out the h and wishes of its projectors. From an 
uncertain bar channel of 6 and 7 feet depth, shifting over a great range, a bar 
channel has been develo by the works constructed of 12 to 15 feet depth 
at the mean of the lower low waters, and with a permanent location. 

He mentions the existence of the board and that observations 
are being made at their request. 

Now, the Engineering Department, ever since the report of this 
„has assumed the correctness of the conclusions and judg- 
ment of the board of engineers. In making the annual report in 
1896 the Engineering Department, after setting forth the amount 
of money that has been expended, says: 

Cy et that can be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 


y a 

The Engineer Department of this Government has acted upon 
the assumption that the report of the board of engineers ap- 
pone in 1895 had made a correct statement of the condition of 

1 N A 3 

General Wilson in his report of 1897 refers to the recommenda- 
tions of the board of engineers for the continuation of this work 
and the extension of the jetties and the removal of sunken rocks, 
During the last Administration Secretary Lamont sent to the Sen- 
ate of the United States a report from General Craighill, the Chief 
of Engineers, in response to a resolution of inquiry from the Sen- 
ate, which report contains the following: 

Capt. W. L. Fisk, Co: f E: the offi I 
TFT 

The project as presented is approved by Colonel Suter, division engineer, 
and, being in acco ce with law, is approved by me. 

There is no engineering reason why this work should not proceed, and it 
is therefore recommended that the project presented be approved, and that 
contracts be entered into for the completion of the work in accordance with 
the law and the regulations of the Department. 

That is the report from General Craighill to Secretary Lamont; 
and without one word of objection, Secretary Lamont further re- 

rts that the apparent delay in the preparation of the project 

y the local engineer may be attributed to the necessary careful 
consideration of the engineering features of the proposed improve- 
ment.” 

So that, 8 the closing of the last Administration (this was 
January 4, 1895), Colonel Lamont and his Engineering Department 
were acting on the 5 that the board of engineers ap- 
pointed under the law of 1895 had rendered a correct report. 

General Wilson, April 22, 1897, in response to a letter of DEAT 
from the Secretary of War, makes a statement, of which the fol- 
lowing is a quotation: i 

The ject of Captain Fisk for carrying out the intent of Congress as ex- 
pressed in the act of 1896 was submitted to the Secretary of War by indorse- 
ment of the Chief of Engineers of December 29, 1896, but the paper was re- 
ceived back from the Secretary of War without action by him. I have now 
to inclose the project previously submitted, and in again presenting this 
question for consideration I have the honor to renew the recommendation of 
my predecessor, General Craighill, that a continuing contract for this work 
be entered into under provisions of the act of 1896, as there are no engineer- 
ing reasons requiring further delay. 


1898. 
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After that the Secretary of War acted, and on February 24, 1898, 
the War Department sends through the proper channel, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the following statement to the House: 

Sır: In accordance with your instructions, I have the honor to submit the 
accom ing supplemental estimate for work of river and improve- 
ment Dri 2 5 year ending June 30, 1899, covering an item of $150, 
improving Yaquina Bay, Oregon. 

This was transmitted by General Wilson to the Secretary of 
War, by the Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and by him to the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TONGUE. I ask five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. TONGUE. So, Mr. Speaker, the objection raised by the 
gentleman from Missouri Mr. DOCKERY] is based upor a single 
report made by Captain Symons in 1895, a report that has been 
discredited and disapproved by every engineer officer in the serv- 
ice of the Government of the United States from that day to this 
in every single investigation made since that time. Captain Sy- 
mons probably was honest in his views, and was perhaps honestly 
mistaken; bus there is no question that he was mistaken, an 
that his opinion should not be considered as a guide in determin- 
ing the matter. 

The board of: engineers took several months to examine the 
question, and reported to the contrary, General Craighill, after 
an investigation of the matter, makes a contrary report, and Gen- 
eral Wilson has reached a different view from that submitted b 
Captain Symons; and the War Department, after a full investi- 
gation, concurs in the views of the board. These gentlemen were 
appointed to examine and report upon the theory of Captain Sy- 
mons, and I have submitted to you what their report is. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a matter meaning more to the people 
of the State of Oregon than every other piece of legislation pend- 
ing before Co , and it is all to be held up on the strength of 
a report made by Captain Symons, a report that is disagreed to 
and nonconcurred in be every engineer officer of the United States 
who has been directed to examine and report upon it. 

My friend has said something about my making an “attack on 
the engineers” in this report. I deny having any such purpose. 
Iam not attacking anybody. Iam merely stating facts as they 
have occurred. I insist that there has been a mistake in the re- 
port of Captain Symons, and that mistake was pointed out by all 
of the engineer officers who have investigated the matter since that 
time. Ihave only said that Captain Symons was mistaken, doubt- 
less honestly mistaken; but in the report he has brought in there 
is evidently an error, which has been pointed out by these officers 
a renee He Oae Eon Gie jodit gineer offi 

s re er from the judgment of every engineer officer 
who has examined the work up to the present time. His was a 
single report, and it is the only time, out of a half dozen different 
reports, where such a state of facts is alleged to exist that would 
not justify the improvement of this bay. And I sincerely hope 
that the House do a fair measure of justice to the farming 
people of the State of Oregon, This is not a measure benefiting 
corporations or people of wealth, but it is a matter of serious in- 
terest to the ucing classes of that State, a measure which will 
benefit people who are now compelled to sell their wheat at 17 
cents less per bushel than the California farmers sell theirs in the 
city of San Francisco. 

his condition of affairs is continued because of the delay in 
completing these harbor improvements. All this delay has re- 
sulted in serious loss to our people, and in the meantime the un- 
completed jetties have been deteriorating and the Government 
plant for conducting the improvements in the harbor has been 
going to ruin at the same time. The Government is losing money 
every day by reason of the delay. Captain Symons himself, in 
1891, complained of the loss incurred by the Government in the 
delay of the appropriations, and yet we are holding back the 
amount necessary and inflicting on the Government unnecessary 
loss, while we are at the same time binding the people of Oregon 
to the chariot wheels of corporations that have a monopoly of 
ocean and inland transportation. 

Here the hammer fell 

r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to ask the gentleman 
what is the amount of the appropriation involved? 

Mr. TONGUE. I ask one moment to answer the question of 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield a moment. 

Mr. TONGUE. The gentleman asks me what is the amount of 
the appropriation involved. It is $100,000, or $50,000 less than the 
request of the engineers and the Department. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the amount involved in the 
project urged by the gentleman from Oregon is $1,025,000 instead 
of $100,000, as suggested byhim. Itis true that $100,000 of direct 
appropriation only is carried by this bill. But the estimate of the 


for 


cost of the project is $1,025,000, and we will enter upon that ex- 
penditure if we adopt his amendment. 

I want to apologize to the House, at the outstart of my remarks, 
for any further reference to this claim. And yet I may say the 
apology is not due from me. I have listened to the gentleman 
from Oregon during the twenty minutes he has addressed himself 
to the Senate amendment, and ten ery suggests itself to me, 


“How long, O Lord,” how long it take to kill this job? 
[Laughter. | 

In February, after three hours’ debate, with a quorum present, 
the House by 40 majority rejected this project. Only a few days 
ago, with a quorum present, the House by 45 majority refused 
their consent tothe project. And Ae it again appears to-day on 
the sundry civil bill, because of the persistent advocacy of the 
gentleman from Oregon. 

I have no criticism to make of the gentleman for his pertinacity. 
I suggest, however, that the time has come when every local in- 
terest should give way to the public interest in respect to these 
great appropriation bills. Many hours were occupied in exhaust- 
ive debate, as I have already said, when this matter was under 
consideration in February last. Quite a time was occupied but a 
few days since, and it was again overwhelmingly rejected, because 
civil engineers said that it was not within the power of man, by 
the expenditure of any amount of money, to deepen the bar chan- 
nel leading to Yaquina Bay. 

The House rejected it 1 a great many Representatives 
knew the circumstances under which it first appeared in this 
House; rejected it because the best advised members of the River 
and Harbor Committee are opposed to this scheme; rejected it 
because they heard the conclusive testimony of the engineer offi- 
cers of the United States quoted against the scheme over and over 
again in the first debateand also in the later debate. 

How long is this to goon? How 3 is a great appro- 
riation bill to be held up that the gentleman from Oregon 5 
ONGUE], with his eloquence and ability, shall further plead the 

cause of this scheme? I do not intend to ask the attention of the 
House to-day to details. If there is any gentleman who does not 
understand the amendments, I shall be gaa to answer any ques- 
tions, but I assume the House is fully advised. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. You have referred to it as a job. 

_ Mr. DOCKERY. Well, that is not a correct characterization, 
if I used that word. It is nota “job.” That is, I do not mean to 
say that any gentleman connected with it has employed any im- 
proper influences in its advocacy; butit is an improvident expend- 
iture of money. That would be the proper characterization of it. 
The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. orara] and his predecessor 
are honest, and all the engineer officers are honest, but it is a use- 
less, extravagant, unnecessary waste of public money, accordin 
to the testimony of the engineer officers. If I used the wor 
“job,” I desire to withdraw it; I used it in no offensive sense. 
If there is any gentleman here who does not understand this 
amendment, I will now yield for a question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to know why the bar channel 
can not be deepened? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The reasons are set out in the report of Ca 
tain Symons, the local engineer. It is a report of great lansik: 
which gives certain scientific reasons why you can not deepen the 
bar channel leading to that bay. That report was approved by 
the division engineer, Colonel Mendell. Then itcame to the War 
Department and was approved by General Casey, the Chief of 
Engineers. The reasons given are scientific ones; and if the gen- 
tleman desires, I will send to the committee room and get the 
report. The reasons are set out in great detail, 

a DOLLIVER. That would seem to be conclusive of the 
matter. 

Mr. TONGUE. Ishall be glad to furnish a copy of the report 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The reasons given are scientific. I perhaps 
do not understand all of them myself. 

Mr. TONGUE. The engineer bases it entirely upon a theory 
that he had as to the existence of certain currents, which a later 
— et to be incorrect. 

r. DOCKERY. Here is the report, if the gentleman from Iowa 
desires it. The reasons given arescientificreasons. I do not fully 
understand them. I simply know that this is the report of the 
engineer officer of the United States appointed in charge of that 
work; that his report was reviewed by the division engineer; that 
his report in turn was reviewed by that capable officer, General 
bara and that the judgment of these three engineers concur, 

A MEMBER., How much commerce is there there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is practically no commerce there. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the 33 permit a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE. Does the gentleman from Missouri contend 
that either the division engineer or General Casey had any knowl- 
edge of this outside of the report of Captain Symons, which they 
assumed to be correct? 


6286 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 23, 


Mr. DOCKERY. 1527 not know whether General Casey was | wi 
ave 3 251 unen T Hag know that he pronounced it un- 
wo 


Mr. TONG E, 1 he uel just sent the gentleman a copy of the 


Mr. DOCKERY. ean General report. 

Mr. TONGUE. 101 18 3 right there in tha‘ pamphlet. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, the House understands it. The local 
engineer denounced it and said it was not poanie to the 
water; the division engineer ap his Casey 

proved the reports of both 0 them; and that opinion of 
aes distinguished army officers and engineer officers the House, 
on two separate votes, a 3 eee. ree 3 by about 
50 majority that it would not a to defend the re- 
port of the local engineer, I could not doi it, 1 5 he deals with 
scientific questions and states in his report ee can nas 
deepen the bar channel. I do not know whether 
good or not. I only know that he was placed by the 55 
of my country in of that work, SE ne 
be capable, and that he reported as I have sta ted. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 


; s , I should like five minutes. 

Mr. TONGUE. r. Speaker, | merely want to say i 

y want to say, in response 
to the question of the gentleman from Missouri . DOCKERY], 
as to apat repo tag a ee this project, that it was begun 
in 1880. It has been indorsed by Congress from that time to this 
by nearly every Congress except this; indorsed by pov eee con- 
trolled by 8 and by Republicans. The work has 
proceeding un 00,000 has been expended under the direction 
of the officers of this Government, and this project will not be 
killed until the people of Oregon have justice in matter. 

So long as I am in Congress and Peay teach reall tr 
I shall continue to pein that this improvement go This 

tion is one of tical benefit to the tse of the State. 

ere are a num counties in the State of that are 

capable of raising thousands of bushels of wheat that can not 

send a single bushel to market because these improvements are 
held up raat transportation facilities are not furnished. 

N m one further yoni . says that ga 18 
Sopan u my persistence. not my persistence alone; i 

the persistence of the Engineer A of the Government, 
the tence of the Senate 3 the United States, the persistence 
of the conference committee and eminent men of both political 
parties, who insist upon this matter. 

N. mm one word with igin to Prisha and Harbor Commit- 
tee. It seems to me, ee is hardly a proper thing 
for the gentleman from Missouri to make this vicious attack upon 
the hive and Harbor Committee of the last House and this House, 
containing as it does eminent e of both political par- 


ties. Irepudiate the suggestion that these men have been sanc- | sai 


tioning a job. Democratic , as they were, that were 
in existence between 1880 and 1895, were not sanctioning ‘‘ jobs.” 
The Democratic Congress that passed the Wilson bill, providing 
for the constitution of this Board eers, were not passing 
„jobs.“ Such officers of the hes as constituted that board— 
Colonel Stickney, Major Sears, and Major Post—were not putting 

any „jobs“ for the State of Oregon, and the Congress of the 
Unite ited States in 1896 were not putting up ‘‘jobs” when 2 

passed on this improvement, and gentlemen ought not to speak of 

this as a job.“ 

Now, the gentleman = does not know anything about Cap- 
tain Symons’s . He knows as much as I know about N. 
Captain Symons theories upon scientific questions; but the 
board of engineers sopone for the an oi ge) of investi- 


gating the correctness of the theories tha ‘Symons had 
spent five months in that investigation and made a report consist- 
ing of twenty-six pages, alarge portion of 1 1 is in exceedin ly 


fine print, and containing all maps and details, found 
Captain Symons was mistaken and that this harbor could ‘ete 
ä yas discredited Captain a 5 
eg partmen i in Symons’s 
General Craighill acted upon ee E ey that oar, the 
ter Onno acted upon it, and ilson is acti 
it, and so have the | dae 


Secretary Alger has acted r 
at for these Sama 1 ouse ought to act upon it. 
Now, one word as to the sere that has been given. The last 
vote seems to have been very largely porin, and that after this 
side had helped Delaware improvements and Kentucky improve- 
ments. Every provision placed in this bill by the Senate for river 
and harbor improvements has been agreed to by the House except 
this one. I can not understand the motives behind this attack, 
and I 1 not, I confess, understand the vigor —.— 5 the gen- 


seems to pursue ular improve- 
ment. 1 eppen e 
RY. Just a word, Mr. 3 I think the 
vines understands why they are pursuing the policy they are 


th respect to this, They simply believe in the statements of 
the officials—non: ; and therefore the House voted this 
matter down, I have no doubt they will vote it down again. 
Mr. TONGUE. Why did Ber 2 = read = report of the other 
„but only that of en Opona 
They 
Mr. SAYERS. Task for a vote now. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
or se 8 d the Speake 
e question was taken; and the T o tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. * 
Mr. TONGUE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 62. 
So the motion was rejected. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr r, I move that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement. 


2 motion was 


agreed to. : 
Mr. SAYERS, I move that the Senate be asked for a further 


conference. 
The motion was to. 
The following conferees on the part of the House were an- 
nounced: Mr. Cannon, Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE, and Mr. SAYERS. 
REPRINT, 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for a reprint of the bill (H. R. 18581) for the protection of the 
people of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, as agreed 
to in conference. 

Mr. MCRAE, I suggest that the order ought not to be made in 
oy oe Have it printed in document form, like the order of 

e Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is like the order by the Senate, 
and we want to get copies of it in that way 

Mr. MCRAE, That shows the bill as finally agreed to, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is what we ask for. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BLACK RIVER, ARKANSAS, 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2063) to authorize the 
White and Black River Valley Railway Company to build a bridge 
across the Black River in Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

An act to authorize the 
a au ap relies on 3 Ae ivor e Company to 
Be it enacted, * That the White aud 


ay line, the D. 3 


m of said river: Provided, That any 
pA ae thal accerding to its limita’ tions shall b bo a Jaw fai 
wn and 


over 2 o the said bridge; and 
the use of sai shall be granted o all telegraph and tele: 
rer ere and the baie States shell ha the right of way across said bridge 
and its ap 


for postal-telegra: 
SEC. 2. t the plan and STRA PET Wage, vith toa map ot 


e bridge and near thereto, exhibiting the 
shall be submitted to the 1 ——＋ ap- 


til —.— the plans and location of 
Full; but DOR of said plan 


8 proceed to 
.— 2 th said — roved red plam, and . aa 5 


progress of the 9 
oy Hoy of the Secretary of War. Tai toe 
sunrise such lights or other 


EC. 
d ale — or impaired 4 — 


if upon reasonable notice to the said railway com pany So 
changes or improvements the said company fails to tote the rights con- 
. 
the use of said 9 — shall 


h ge rant be AE to ermal ri igus and privile lative to of 

ave an en’ Ti an vilages ro ve to the passage 

railroad trains or cars over the same, and Se roaches to the same, 
an 


upon the payment of a reasonable use; and in case the 
owner or owners of said bridge and ‘oad companies, or any 
eee 
paid, and upon the rules and ms to w each shall conform in using 
ron : of the allegations and $e of the partion, 
ar u a s proc 
EC. 5. That this act be null and void if actual construction of the 
herein authorized be not Se en 
three years from the date hereo 


The SPEAKER. Is there diction to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? The Chair h 
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McCULLOCH, a motion to reconsider the 
„ 


GLADSTONE, MICH., A ee OF ENTRY. 
Mr. SHELDEN. Mr. 1 
Eich., 8 ie Hil 8. 4456) to designate G 


The Clerk read 255 l as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That — 
same hereby is, A 
trict of Superior, that the p vileges of immediate transportation of di 


u- 
tiable merchandise withou defined by the act of J 
i fob E E a 
or other = 
are hereby, exten — extended to subport. 
The SPEAKER. = there cag oe to 9 consideration 


. 8 
RY. 2 W 
ates any new offices? 

Mr. SHELDEN. No, sir. 2 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the | , 
third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHELDEN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

JOSEPH W. WHAM. 

Mr. BAKER of Illinois. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4237) to enable 
the President to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, pa; in the 


United States Army, to duty, his former Poste status in the 
United States Army. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
he authorized to set aside, 
. 
Daph W. Wham. ri babona, are 7 N 


and statusin tho United States Army. 


hereby directed from the appropriations 

Army, the and allowances (the latter to be ramina 
wich foes bec oh ened neler the N of the af : 
irs a Is there seer to the present consideration 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I object unless the names of the mem- 
bers of the court-martial are included. 

Mr. HAY. What is the force of the eee objection? 
Why does he want to know the names of martial? 

Mr. SIMS. This same bill was brought up before by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. 11 he o mado ve reflections 
upon the court-martial sentence was 
brought about in order to make room for „ With 
such motives as that ascribed to the court-martial, we have a right 
I ages tak K ant tues Ioan 5 

want them e RECORD. 
understand tbat thë matter was reviewed and modified by Presi- 
dent Harrison, and I think it is bad practice to a measure 
here which reflects upon the court-martial not name the 
gentlemen who compose the court. : j 

Mr. SHAFROTH. [I hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection. The questionnow is on the consideration of the bill, and 
if he insists this knocks out the bill. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Illinois can not state the names now. 

Mr. SIMS. I gave notice before that they must the names 
in the RECORD. The gentleman from Illinois . CONNOLLY] 
brought the names to me at the time, so that they have the names 
in their possession now 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then they can be put in the RECORD, 
if the gentleman has them. 

Mr. SIMS IMS. That is all that I require. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I think it is an injustice to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BAKER], because he may not have the 
names with him. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, „%%% ˙ neon he cee. 

Mr. SIMS. That is all I require, that the names shall be in- 
15 the RECORD. 
Mr. BAKER of Illinois. Mr. 5 this bill was up for con- 
1 3 that the gen- 
the consideration 


Ata cera about this case is what is set out as the unan- 
imous report of the committee, and I can state the substance of 
that in a very few words. That report shows that Major Wham 
was a soldier of exceptional excellence, a very distinguished sol- 


of Michigan, be, and the such 


dier; that during his time of service as paymaster millions passed 
through his ie lek CEs Oe A . ft 
shows further that in a private transacti 


sent from Peoria, III., to some point, I think, in Idaho, to a gen- 
tleman by the name of resident of a Western com- 
pany, who was to deliver it to Major Wham. Ott Otto Gram testifies 
that no such transaction took place; that he never received the 
$1 eee handed it to Major Wham. 
The secretary of the company swears to the same effect, that no 
transaction could pan a place, or it would have been 
within the of his official information. Further, Ma- 
i Wham swears that he never received the money. When we 
k further at the character of the evidence, we find that it must 
have been sent by express, in which case the records a the sopra 
company would prove it; or it must have been — Perea 
letter, in which case the proper records of the Post-Office 
ment would establish that fact; or, third, it might have Grate zo 
by draft or check, in which case there would have been bank proof 


of it. 
alas of Ppa . — were — N a pepe 
as ina man- 
ner, Holding ing the position hee paymaster for years, millions passing 
thout reproach, and now in a private matter 
te chased eN and misappropriating $1,000. All that 
was supported by one affidavit, and that witness is contradicted 
t Wham, by Mr. Gram, and by the secretary of 


E e e 
The list presented 3 has been gos to me 


court-martial, and 
them a part of my remarks. 

1 7 appear later in the proceed - 
ings. 

Iam quite aware that the President of the United States can set 
aside the remaining part of the judgment of the court-martial, 
but I am equally aware that this case demands more. The exec- 
utive government itself, through its appropriate organ, General 

said in his report on the case that although the Presi- 
dent could set aside the remaining part of the sentence, it would 
not be full justice to Major Wham; and he recommends that full 
a Hegel than partial justice, be done to this brave officer 


an 
“the SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 
Mr. SIMS. If the names of the members of the court- martial 
are read, I have no objection to the consideration of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the paper sent to the desk 
by the aenea from Illinois [Mr. BAKER]. 
The k read as follows: 


t-Colonel Bacom, Post, 
or MeGa ae os — Marshall — teat ost, 
oe ai ate Is there objection to the present consideration 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I should like to hear 
ADEO AED tale capuaes TOIA fait var be DE 
it proposes pa; res ow 
him for the time he has not been serving. Is that the case? 

Mr. DOCKERY, That is the fact. 

Mr. SIMS. It was admitted in the debate here that such would 
be the effect of the bill if 

Mr. DINGLEY, It seems to me that if this paymaster be re- 
stored to the Army and given his original position, he ought not 
to be paid for the time during which he eg been performing no 
service. 

Mr. SULZER. If he was unjustly discharged, does not the gen- 
tloman think he ought to be paid for the time he has been out? 

Mr. SMITH t point, I think, is covered by the 
recommendation of the Secretary of War as contained in the re- 


port. 
Mr. HAY. Isuggest to the gentleman from Maine that after 
Lake. ila the consideration of the bill that question can be 


Mr. DINGLEY. Ishould like to hear read that portion of the 
bill proposing to give this man full pay for the time he was not in 


service. 
eae en 
Mr. DINGL The bill seems to grant pay to this man for 
the time he has not been serving. It seems to me that his res- 
toration to the Army, if the facts justify it, should be sufficient, 
ee E ETNA 


Pete Sn — I suggest to the gentleman from Maine 


‘ 
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that that question can be considered by the House after the bill is 
taken up. I urge further the injustice to which this man has 
been subjected in having been discharged in this way after long 
service, simply because a certain debt was not paid. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, he has had half pay during 
all this time; and the proposition is to give him full pay. It seems 

to me that if while performing no service at all he has been enjoy- 
ing half pay, we should not, if we now restore him to his former 
position, give him full pay unless there are some strong reasons 
to the contrary. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is he not entitled to special considera- 
tion from the fact that his honor was impugned by the unjust 
action of this court-martial? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that in this case we are asked 
to goa little further than we have been accustomed to go. 

et POLARE: Let that question come up when the bill is con- 
sidered. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope there will be no objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill. I will say to the gentleman from Maine 
that this is a pretty hard case. 

Mr. SULZER. I think it is an outrageous case. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe the House ought to have a chance to 
pass upon the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no objection to the consideration of 
the bill, but I should like to hear what may be said on the point 
I have suggested. 

The SP. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? The Chair hears none. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be en and read a third time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that as this officer has per- 
formed no duty for a period of years, during which he has been 
receiving half pay, we ought not now to allow him to receive full 

y for that period in addition to restoring him to his former rank. 
Pshould like to hear some reason for the action here pro s 

Mr. BAKER of Illinois. In reply to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, I ask the Clerk to read from the desk the con- 
cluding sentence of General Alger's report on this case—only one 
sentence, which sums up that officer’s view on the very point pre- 

_ sented by the gentleman from Maine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is true that the unexpired portion of the sentence could be remitted by 
the President and he could be restored to duty. But in my opinion this 
would not be a full measure of relief to him, and I therefore recommend leg- 
islation for his relief. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, that is no suggestion that 
he shall have full pay during this period. It seems to me that 
the restoration of the officer to his former position, allowing him 
to receive the half pay which he has been receiving during the 
period of his retirement, and when he was rendering no service, 
would cover the case. ; 5 

However, I am ready to hear any suggestions on that point. 

Mr. BELL. That is what the Secretary of War has stated 

Mr. DINGLEY. That he received full pay? 

Mr. BELL. No; but that the President should restore him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; I understand that; but the question here 
is whether he can receive full pay after having received half pay 
during the period that he was not in the service. 

Mr. BAKER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, there can be no remedy 
except by restoring this man to his full 82 J He should be re- 
stored to his full right as completely as the law could restore such 
right, so that his status would be the same as if this great and 
vital mistake had not been made. 

Now, I have no accusation whatever to bring againstthe court- 
martial that formulated this sentence. I know human nature, 
just as every member of this House knows it, sufficiently well to 
know that great mistakes, unaccountable mistakes, and unques- 
tionable mistakes are sometimes made by honorable, sincere, con- 
scientious, and worthy men. This seems to me to be a case in 
point. It is clearly such a case of mistake. ae 

Iam informed, and believe it to be true, that since this injus- 
tice, this mistake, was inflicted on Major Wham he has not been 
able to do a particle of business. He has been under a cloud, so 
to speak, the sentence of the court-martial operating as a blight, 
a blast, a mildew, a scourge, and a curse upon him; and I can see 
that that sense of manly honor which finds so strong a pe in 
the heart of the nation, as I believe it has in the hearts of its Rep- 
resentatives, will do justice in this case, and that a man such as 
Major Wham, who is great as a soldier and honorable as an offi- 
cer, who has been made the victim of a grave mistake which has 
blighted his career, will be vindicated by according to him, not a 
mincing, but a full and manly measure of justice. 

ask a vote. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, if this were a proceeding under a 
contract between parties—a suit for a breach of contract in writ- 
ing—the law fixes the measure of damages that could be recov- 
ered, and every lawyer on the floor of the House knows what that 
measure of damagesis. In brief, it is the difference between the 


contract (that would be his salary in this case) as stipulated to be 
paid by the United States Government to him and what he has 
received since this court-martial, or what he ht have received 
by the exercise of ordinary diligence in his endeavors to secure 
employment, That is fixed, and I fully with the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]., i 

I am perfectly willing to vote for the bill, but I am emphatic- 
ally opposed to a proposition which allows to this gentleman the 
full salary which would have been ordinarily due to him since the 
court-martial 5 took effect. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, a single word. 

There is a consensus of opinion in the minds of members of the 
House upon the report of the committee that this legislation should 
be enacted; and the only difference between the members of this 
body seems to be whether or not from the time the court-martial 
went into effect, during which this man has received only half 
pay he should have added thereto by this legislation the other 

to which he would otherwise have been entitled. 

I have sympathy with what the gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the House has said and what the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] has said, and I recognize the rule touching the 
estimation of ages as between private individuals to be sub- 
stantially as the gentleman has stated it. 

sh RAY of New York. Will the gentleman from Illinois per- 
mit me? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Texas did not 
state the rule in this case correctly. It is not what the injured 
2 might have earned. It is not the amount that he might 

ave earned in other business which reduces the damages, but 
what he might have earned in the same character of business in 
which he was engaged at the time the court-martial proceedings 
took place. The rule stated by the gentleman from Texas has no 
application whatever here. This man was a paymaster, and by 
this wrongful act and sentence of the court-martial he was pro- 
hibited from serving in that character or from being enga; at 
all in the Army or Navy. If wrongly removed, he was not under 
obligations to engage in private business, and thereby reduce the 
daona he sustained by reason of this unlawful proceeding. If 
a professional man is lawfully hired to do professional work and 
wrongfully discharged by his employer, he is under no obliga- 
tion whatever to shovel dirt or engage as a hod carrier in order to 
reduce the damages he is entitled to by reason of such wrongful 
breach of contract. 

Mr. BURKE. Let me ask the gentleman from New York if 
there was anything in the sentence which would prevent him in 
any other of the avenues of life from making a living? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, well, he might have gone out 
hoeing potatoes, or plowing, or chopping wood. But under the 
rule of law requiring a man anywhere ry discharged to 
reduce his damages so far as possible he is only required to seek 
and engage in the same class of business he was engaged in at the 
time the wrongful discharge is alleged to have occurred and dam- 
ages were sustained by reason thereof. If a minister is eng: 
to preach and wrongfully dismissed, he is not under obligation to 

to 3 or chopping wood so as to reduce the damages 
e sustains by the wrong. 

Mr. BUR I do not agree with the views of the gentleman 
from New York on that proposition. It is not sustained by au- 
thority e the country in our courts of justice. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, let that be as it may. 

Mr. SULZER. Lawyers, as well as doctors, disagree. 

Mr. CANNON. I will take it either that the gentleman from 
New York is correct or that the gentleman from Texas is correct, 
or that both are correct. 

A MEMBER. Or neither, 

Mr. CANNON. So far as my remarks are concerned, I do not 
care who is correct. When I was trying years ago to make an 
honest living by the practice of the law in a country circuit, I 
used to have an idea that by my hustling and by my practice of 
the law I could make a fair living; but that was a quarter of a 
century ago, so that I do not know now. 

But what I wanted to say was this: Here is a man who, when a 
young man, enlisted in the Army in the late war. He did good 
service. He attracted the attention of his regiment, and the at- 
tention of the people of his State, and, toa certain extent, the 
attention of the people of the country. He attracted the atten- 
tion of the great Silent Commander, by whom he was 14 
paymaster on account of his fitness for the position and his mag- 
nificent service in the late war. Now, it seems that he was court- 
martialed. Everybody agrees that the sentence of that court- 
martial should be annulled by legislation. Take a man almost 
old enough to be retired, who, during all these years has been en- 
gaged in the ormance of this duty, who is broken in fortune, 


under a cloud 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In debt. 
In debt, spoiling shoe leather, as, smarting 


Mr. CANNON, 


1898. 
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under the sense of injustice, he comes to Washington and goes here 
and goes there begging and imploring for a hearing that justice 
may be done. Now, whatever the rule of law may be, we all un- 
derstand that under those conditions he could not have earned 
anything. It seems to me that if this judgment ought to be wiped 
out, as I believe.it ought to be, with it ought to come even-handed 
and full justice, [Applause.] < 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Let us have a vote. ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. BAKER of Illinois, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HAY. I wish to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
regular order, and the gentleman from Virginia states that he 
has a privileged report. 

CIVILIANS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


Mr. HAY. I ask for the adoption of the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. i 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of War be, 
and he is hereby, requested to furnish for the information of the House the 
names of all civilians appointed to positions in the Volunteer Army since the 
2th day of April, 1898, together with the names of States from which said 
civilians were appointed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that resolution reported by a committee? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. i 5 

The SPEAKER. It is reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HAY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
regular order. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


ALMON SPRINGSTEEN, 


The first bill on the Calendar of Unfinished Business was the 
bill (H. R. 2656) removing the charge of desertion standing against 
Almon Springsteen, reported from the Committee of the ole 
on June 17, 1898, with the recommendation that it do lie on the 

table. 

I be bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, does the Chair hold that the consid- 
eration of these bills is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was ordered on these 
bills, the Chair understands. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The previous question was ordered on 
the bills and amendments to their final passage. 

Mr. LOUD. If so, Mr. Speaker, then it seems to me that when 
the regular order has been called heretofore this should have been 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would have been the reg- 
ular order, but the attention of the Chair was not called to the 
fact. 


act. 

Mr. LOUD, The House has gone to the call of committees 
when the re order has been demanded during the week. I 
shall not offer any factious objection to this, but I want to call 
the attention of the Chair to the condition that has prevailed 
heretofore, and I think the Chair, after due investigation of this 
subject, will find that perhaps rulings made heretofore by the 
Chair have been erroneous, in that they haye led to a condition 
that never was contemplated by the rule. Of course the rules 
contemplate the orderly and good government of the House. 
Under those rules Friday night is set aside for a certain character 
of business. Some few years ago—how long I can not say—the 
Chair determined that measures coming over from Friday night 
were the regular order on the succeeding Friday. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire 

Mr. LOUD. Just let me finish my statement. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to inquire whether or not 
lecturing the Chair—the Speaker—is now the regular order, or 
the consideration of the bills before the House, the unfinished 
business on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
California raises the question of whether this would be the regu- 
lar order, and that is a point of order on which the Chair is very 
glad to hear the gentleman from California. If any error has 
been made in any ruling as to the business of the House, the 
sooner it is corrected the better. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, as I was about to say, that ruling 
was made some two or three years ago—that business coming 
over from Friday night was the regular order on the succeeding 
Friday. While that involved but afew cases from the Friday 
night session, of course attention was only partly drawn to the 


XXXI— 394 


matter; but I think when the Chair comes to contemplate that 
a specific number of hours on Friday night are set aside ex- 
clusively for a certain character of business, that at least we are 
going on dangerous ground, as demonstrated now, when the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions pass 
seyenty or eighty cases of a night, and that they have not only 
taken the time the House has given them under our rules, but 
have stn over business enough to give them consideration for 
substantially a full day in the House. I think the original intent 
of the rules was simply to give to the Committees on Pensions and 
Invalid Pensions, and to the Committee on Military Affairs for 
the removal of charges of desertion, Friday night from 8 until 
10.30 to dispose of the business upon that Calendar. 

Now, let us see what we shall get to. Had we followed up the 
course pursued to consider bills on Friday night within this priv- 
ilege of going to the Calendar for two and a half hours on Friday 
night, we would have left business enough on hand, as they have, 
to consume the full time of the House on the succeeding Friday, 
which time is given under the rules of our House as privileged 
over other matters, to go into Committee of the Whole House to 
consider business upon the Private Calendar. While I shall not 
offer any objection now, and shall not, Mr. Speaker, insist upon 
the point of order, it seems to me that the rulings in the past have 
been such as to lead us away from the original intent of the rule; 
and I have always assumed that in making the rules, and in the 
definition of the rules, and the decisions given upon them, we 
simply take into consideration that ordinary common sense that 
governs every person, and simply agreed to each rule and the in- 
tent that was given to that rule at that time. 

While I withdraw the point, I hope, when we are thirty-three 
years away from the close of the war, and pass pension bills to the 
extent of over seventy a night, and another department is grind- 
ing out $150,000,000 a year for pensions, and when the House has 
set aside two and a half hours a week, that the Committee on Pen- 
sions and Invalid Pensions will confine themselves to Friday 
1 I will not insist upon the point of order. 

A he SPEAKER. The Chair desires, before the matter is with- 
rawn— 

siyas I renew the point, in order that the Chair may pass 
upon i = 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, before the matter 
passes from the House, that the proceeding is entirely in accord- 
ance with the language of the rules, Itis not in regard to pen- 
sion cases pep Mie in regard to all others—that when the previous 
question had been ordered upon a bill to the passage it then be- 
comes the order of the House, and supersedes almost everything. 
But, of course, the rule actually contemplated that this should 
be done in regard to a single bill. Now, it seems to have been 
done with regard to seventy in a lump. The only way in which 
that could have been done was by the unanimous consent of all the 
members present, and there was no way by which this business 
could haye been brought before the House at this time if a single 
man had objected. 

Mr. MAXWELL. That was the case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that was the case. 
Nevertheless, the practice is not by any means a desirable one. 
The business of the House ought not to be forestalled by consent 
given in that way. The Chair knows no way to prevent it, ex- 
cept by some member being present and insisting upon a proper 
course of action. If the proper course of action had been taken, 
there could have been but a single bill with the previous question 
ordered beforehand, 

As to this matter not having been taken up before, the Chair 
can only say that he was not aware that these bills were in this 
condition until now. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, is not this the first time that pension 
bills have come up, or have been sought to be brought up, at any 
other time than Friday? 

‘The SPEAKER. It is the first time in this Congress that the 
previous question has been ordered in this way. They would 
come up as unfinished business if the previous question was not 
ordered; but whenever the previous question is ordered, it is 
equivalent to a direction to lay aside all business and proceed to 
the consideration of these tae bills, and it could only be done 
by unanimous consent. Whether the practice is undesirable or 
not is for the members of the House to determine. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no doubt but that technically the Chair is 
right, but it seems to be leading up to the original intent. 

The SPEAKER. It is accomplishing what was not the original 
intent, but it is difficult to see how any other ruling could be made, 
The Clerk will proceed with the first bill. 

The or reported from the Committee of the Whole 
without amendment, were severally considered, and the House 
bills ordered to be en: ed and read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed; and the Senate bills ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed: 

H. R. 10055. An act granting a pension to James Burnett; 
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R. 6427. An act for the relief of Clarissa A. Dunham; 
R. 10080. An act granting a pension to Frances E. Utley 


H. 
H. 
Davis; 
ry record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg, approved July N, 186 
record of Wilhe piege 
28 5110 3110. An act granting a pension to Patrick Breen; 

S. 2813. An act granting a pension to Barney Smith; 

S. 4400, An act granting an increase of pension to Joel Black- 


man; 

S. 2393. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Hinck- 
ley; 

S. 4568. An act granting a pension to Jacob Miller; and 

8. 4269. An act granting a pension to Margerett Ferriter, 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, were severally considered, the amendments 
agreed to, the House bills ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, read the third time, and ; and the Senate bills 
ordered to a third reading, read the thi d time, and passed: 

S. 1737. An act to correct the military record of Patrick Hanley; 

S. 2338. An act granting a pension to James C. Young; 

S. 3169, An act granting a pension to John R, Bevan; 

S. 3111. An act granting a pension to M. ~ 

S. 1334. An act granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

S. 2036, DAI OnO a meaner pata E Cook; 
Baldwin 3668. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim C. 

S. 4208 An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 


Yo 
S. 1851. An act granting an increase of pension to John N. Lan- 
don, of Leavenworth, Kans.; 


S. 8506. ‘An act granting a pension to Mary E. Kline; 
S. 873. , An act to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin 


iggins 
S. 1807. An act ting an increase of pension to Abraham T. 
Casey, of Larned, A 
8. 1363. An act granting an increase of on to Alva A. Eaton; 
S. 2117. An act ting a ion to Fannie Kautz, widow of 


. V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, 5 pt States Army; 
H. R. 2632. A bill to remove the charge o f desertion from the 
military record of Thomas W. O’Brien; 
R. 3230. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Thomas Connolly; 
H. R. 1008. A bill to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Michael F. Newell; 
H. R. 987. A bill to correct the military record of Corydon 
Winkler, Prend anii Eighth Company First Battalion, First Ohio 


H. R. 1798. BA bill to remove the chargo of desertion against 
Carl F. W. Stolle, of Iron Ridge, Wis.; 
co 8330. A bill to correct the military record of William D. 


Kur fis 

H. . 10276. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
Witte 

H. R 4173. A bill granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 


Otis 
H. R. 2545. A bill HE ETEW Mary Elizabeth Hieskell, widow 
H eroe Findra —.— 8 d 
H. R. 1775. A bill remo ec 0 on an 
ey faced of Eimer Stickle, late Company D, 


H. R. 8501. A bill for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts; 
a = 351. A bill granting a pension to Charles Howar 
257. A bill for the relief of Rachel T. Abbott, of i riles- 


117. A A bill gran’ a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 
. A bill ace on to Della E. Spaulding, 
tly helpless ene of ed O. Spaulding, late of Com- 
ne hundred and sixty-first Regiment New York Volun- 


1 A bill granting a pension to Robert S. Moorhead; 
741. pee bill granting a 8 to Lucy 3 


A rf pg 
ß r Pp 
. 


mS ENR 
R 
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d; 

H. R. 

H. R. 7230. 1 to Mrs. Paul; 

H 7200 A bil granting a pension to Ms. Mary Pa 

H. R. 3261. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the 
FFF 

H. R. 726. A bill to increase the pension of David W. Penny- 
*. f. ble K bal senting pension to Mary L. Cook 
oE E 0 AEDE EENAA oo enai DOOR to Susan A. 
ummer; 

H. R. 7595. A bill granting a pension to Mrs. E. Ward; 

H. R. 8239. pill for the relief of Catherine McCarthy; 
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H. R. { i 
ee A bill granting an increase of paceman ba Sides A 
= 4808. A bill to pension to Miss Maggie Morris; 
hae 98. A bill ere of pension to Samuel S, 
atterson 


H. R. 8952. A bill 3 increase of 8 to John C. 
Kapp, of Company E. E. Eighty-fifth Regiment of New York Vol- 
unteers. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Lask unanimous consent to enter a 
motion to reconsider the vote on the passage of these various bills, 


‘and nag the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 
There was no objection, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leaye of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Topp, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
ae Mr. LINNEY, for four days, on account of important busi- 


7 Mr. Strown of North Carolina, for ten days, on account of 
important business, 
o Mr. TAWNEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


fate LANHAM, indefinite. y, on account of sickness in his 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, papers in the case of Peter Ramodanovitch, Fifty- fourth 
Congress, no adverse report haying been made thereon. 

EXTENSION OF LEAVE TO PRINT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request: 


Mr. Topp requests an extension of ten days within which to print remarks 
on the annexation of Hawaii. 


Mr. PAYNE. I do not think that extension ought to be granted. 


1 2 
ral MEMBERS (to Mr. PAYNE). Do not object. 
itr PAYNE. Is this a request simply for the gentleman him- 
se 


The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr, PAYNE. Well, I will not object, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objection; and leave is 
granted. 

SYLVESTER F, HILDEBRAND, 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8607) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Sylvester F. Hildebrand. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., t special issned 
ment under sa T rrieta 83 7 — — at 
the same is hereby, 8 aside, aye that Sylvester F. Hildebrand be given 
honorable 8 of 
8 of the discharge . — 0 > him N 8 71 T, 1865, under said special 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Pa after the word “discharge, in line 7, the words “as of date June7, 
Add at end ee 575 ll es words Bag that he be paid all pay and allowances 
retained on his d ə by. ee of pA e forfeiture specified in 

Army Regulations 
Mr. DAVENPORT. I ask for the 3 of the report in this 

case. [A pause. ] If nobody objects, I will withdraw the request 

Poa omar ou tote at oi 

8 z report ought to be re: yin 

view of the amendment proposed. I reserve the right to 9 

Pete ee the readin 77 5 of the report. 

e ores) bark ose as ee 


order. 


had under 
military —.— of Bytrester F. E eee do 
report that the semo do pas with th o mi the rE a amendments, to 
ie after the the words 5 . — dale June 


Add at end of line Il the words Baene he 5 allowance 
his orfeiture 88 01 in 


Ho faithfully until after the war was over and was in the 

review at Washington City, Peas May 23, 1865. a ing his service he 

was in every battle from second Bull Run to in which his regi- 
mt was engaged. He n —ů oa, hel 3 a sick 


Soon after his 
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On January 17, 8 r ee ee 
matter of ee 1 a S i — 3 — with the offi. 


y-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteer 


term of P main — ere 
mitted to the Secretary of War May 20, 1885, and on pe fn 
that Hildebrand be discha: zed, under paragraph 1371 o; nice | ae Reg- 
ulations, which reads as f 
Fie est ee ia diesharged as a minor, or for other cause involvin 
aud 22 part in the enlistment, or by the civil authority, 
forte all pay and allowances due at the time of tho discharge, and shall not 


3 statements.” 

is severe regulation Sylvester F. Hildebrand, after almost three 
ears’ faithful service at the front, after the war was Uae i peerage yo “pr 

5 anà review at W m, Was pd, all pay and allow. 

ance cut t money to pay his way back home t 0 


Apollo, o, Pa. 
The military record. after stating that his aia og were faithful and that 


3 — seers ed under the above paragraph of the Army Regulations, gra- 
* is seri proper to remark that his officers gave Hildebrand an ex- 
t character as a soldier. 
It fime that this soldier, w Xa misrepresen the 9 6 and 
whose only nome se ye yen at which both 


the recruiting a cers in — — of ee 3 
winked, should be n with 5555 to cor- 
respond wisa the facts, and granting owances SO ep Bene cut off 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DAVEN T, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SIMS. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
co a (H. R. 7695) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and 


155 Clerk roceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. STE (before the reading was concluded). Imove that 
the House do now oe E 

The SPEAKER. gentleman from Indiana moves to ad- 
journ, which is pp arti gas to an objection. 


Mr. SIMS. I should like to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STEELE. Iunderstand thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Sims] wants to make a statement, and 1 will withdraw my motion 
until he does so. 

Mr. SIMS, Mr. Speaker, I wish to state the purpose of this 
bill and the facts upon which it is based. I hope members will 
give me their attention. Of course I am satisfied the bill is not 
going to be considered at the present time; but perhaps the House 
will do better by it in the future, when there is more time. 
(Laughter. } 

Mr. PAYNE. Is not that equivalent to an objection? 

Mr. SIMS. It is not so intended 

During the war, at a place called Henderson, west of the Ten- 

nessee River on the Mobile and Ohio road, there was a small force 
of Federal soldiers. The country was completely in possession of 
the Tann at that time. East of the Tennessee River Col. N.N. 
Cox, my distinguished colleague in this House, was commander 
of a Confederate regiment. He made a raid at night into Hender- 
son from the east side of the river, captured the small Union force 
destroyed $1,900 worth of cotton belonging to 

together with camp equipage and property 
Late Sey the Army; in all, $5,080. 


e destroyed 1 — 818, = worth of cotton nee to 
ulators and the depot and water tank. The commander 
of ‘thet vision, Colonel Haney, made an order for an assessment 


upon rebel sympathizers sufficient to reimburse the United States 
Government for the losses which it had sustained. An appraise- 
h mistake, misunderstand- 


ment was made; but the officers, 
money to feat ah the 


ing this general order, collected en 


Government and also to pay for all property of private citi- 
zens that was lost at the same time. 

The money was collected and over to the Government offi- 
cer, but General Grant refused to appropriate a amount 
than was necessary to reimburse the Government, t with the 


extin, 
which was peering hg: bysome guerrillas. The 
total amount collected committee F r 
shows that only $5,080 was required by the United. States 
ernment to reimburse it for actual losses, 
‘This amount is proved by the facts of record in the case. The 


balance, less to a lady who saved a burning bridge, was 
fod overtoProvost-arshat General Hillyer ofthe —— 


of Tennessee. It was not for payment of property 
damaged or anything of that sort, but it is a fund which is held 


there and which should be appropriated to pay to these citizens 
the cea that, through a misapprehension of the order of the 
commanding officer, was coll and paid over to the 
officer of the United States. That is the whole of it. That is the 
the matter is in at this time. 

ow, this claim is unanimously reported by the Committee on 
War Claims. It has been vary tes fore Congress for some 
twenty yi and has ouses over and over again, 
bnt at erent terms, there not having been concurrent action 
. both Houses during any one session, as shown by the 
report. It is in proof that General Grant and General 8 Sullivan, 
in command of the forces of the Federal Government at that 
place at the time, have stated that this money should be paid back 
to these people, as it was collected under a misapprehension. It 
is also in proof that the parties from whom a 


misunderstanding of its construction; and this bill, in view of 
that fact, seeks only to return the mon rp e erroneously from 
them which is now in the Treasury of United States. 

Mr. DALZELL. And return it to them without interest? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes, sir; without any interest whatever. 

Mr. ELLIS. Is the money in the , to which the gen- 
tieman refers, a sum which was collected from the Confederates 
to reimburse the Government and the Union men who had lost it? 

Mr. SIMS. No, sir; the order was to assess and collect a cer- 
tain sum of money from rebel sympathizers to reimburse the 
Government for the loss of army property, including cotton 
burned by the Confederates in that particular raid and at that 
picon oa and thet. the United 85 T 

Mr. ELLIS. An money is now Treasury? 

Ar SIMS. Itis, sir. 

Mr, ELLIS. From whom was it collected? 

Mr. SIMS. From the parties whose names are mentioned in 
the bill, and to whom the report shows that itis due. 

Mr. ELL Were they rebel sympathizers? 
Mr. SIMS, No, sir; the report shows that th 
men, and Colonel Hurst, who commanded the Si 
Tennessee Cavalry of the United States Army, * was an = 

3 man and raised a regiment in that locality, devoting 

to the cause of the Union, certified that he knew each one 

— all of them, and that they were loyal to the Government of the 

United States during the war. But the orders were misunder- 

stood, and this money was collected from individuals and not from 

the community, as was intended. It has been withheld from these 

people and has been lying in the Treasury of the United States 
for some thirty-five years. 

This is no — claim. It is for money actually collected 
and 3 under a misapprehension of General Grant’s order, and 

admitted by himself, and here is his own statement as well 
as that of General Sullivan and other Federal commanders, show- 
ing = the money was improperly collected and ought to be re- 


Mr. ELLIS. Then they only seek to have returned to them 
the money taken under what the gentleman says was a 
misapprehension of the orders? 

Mr. SIMS. That is correct. That is all that is asked, and I 
hope the House at some convenient season in the future will con- 
sider the matterand that there will be no objection to its passage. 

I thank the 3 from Indiana for his courtesy. I know 
the motion he made for adjournment takes precedence of any 
ee I may make, and I can only thank him now for his 

ulgence and express a ae ia that the House will favorably con- 
sider this bill at some 5 
cack STEELE. Now, Speaker, Irenew the motion to ad- 


W. PAYNE. I Was rather in hopes the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee aug si ig al his objection to the consideration of the 


a Regimen were Tn 


Pa Fane: taken on the motion of Mr. STEELE, the 
ivided; a ‘were—ayes 36, noes 31. 
ET the motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
3 p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next at 12 
m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule Leh bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 


= the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 


follows: 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, submitted the flo cows of the minority on the bill 
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of the House (H. R. 10289) to provide for the strengthening of 
the public credit, for the relief of the United States Treasury, and 
for the amendment of the laws relating to national banking asso- 
ciations; which said views, accompanied by a report (No. 1575, 
part 2), were referred to the Committee of the ole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4571) 
to extend Rhode Island avenue, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1620); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5887) for the prevention of smoke in the District of Columbia and 
for other purposes, repo the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 1623); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
186) for the relief of farmers, pares, and truckmen selling 

roduce of their own raising on the south side of B street, between 
8 and Thirteenth streets, in the city of Washington, D. C., 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
1 o. 1624); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
ouse Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. McEWAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1194) for the relief of the estate 
of Richard Lawson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1613); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2853) for the relief of Alice 
Walsh, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No, 1614); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8465) appropriating money for rent and 
value of certain buildings on the northwest quarter of the north- 
west quarter, section 2, township 13, range 13, Fort Crook, Nebr., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 
1615); which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1515) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1616); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 4202) for the relief of Mary E. 
McDonald, widow of Marshall McDonald, and Stephen C. Brown, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1617); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3240) granting an 
honorable certificate of discharge to Charles H. Rarick, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1618); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHANY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5326) for the re- 
ief of Thomas Hickey, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 5 ae said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10351) for the 
relief of Baine C. Dent, ensign, United States Navy, Grader the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report ( 
which said bill and report were referred to the 


ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LOW, from the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10164) to suspend laws which confine 
coastwise trade to American bottoms, 
accompanied by a report (No, 1621); 
were laid on the table, 


pac age the same adversely, 
which said bill and report 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4028) for 
the relief of Emogene C. Crawford; and the same was referred to 


the Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 10788) to retire the United 
States legal-tender notes and Treasury notes,and to substitute 
therefor Treasury certificates, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10789) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1889, and to aid 
in the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on 
Interstate and 78 8 Commerce. 

ay Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 10790) for the erection of a 
pon ic building at Talladega, Ala.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10804) for the erection of a pubiic buildin 
= sea Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings an 

rounds. 8 

By Mr. HAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 329) providing 
for the employment of two additional clerks to the Committee on 
n for the balance of the session to the Committee on 

ecoun 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
3 following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
ows: : 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 10791) granting a pension to 
Josephine A. 8 Pa o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 10792) for the relief of Ira K, 
Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10793) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen V. Mc- 
Cleery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HANDY: A bill (H. R. 10794) for the correction of the 
reprint Rat of 2 75 Joseph H. Richards, late of the Eighty- 
eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Miltary 


irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10795) for the relief of John Green, late of 
Company C, Fourth Delaware Infantry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill te R. otha 
ing a pension to B. H. Brasted—to the Commi 
sions, 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. pihl for the relief of 
Ric Blay—to the Committee on Ki A airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10798) for the relief of iel Snyder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 10799) granting a pension to 
Thomas cay aes the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10800) granting a pension to Thomas Holmes 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 10801) granting a pension to 
Mrs. L. E. French to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 10802) for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob Wissler, deceased, formerly of Shenandoah County, Va.— 
to.the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 10803) granting an increase of 
pension to James Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ant- 
tee on Invalid Pen- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follo. 
By Mr. B CK: Petition of Mineral Point Board of Trade; 


also petition of Lone Rock and Muscoda Board of Trade, in the 


; | State of Wisconsin, asking that full-cream cheese be made an 


Army ration—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Affidavitin support of House bill to pant 
a pension to Ira K. Eaton, of Grand Junction, lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

W Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petitions of the annual 
conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Casselton, N. Dak., 
praying for the enactment of le; tion to protect State anti 
rette laws and to forbid the transmission of lottery messages by 
telegraph, etc,—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 
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Also, petition of the annual conference of the Methodist Epis- 
co urch of Casselton, N. Dak., for the bill which forbids the 
sale of alcoholic liquors in Government buildings—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Also, petition of the annual conference of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Casselton, N. Dak., for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 24, 1898. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Attorney-General submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for inclusion in the general deficiency bill for payment of ac- 
counts of United States district attorneys for services as 
counsel in the circuit court of appeals by direction of the Attor- 
ney-General, prior to July 1, 1896, $20,000; which, on motion of 
Mr. HALE, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a letter from the Commissary-General 
of Subsistence, together with draft of a bill relating to details of 
commissary sergeants, and of regimental commissary sergeants 
during the period of the existing war; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 


ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
War submittin 3 estimates of appropriations re- 
quired by the War Department for the service of the first six 
months of the fiscal year 1899; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced 
passed with amendments the following bills in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock; 

A bill (S. 878) to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin 


ns; 
resin (S. 1334) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 
A bill (S. 1861) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Landon, of Leavenworth, Kans.; 
A bill (S. 1863) granting an increase of pension to Alvah A. 


Eaton; 
A bill (S. 1737) to correct the military record of Patrick 3 

A bill (S. 1807) granting an increase of pension to Abraham T. 
Casey, of Larned, Kans.; 

A bal (S. 2036) to increase the pension of Mary C. Cook; 

A bill (S. 2117) granting a pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of 

st V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, United States Army; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to James C. Young; 

A bill (S. 8111) granting a pension to Cornelia M. Mason; 

A bill (S. 3169) granting a pension to John R. Bevan; 

A bill (S. 3506) granting a pension to Mary E. Kline; 

A bill (S. 3668) granting an increase of pension to Ephriam C. 


Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 4298) granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Young; and 

Ab 15 4439) to relieve owners of mining claims who enlist 
in the military service of the United States for duty in the war 
with Spain from performing assessment work during such term of 
service, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
orng bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 851) nting a pension to Charles Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 869) for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes; 
8 A ee R. 726) granting an increase of pension to David W, 

enn: ; 
A bill (H. R. 987) to correct the mili record of Corydon 
bh late pares, Eighth e Battalion, First 

0 ooters; 


that the House had | K 


A bill (H. R. 1008) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Michael F. Newell; 

A bill (H. R. 1775) for the relief of Elmer Stickle; 

A bill (H. R. 1798) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Carl F. W. Stolle, of Iron Ridge, Wis.; 

A bill (H. R. 2026) granting a pension to Sarah A, Halter; 

4 a = = 2419) for the relief of Frank — 1 

ill (H. R. 2545) granting an increase of pension to 

Elizabeth Heiskell; j 5 75 i 

A bill (H. R. 2632) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Thomas W. O’Brien; 
an bill (H. R. 2700) granting an increase of pension to Susan A, 


ummer; 
A bill (H. R. 2867) granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 


Briggs; 

A bill (H. R. 3144) granting an increase of pension to Robert 8. 
Moorhead; 

A bill (H. R. 8230) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Thomas Connolly; 

A bill (H. R. 3239) for the relief of Catharine McCarty; 

A bill (H. R. 3261) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
sae record of George L. Plummer; 
5 ve bill (H. R. 4173) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
S; 


A bill (H. R. 4237) toenable the President to restore Maj. Joseph 
W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to duty, his former 
rank, and status in the United States Army; : 
an —5 (H. R. 4629) for the relief of the owners of the ship 

chilles; 

A bill (H. R. 4668) granting a pension to Maggie Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 4741) granting a pension to Lucy Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 5527) to amend an act entitled “An act to author- 
ize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the 
State of Or on and the State of Washington, and to establish it 


asa pe road; 
A bill (H. R. 5746) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Pittman; 
A bill (H. R. 5798) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
S. Patterson; 
5 bill (H. R. 5920) granting an increase of pension to Monson 


Bliss; 
A Ls (H. R. 6076) to increase the pension of Thomas B. Ham- 


bill (H. R. 8501) for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts; 
A bill (H. R. 8607) to correct the military record of Sylvester 
F. Hildebrand; 
= bill (H. R. 8952) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
napp; 
A bill (H. R. 9224) increasing the pension of David R. B. 


A bill (H. R. 9466) granting an increase of pension to John H, 

yd; 

ie (H. R. 9782) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
er: 


A bill (H. R. 9832) granting a pension to Augusta Troland; 

A bill (H. R. 10055) granting a pension to Taai Burnett; 

A bill (H. R. 10080) granting a pension to Frances E, Utley 
A 

A 


Davis; 
bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 
Wale (H. R. 10276) granting an increase of pension to George 

itter; 

A bill (H. R. 10316) for the relief of Georgie Smiley; 
A bill (H. R. 10477) to amend ar act entitled “An act to author- 
ize the county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build, or 
authorize the building of, a foot and wagon bridge across the St. 
Louis River between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point near 
ha du Lac, in said State of Minnesota,” approved June 11, 1896; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 10509) to authorize the Missouri and Kansas Tele- 
phone Company to construct and maintain lines and offices for 
general business 8 in the Ponca, Otoe, and Missouria Res- 

erritory 


ervation, in the of Oklahoma. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon ngaen by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. oes e relief of the heirs of Thomas J, Chace 
and Thomas J. Chace, jr., late of Monticello, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 2785) for the relief of Blanche T. Hunton; 
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Woodside and Forest 
Glen Railway and Power Company, of Mon County, Md.; 


A joint resolution (S. R. 175) provi 
ditional copies of certain volumes of Decisions of the Department 
of the Interior Relating to Public Lands, for sale and distribution; 

A bill (H. R. 1073) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
across Niagara River; 

A bill (H. R. 6148) to amend the charter of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia 
and the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, and for 
other e 
A bill (H. R. 10209) to amend an act of Congress approved March 
2, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent system of high- 
ways in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of 
cities,” and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10608) to amend section 10 of an act approved 
April 22, 1898, entitled An act to prones for temporarily increas- 
ing the military establishment o 
war,” and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 251) relating to the purchase of law 
books, books of reference, periodicals, and newspapers for the 

military information division, Adjutant-General’s Office. 


PETITIONS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Typothetæ 
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the printing of the name of an individual, corporation, or 
firm on any envelopes sold by any 
Department; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the associate officers of 
the National Council of Women of the United States, praying 
that suitable provision be made for representation of the work of 
women of the United States at the international exposition to be 
held at Paris in 1900; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on International Expositions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed ay the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10691) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
, to report it with amendments and to submit a report 
thereon. I shall call up the bill at some near day. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T, The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


r. 
Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, 88 them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 9755) granting a pension to Matilda Waedel; í 
A bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to William 


Manley; : 

A bill Mae R. 4315) to increase the pension of George D. Phin- 
ney; an 

A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to Pauline Robbins. 

Mr. GALLINGE à 
was referred the bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to Louis P. 
Vance, submitted an adverse re thereon, which was agreed 
to: and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4705) granting an increase of pension to Charles Hill, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, w was agreed to; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: : è 

A bill (H. R. 2267) to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 


and : 
8 (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension to Edson 
ivan, 
Mr. GALLING from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the f 2 bills, ee them severally with 
itted reports 


anting a ion to Louisa Hale. 
from the Con 


e Committee on Pensions, to whom | States 


was referred the bill (S. 8276) granting a pension to Mary Ellen 
reported i 1 i 
He also, from the same 


to whom was th 


the United States in time of | th 


ter or the Post-Office Col. 


R, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | H 


submitted a report | to the number heretof 


si reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon, 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 4717) authorizing the use of type- 
writing machines for the recording of deeds and other instruments 
of writing in the office of the recorder of deeds of the District of 
8 reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also (for Mr. McMiiuan), from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4663) for the 
relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co., reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted 1 Baan CHANDLER on the 9th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency a phi sae bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8206) to increase the pension of Ann Gib- 
bons, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2618) to increase the pension of William H, Wendell, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. = 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 607) granting a pension to Louis L. Rat- 
liff, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 409) to increase the pension of Sarah Gresham, widow of 
amin Q. A. Gresham, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 605) granting a pension to Vinton Massie, reported it with 


Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4713) relative to the Corps of En- 
gineers of the Army, reported it withont amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 151) providing for the removal of the re- 
mains of the late Maj. Gen. John A. Rawlins from the onge 
sional Ceme to the national cemetery at Arlington, Va., 
together with the base and granite shaft now marking the spot, 
reported it with an amendment. 

o also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 823) for the relief of Theo. von Bremsen, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (a. R. 1607) to remove the charge of desertion against Jacob 
N. s a reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

ereon. 

r. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the ee bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4274) granting an increase of pension to James 8. 


) 0 
ottenstein and 


A bill (H. R. 8001) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8925) to amend sections 1698 and 1734 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submi a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3777) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis B. McIntosh, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a thereon. 


report 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1136) for the punishment of 
seduction in the District of Columbia, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. ` 

ADDITIONAL CADETS. 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report a 
bill, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The bill (S. 4808) authorizing the President to appoint addi- 
tional cadets at at the United States Naval Academy was 
read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, as 
follows: 

entatives of, the United 
© President and he is 

next fiscal Pe pd 
aval Academy, to be in addition 
ointments to be subject 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present con- 


committee, referred the 
bill (S. 569) granting an increase of pension to Clarinda S, Hill- | sideration of the bill? 
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Mr. PATE hen 6 . of 
wer, some 0 epee heretofore, 
at least as far ing that Pin pa een if not Annapolis. 


Ar. COOKRELL. It es merely to the seg 
The VICE-PRESID: Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. BATE. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator allow me to state the reason for 
the bill before he makes = Aea 

Mr. BATE. Certain 

Mr, HALE, 


yey bright young fellow, Honest of entering 
e application to the President; but the President has no au- 
thority, as all the appointments at large are filled, The matter 
has been considered in the House committee and, so far as possi- 
ble, here, It was thought better, omer making the bill simply 
cover one case, that it should apply to five cases wherein emer- 
cies may arise like this one. course the bill can only go 

through at this time by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator allow me 

Mr. BATE. I think it will not hurt it to lie over at least until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwill state that the case of Oscar Deignan will 
also be covered by the bill. 

The VICE-PR ENT. The Senator from Tennessee has the 


Mr. BATE. The President has power to appoint—— 

Mr. HALE. There isso much confusion 
the Senator says. 

Mr. BATE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Certaiuly, the Senator has the floor. 

Mr. BATE. I was simply going to say that the President has 
power to appoint ten cadets at t largo. for West Point, and I believe 
ten at large for Annapolis. That is the law as it nowis. We 
have heretofore upon two or three occasions at least refused to 
increase the authority of the President in this matter. It has 
been invariably defeated; at least it has been legislated upon 
heretofore adversely, I do not think the bill on to be rushed 
through in the morning hour without an Srey about it, and 
in a hurried manner. So I suggest that over until to- 
morrow. 


can not hear what 


Mr. HALE. Of course a ditteulty of gett will carry it over, 


and the Senator knows the ty of getting up a bill of this 
kind from the Calendar. This is an emergency matter, 5 
edly. It applies for only one year. It does not increase see — 
manent cadets, but o raoa orizes during the next year 
appointments in orđer to reward special cases, like that of Cap- 
tain Gridley’s son. 

Mr. BATE. I do not want to throw anythin of 
the appointment of Captain Gridley's son. 5 vies 1 bel ieve 
in special legislation. This is a ies of that kind of legis- 
lation, gree oe it says five instead of one. 5 — I can not see that 
Captain Gridley’s son or anyone else will lose an 

going aba until to-morrow. I do not think there 


3 it up. 
VVV bill 
eps n its passage. I do not know that I can get it up if it 


goes to the Calendar. 
Mr. BATE. Let it 
Mr. GEAR. Isho 
iven by the Senator from Maine, that youn: g Deign 
owa, one of the volunteers who sank the e 
recommended for a 
the governor of my State, and the President can not appoint 
for lack of auth an 


o over. 
d like to state, 8 = = reasons 


a VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar 
THE QUARTERMASTER'S DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. COCKRELL. From the Committee on Military Affairs I 
report an original bill as a substitute for one that I ask to 
have indefinitely postponed. 

The bill (S. ) to increase the effici of the 

t time by its title. 


ter’s Department of the Army was read the 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very short bill and a very impor- 
tant — aaa Lask for its present consideration. It will take only 
a momen 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 
eee ores = „the — . — War 56 — ang 

such di 
Seay een eee 
master’s Department: 2 5 8 olcen, to be ors o te 
regular and volunteer officers of the De; and such officers and ane Se 
on the staff of the Commanding Generel of of the Army, W. 


1 President 
has been with th 
ointment by the people of his county 3 ha 


so acting, shall have the rank next above that held by them and not above 


colonel. 
Sec. 2. That the President may nominate and, by and with the — fs 
— gs nk of 7585 “crane rei 
e * 
Tho ee eee e eee 
with the rank of captain as may be deemed necessary to duty as assistantsin 
of various SU or on 
‘or 


ce 
important and special work, and m: 
. — — the war, then to be dis- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
8 sed fora third reading, read tho tied time, and passed, 

o be engro ora e time,an 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committeeon Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the — — to provide for tae the 
better organization of the Q Department, with a 
view to the proper transaction of the was 8 of additional 
work placed upon such department by the sudden increase of the 
regular and volunteer forces of the Army, to report it adversely. 
I move its indefinite nement. 

The motion was to. 

THE CORPS OF ENGINEERS, i 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg the indulgence of the Senate, I should 
like very much to call up a similar bill relating to the Corps of 
Engineers, which I rted this menia, 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill be read by title. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 4713) relative to the Corps of En- 
of the Army. 
Mr. HAWLEY. It is a short bill. 
m eee ee ree The bill will be read for information. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
B 
e it enacted, etc. aip Corps of 1 

Eres 
cancies created eee act in all 


the promotion 
Ta A forte That 


er eee 


shall here- 


the office: gineers: 
number of officers in any gr: above second 
the number heretofore established 


act su ve served at least three years 
from which he is re lone ery gan shall have satis- 
factorily passed required by existing laws. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
8 the bill was considered as in Com- 


was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

W ielai aT ke eea eg read the third time, and passed, 
THE SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

direction of the Committee on Military 

ee and ask unanimous consent for its present 


ES Sal, (S. 4810) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence 
Department of the Army was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at ve as follows: 


Mr. CARTER. 


ce. of volunteers 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, aidh 
to be oe fora third ops Geta the third time, and 

Mr. CARTER, I am directed by the Com Committce‘on Military 
Ain yof hes was eferred tho bill (S — 
efficiency of the Su nce the y, to reportit 
adversely. I move its indefinite t. 

The motion was agreed to. 

d BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4811) gesog a pension to 
Royal J. cise which was read twice by its title, and, with 
a EPL referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. 


3 ‘pons 
Oregon, sunk at sea March 14, 1886; which 
tle, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
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Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. ite to grant the right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the and Southeastern 
Railroad Company for the purpose of „ railway, and 
for other purposes; which Was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4814) referring the claim 
of Robert W. Dunbar to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4815) for the relief of the owners 
of the ship Achilles; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4816) regulating the 
15 of attorneys in pension claims; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will accompany the bill by two letters, 
one from the Secretary of the Interior and the other from the 
Commissioner of Pensions, very warmly urging the 23 of 
the bill. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 4817) for the 
relief of the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

. DAVIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 177) to correct 
an omission relative to am officers on the staff of corps com- 
manders; which was read twice by its title, and refe: to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment relative to an increase 
in the force of the office of the Assistant Attorney-General, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the eral deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH su uently, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported favorably the foregoing amendment, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing an appro- 
priation of $10,000 to carry out the provision of the Senate resolu- 
tion requesting the President to make such arrangements as may 
be neces to secure at the Trans-Mississippi and International 
Exposition, to be held at Omaha, Nebr., the attendance of repre- 
sentatives of certain Indian tribes, intended to be proposed b 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the 8 on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently reported favorably from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs the foregoing amendment, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was a to. 

Mr. DAN submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $205.15 to pay Briscoe B. Bouldin, an agent of the internal- 
revenue service of the United States, for reimbursement of actual 
expenses incurrred by him in account of wounds received by him 
from an outlaw while in the discharge of public duties, intended 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. t 

e also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriata 
$2,886.66 to pay Mrs. W. W. Ashby, widow of W. W. by, late 
consul of the United States at Colon, this sum being the balance 
of one year's salary due her late husband, intended to be proposed 


by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
7 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLAIM OF THE METHODIST BOOK CONCERN SOUTH. 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims in the investigation of the claim 
a = ee. Book Concern South be authorized to sit during the sessions 
0 nate. 


LETTER OF COMMODORE MELVILLE CONCERNING HAWAII. 


= MORGAN. I offer a resolution, and ask that it may be 
read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the letter of Commodore Melville, Chief Engineer of the 
Navy, dated June 23, 1898, in the words following, be printed as a document 
for the use of the Senate. = 


Mr. MORGAN, Let the letter be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERIXG, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1898. 

Sin: With regard to the value of the Hawaiian Islands, not only strategic- 
ally in the defense of our coast, but also commercially, in their protection of 
the great trade routes of the Pacific Ocean, I desire to call your attention to 
the prize essay entitled * The 3 of commerce during wer prepared 
for the Royal United Service Institution of London, by Captain Winter, gov- 
ernor-general of Canada’s Foot Guards. 


Referring to the sea road between Hongkong and Victoria, British Colum- 
bia, via Yokohama, and to that between Victoria, British Columbia, and Aus- 
— via Hawaii, the essayist says: 

Both these routes under normal conditions during peace would be classed 
as of lesser importance, but, in the event of war, the control of both of them 
would be of the test value to Britain, forming as they do the father por- 
tion of the scontinental route, one of the two great alternates 
to the Orient in the event of the Suez route being blocked or impracticable, 
The trade from Hongkong and Yokohama to Victoria is constantly expand- 
ing, and will, no doubt, ere long necessitate more steamers in addition to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway's Empresses. These three really fine vessels are all 
under admiralty subsidy and regulation, and can be counted on to doa good 
deal toward taking care of themselves in case of trouble. The run from Vic- 
toria to Sydney is a long one, and, as yet, few regular liners are on the route. 
An impo t fea in connection with these waters is the probable annex- 
ation of Hawaii to the United States, and the consequent possibility at any 
time of finding the islands hostile to us, as they wereover one hundred years 
ago to our great navigator and explorer, Captain Cook, Royal Navy. Dis- 
covered by our officers and long friendly dis tow our Government 
dunne eho early 12 5 of this century, it does seem remarkable that these fer- 

nds should have been allowed to quietly slip through our hands into 
those of a few Yankee adventurers, 

Of recent years their strategic value has been enhanced tenfold. They 
should be our coaling station and cable pier in the Pacific; but as they are 
not, and their value has been and a; ted by others, we shall 
have to make the best of smaller and less valuable islands for our purpose. 
It is too bad, though, that the Sandwich Islands do not float the Union Jack” 


y. 
It will be noted that while the essayist prophesies that in the event of 
war the control of both of these routes will be of the greatest value to Brit- 


sion of our 
e great Asian 


GEO. W. MELVILLE, 
Engineer in Chief. 


Faithfully, yours, 


Senator JOHN T. MORGAN. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the adoption of the resolution, which 
provides that the letter shall be printed as a document for the use 
of the Senate. 

Tre resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 

; OVID d. SPARKS, 


Mr. LINDSAY. I move to recommit to the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (S. 4534) to grant a pension to Ovid G. Sparks. The 
bill was reported by me yesterday. 

The motion was to. 

; UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


1 75 HOAR. I call up the conference report on the bankruptcy 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts re- 
1 the present consideration of the conference report on the 

isagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy throughout the United States. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The report has been read. What action does 
the Senator from Massachusetts desire? 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the 
conference report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before the yeas andnays are taken. I should 
like to have some explanation of the report. I have had no op- 
portunity to read it. I have been generally ed to the invol- 
untary features of bankruptcy, but from what I learn of this con- 
ference report I believe, if I understand it correctly. that I can 
support it. I eertainly expect the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELsoN] or the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], one or 
the other. to give us a brief statement of the report. 

Mr. N. IN. Mr. President, I am unwilling to take up the 
time of the Senate and 5 matters unless Senators insist upon 
it. J am quite content to allow the report to be disposed of with- 
out debate; at the same time I am willing to make a brief state - 
ment by way of explanation. But I do not want to delay pro- 
ceedings unnecessarily. Perhaps it is best for me to make a brief 
statement. 

At the last session of Congress the Senate passed a bankrupte; 
bill. It was in its chief provisions a voluntary bill. It contain 
provisions for involuntary bankruptcy in two classes of cases— 
cases where a man made a transfer of his property with intent to 
defraud his creditors and cases where a man transferred his prop- 
erty with intent to prefer some of his creditors. Those two 
grounds were stated in general terms, but were ample to cover 
those two classes of cases. 

When the bill went over to the House, they adopted as a substi- 
tute for it substantially, with some modifications, what has been 
known for years as the Torrey bill. The bill came back in that 
condition and went into conference on the 3d of March last, and 
we have been wrestling with it in conference from that time until 
about a week ago. 

I may say, inasmuch as I was to some extent the author of the 


1898. 
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Senate bill, that I ayers felt that in the matter of procedure 
it was not as complete a bill as itought to be. It left a good deal 
to be supplied by rules of court. The House bill, on the other 
hand, pik Bee elaborate provisions as to administration and 
ure. A good deal of it perhaps might have been well left 
rules of cow The conferees, however, concluded that it was 
perhaps best to adopt what are known as the administrative and 
p ure features of the House bill, 

The main contention between the two Houses and between the 
conferees of the respective Houses was in respect to three ques- 
tions: First, as to the grounds of involuntary bankruptcy; next, 
as to the offenses for which a bankrupt could be imprisoned; and, 
peed what limitation and restrictions should be placed upon 


2 

The House bill contained nine different classes of grounds for 
bankruptcy, put under eight distinct heads, one of them, the 
fourth, containing two grounds. Four of those grounds have 
been entirely eliminated by the conference, and the other five 
have been greatly modified. The five grounds for involuntary 
bankruptcy agreed upon by the conferees are these: 

First, a transfer or concealment of property with intent to de- 
fraud one’s creditors; 

Second, a transfer of property while insolvent with intent to 
prefer one or more creditors over the other; r 

Third, a preference through legal proceedings, coupled with the 
fact that the alleged bankrupt must be insolvent and that he has 
failed to remove the embargo or preference that has occurred 
through legal proceedings five days before a sale of his property 
in the proceedings; ; 

Fourth, where a man has made a general assignment to his 
creditors; and, ul 

Fifth, where a man has admitted in writing his insolvency and 
his willingness to be put into bankruptcy on that ground. 

It will be perceived that in respect of the last 8 they 
are practically voluntary. If a man makes no gen assignment 
to his creditors, he can not be put into bankruptcy; and if a man is 
in an insolvent condition, he has one of two options. He can either 
go into voluntary ptcy or he can make a general assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors; in either case his estate is 
administered in bankruptcy and he gets his discharge. $ 

The fifth ground, of course, is purely within his control, Itis 
admitting his insolvency and his willingness to go into bankruptcy 
on that ground. In other words, it amounts to this; The man 
says, “I do not care about being put to the trouble of going into 
bankruptcy. I admit Iam insolvent. If my creditors care about 
it, they can put me into Lapel ta h 

Practically, then, there are only three grounds of involuntary 
bankruptcy, and two of those—a transfer of property to defraud 
creditors and a transfer to preferred creditors—are substantially 
included in the Senate bill, ona in more general terms. These 
two grounds are, moreover, wholly at the option and under the 
control of the bankrupt. 

The only other ground is what is termed paan by legal 
proceedings; that is, if a man is insolvent and his cređitors pro- 
ceed against him by attachment, and through such process seek 
to take his property, in that case, if he is not able to discharge 


those proceedings before a final sale on execution, he can be put 


into bankruptcy. 

It is to be observed in respect to this ground, considered in con- 
nection with other provisions of the bill, that the attaching cred- 
itor can easily be deprived of his preference. If bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings are instituted within four months, his attachment is set 
aside and the property that he has attached goes into the general 
estate of the bankrupt for distribution among the creditors, 
Hence, while there may seem to be an apparent hardship in the 
eyes of those who are opposed to involuntary bankruptcy in this 
case, yet there is, on the other hand, a protection in it against the 
attaching creditor, for he will be slow to move when he knows 
that the other creditors can put the man into bankruptcy and 
vacate the attachment, and he wiil have nothing left but the ex- 
pense of paying costs and attorneys’ fees. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Will the Senator permit me to ask hima 

uestion? 
galt, NELSON. Certainly; I should be very glad to answer the 
nator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is there any provision which affects the 
validity of a lien obtained in the usual and ordinary course of 
judicial procedure on a judgment against a pan 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; within four months. Now, coupled with 
these grounds for involuntary bankruptcy which I have described 
is another thing that gives color to the whole matter and takes 
away the harshest features of those grounds. Under the House 
bill if a man had committed one of the nine classes of acts of 
bankruptcy, he could be put into bankruptcy on the petition of 
his creditors, even though he was solvent. In the conference bill 
we have made it a condition that no man, no matter what act of 


bankruptcy he has committed, can be put into bankruptcy unless 
he is insolvent. 

Then we have stapes anew rule, a new definition of insolvency. 
Under the old bankruptcy law and at common law a man was 
deemed insolvent when he did not pay his debts in the ordinary 
course of business when they were due. I will read a brief cita- 
tion from Bump on Bankruptcy, which is familiar to most lawyers. 
It will take just a moment: 

Insolvency, within the meaning of the bankrupt m inabili 
pay 2 inthe ordinary course of business, as Deon carrying on ae 
usualy do. 

That was the definition and rule which were applied under the 
old bankruptcy law. That is the definition and rule which is sub- 
stantially applied in most cases under State insolvency laws. In 
the conference bill we have adopted a new rule or definition for 
insolvency. We say in this conference bill that a man is not in- 
solvent if all his property, exclusive of what he has disposed of or 
concealed to defraud his creditors, at a fair valuation, is equal to 


his debts. We do not make it the criterion that aman can not 


pay his debts. He may be in default on his notes and his commer- 
cial paper, or his other dues, still if he can come into court and 
show that his 0 at a fair valuation, exclusive of what he 
has attempted to dispose of to defraud his creditors, is equal in 
value to his debts, then heis not insolvent and can not be putinto 
bankruptcy. 

But on account of adopting this new rule of insolvency we have 
in connection with it, from the necessity of the case, adopted a 
different order of proof. We require the alleged bankrupt to as- 
sume the burden of proving his solvency. Under the old rule and 
definition of insolvency it was very easy for the creditor to show 
that the bankrupt had not paid his pee when it was due. It 
was a simple thing, and hence it was fair to charge him with the 
duty of proving such insolvency. But under this new rule of in- 
solvency it is more difficult, and the matter is to a large extent 
ves the peculiar and special knowledge of the alleged bank- 
rupt. 

The question of insolvency under the new rule involves, first, 
the number, character, and amount of debts owed; second, the 
location, character, and amount of property owned. These are 
difficult matters to discover, ascertain, and ee for the creditor, 
but are easy of disclosure for the debtor. He can easily schedule 
and make known his property and his debts, and it is by compar- 
ing the propetis with the debts that the question of insolvency is 
poche here is therefore no hardship in adopting this rule 
of proof. 

In the case of the first ground of bankruptcy, that of disposing 
of property to defraud his creditors, we put the burden of proving 
solvency on the debtor in the first instance. In respect to the 
next two grounds we say that he shall be required to appear in 
court with his books and papers and give testimony as to his prop- 
erty and his debts, and then if he thus appears, the burden of 
proof is on the petitioning creditors. I am not quite sure that it 
was necessary to put this provision in the bill. We have simply 
applied a well-known rule of evidence which I will quote from 
Greenleaf. It is very brief. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? ; 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to inquire why it is that the bill pro- 
vides that any man who makes an honest and general assignment 
shall be put into bankruptcy? 

Mr. NELSON. I will come to that point later on. I am now 
rotering o another subject—the matter of evidence. Mr. Green- 
leaf, in his work on Evidence, which is familiar to all lawyers— 
but I will read it for the benefitof what I may call lay Senators— 
says: 

But where the subject-matter of a negative averment lies peculiarly 
within the knowledge of the other party the averment is taken as true, un- 
less disproved by that party. Buch is the case in civil or criminel prosecu- 
tions for a penalty for doing an act which the statutes do not permit to be 
done by any persons, except those who are duly licensed therefor, as for sell- 
ing liquors, exercising a trade or profession, and the like. Here the party, if 
licensed, can immediately show it without the least inconvenience, whereas 
if proof of the negative were required the inconvenience would be very great. 

The following cases are also in point and apply the rule I in- 
voke: Gales vs. Christie, 4 La., 295; King vs. Atking, 33 La., 1065; 
Carroll vs. Malone, 28 Ala., 525; Wolffe vs. Noll, 62 Ala., 25. 

We have simply applied this well-known rule of evidence to this 
case for the reason that we have adopted a new rule of insolvency. 

I will now briefly answer the Senator from Alabama, First, to 
be very candid with him (and I believe here in the Senate we 
should be as candid as good Methodist brethren are with one 
another in camp meetings), Imight say that the House conferees 
insisted very much on this clause, and for the life of me I could 
not see that it worked a great hardship. If a man has made a 
general assignment for the benefit of his creditors, it simply 
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to use a slang 


means, , that he has thrown up the sponge, 
— he is insolvent. e creditors are desirous of putting him 


on this for the reason that they think 


a man who makes such an assign- 


But there is one advantage to which I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Alabama. If a man has made a general as- 
signment under State law or under common law for the benefit 
of his creditors, he can not get a general di from all his 
debts. His estate is distributed, but he is still holden for the un- 
Paid debts; whereas if he goes into bankruptcy and has in other 
respects complied with the law, he gets a complete discharge. 
Whatever little burden there may be in the opinion of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama and othersof that way of 33 putting a 


man in that conditioh into bankruptcy, it is more than made up 
in my mind by the fact that in — en get an entire 
release from all his debts and obligations and begin life over again 


a free man. 
In respect to the matter of imprisonment, there were four 
mands in the House bill authorizing the imprisonment of the 
ee We have reduced the grounds to two. The first is 
where a bankrupt has concealed his p: from his trustee 
after proceedings have been instituted. at is a species of em- 
bezzlement. The other case is where a bankrupt has committed 
perjury in his statement, has sworn falsely to an account. Ido 
not think it was necessary to incorporate that in this bill, for we 
have a general statute in relation to perjury, but it is put into the 
bill for the purpose of extra precaution and because the House 
conferees desired it. 

We have provided punishment for the referee for maladminis- 
tration, tee for the trustee. Then we have provided ish- 
ment in a case where a creditor makes a false claim, t is 
nothing but a form of 8 

We have covered also another case. We have made it criminal 
for anybody to . to extort paid for acting 33 
to act in bankruptcy proceedings. other words, we do not wan 
it to be in the power of a creditor or a shyster lawyer to go to the 
wife or the ives or friends of a bankrupt and say, “Here, I 
will put f p relative or friend into bankruptcy unless you pay 
me so and so, unless you become ible for his debts.” e 
have made it a criminal offense in order to prevent a thing of that 
kind. So that, if aman is unfortunate enough to be insolvent and 
liable to bankruptcy proceedings, no unconscionable creditor or 
shyster lawyer can go to his wife, if she has a little property, or to 
his mother or father and say, “I will put him into bankruptcy 
unless you respond and settle up his debts.” We have made ita 
penal offense to do that. 

Coming, in the next place, to the matter of discharges, which to 
my mind is avery important matter, a bankruptcy law that isnot 
liberal in the matter of discharges is a fraud and adelusion. The 
House bill contained nine grounds for denying a man his discharge 
in bankruptcy. Many of them related to acts committed before 
the petition was filed against him; in fact, if we had adopted all 


those grounds for denying a man his discharge, under the confer- 


ence bill as we have framed it, with its limited grounds of invol- 
untary bankruptcy, no man who is put into involuntary bank- 
ruptcy could have got his discharge; but in the conference bill 
we have removed seven of those grounds and reduced the grounds 
simply to two for denying a man his 1 

First, if he has committed an offense punishable by indictment; 
and I have already shown the two offenses. The next is, if he has 
kept fraudulent books for the purposeof defrauding and cheating 
his creditors, so that they can not find out his true condition. In 
other words, if a thas not concealed his property from 
the trustee, if he has not committed perjury in the proceedings, 
and if he has not kept fraudulent books, he is entitled to his dis- 
charge. These are the only grounds on which a man can be de- 
nied his discharge, no matter whether he pays much or little on 
the dollar or does not pay a single cent. If eeng eee 
as San enses, he is entitled to his discharge at 
even 


Under the old bankrupt law of 1867 there were nine or ten dif- 
ferent grounds for denying a bankrupt his discharge, and then, in 
addition to those, a man could not get his discharge unless he paid 
50 cents on the dollar except by the consent of a majority in 
amount and number of his creditors. That is, fortunately, re- 

Fon 

ven say is not possible vea cy 
with any involuntary provisions in it more liberal than those con- 
tained in this bill. Anybody can go into voluntary bankruptcy 
except a corporation, anybody who owes any debts, no matter 
how large or how small—any man can go into voluntary bank- 


tey. 
i A respect to involuntary bankruptcy, no farmer or wage-earner 
can be put into bankruptcy, no national bank or bank existing 


under State laws or incorporated banks, but private banks x 
and then certain tions, ions engaged exclusively 
in manufacturing and mercantile pursuits, in printing and pub- 
3 put into bankruptcy, but no other corporations 
can. Neither a farmer nor a wage-earner, neither a national 
!!... ĩͤ ß and Sg 
corporations except the ones I have indicated. 

I am unwilling to take up the time of the Senate further in this 
matter. If, however, there are any Senators who desire to ask 
me any questions, I shall be glad to reply; but unless there are 

estions to be asked I shall not take up the time of the Senate 


er. 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. President, I should be glad to have the 
Senator supplement his very lucid and interesting statement by an 
explanation briefly made, as he certainly can make it, of the re- 
strictions and limitations relative to charges, fees, and commis- 
sions in connection with this bill. 

Mr. NELSON, We have made them so limited and so low com- 
pared with the old bankruptcy law that I think ought to sat- 
isfy everybody. In the first place, I want to say I am glad the 
Senator inte ed me, because I had forgotten that point. 

Under the old law there was a register in bankruptcy. He had 
a * it. He had a harvest un- 
der that law. e have, in place of the ister, a referee; but 
the court is authorized, and it is made the duty of the court, to 
appoint referees in every county where there is any business to be 
done, so that no man a monopoly of the business, and the 
referee being a judge in chambers, attending to all 
interlocutory and default business, by these means the bank- 
ee is brought right home to a man’s door in his own 
county. 

The fees are substantially these: The referee gets a fee in every 
case of $10. Then, in addition to that, he gets a commission of 1 
7 cent on all dividends distributed. In a case of voluntary 

where there is no fund to be distributed—and there 


con: report, 

Mr. WHITE, If the Senator from Minnesota will turn to page 
28 of the last print of the bill he will observe there: 

It shall be a complete rocee bankruptcy Insti- 
tued under the ret subtivision le t to allego and prove thatthe 
party proceeded against was no insol efined 
Of the filing the petition agatust him, eke 75 5 

To what does that refer? What is the first subdivision of this 


section? 
Mr. NELSON. It refers to the first ground of involuntary 


tey. 

Mr. WHITE. That is, the limitation as to the character of the 
defenses enumerated in “c” ve applies to No. 1, of section 8? 
ee NELSON. aged poy call — 3 of the Sanae 

another ision of the bill, on page 27, at where 
Senator st oniro the words in italics: p, 


ADRA wey bes ee eS Ea who is insolvent and who has com- 
A petition can not be filed against a man unless he is insolvent. 
That is made a sine qua non. That, I think, answers the Sena- 


tor’s question. 
Mr. WHITE. I think it does. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this conference report, which 


has been submitted to the Senate and printed for several days, is 
practically a new bill. The House passed a bill, and the Senate 
a substitute for it which was an entirely different bill. 
conference committee haye presented us a still different bill. 
There has been no opportunity to examine this report as it ought 
to be examined, and nobody, I aver—I having read it with as much 
attention as I could give to it with the other duties pressing upon 
me here—can say what construction will be placed upon very 
miany ee e eee E quo A 
Ido not think we should pass bills in this way. I think the 
conference committee have taken liberties with the bill,and 


great 
-| that it would have been better that they should have adhered to 


either the Senate bill or the House bill. From what I have seen 


of the bill of the committee, with the defects which I think are 


ee 
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as to what 3 
submitted to a court, that I ats 3 
my vote against the 9 of the conference report. 

t may be that it is a better bill than I think it is, for, as I have 
said, I aie not had time to thoroughly analyze and thoroughly 
consider its provisions, nor do I believe any member of the Senate 
has had the opportunity to do so, unless it may be the members of 
the committee of conference, in the brief timein which the report 
has been here and the manner in which it has been ted. 
For that reason I rg fl want to say that I desire to enter my vote 
against the adoption of the conference report. 

The VIC E-PRESIDEN T. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on the adoption of the conference report, and the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey . SMITH], who is de- 
tained at home by illness in his family. ot being advised as to 
how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were here, I 
E vote “nay.” 


I have a general pair 


NELSON (when his name was called). I have a eral 

with the Senator from Missouri . VEST], 7 55 5 trans- 

er that pair to the senior Senator Island [Mr. AL- 
ah and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. MALLORY (when Mr. Pasco’s name was called). My 
. Pasco] is unavoidably absent from the Senate. 
He is with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PLATT of New York 8 his name was called). I have 
a general with the senior Senator from New York [Air 
Murray], but I am eei] tntormed th that he would vote yea“ 
if here, and therefore I s take the liberty to record my vote, 
and vote“ 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
Lavrix], who is detained at home on account of sickness; but 
inasmuch as this is poa a political question, I will exercise my 
discretion, and vote “y 

Mr. TURLEY 55 his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

r. B I notice the junior Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. SULLIVAN] voted in the affirmative, and I voted in the nega- 
tive. Both of our pairs are absent, and I suggest to him that we 
transfer our pairs and allow our votes to stand, inasmuch as we 
voted on different sides of this question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN, That is satisfactory to m 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the affirmative). I par 

a general pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], and 
I therefore withdraw my vote. I should vote in favor of the 
adoption of the conference report if he were present. I do not 
know how he would vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will announce the fact that my colleague 
| ee ar CHAN memes is paired on political questions with the Senator 

a [Mr. McENERY]. My colleague is unavoidably 
absent from th from the city. If he were here, he would doubtless vote 


Nr. WILSON (after having voted in the affirmative), I mea 
upon this question, but I have a general with the Sena 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. Can the other tor from Fonda 
state how his ee would vote if present? 

Mr. RY. Ido not know. My colleague asked me to 
see that his pair was protected. 

Mr. WILSON. ThenI withdraw my vote. Ican not announce 
how the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] would vote if 
aes but if were at liberty to vote, I would vote yea.” 

r. LINDSAY (after haying voted in the affirmative). I have 
a . pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Mo- 
1 but I understand if he were present, he would vote 
2 And therefore I will let let my vote stand. 

i BURROWS. My colleague [Mr. McMILLaN]I would vote 
5 ak if present, 

BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). 
if co junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] has 
vote 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave a pair with that Senator, and not know- 
ing how he would vote, if present, I will withdraw my vote. 

Ir. JONES of Arkansas. li 8 if the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


I am paired with | Daniel, 


I inquire | P 


[ Mr. Gray] was paired with the e [Mr. Vest] 


on this question. 

Mr. N. That pair is only on the Hawaiian matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not so it; but if that was the 
understanding, and if the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
— a is not paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 

on one question, I will ask to withdraw my vote. I have 

a 5 pair with that Senator. I want it understood, however, 
that I would vote for the bill if I were at liberty to vote. 

Mr. BACON. Iam informed by the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] that the junior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. WETMORE] has stated to him that he would vote in the 


affirmative on this question, if present. Iwill therefore permit 
1 already cast in the tive, to stand. 
CULLOM. I am now i that the senior Senator 


from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is paired with the senior Senator 


from 5 [Mr. A yl instead of with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST]. no tor has any different under- 
standing a ut it, I Will permit my vote to stand upon the record 
in favor of the adoption of the conference report. 
The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 13; as follows: 
Fair Heitfeld, 
Allison, = — py Penrose, 
Baker, Foraker, Jones, Ney. eee oe 
as 83 : 7. re X. 
Chilton, Gorman, M de, Proctor 
Clark. Hale, McEnery, Roach, 
Cullom, Mallory, Shoup, 
pas — —.—. ieee 
Hawley, Nelson, 
Bate, Cla 8 White. 
* W,. 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 
Cannon, Teller, 
— — NOT VOTING—33. Ta 
drich, — gay, = rpie, 
Powe? Martin, Smith, We 
Chandler, Mason, 85 er, Wetmore, 
Mitchell, Stewart, Wi 
Gear, Morgan, Th Wolcott. 
Gray, Morrill, n, 
Kenney, purphy, — 
Kyle, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask now to make a report from the commit- 
tee of conference on the sundry civil appropriation bill. and ask 
that the action of the House of Representatives on the bill be laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair will 
lay before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8428) rag Pa appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
bay 1899, and for other 1 

Mr. HANSBROUG 1 desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
this 1 hag a RFEA on the bill. 
It is not a final report. There are four or five 
3 wich are still in conference. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report of the committee of 
conference, but before concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. ALLISON, If this report can be printed in the RECORD 
and ted as a document, without further reading, I will ask 
that it lie over until to-morrow, and then I shall ask the Senate to 
take it up for consi tion. 

I will also ask the Senate to-morrow to take up for consideration 
the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The conierence report has not been 
* as I understand. 

ALLISON. It has not been fully read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is it to be ‘printed? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it be printed in the RECORD and 
rinted also as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa that the conference report on the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill be printed in the Recor and printed 
as a document? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

The report referred to is as follows: 

ee ete REPORT. 
The committee of conference o 


on certain amendmen 
— for sundry ci 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. JUNE 24, 


J 1899, and for other s, having met, after full and free 
eee agreed to — and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede ao its amendments numbered 17, 64, 65, 74, 75, 76, 


8 — 3 r a of the 
Senate numbered 15, 16, 18, 20, 98, 182, 183, 187, 239, an: „an e same. 
Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment strike out the word 
*naval;” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 101: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 101, and a to the same with an 
peng mg slows: In lieu of the matter inse by said amendment in- 
sert the follo $ 

# ‘Retmbursement of S. Bolton’s Sons: To enable the Secre of the 
Treasury to pay to S. Bolton's Sons the amount paid to the late collector of 
internal revenue for the Fourteenth district of New_York in advance for 
internal- revenue stamps, which stamps were never delivered to said par- 
ties, $13,458.75." 

And the Senate agro to the samo. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of lines 1 to 29, inclusive, of said 
amendment; and the Senate to the same. 2 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the 3 

Indian affairs: To enable the Secretary of the Interior to cause an exami- 
nation and investigation to be made of ou and injuries alleged to have 
been perpetrated on individual Indians belonging to the Seminolo tribe by an 
8 mob or band of lawless persons who invaded the Seminole coun 
d the months of December, 1897, and January, 1898, and if, upon suc! 
examination and gata a it shall appear that ou juries 
have been so perpetrated, and that the United States is 
tions to pay for such outrages and injuries, he shall rtain 
which should be properly paid said Indian or Indians, or their legal heirs or 
representatives, and pay such sum or sums as he may doem just and reason- 
able, and for such purpose a sum not exceeding 000 is hereby appro- 


pria 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment ae a 180: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 180, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in- 
sert 835.000; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 247: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 247, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
ae rag following: 


the Senate, appoint a commissioner-general to represent 
ation to Paris, 


nditures incident toand necessary for the proper ins 
tion and exhibit thereof; and the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall also appoint an assistant commissioner-general, who 
shall assist and act under the direction of the commissioner-general, and 
shall ‘orm the duties of the commissioner-general in case of his death, 
disability, or Smp absence; and a secretary, who shall act as disburs- 
ing agent and shall perform such duties as may ed to him by the 
commissioner-general, shall render his accounts quarterly to the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, and shall give bond in such sum as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may require. 

“The dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
also appoint twelve commissioners, who shall be arty Pee to the direction and 
control of the commissioner-general and perform from time to time such 
service as he shall require. The co: oner-general shall employ such 
number of experts as may be needed, having special attainments in regard 
to the subjects of the group or groups in said exposition to which they may 
be assigned, respectively, and he may employ from time to time such other 
ex “Bret as he may deem necessary in the preparation and installation of such 
ex 5 

The commissioner-general shall be paid a salary of $8,000 per annum; the 
assistant commissioner-general a salary 9 per annum; and the secre- 
tary a salary of $4,500 per annum; which said sums shall be in lieu of all per- 
sonal expenses other actual saroe expenses while engaged in expo- 
sition work; and the terms of service of the commissioner-general, assistant 

shall not exceed three years. 
ded for shall serve d the entire cal- 
each, which 


commissioner-general, and secre 
“ The com: ioners herein pro 


of not exceeding 7 including not ex 
ni in Paris. 
“The 3 of Agriculture is hereby authorized to prepare suitable 
icultural products of the States and Territories of the United 
States, including those mentioned in groups 7, 8, and 10 of the plan of said 
exposition, and shall exhibit the same under the direction and control of the 
commissioner-general, the total expenses of the said exhibits not to exceed 
in the aggregate $75,000, to be paid out of the aforesaid sum of $650,000; and 
reports respecting such exhibits, printed in the English, French, and Ger- 
hall accompany such exhibits, as the commissioner-general 


a ioner of Fish and Fisheries 
the Smithsonian Institution; such exhibits and articles 
to be returned to the said respective departments to which they belong at 


tion. 
8 p the „ report to the Presi- 

ent, for ngre: e nning regular session, 
a detailed statement of the es mditures incurred hereunder during the 


arranged with a view to concise statement and convenient reference, and 
when printed shall not exceed six volumes octavo, containing an average of 


not exe 1,000 pages. 

“Toward the expenses herein authorized, incident to the participation of 
the United States in said ex tion, there is hereby appropriated the sum 
of ,000, to be immediately available, and to remain available until ex- 
pended, of which amount the sum of $20,000 may be used a the pernit of 
Agriculture in the preparation of the agricultural exhibit herein provided 


T. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 272: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 272, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference recommend to their respective Houses that 
the Clerk of the House be directed, in the enrollment of the bill, to omit 
therefrom the matter inserted by Senate amendment numbered 243, to pay 
the Bering Sea awards, the same haying been provided for by the act ap- 
proved June 15, 1898. 

On amendments numbered 13, 14, 186, 221, 222, and 233 the committee of con- 
ference have been unable to agree. 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
J. G. CANNON. 
WM. A. STONE. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
I can have some understanding that the 
two conference reports to which I have referred may be disposed 
of to-morrow. 


Mr. DAVIS. So far as I am concerned, Mr. President, I am 
not prepared to enter into any understanding on the subject; but 
possibly during the day we may do so. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. ALLISON, Then I desire at this time to move that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS. I second that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion before the Senate is that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o'clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Iowa will 
not insist on meeting at 11 o'clock to-morrow. Saturday is not 
a good day to begin to be extraordinarily industrious. As I have 
understood, a class of people which none of us would like to be 
following always become extra industrious on Saturday. We 
ought not to begin to be extraordinarily industrious in the latter 
part of the week. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are four appropriation bills still undis- 
posed of, which must be considered and disposed of between now 
and Friday next and receive the signature of the President. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We are ready to take them up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that very well. I do not wish 
to interfere with the au ee order of business, but desire that 
time may be given out of the hours we shall haye between now 
and next Friday to consider these appropriation bills. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Neither do I wish to interfere with 
the regular business; and that is the reason I am objecting to 
meeting at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the motion debatable? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is not debatable. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is the motion debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. DAVIS. Regular order! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposed that debate was 
proceeding by common consent. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa, that when the Senate ad- 
journ to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. If 
there be no amendment, the joint resolution will be reported to 
the Senate. z 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Let it be read in full. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the joint resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to raise a parliamentary inquiry. What 
is the status of the joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply asked to have it read. 

Mr. WHITE. There was something said about reporting the 
joint resolution to the Senate. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 

CENERY] is entitled to the floor, and the Senate knows that he 
did not hear what was said, I suppose there was no intention to 
take advantage of that fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not the slightest. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, no. 

Mr, FAULKNER. If a Senator is on the floor when the Senate 


Mr. ALLISON. Iho 
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adjourns and has not completed hiss h, when the matter is 
again laid before the Senate it is the rule always to recognize that 
Senator as entitled to the floor on the measure. \ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor if he will rise. 5 

Mr. FAULKNER. Unfortunately the Senator from Louisiana 
could not hear, and he did not know the joint resolution was be- 
fore the Senate. me 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have the reading of the joint 
resolution completed. 5 A 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the joint 
resolution. 8 f 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, one question just behind the 
annexation of Hawaii is the conflict over labor. The situation in 
the Sandwich Islands in this regard seems to have been studiously 
ignored, as if it were something not desirable or prudent to con- 
sider; but it is there, as leprosy is there. Over thirty years ago 
Congress enacted a law prohibiting the importation of coolies” 
from China, Japan, or any other oriental country, to be sold, dis- 
posed of, transferred, or held to service, (Revised Statutes, sec- 
tion 2158. 

In 1875 ‘ne law was made stronger. (Supplement to Revised 
Statutes, page 86.) 

The statutes were not broad enongh to reach other labor, and 
thereupon Congress in 1885 enacted a law making it unlawful to 
prepay the transportation, or in any way assist or encourage the 
importation of any alien under contract“ or agreement, parol 
or ial, express or implied, to perform labor or service in the 
United States. (See supplement, supra, page 479.) Nor is it 
lawful to promise employment through advertisements, and all 
inhibited labor coming here is to be at once sent back, (Supple- 
ment, supra, pages 541, 633, 935.) 

While such labor is prohibited, it is nevertheless proposed by 
“ annexation ” to incorporate it into or attach it to our system by 
annexation. 2 s 

Of the 14,439 laborers on Hawaiian plantations in 1885, only 
2,136 were natives, the remainder (12,303) was imported or ‘‘con- 
tract” labor, and the latter was of the poor and ignorant classes. 
The Portuguese especially, as a rule, could not read or write. 

See House Executive Document 1, part 1, page 572, Fifty-third 
ngress, third session.) It was and is as nearly slave labor as it 

is possible to make it without having absolute ownership in man. 
Let us see from the evidence of those in Hawaiiif this is not true. 

. Suppose a “ contract“ laborer is idling in the field, what do you do? 

s i im one, one-half, or three-quarters of a day, 
wt ithe Dice ep * cae = the law and have him res for e 
to wor 

2 Wha do eg sem weg Ad phi See 9 —— and he has to (eventu- 
ally) pay the cost of court! If he refuses to obey orders, he is arrested — 68 
and a light fine is inflicted, which the planter can pay and take it out of his 
pay, or else he is put on the road to work. For the third offense he is likely 
to get three months’ imprisonment! (Same document, pages 710, 740, 1000.) 

So that we have here in “annexation” a system of Southern 
slavery, overseer and all, with the ball and chain or the jail sub- 
stituted for the lash! : 

A recent report from the Hawaiian Sugar Planters’ Associa- 
tion, sent to our State Department, states that the contracts“ 
of 2,017 persons in the islands will expire next year, and the num- 
ber wanted will be 4,273, or an increase of 100 per cent! It be- 
comes very evident that the sugar planters in the islands have no 
idea of giving up their “contract” labor system. 

A San Francisco dispatch last January said: 

The Japanese are pouring laborers into the island by the ship load, and 
they will certainly continue to do so as long as they can. 

And yet, when the Dole Government supposed this labor“ 
matter would be a serious impediment to annexation, the attempt 
was made to arbitrarily shut out Japanese labor in Honolulu, and 
to rear upon that alleged fear of Japan. And yet this is all their 
pwn handiwork, „Contract“ labor did not come to Hawaii Vol- 
untarily. It has been and is being pier ee there by special and 
liberal appropriation. Between 1874 and 1890 the sum of $1,181,- 
320 was appropriated by the Hawaiian Legislature, at the instance 
of the Hawaiian “sugar trust,” to obtain this ‘‘contract” labor. 
(Same document supra, pages 757, 997, 1139.) 

And President Dole has said: 

I have a belief that the United States will give us aseparate law, sothat we 
can get laborers here. (Same document, pages 975-976.) 

On what he based that idea I do not know, but I do know that 
in the message of the President we find this: 

What the conditions of sucha union shall be, the political relation thereof 
tothe United States, the character of the local administration, the quality 
and degree of the elective franchise of the inhabitants, the extension of the 
Federal laws to the territory, or the enactment of spona laws to fit the pe- 

e 


culiar condition thereof, the regulation, if need be, of the labor system therein, 
are all matters which the treaty has wisely relegated to Congress, 


Once attach or annex the Hawaiian sugar planters’ domain and 
will it not be said, “ Now we are a part and parcel of you; our 
sugar industry has become a domestic industry by and through 
annexation; we can not successfully carry it on without cheap 


interests are identical with 


labor. You are protectionists, and you took us in; now save us 
from disaster?” 

Only a few months ago Treasury Department officials hastened 
to make the most of its active efforts to discover, arrest, and deport 
a few foreign laborers. e report was as follows: 

The forty-eight Austrian stave cutters recently arrested in Tennessee and 
Mississippi for violation of the immigration laws in coming to this coun’ 


under contract to perform manual labor will be deported from the r 
Baltimore to-morrow. 


And yet Congress proposes to“ annex“ contract labor by the 
thousand in Hawaii! 

It became quite apparent that the annexationists are holding 
out encouragement to the sugar planters that they will be able 
to evade our ‘contract-labor” laws. Article 5 of the ‘‘ annexa- 
tion” treaty simply prohibits the entry into Hawaii of any more 
Chinese, but even to that there is a string. The fifth article says 
they may come “upon such conditions as are now or may here- 
after be allowed by our laws!” This evidently looks to some 
change of our laws prohibiting the Chinese. 

An effort has been made to show that Japan was throwing this 
„contract labor into the islands. Ihave shown that Hawaii 
has long been expending ob sums to obtain that kind of labor 
and to protect it. Minister Toru Hoshi, of Japan, says: 

An emigration law has been enacted, oniy framed, to protect the 
emigrant and to prevent him from going to countries where he would not be 
welcome. Japanese emigration to Hawaii involves among other ques- 


tions: emigration was instituted upon the solicitation of Hawaii under 


t 
the strictly rded stipulations of a special treaty. The welfare, much less 


the independence, of Hawaii has never been endangered by the rations of 

that treaty. Onthe A Japanese immigration was zealous 8 

and encouraged in the islands until political contingencies rendered another 

pater advisable. Ja‘ did not seek the treaty, but her F have been 
duced to resort to Hawaii under the guarantees it provides. 


The experience in our own rae with all the intelligence 
possessed by our own people, with all the virtues attributed to 
them, is that when they are confronted by conditions, no matter 
how deplorable, which affect the laboring 8 the Anglo- 
Saxon intellect and energy, in spite of its Christian training, will 
use it for its own purpose and for its own cupidity. Just after the 
war, when the multitude of slaves in the South were free and the 
National Government pretended to hold out its protecting hand to 
lift them up to a higher pee of intelligence and virtue and civ- 
ilization, we know that their condition was made worse under the 
protection of the Government through the Freedmen's Bureau 
Agency, and every negro who ref to carry out corrupt con- 
tracts made by that bureau was bucked and gagged and hung up 
by his fingers until he assented to carry out the contracts made 
by the agent of the Freedmen’s Bureau. 

„This is not a mere assertion of mine. It is to be found in the 
history of the country and in the reports of investigating com- 
mittees of Congress. That at our own doors, almost 
under the shadow of this Capitol. What would it be when these 
men go a distance of 2,000 miles from our institutions? They will 
continue the contract system. It will be profitable. With tho 
accumulation of wealth and of power and the defiance of the will 
of the people, the injurious effects will reach this country and the 
laborer will become but a minion, the slave of the capitalist. 

The annexation of the semislaves will also bring within the 
bosom of the nation some 1,000 lepers, those upon whom the dis- 
ease of leprosy has manifested i „and we know that among a 
population where leprosy exists it may be there and may be the 
means of spreading when it is undeveloped. We will practically 
bring within the limits of our territory, with no restrictions upon 
their coming to our shores, the entire native population of the 
Hawaiian Islands who are afflicted with this disease. In this con- 
nection I will send to the desk and ask to have read a paper as a 
part of my remarks, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Article f the Cosm tan of M 1898, 
[ cle from the oa ‘arch, aT the subject of leprosy in 
SHALL WE ANNEX LEPROSY? 
By a Hawaiian Government school-teacher. 

In the Hawaiian Islands one is never far removed from the seat of govern- 
ment, and the applicants for office are known personally to a majority of 
foreign residents; hence affairs of state assume a personal character, while 
the personal matters of citizens often become strangely mixed with the ma- 
chinery of the Government. 

Under such circumstances it naturally follows that anying which tends 
5 W te 1 Les financial prosperity of the island is strongly resisted by 

On th bject of le I find th jli t el ticent; ind 
PEN all foreign ore sean to haye entered into atactt a < nent not to “ot 
tion it unless it mes ereet | and to dismiss it with the greatest possi- 
ble dispatch when it is introduced to their notice. 

The 2 is closely A pa resident physicians and Government 
officials. The island publications seldom mention it; and when reference is 
made to it by them, it is of a vagueand noncommittal sort, not at all likely to 
give one a distinct idea of the true state of affairs. In truth, sry effort is 
made here by the le and press to prevent strangers Trom dwelling upon 
the fact that leprosy is a common thing on the island or that it exists at all, 

Tourists coming hare for a short time can form nv accurate estimate of its 


8 purpose of learning of it, 
met the offi 


, even though they come for the s; 
will see information save one whose 


to it that no one gives 
those of the ds, 


Perhaps no one else . the real state 
of affairs as 5 


cturesqueness, and are slashed by immense ravines whose 
Ce ey 

which extends about a — ak along the shore, 
stand the white ages and grass hutsof the lepers. On either side 
the perpendicular “ rise gra and stern. Before them the blue Pa- 
cific stretches away — — — for 2. and behind mountains 
tower aloft to meet the clouds in ind spose hap Sees 
Their form speaks at once of a violent and fiery gh 
mostly clothed in robes of ‘tual 


mouths 
On one of these 
pale 


slend 8 
can not be driven — — ds upon schooners for its 


mn 185 S e Hawaiian Government chose this isolated 


spot for the centraii- 
zation and ion of leprosy. Hundreds of lepers were at that time 
scattered — 5 own the islands, living in the most intimate relations with 
their friends, who seemed perfectly unaware of or indifferent to the danger 
of infection. But laws were for their a; ension, and it became fhe 
painful = of ys 2 board of hi to make repeated voyages 
around 
V the dismay of those who were left, and 


the ag friends and relatives clung to the swollen limbs 


and Me the elke 


N. 
death. It isa community of 
meae aga beings who have 3 a LS pein 
e under the sun;* — — to watch the repulsive steps by which 
air 4 8. go 7 — to a loathsome death, T that they, too, must 
y same Wa 
Wo felt relieved Ea bed had passed 


Thien 


granted. > 
I felt much interest in the su 


and made many fruitless endeavors to 
learn the facts of the situation w. T was in Honoluia, but no one had any- 
. appeared so t that I finally be- 


Estos 8 Honolulu I was advised by a friend to take my own bed 
—.— and towels on the Kinau (the j . 1 no definite reason 
„ — 6 that 5 often used its 


to 
the ground She on a mat to 
TTT is com- 
mon to the whole family. = has absolutely no know: 
. — — — — — writing, and a very little 

In from them. 
Hawaiian waiian women are not GES 
to have one of them a their homes. 
from timate relations with 
e 


d, with a very fi Fad — pportanity 2 imp t 
a ew ve no o of rovemen' 
— through the — — foreign d the teachers work 
with them at the school buildings only. Š 
When T expressed à desire to see and know more of the le in their 
— —e— by a polite stare and told that it would not be safe to visit 


some of their dwellings. 
1005 visi Mepa neea ana ... SE rig ote ee 
using various 


against the children. 
egrees that neither their moral nor intellectual — . — nad 


found by degrees 
to ba people from foreign as did their physical foulness. Ru- 
eg ind reached me more and more op ener EE i 


ore frequent! 
the 1 the Government schools to be less reticent than other 
era, aa ay eevee financial interest in the islands, and are ——— or 
ut a sho 
Before the new administration, the 3 the segregation were 
much what they are at the present time, bu ae a a majority of the sher- 
iffs and officers were natives that it . found to impossible for the gov- 
8 physician to apprehend the lepers An ! they were too bad to be 
renov 
zs Then — would warn them in time that they might be concealed. 
roamed about at will, afraid of the physician only. 
Ono mot them im ogy hedra e 5 
after — rero s = 1887 the present go’ 
ment ones was as appointed, together te sheriffs, and the Saka of 


lepers tas Smit nin ao d. Many of them fled to the 
— — 8 formed a com mihe s took up their abode in an 
ily Inaceasib b some yayo t faces the sea, and is al- 

— most totaly government physician 
CFP 
Oui ut various ones tovjtt friends, and that they woro mati “awe ™ (their 
native intoxicating drink) for sale. This determined the mak 
an effort toward securing them. Accordingly the 


the names to the doctor, and at once 


tion. He stole a horse the same night, rode as far ae $ as possible, and 
the remainder of the way over those awful palis to „ 


peril. 
When reached valley the lepers’ 
eee ee — —— — pA 


Forpetned o secure even thats most veined poseelans, They have all been 
God help them as 


killed or taken since. 
Some in our district w Who were known tobe lepers remained in thelr homes 
and, a by w gma bot ohana 8 sheriff. 
ae wane walian woman, who lived in house which adjoins my 


presen! remained here for more than a F 
= ore physician tosecure her, during which time she kept the disease in check 
5 cked the poison 


ti bl 
8 of her relatives was finally bribed to betray her. 
The nati natives hi hide their friends 1 pnd fields, ——— and gulches, or under 
mats in their own homes Some ha vered when their limbs were 
gone and only a bloated n Such a case as this is at 
are only a short distance from me. 
But, in the face of all this misery, nothing can be done to arouse fear of 
among the natives. They will smoke the pipe of a leper, eat poi 
a his bed, an wear his clothes. become 
swollen features nor afraid of be- 
ence me wollen fiert indifferent as to the 


'h the Hawaiians’ family ties are strangely weak, 
cts are ex 


perpe’ this disease 3 
Consi the number at large and the 1,400 on Molokai, I „ 
that about 5 per cent of all the inhabitants of these islands are 
The schools are examined twice a year by a Government Dhyan, and 
each —.— who is not infected by any eee disease receives a health 


n their 
ed an an fnteligent looking tative in from 
pores as an interpreter, [ 
analy, 


B 
15 


Icould say w 
. the boy’s hand and arm. 
was a leper. Yet such he was- hence their aver- 


the physician see 
a white scurf on one side of his nose, as if the skin had become 
ane dead. The old crone with whom he lived tried to explain it to me, 
TOn now and then of her language. 


2 586 
T. 
ate 
8855 
5 H 


go uncommon 


leprosy. 
As eee began squeezing an 
the spots in an absen: manner. In answer tomy pon ber — he Pressing 
did not give him any pain; but he was 
. a fall. 


dismiss the 
While I —— him, the tears rolled down his cheeks. He is but 
g years old, and yet seemed t understand fully the consequences of being 


The one bg oan nee next 9 our * sowed did not make his 
appearance. been con as, he 

stated, that cane a ——— family, the iota —.— died shortly before 
in that house of leprosy. 


his limb. They said they did it with a that they would 
remove the other in like manner evening. 
8 evidently there is some virtue in the glass ot 2 the doctor 
ill deem a cure made if the spots are removed. The d 3 
robably gave the child little 


probably feelin, 8 One ene of ascertaining 
3 o disenso is to thrust a needie into the flesh No pain w 


On glancing at the doctor said, He is in for 6 
that it was leprosy. — faint and giddy; not 8 from th tof 
the horrid wounds or fear of from the ka in 
stood face to face with that most terri aman ills. Nore of us: m6- 
tioned the word. We said “it” and “that,” but never "h 
The almost a ba lea 


a 
his path to the awful death before him! Thought of it all ina moment and and 
eserted 


mys d me. The child’s — — y prone u the 
7 y, while his clasped har knees ani added 
3 in TA 25 9 92 this ld onl 
r of experience e could o 
say thatitisa Nap A wits tae ike 


until er dose 5 —— pull Ante a half - aste woman 
was married to three foreigners, each of whom went to Molokai. After 
each case she was examined for signs of the disease, but, none appearing, she 
went free until suddenly it 7 aera its most malignant form, and she soon 
died. Thus it seems that all do not appear to be leprous who are Ts, nor 
goall mio appear to bau . The Hawaiian bl is 
a great variety of diseases, some of them so 
Satan S for it by the most experienced 


eminent scientists in Honolulu have been experimenting. 
TTT 


physician of experience informed me that there is scarcel 
in tho eee ees see — as that he has reason 70 believe 
that these contribute a of them all. 
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miserabi = z the effect of alcohol? d yet it you 5 
e ear 

aman to be ware! ih and point to thousands o of ruined lives to prove the 
eerie ee 8 at for 


organized community. 


pains, 
10 u M 10 kai 5 
rg 8 e witha 


They have a court with 
hospitals 


leper keeper, leper 
osp with sean ny leper musea (somo of * 5 
. and a a 


ir marriage laws are much communities, a and there 
rty children among them who have leprous parents, yet show no signs 
of the dread disease themselves. 


Mr. McENERY. The colonial policy which I believe it is the 
intention of this Government to pursue will be disastrous to the 
farming interests of this country, upon which the whole pros- 
perity of the country depends. tA paon to depart from the 
traditional policy of this Government, 


The NE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Can we not arrange it so that this action 
will not have to be taken every day and yet have Senate bill 3698 
ear upon the Calendar as the business when this 

ebate is over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To be resumed as the unfinished 
8 when the 3 debate is closed? 

Mr. DAVIS. I be perfectly willing to have such an un- 


e aS 
GREW. Of course I should be glad to have the bill 
8 before that time if it could be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the un- 
finished business being tempo: e laid aside, to take its place 
again on the nates when the debate on House joint resolution 
259 is over? If there is no objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. With the understanding also that if op- 
py should offer in the ue of this debate, I shall under- 

to get up the bill, i is taken merely to save the 
5 of having the bill laid bef before the Senate each day at 2 
o’cloc 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will take its place on the 
e peg as unfinished business when the joint resolution is dis- 

of. 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, I see no necessity for a policy 
to be inaugurated now different from that inaugurated by the 
fathers of the country. There are no conditions now existing 
which did not with equal force then exist which made home rule 
and home gor vernment the essential features of American repub- 
licanism. But we propose to follow the policy of Europe w. 
has been in existence for four hundred years. We propose to in- 
augurate a military spirit and a military caste which will absorb 
all domestic questions and this country virtually under a 
military rule and military despotism. 

In the first place, this colonial system will be expensive. Sefior 
Sagasta, the sit proi of Spain, in an interview published a few 
days ago, sai 

Our colonies have cost us dear. Within the last twenty-five years we have 
spent in them 3,000,000,000 francs in defensive works. Only the most impor- 
tant cities and points have been fortified, as we could not erect works every- 
where. The cost would have been 7,000,000, 000 0 or 8,000,000,000 francs. 

Germany, also, finds colonies to be expensive. Her experience 
in this res was recently stated in the Boersen Courier, of 
Berlin, as follows: 

A hea area asare laid Germany by her colonial About 
11,000,000 2 3 2 this eee and a Law 
iture may bolooked k —— future. The derived from the oo es 
in no way offse xpenditure. 

The colonial een. of this Government will cost far in excess 
of that of ay other government. It will —— us to have a 
navy that will cost us an enormous sum of money, reaching up 
to millions of dollars. It will require us to have a standing army 
ays fe ae 1 = . less than 3 a million men, and 
when you these the fortifications necessary ox expense 
— a colonial system, you can readily imagine ta bur- 
den it be upon the taxpayers of this = 


revenue 


: | sugarhouses in the State of Louisiana; 


But this system will i pores ee ne ea 
be to 8 „ e 
try. Sugar produced by cheap labor and ee from 
poang countries can be to this country and 

than 3 cents a pound. When that is done, ym. stop 700 scalar 

stop a large number 

in The State of Texas, and some in Flori Toa immediately de- 

stroy the 5 industry in the West, which now promises to 
make rich between twenty and thirty States of this Union. 

Suppose that the effect of the annexation of Hawaii would stop 
the spindles of 700 factories in New England, is there a New Eng- 
land Senator here who would favor it? Suppose, the effect of the 
annexation would be to the manufacture of shoes in Massa- 
chusetts, is there a New land Senator who would advocate 
the destruction of such an industry as that? But Iam speaking 
now of the effect of annexation—a disastrous one—which is-as 
sure to come as the sun is to rise. We know the amount of im- 
portation from the sugar-prođucing countries, and it is but a sim- 

ple calculation to find ont ameng penny es bring sugars into 
8 it costs to produce sugar here. 

Pes , then, destroy a promising industry in over twenty States of 

nion? Why destroy what they have already gained, and 
then shut up forever 700 sugar houses in the State of Louisiana, 
houses that cost from $125, 3 000 each? Under the recent 
tariff bill this industry has been ly advanced in the West. 
Beet-sugar factories are already multiplying, and beet culture has 
vastly increased. There is going now in California the largest 
ae factory in the world; and it isa fact that in less than five 
cane-sugar industry in Louisiana will be increased over 

double what it is at eran resent —, 

When the revenue was before this honorable body, there 
were objections made to its provisions on various grounds, and 
one of the most prominent which was urged by Democratic Sen- 


of | ators was the 5 that were offered for the adding to 


the . overwhelming wealth of the rich corporations of this 
coun -m involved only the issue of $500,000,000 in bonds, 
a and cant amount 
money, almost beyond calculation, that will be required not only 
to carry on this war, not only that which will follow the annexa- 
tion of Hawaii, but which will follow our course in our process of 
colonization all along the line. Cuba, Puerto Rico, the Philippines, 
the Canaries, and there is no telling ‘what territory may be within 
our grasp after we have made these acquisitions. 

It was said that opportunities were given the bondholders and 
the rich corporations to enter into trusts and combinations to con- 
trol the object and purposes of the Government by the issue of 
8500. 000, 000 of bonds, and that there was danger to the liberties 
of a le and a subyersion of the liberties of the 


no Southern statesman e an obstacle so as to obscure 
the sun of her ar borders, — Emigration has just commenced 
to go within our 


lack of a quorum being 5 
will call the roll. ay, 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered ir names: 
Fair 
Bana, Toker Maes Rawlins, 
Bate, Foraker, McEnery, Roach, 
Cannon, —— Mantle. Stewart. 
Glen Gear, — — 5 Teller. 
Clark, Hansbrough, Pasco. Turley, 
Clay, Harris, Penrose, Warren, 
Cockrell, 33 para White, 
Daniel, Hoar, Plat, Conn. Wolcott. 
Deris, — Lindsay, Pritchard, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 


to the vast sum f 
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Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, Northern 9 —— Northern 
energy, and Northern brains have in recent years been going into 
the South cultivating the waste places, building factories, school- 
houses, and churches; andat no distant day that section of the coun- 
try will be teeming with wealth and with 8 Already in 
Louisiana, within a very short period, 6, stalwart Western 
men have gone into the western borders of that State and have 
made the prairies bloom with verdure. 

They have built cities, towns, villages; they have built canals, 
churches, mills, to that extent that à citizen from Iowa going 
through that community would see Northern architecture, evi- 
dences of Northern skill and energy all mingling with the soft 
sunshine, thesweet 8 and the bright flowers of that favored 
climate. All this will cease the moment we commence a colonial 
policy. That population which is going within the limits of the 
South will be diverted. It is the characteristic of our people to 

o into new fields and to seek new ventures. The capital which 

been adding to the wealth of that section will be diverted, en- 
terprise will cease; and I say now that if a colonial 
adopted every mill in the South will stop; there will not 
ton factory within her borders. i i 

Why do I say that? Tf I have been rightly informed, their mar- 
ket is a domestic one, principally within the limits of the United 
States. I base my assertion upon the proceedings of a meeting 
of cotton-mill men which I saw published in Boston in 1884. 
In that convention of manufacturers of cotton they discussed the 
question how to reach the West and compete with the cotton 

oods sent from the State of Georgia. They said it could only be 
tons by cheapening freights on these cotton goods; that by reason 
of the climate, economy of clothing, cheapness of labor, and the 
length of the hours of labor the Georgia goods could be manu- 
factured more cheaply than the same goods could be manufac- 
tured in New England. Consequently they had to devise some 
system of cheaper freights, so as to meet the Georgia goods in the 


est. 

What would be the effect of annexation? No Southern goods 
are going to seek foreign markets. In the first place, we have no 
ships sailing from our Southern ports in which to send them to 
the East. Kew England will find sale for her manufactured 
goods there, the demand will be largely increased, the profits will 
be enhanced, and they will be placed in a position to go into the 
West and drive out the goods that are manufactured in North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia. That is my apprehen- 
sion, and I do not believe it rests on. baseless ground. 

If we had confined our policy exclusively to the annexation of 
Hawaii, if we had prosecuted this war as we at first declared that 
we would do, truly in the interest of humanity and the freedom 
of the Cuban people, our fears would not be so great. 

What I have stated might seem to be an exaggeration, but it is 
a fact, I think, beyond dispute; and our military operations prove 
it that we propose to take in all of the Spanish ions in the 
West Indies, and in the Atlantic and in the Pacific, and even be- 
yond these, as demands have already been made that we shall go 
to China and share in the distribution of that empire. : 

Mr. President, I think that this acquisition of territory will 
place in the hands of the Federal Executive and in the party in 
control of the Government such power that it means an indefinite 
prolongation of the rule of the Republican party. In my opinion, 
although unknowingly, every Democrat who votes for the an- 
nexation of Hawaii, and the approval thereby of a colonial policy, 
at once surrenders the organization of the Democratic party and 
commits its fate to the great uncertainties of the future. 

What becomes of the silver question? Iam one of those Dem- 
ocrats who believe that no prosperity will ever again be witnessed 
in this country of such degree and intensity as existed prior to 
1873 until the act of 1873 demonetizing silver be repealed. What 
becomes of that issue? With the acquisition of new territory, 
which will keep the Republican party continually in power, with 
alliances made with people who are committed to the gold stand- 
ard, that issue will me only a recollection; and even if the 
Democratic party survives this great onward march to imperial- 
ism, it will not bring with its resurrection any bimetallic policy, 
nor shall we ever hear again of the free coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr. President, it was stated by the premier of England, speak- 
ing in the selfish interests of Great Britain, that an alliance with 
the United States would become a necessity on the part of Great 
Britain because of her complications with other European na- 
tions. That met with a response in this country, and the ap 
of the 8 Was taken up from one end of the land to the other. 
The only sound that broke the acclaim was that which came from 
Irish voices denouncing any alliance with England as infamy. 
But it is bound to come if we get into any foreign complications, 
which we necessarily shall do in case we acquire forei territory. 
It will be unavoidable. France,Germany, Austria, all have their 
community of interest. Political interest will drive Russia into 
it. Her interests will be adverse to ours, Conflict may come, 


icy is 
a cot- 


and we shall be e ape by those great Empires, and our only 
hope and our only refuge will be in seeking an alliance with our 
Hoope beyond the sea. 

What, then, becomes of the bimetallic policy? What becomes of 
the cry of 16 to 17 It will be heard only in that dark abysm, in that 
gloom which will oe this country, as a dirge, a moan, a 
weeping for the loss of the liberties of the people and for the de- 
3 1 of the nation. * 

Ido not believe that the Republican party wants to see the death 
and destruction of the Democratic party. I believe they would 
rather see it survive and by its opposition discipline into a healthy 
organization their own party. 

I regret to know that Democrats are in favor of this colonial 
policy; and when I shall hear the call of the roll and Democrats 
answer to their names and their votes given in favor of this 
colonial policy, I shall feel that I am standing at the funeral of 
the party and hear only a last farewell given as the clods sound 
upon its coffin, 

Mr. President, it has been that the annexation of Hawaii 
becomes a military necessity. en annexation was at first pro- 

osed under treaty, when it was proposed that we annex that 

epublic as a sovereign community, an amendment was offered 
that it — — come in as a Territory. Then was revealed the 
whole wi ess of the annexation scheme. The whole case was 
given up. There was no longer a commercial necessity, thére 
was no longer a necessity for a political union in accordance with 
the declaration in the constitution of that Republic. 

Tam no military man, but I do not think that the future politi- 
cal 5 of this country in its dealing with home relations and 
with a foreign people should be controlled or governed by the tes- 
timony of military experts. They are dangerous intermeddlers 
in a republic under circumstances. They become doubly so 
when it is to their interest to largely increase the military estab- ` 
lishment of the country. But it requires no military expert to 
see the absolute fallacy of any such theory as is here proposed. 
What would be thought of a general whose army occupied a cer- 
tain line of defense, behind intrenchments, who would throw a re- 
doubt in his front far beyond the reach of his artillery, so that an 
enemy could come between him and his line? Such a man would 
peo from his command; he would be regarded as an im- 

ile. 

Here is the line of our Pacific coast; away off 2, 100 miles is an 
island, and it is said that we must fortify that island in order to 
protect our Pacific coast, thus giving opportunity for an enemy 
to come within a thousand miles between us and that military 
pot lt would require us to keep an immense army, extensive 

ortifications, and a large navy to protectit. Even then the forti- 
fications and fleets could be avoided in the limitless ocean and an 
enemy could reach our undefended coast long before a war vessel 
could come from Hawaii. After all, it becomes only necessary as 
a coaling station; and that is the only valuable part of the island. 

On the 10th of May last, before the House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, General Schofield said, referring to his report on Pearl 
Harbor to Secretary Belknap in 1873: 


Q. You thought it was wise to get the harbor because that was about the 
Cord thing valuable to us? 
The only thing essential to us. 
Q. You are still of the opinion that that harbor is the only thing essential 


o us? 
A. From a military standpoint. 


The only thing that is essential to us after all is Pearl Harbor, 
We have got that, and what more do we want? Make a coaling 
station there and it will be just as accessible as the harbor of Hono- 
lulu. It will require no greater amount of money to fortifyit; no 
greater number of troops toprotectit. Weneed not, then, venture 
upon the experiment of building a navy under the theory of these 
mnilitary men, for it would require the surrounding of this island 
with ships and at the same time the erection of fortifications on 
our coast with a line of ships defending it. 

It can not be made a point for the anchorage of vessels so that 
they can start from that point and assail the enemy at any point 
in the Pacific, for we know that the ocean is limitless. A fleet or 
a single ship can evade an enemy for an indefinite period of time. 
The Alabama for three years eluded the vigilance of hundreds of 
Federal vessels, and we never could locate the Spanish fleet until 
it went within one of its own harbors. Asacoaling station, then 
it would be absolutely useless and valueless. Upon that point I 
will ‘nine to the desk and have read an extractas a part of my re« 
marks. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE MILITARY ARGUMENT FOR HAWAII. 


It may be justly said that the case for the annexation of Hawaii derives 

its strength chiefly from what is known as the military argument. E ts 

mce of war, the foremost of whom is Captain have declared 

hi on of these islands and their fortification by the United 

States would very materially aid in the defense of our Pacific coast line in 

case of war, and That, for this reason, they should be classed strate cally 
with Bermuda on our Atlantic side, whi 


t 


we do not possess, yet w. 


1898. 
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would be highly desirable for us to control. The Republican, sithoagh op- 
to annexation, taking eve into consideration, is ready to 7 8 55 
ice to this nt in the current discussion because nothing is gained in 
the end for any cause by misrepresenting or ignoring what may have force 
in the moms of the opposition. Let us, therefore, consider the military 
argument in a spirit of the utmost candor and then Judge whether it pos- 
sesses sufficient weight to overcome the many objections to be urged against 
the annexation Seadh ' x 
If anyone will examine a map of the Pacific Ocean, he willsee that, although 
Hawaii is 2,089 miles from San Francisco, it is 3,309 miles from Japan, 4,917 
miles from Hongkong, about 4,000 miles from Sydney, Australia, 2,220 miles 
from Samoa, 4,210 — from the site of the te A § ‘Nicaragua Canal, and 
over 6,300 miles from Cape Horn. Hawaii, then, is nearer to San Francisco 
than to any other strategic point of importance bordering on the great Pa- 
cific Ocean. And it follows that by so much it is of more consequence to us 
than to any other power what nation may control the Hawaiian group. 
To be sure, Hawai is 200 miles away from our coast line, but that fact mat- 
ters little in a military sense. If we are toestimate the military importance 
of the islands, we must consider them in their relations to other continents 
and nations besides our own. Viewed ina relative sense, therefore, Hawaii 
from a military standpoint is more American than anything else. 


The mili argument then proceeds to point out that modern navies de- 
pend upon for their motive power, from which it follows that the radius 
of steaming by any war ship is ted. The coal is consumed and then the 


vessel must fall back upon some base to renewitssupply. Now, Hawaii is so 
situated in the Pacific Ocean that were it sunk in the sea any navy 5 
ing to operate against pur Pacific coast, except that of Great Britain, would 
thrown several thousand miles more, or 3 or dai a steam- 
radius easily maintained, in order toreplenish the coal bunkers of its ves- 


se 

This embarrassment in securing coal for a belligerent—for beit remem- 
bered that coal is contraband of war and can not be secured in neutral ports— 
would render it exceedingly difficult for any power save Great Britain to 
harass the Pacific coast line. Nosooner had a German or Japanese or French 
war ship reached our 3-mile limit than it would be short of coal and then it 
would A necessary to finda fresh supply. The maintenance of a fleet of 
coalers to feed the fleet would n tate the steaming of enormous dis- 
tances by the coalers and little would be gained in that way. 

Tf, now, instead of being sunk in the sea, Hawaii were sealed up as a coal 
supply station to the ble antagonists of the United States in war, the 
same results would follow. And so the perp wk a en clinches its point 
by claiming that the Hawaiian group should be brought under the control of 
the United States and so fortified as to prevent their use asa base by any 
other power. It is not a conclusive answer to say that the possession of 
Hawail would weaken us because it would invite attack, since we should pre- 
fer that the enemy attack Hawaii rather than San Francisco, 

According to the military argument the ion and fortification of 
Hawaii would throw back an enemy's assault 2,000 miles in the first instance; 
it would be equivalent to establishing a fresh line of defense for San Fran- 
cisco 2,000 miles away. An enemy would find Hawaii fortified, and it would 
not be captured except after a long struggle. If finally the piace fell, our 
Pacific coast would stl be as fresh and strong as ever, because it would re 
resent the second line of defense, whereas under present conditions, with 
unprotected Hawaii likely to be made a base by any nation at war with us, 
the enemy's attack would be made immediately upon that coast. Hawaii, in 
short, would be a buffer for the mainland, and so long as it could keep on 
buffing, the mainland would be p y secure. 3 

Such is the military ment for the annexation of Hawaii, the strongest 
one that can be offered. deed Mr. Thurston, the Hawaiian agent at Wash- 
ington, gives it first place in his list of fiye reasons in favor of the treaty. 
How can it be met? E 

In the first place, as has been intimated, Great Britain already has a forti- 
fied naval and coal station at Esquimault, in British Columbia, which is ver; 
near to our Pacific coast cities. Of what use, then, would it be to annex an 
8 so far as Great Britain is concerned? The annexationists 

this off by saying that in case of war between the United States and 
Great Britain, British Columbia would be so speedily overwhelmed by in- 
vasion that its ports would cut no “ material figure as hostile bases of opera- 
tion for any considerable length of time.” 

But this is an ill-founded assumption. England might lose all of Canada 
except Halifax and Esquimault, retaining them because they are so well for- 
tifi At least they would not be reduced “speedily,” but would be de- 
fended well enough to make them of much use to the British navy for a con- 
siderable period. e possession of Esquimault by England nullifies, it seems, 
the whole military argument for Hawaii so far as is concerned the only 
trans-Atlantic paver with which the United States has ever e in war, 
and which, rightly or wrongly, very many people believe to be our only pos- 
sive th Sezer f the military t half by the slipping 

e we g of the argument one- e slip 
from its coils of the most formidable naval power on earth, is it worth Wulle 
to annex and fortify Hawaii against such powers as Japan, France, and Ger- 
many? We do not consider it necessary as a measure of defense for our Pa- 
cific coast for this reason. Our Government already owns in perpetuity the 
only inlet or sheet of land-locked water in the Hawaiian Islands that is at all fit 
fe dcoal station. That is Pearl River Harbor, and, from a stra- 
tegic standpoint, Pearl River Harbor is all there is to Hawaii. In that har- 
9 we Bare t the kernel; of what use is the shell? Read what the London 

es has said: 

The narrow landlocked inlet or lagoon named Pearl River Harbor is, in 
itself, small in extent, but it is of inestimable value to any civilized nation 
possessing it and using it for naval AA In the deep Waters of this shel- 
tered lake not only the armed ships of the United States but of all countries 

e and perfect security. The maritime power which holds Pearl 
r and moors her fleet there holds also the key of the North Pa- 


Why should not the military stra be satisfied? The United States 
Government has only to fortify Pearl River Harbor and it prevents any rival 
power from n granone the “key of the North Pacific.” And would not that do 
as a precaution against Germany, ce, or Japan? Hawaii can not cede the 
harbor to e powan and no nation hostile to us in war could get coal 
at Honolulu use Honolulu would be a neutral port. So long as the guns 
at the harbor's entrance were effective that station could n 


may find 
River Har 
cific. 


It is often said that if we again throw Hawaii aside some other power will 

obtain possession by the cunning methods of peaceful inyasion. Eoma such 
wer as Germany might repeat the performance at Kiao Chou Bay. 
at will never be done if the United States chooses to maintain its 


BEA N by Denial Waterrs ond io te Borie ee on th 
anie. e r an as 
Peoria ath antec tee ante 
ora y, and in case some other nation attempted to the islands 
it would become in fact a protectorate, if we chose to interfere. 
And now consider all the objections to absorbing such a population into 
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our system and wrenching our peculiar form of government to make a place 


for an oligarchy in the mid-Pacific—what is there of weight in the argument 
from the military standpoint when now compared with the danger sure to 
come from such an innovation in our national development?—Springfield 
(Mass.) Republican, December 10, 1897. 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, our policy has always been 
to stay at home and to strengthen our domestic relations, to im- 
pore our roads, build schoolhouses and churches, and it ought to 

ave been, but it has been sadly neglected, to fortify all our exte- 
rior lines, Within we have strength and power, an inland country 
that would defy an invasion from any other. We have 75,000,000 
people, 45independent nationalities, each with more or less diyerse 
interests, sufficient alone to occupy the time and the attention, the 
skilland the wisdom, of onerepublican form of 8 enough 
to keep us at home and to keep us from going abroad with a chip on 
our shoulders seeking a fight on every sea. Our coasts require 
better protection, and we should not refuse a timely expenditure 
of money for coast defense and dry docks, We do not want to 
gravate present conditions, We need money at home instead 
of sending it 2,000 miles away for profitless expenditure. 

But, Mr. President, there is a sense of justice that ought to ap- 
peal to every American to stay his hand from violence upon the 
Hawaiian Republic. There is, as I have said, no authority what- 
ever for that Government to give away the land, the rights, and 
the liberties of that people. e have always heretofore at least 
paid strict regard to the intentions of the people who proposed to 
become a part of the people of thiscountry. We have faid vio- 
lence on none except from the necessities of war, and they came 
in by conquest, A sense of justice ought to be just as strong ina 
nation as it is in the individual, for nations, like individuals, have 
ie obligations to observe, even when selfish designs may tempt 

em. 

The dignity, character, and strength of nations as of men, and 
especially of a republic, depend, in the eyes of the world and of its 
own people, upon a rigid observance of justice and right, and it 
should refuse toembrace a policy of aggrandizement, especially 
where the people to be affected are not consulted. In this respect 
a republic like the United States, governed by the people, differs 
from monarchies and Sad ohare 

It is for this reason that when Hawaii comes to the United 
States with clean hands and the assent of the people, the United 
States will be in a position to listen, but not until that time, 
Jackson, in the case of Texas, adverted to the morality involved 
in the proposition to recognize her independence in his message 
of December 21, 1836, nine years prior to its admission: 

The title of Texas to the territory she claims is identified with her inde- 
pendence. She asks us to acknowledge that title to the territory with an 
avowed design to treat immediately for its transfer to the United States. It 
becomes us to beware of a too early movement, as it might subject us, how- 
ever unjustly, to the imputation of seeking to establish the claim of our 
neighbors to territory, with a view to its subsequent acquisition by ourselves. 

In that case neither the United States nor its diplomatic or 
other agents had, at any time or in any way, interfered with or 
connived at the independence of Texas, and yet we see how 
scrupulously observant our Executive then was of the moralit 
of a transaction involving the independence of a country, whic 
was something very much less than a cession of territory. 

It is said that Hawaii is a de facto State and that we treat with 
states and not with the people. Whence comes this doctrine, 
when a cession of the Government itself is involved, and espe- 
cially when 20,000 native Hawaiians are and have, since 1893, been 
denying the right of those now proposing to cede to rule or 
govern 

In the case of our treaty with France for Louisiana in 1803 we 
were treating with an Emperor governing with despotic authority 
and power, and the will of the people finds no place for the exer- 
cise of protest or vote. The same may be said of our treaty in 
1819 with Spain for Florida. And thesame may be said of Alaska. 
Our California possessions were the result of conquest followed 
by treaty, and the principle has no 2 e ee But in other 
cases the United States has e e fundamental principle 
on which this Republic rests, ticle 4 of the Dominican treaty 
provided that— 

The 
Be AA 
sion nran phe for; and the United States, until such expression shall 
be had, sh: Dominican popunio against foreign interposition 
in order that the national expression shall be free.—Appendiz, Congressional 
Globe, Forty-second Congress, first session, page 43. 

The explanation made of the presence of our war ships in the 
harbor of Santo Domingo was that they were there to see that there 
was a fair vote of the people on the question of ‘‘ annexation.” 

In March, 1870, the le of Dominica voted 1,006 for to 9 
against annexation, and yet the Senate rejected the scheme! 

In July, 1866, Secretary Seward gee to purchase of Den- 
mark the islands of Santa Cruz, St. Thomas, and St. Johns. In 
May, 1867, Denmark replied, among other that she would 
not cede them without the consent of the i bitants, and the 

le voted in favor of the proposed cession. But even that 
ty failed. (Wharton, volume 1, pages 416-417.) 
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Mr. Thurman frankly conceded in the debate on the Santo Do- 

ingo resolutions, December 21, 1870 (Congressional Globe, 
263, Forty-first Congress, third session), that it is against the 
spirit of this age for a government to annex any people without 

eir consent;” that Napoleon, despot as he was ed, did not 
annex Sayoy and Nice to France until the people of Savoy and 
Nice had voted in favor of annexation. 

Senator Edmunds, page 263, said: 

We ought not to annex the people of Dominica without their consent. 

All this is in strict accord with the view which the United States 
has always taken in the matter of even recognizing the independ- 
ence of governments. 

Secretary Frelinghuysen said in 1884 that the State Department 
would— 
not a revolutionary government, daming to represent 

70. 


recognize the 
in a South American State, until it is established by a free expression of 
will of the people.— Wharton's Digest, section 

Our action toward the Republic of Brazil in 1889 was contained 
in instructions to our minister to recognize the new Government 
“ as soon as a majority of the 2 ould have signified their 
assent to its establishment and maintenance.” 

In the case of Chile, our minister was instructed in 1891 to 
recognize the at ee “if it was accepted by the people;“ 
and in the case of Venezuela, in 1892, we conditioned our recog- 
nition of the new government on the fact that it must be y 
established, in possession of the power of the nation, and accepted 
by the people.” ` 
There never was a 9 5 8 on the part of the United States 

to accept a cession of the Hawaiian Islands without the consent of 
the people. When, in 1854, a cession was contemplated, Secretary 
Marcy said: 

by the and that in which 
22 oe 
from protection. (House Executive Document No. 1, part 1, Fifty- Con- 
gress, third session, page 122.) 

And ex- President Johnson, in alluding to the same subject in 
1868, was evidently looking for the voice of the people in Hawaii; 
their voluntary application, and not the desire of a mere oli- 
garchy. (See same document, page 146.) . 

In his first message President Hayes, in 1877, said: 

It has been the custom of the United States when revolutionary changes 
have occurred in Mexico to recognize the de facto government as soon as it 
a appear to have the approval of the Mexican people.—1 Wharton, page 


The people of Texas voted for admission, as it was practically 
provided that they should in the joint resolution of our Congress 
of March, 1845, submitting conditions to the people of Texas. 

Who will now say, if the people of Texas, as they were required 
to do by the conditions of that resolution, had refused to assent to 
admission by the vote taken October 13, 1845, of 4,174 “For” to 312 
“Against,” that Con would have admitted her? 

And yet the commissioner sent to Hawaii by the United States 
to investigate and report the facts, in a letter to our Secretary of 
State dated May 24, 1893, said: 


55 te As ald be the result?” 

a ari They have, almost without exception, declared that annexation 
would certainly be defeated. * * * There isnot an annexationist in the 
islands, so far as I have been able to observe, who would be willing to submit 
the question of annexation to the popular vote.“ 

Secretary Gresham, in October, 1893, correctly and concisely 
stated the objection to the cession of Hawaii in 1893, and it affects 
the morality of a cession to-day. He said: 

The provisional government (n 
the Hawaiian with their 


‘Was encon: and supported b 
that he pro: in advance to 
— kept this promise by causing a A e our troops to be 
janded from the Boston on the löth of January and by recognizing the “ pro- 
visional government” the next Gay. ai House Executive Document 
No. 1, part 1, Fifty-third Congress, session, page 1190. 

This historical sketch just quoted shows conclusively that this 
Government has invariably a policy in acco: ce with 
the principles of freedom, in ce with the consciences of 
the people, their sense of right and justice, and that they will not 
unwillingly impose a government upon a people against their will. 

The constitution of Hawaii was never submitted to the people 
of the Hawaiian Islands. It was born of a revolutionary move- 
ment. It was an usurpation, pure and si , by an insignificant 
minority of the people ves into a Government, 

ing a constitution which perpetuated the power of those 
ized the Government, and they never submitted it 


a or, 
To this day there never has been a proposition coming from the 
great body of the people of Hawaii to be annexed to the Republic 
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of the United States of America. It would be spoliation on the 
part of this Government to take on of that island. Itis 
a piece of unblushing larceny. e have been educated to believe 
that all usurpation in government is tyranny, and that it is the 
object and mission of this Government to discountenance all tyr- 
anny and to aid in the destruction of all imperialism. A sense of 
justice among the people of this country will, when they under- 
stand this question, denounce the robbery of the territory of the 
Republic of Hawaii, and a sense of justice to our own people 
should control our action in this matter. 

We have promised the inhabitants of certain sections of this 
country that if they engage in certain industries they shall be pro- 
tected. They have invested millions of dollars and are pursuing 
a course that will enrich the sections of the country in which they 
have invested their money. The annexation of this Republic will 
bring to the block all the property that they own, and it will go 
under the auctioneer's cry at a mere song. They will leave their 
homes, their plantations, their dwelling places in sorrow and hu- 
miliation, with the promise of this country ringing in their ear 
and ei So misfortune before them. 

Mr. TURLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There are only four or five Republican 
Senators present, and I therefore suggest the absence of a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is sug- 

. The Secre will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 

swered to their names: 


Allison, Deboe, Hoar, Pettus, 
Bacon, Elkins, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. 
Baker, Fairbanks, Jones, Ney. tt. N. 
Bate, Faulkner, 1 Roach. 
Berry, Foraker, Mc e, Shoup, 
Cannon, MeEnery, Stewart, 
Carter, G 7 Mallory, Sullvan, 
Chilton, Gear, Mantle, Teller, 
Clark, Hale, Ma Turley, 
Clay, Hanna, Money, W. 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Mor Wetmore, 
Cullom, — Ni wie ` 
Daniel, W ilson. 
Davis, Heitfeld, Penrose, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


PATRICK HANLEY, 


Mr. DAVIS. Task the Chair to lay before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1737) to cor- 
rect the mili record of Patrick Hanley. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 1737) to cor- 
rect the military record of Patrick Hanley, which was, in line 8, 
after the word “sixty-two,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, that no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due and 
payable by reason of the passage of this act. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to, 


JOHN N. LANDON, 


Mr. GALLINGER, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
5 of the House of Representatives to certain Senate 

ills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 1361) granting 
an increase of pension to John N. Landon, of Leavenworth, Kans., 
which were, in lines 8 and 9, tostrike out “ said pension to be” and 
insert “and pay him a pension;” in line 9, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to insert per month;” and to amend the title so as to read: 
“A bill gran an increase of pension to John N. Landon.” 

Mr. GER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

WILLIAM J, MURRAY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 1334) grant- 
ing a pension to William J. Murray, which was, in line 9, after 
“sixty-four,” to strike out said pension to be” and insert and 
pay him a pension.” 

Mr. G. GER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

EDWARD R. YOUNG. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4298) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward R. Young, which was, in 
line 7, after pension,“ to insert “ at the rate.” 

Mr. G. GER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in, 


1898. 
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EPHRAIM C, BALDWIN, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3668) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ephraim C. Baldwin, which was, in 
line 7, after Cavalry,” to insert“ ee od him a pension.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of ss yoga 

The amendment was concurred in. 

MARY E, KLINE, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of resentatives to the bill (S, 3506) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Kline, which were, in line 3, after 
hereby,“ to insert authorized and; ” and in line 4, after “roll, a 
to strike out ‘‘ of the United Sta 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, 

The amendments were concurred in, 

JOHN R. BEVAN, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 8169) grant- 
ing a pension to John R. Bevan, which were, in line 4, after the 
word “roll,” to insert “subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws;” in line 5, to strike out the word “‘deceased;” 
and in line 7, to strike out the word “at” and insert “and pay him 
a pension at the rate of.” 

.GALLINGER. ImovethattheSenateconcur intheamend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. - 

The amendments were concurred in, 

CORNELIA M. MASON, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- | af 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3111) granting 
a pension to Cornelia M. Mason, which was, in line 7, after th 
word “Army,” to insert “and pay her a pension.” 

Mr. G INGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

JAMES C, YOUNG. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 


ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2338) grant- | forfeited 


ing a pension to James C, Young, which were, in line 4, after the 
word roll,“ to insert “subject to the and limitations 
of the 2 laws,“ and in line 6, to strike out the word 9 7 55 0 
Mr. GALLIN GER. I move that the Senate concur in th 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 
The amendments were concurred in, 


FANNIE KAUTZ, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of 1 to the bill (S. 2117) grant - 
in ion to Fanni utz, widow of A t V. Kautz, late 
==, pel ier-general, United States Army, which were, in line 7 
after the word ‘‘ Army,” to insert“ and pay her a 8 an 
to amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Fannie Kautz.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were conc 

MARY C, COOK. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2036) to in- 
crease the pension of Mary C. Cook, which were, in line 7, after 
the word Navy,” to insert and pay her a pension;” and in line 
8 to strike out all after “lieu ” down to an including the word 
‘ten, in line 10, and insert “of the pension she is now receiv- 


g. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that er Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representati 

The amendments were concurred in. 

ABRAHAM T, CASEY, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of ia Ramet to the bill (S. 1807) grant- 
a an increase of pension to Abraham T. Casey, of ed, 

ich were, in line 7, after cavalry,“ to strike out “at” and i in- 


sert and pay him a pension at the rate of,” and to amend the mn bil 


title so as to read: „ bill granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham T. Casey. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. ta move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in, 

ALVAH A, EATON, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the goer 
ment of the House of ayp e regen bill (8. 1363) gı 
ing an increase of pension to Alyah A. Ea was, in . 
to strike out grant and insert “pay,” 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, 


e amendment was con in. 
EDWIN HIGGINS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of i Dae e to the bill (S. 873) to re- 
moye the charge of desertion against Edwin Higgins, which was, 
in line 7, after the word “discharge,” to phe: the following pro- 
viso: 


Provided, That no no pay, . or other n shall become due or 
. by virtue of the passage of this ac 
COCKRELL. Imove that oe amendment be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF MINERS FROM ASSESSMENT WORK, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to ag beg 8 4439) to re- 
lieve owners of mining claims who enlist in th itary service 
of the United States for naa the war with Spain: from perform- 
9 work during such term of 

he amendments of the House were, on page 1, line 9, after 

“ claims,” to insert“ or 122 of claims;” on page 1, "line 10, after 

et to insert “or Navy;” on n page 1, line 12, after “claim,” 

to insert ‘‘or any part thereof;” 1, line 13, to strike ont 

all after bedar A ” down to al inclu g “aforesaid,” on page 
2, line 4, and insert: 


Shall be subject to forfeiture for ee gad of the in png 
ments until six months after such owner is mustered out of 1 9 — service, or, if 
he should not survive the war, then six months after his death in the service. 


act file, or cause 
ə location certificate of said 
the assessment year, giving notice 
said claim under this ac 


at those 


r persons bears to the 
shall be open 70 relocation hie bee other quali- 


necessary W. ereon and 
sn fod Baarit of of labor shi showing and that the relocators had gone 


2 — — work required of such nonenlisted persons and succeeded them 
inr: under act, which work eo hear ee at any time after the ex- 
irat — of the „ and before the former owners resume work 
hereon. The work and aforesaid shall 1828 as a transfer of said 
interest from the former owners to said relocators 

Pp to amend the title so as to read: “An act to relieve owners 

of mining claims who enlist in the mili or naval service of the 
United States for duty in the war with Spain from performing 
assessment work during such term of service.” 

Mr.SHOUP. Imove that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on P 8 
A bill . R. — granting a pension to Charles Howard; 
an 55 . R. 726) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
enny wi 
A ball (H. R. 2026) granting a pension to Sarah A. Halter; 
3 R. 2545) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


Eliza 

Meio bill oe R. 2700) granting an increased pension to Susan A, 
umm: 
Se pill “a. R. 2867) granting an increase of pension to Henry O, 


A Brisa (H. R. 8144) granting an increase of pension to Robert 8. 
wees: 

Ab il (H. R. 8239) for the relief of Catharine McCarty; 

A bill (H. R. 4178) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca, 


Otis; 
A bill (H. R. 4668) granting a pension to Maggie Morris; 
A bill (H. R. 4441 eee a pension to 180 N ichols; 
A bill (H. R. 5706 granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Pittman; 
“ A bill os R. 5798) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S, 
att 
A bil ( (iL. R. 5920) granting an increase of pension to Monson 


aa (H. R. 6076) to increase the pension of Thomas B, Ham« 


2 6155 R. 6427) for the relief of Clarissa A. Dunham; 

1 (H. R. 7230) granting a pension to Paul; 

He R. 7257) granting a pension to 1 T. Abbott; 
H. R. 7293) granting a pension to Della E. er a 

R. 7595) granting a pension to Sarah E, 

bill (H. R. 7971) granting a pension to L. Cook; 

bill (H. R. 8501) for the relle of Corydon G. Crafts; 

bill (H. R. 8952) granting an increase of pension to John O, 
p; 


(H. R. 9224) increasing the pension of David R. B. Har- 
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A bill (H. R. 9466) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Boyd; 
yA (H. R. 9732) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


er; 

A bill (H. R. 9832) granting a pension to Augusta Troland; 

A bill (H. R. 10055) granting a pension to James Burnett; 

A bill (H. R. 10080) granting a pension to Frances E. Utley 


avis; 

A bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 

A bill (H. R. 10276) granting an increase of pension to George 
Witter; and ee 

A bill (H. R. 10316) for the relief of George Smiley: 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 987) to correct the military record of Corydon 
Winkler, late private, Eighth Company, First Battalion, First 
Ohio Sharpshooters; b y 

A bill (H. R. 1008) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Michael F. Newell; y 

A bill (H. R. 1775) for the relief of Elmer Stickle; 

A bill (H. R. 1798) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Carl F. W. Stolle, of Iron Ridge, Wis.; 

A bill (H. R. 2419) for the relief of Frank Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 2632) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Thomas W. O’Brien; y 

A bill (H. R. 3230) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Thomas Connolly; 

A bill (H. R. 3261) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
sarees record of George L. Plummer; 

A bill (H. R. 8336) to correct the military record of William D. 
Kurfiss; and 

A bill (H. R. 8607) to correct the military record of Sylvester F. 
Hildebrand. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes; and 
` A bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Achilles. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 5527y to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the on and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post-road;” and 

A bill (H. R. 10477) to amend an act entitled “An act to author- 
ize the county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build, or 
authorize the building of, a foot and wagon bridge across the St. 
Louis River between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point near 
Fond du Lac, in said State of Minnesota,” approved June 11, 1896. 

The bill (H. R, 10509) to authorize the Missouri and Kansas 
Telephone Company to construct and maintain lines and offices 
for general business purposes in the Ponca, Otoe, and Missouria 
Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


HANNAH G, STRONG. 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4773) to increase the pension of Hannah 


G, Strong. re NA ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair will inquireif the bill 
is on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the bill was reported from the 
Committee on Pensions this morning, and it is not on the Calen- 
dar; it is in the Secretary’s office. It is a bill, I will say, which 
ought to be d, and I trust unanimous consent will be given 
for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been sent for. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I understand the bill is now here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent aa of the bill indicated by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to 2 on the pension r subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of ah G. Strong, widow of William L. 


Strong, late private, Company F, First Mississippi Volunteers, Mexican war, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of t she is now 


receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hannah G. Strong.“ 


+ ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H, Res. 259) to provide for an- 
nexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, I have no doubt that every Sena- 
tor realizes that the question now pending before the Senate is as 
a bee as,if not more important, than any that it has ever been 

ed upon to act on. It is proposed now to abandon a govern- 
mental policy to which we have strictly adhered since the begin- 
ning of our national life and under which we have grown great 
and prosperous; and not only that, but to do itin a way never 
heretofore attempted. 

In June of last year a treaty was agreed upon between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Hawaii; and I be- 
lieve on June 18, 1897, that treaty was transmitted to this body 
for its action, and here it has been pending ever since. ' 

The object of that treaty was to annex the Hawaiian territory 
to the United States upon the terms and conditions set forth in 
the treaty. After that treaty had been considered for months, 
within the last few days a joint resolution has been sent from the 
other House to the Senate proposing to do by Congressional action, 
by legislative action, just exactly what the treaty contemplated. 

In other words, this Government, through its treaty power, 
was . accomplish a certain object; and while the treat 
is still pending undisposed of, it is now proposed to accomplis 
exactly the same object through a joint resolution, through the 
legislative action of both Houses of Congress. Such an attempt, 
I 1 has never been made before in the history of our Govern- 
ment. 

It is claimed that the annexation of the State of Texas by joint 
resolution was a precedent for this action. That point has been so 
fully and thoroughly discussed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] that I do not propose to take up the time of the Senate 
now in drawing the icular distinction between those resolu- 
tions and the resolutions now under consideration. I will advert 
to it briefly a little further on, But never before has an attempt 
been made to acquire foreign territory by the legislative action of 
ene either in the form of a bill or in the form of a joint reso- 

ution. 

In the first place, I wish to discuss whether these resolutions 
are constitutional, whether Congress under the Constitution has 
the power to accomplish this object through the passage of reso- 
lutions like these. In making this argument I will have to travel 
to some extent over the ground already occupied by the Senator 
from Georgia; but this is a question of so much importance, of 
such paramount importance, that I think it can not be dwelt 
upon too carefully, nor can we devote too much time to fully un- 
derstanding its scope and effect. 

When we come to the Constitution of the United States, it will 
be found that the only mention it makes of any extension of the 
territory of this Government is in that provision in which it is 
provided that Congress may receive new States. That is the 
only direct reference to the acquisition of any territory in addi- 
tion to that which was by the United States at the time 
the Constitution was adopted. If, then, there is power to acquire 
additional territory, to acquire foreign territory, which does not 
come to us clad in the panoply of a State ready to take its place in 
this Union, it must be found in the treaty- ing power. It can 
be found nowhere else. 

Mr. President, when you come to construe any instrument, be 
it constitution, statute, or contract, you construe it with refer- 
ence to the accepted meaning then existing of the terms used in 
it. In determining in what sense the word “treaty” is used in the 
Constitution of the United States we must look to the meaning 
given to it in international law and between the civilized nations 
of the world at the time the Constitution was adopted. 

In an instrument of that sort it is impossible to go into detail. 
The terms used are to be taken in their ordinary signification just 
as they are understood at the time when they are placed in such 
instrument, 

A treaty is a compact between sovereign states, just as a con- 
tract is a compact between individuals. It is so defined in all 
works on international law and by our own statesmen. I quote 
now from Glenn’s International Law, chapter 9, on page 140: 


ESSENTIALS OF A VALID TREATY. 
101. The essentials of a valid treaty or contract between two or more in- 


dependent states are: 
Pa) Capacity of the es to contract. 
b) y empowered agents to act on behalf of the states. 


00 Freedom of consent. $ 

(d) The object of the contract must be in conformity to law. 

Here we see how every essential and elemental principle which 
marks contrasts between individuals likewise distinguishes a 
treaty between two sovereign states. 

This author, proceeding, says: 


Every independent state is capable of entering into treaties with another 
state or states, but the fundamental law of the state may impose certain 
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trictions u the method of entering into such agreements, which 
be taken inte consideration by the parties to the contract. In the United 


States and ‘ederations the executive or 55 power can 
not finally conclude treaties without the consent of the legislative bodies. 
The latter have to concur, and up to the time that this final consent of the 
concurring body has been obtained the other parties to the contract can 
withdraw their assent, unless this right has been waived. 

POWERS OF THE AGENTS OF THE STATE. 

In every state certain agents can, under given conditions, bind their state 
by their contracts. If, however, these agents exceed their powers their 
state is not bound. But where their acte are not ratified, and their state 
has received some material advantage as a result of the agreement entered 
into by them, or where the other state has performed acts in pursuance of 
the agreement, it is the duty of the state receiving the benefits, or the action 
of whose agent caused the performance of the acts mentioned, to either 
make proper compensation or restore the former status as far as practicable. 
Of course, if the agent has clearly exceeded his powers in such a manner that 
this fact should have been known to the other party, there is no obligation 
upon the agent's state. 

Then he says with reference to “freedom of consent:” 

There can not be the same strictness in regard to the freedom of consent 
in the treaties of states as in the contract of individuals, because of the dif- 


ference in the mode of redress of wrong. In international law this con- 
sists can not 


in the use of force, which, if a proper means of 
be made tovitiate the contract resulting from tts use. The assumption that 
consent is freely given p7 a state in many cases is a fiction. A state can 
enter into a perfectly valid contract which has been forced upon it—asa 
result of a war, for instance—whatever be the cost to it, or however disad- 
vantageous its terms may be, provided it does not part with its independence. 


The with independence as a result of constraint no state can be sup- 
posed to boiling to consent to, and when this results the contract is assumed 


int. 

7 ton contract imposed by a successful state at 
the conclusion of a war is said to be in the interest of 8 and is allowed 
for the further reason that the successful state should be compensated for 
past wron A unless such contracts are declared valid, wars would 
all end either in the complete subjugation of one of the parties or the utter 
exhaustion of both. In case constraint be imposed upon the sovereign of the 
state, or upon a commander, or upon an agent authorized to tea 
treaty, the state which they represent is in no manner bound by their acts 
and all such contracts are absolutely void. Fraud through which the consent 
of a state agent is obtained also vitiates the contract resulting therefrom. 

This illustrates how nearly analogous the contract and the treaty 
are. In the case of a treaty, of course, growing out of the differ- 
ent relations of the contracting parties, freedom of consent is not so 
absolutely necessary as in the case of a contract, but yet to a great 
extent it is necessary. : k 

In tracing this subject a little further, at the time the Constitu- 
tion wasadopted by whatmethod could one sovereign state acquire 
territory from another sovereign state? Only by treaty or by con- 

uest, Of course at that time, and for many years prior thereto, 
there were large portions of the earth, as there may be to some 
extent still portions of the earth, which a sovereign state could 
acquire by occupation or discovery; but. when it comes to acquir- 
ing territory from another sovereign state, it can not be accom- 
plished except by treaty or by conquest. Noman who is familiar 
with the subject can imagine any other method. 

In this discussion the only suggestion I have heard as distin- 
guishing this transaction from that of a regular treaty is that by 
the treaty the Republic of Hawaii ceded its entire territory, or is 
willing to cede its entire territory and cease to be a sovereign 
state. But that distinction can make no difference, because it all 
rests in the compact at last. 

How does the Hawaiian Republic give up her territory? How 
does she cede her sovereignty? She proposes to do it by this com- 

act, by this agreement, which between two nations has always 

een known as a treaty. The fact that after the treaty is con- 
summated the Republic of Hawaii ceases to bea sovereign state 
among the other states of the world does not at all militate against 
the idea that the resultis soe by the a Bearer between 
the two contracting parties, and has its whole foundation in the 
treaty itself. 

Treaties of this kind are not unknown. A well-defined distinc- 
tion in international law in classifying treaties is equal and un- 
equal treaties, There are many instances where a more powerful 
nation has madea treaty with a weaker power by which the weaker 
power ceded portions of its 5 by which it denied itself 
the right to declare war, by which it denied to itself the right to 
e with other nations and other powers, by which it practi- 
cally became a dependency of the stronger power. 

Those treaties are similar to contracts which, under the civil 
law, allowed the freeman to contract away his freedom. Indeed, 
the essential fact is that it all rests in compact; and the agree- 
ment is not changed because in one instance the result may trans- 
fer the whole territory and sovereignty of one nation to another. 

What difference would it make, Mr. President, if this treaty, 
instead of rane © cede the whole of the Hawaiian territory to the 
United States, 
ment of that country could still exercise some independent power 
and authority? 

As illustrating this subject, I wish to call attention to what is 
said in 2 Wharton’s Digest of International Law, on pages 7, 8, 
and 9. Iread first from Mr. Adams, who was Secretary of State, 
ane was writing to Mr. Lowndes on the 16th of December, 1819, 

e says: 

I have the honor to state that the President considers the treaty of 22d 
February last as obligatory upon the honor and good faith of Spain— 


ad left one little island over which the Govern- 


ferences between the two nations, which the King of Spa 

to his minister has solemnly promised to be dg 7 

adjustment is assumed as the measure of what the United States had a right 

ature of the treaty. 

By sererence to municipal law relative to 
e difference between the treaty unrati- 


hae rer pe raos be puaa by 1 Ser 8 force is 

ment o! ice. * 
aries to the right to be obtained. F N 

Here, then, we have the similarity between contracts between 
nations and contracts between individuals strongly pointed ont. 

Mr. President, if I am correct in the proposition that one sov- 
ereign state can not acquire territory from another sovereign 
state except pr treaty or conquest, then it seems to me undoubt- 
edly these resolutions are without the pale of the Constitution of 
our country. Either this treaty itself, which has been pending 
here for so many months, is unconstitutional, or the resolutions 
are unconstitutional, because no man will claim that the power 
which is the foundation of the treaty and the resolutions alike is 
intrusted to two different branches of our Government. 

Mr. President, it will throw some light on this subject, remem- 
bering that this is an attempt now by way in its legislative 
capacity to do what has heretofore always been done through the 
exercise of the treaty power, to examine a little into the proceed- 
ings of the convention by which the Constitution was adopted. 
It will be seen, when we come to examine the proceedings of the 
convention, that the distinction as to the treaty-making power 
and the reasons for placing it where it has been placed are clearly 
marked ont. 

When the convention met the first plan was submitted by Mr. 
Randolph. That plan will be found on pages 126 and 127 of the 
Madison Papers. that plan the treaty power does not seem to 
be mentioned. It is left as one of the general powers of the Gov- 
ernment, without any particular branch of the Government being 


intrusted with its exercise. 

The next ere submitted was by Mr. Charles Pinckney, and in 
article 7 of that plan it was provided: 

That the Senate shall have soleand exclusive 
make treaties, and to a t ambassadors an 
nations and judges of the Supreme Court. 

Then Mr. Hamilton presented a plan, which will be found on 

205. His plan was “the Senate to have the sole power of 
eclaring war; the power of advising and approving all treaties; 
the power of approving or rejecting all os ong ete. 
s 1 Mr. Wilson's plan will be found on page 245. I quote 
rom it: 

Mr. Wilson did not mean to repeat what bad fallen from others, but 
would add an observation or two which he believed had not yet been sug- 
gested. Every nation may be regarded in two relations: First, to its own 
citizens; secondly, to foreign nations. It is therefore not only liable to 
anarchy and anny within, but has wars to avoid and treaties to obtain 


fromabroad. The Senate will probably be the depository of the powers con- 
cerning the latter objects. 8 “y wees ae 


Then the report of the committee on detail, on page 379, was 
in the following words, so far as this subject is concerned: 

The Senate of the United States shall have power to make treaties and to 
appoint ambassadors and judges of the Supreme Court. 

After that Mr. Gouverneur Morris moved to amend by providing 
but no treaty shall be binding on the United States which is not 
ratified by law.” That motion was lost by an even vote. 

Then, on page 507, the committee of eleven, to whom certain 
motions had been referred, reported as follows: 

The President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
have power to make treaties. 

Mr. Wilson then moved the following amendment: 
ag niet 7 5 8 to insert and House of Representatives; so 

The President, by and with the advice of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, shall have power to make treaties.” 

Thus seeking to incorporate into the Constitution the very idea 
which is suggested in these resolutions, and upon which they stand, 
if they can stand at all. Here in the convention itself the proposi- 
tion was to make every treaty depend upon the consent of both 
Houses of Congress, the House of Representatives as well as the 
Senate. That motion was lost; there was only one vote in its 
favor, and finally the Constitution was adopted in the terms in 
which we now have it. It provides that treaties may be made by 
the Epes by and with the consent of two-thirds of the Senators 
present. 

In following through these discussions in the convention it will 
be seen that the reasons why the treaty-making power was left 
entirely with the President and the Senate arefully set forth—the 
fact that the Senate was a more permanent body, that the terms 


wer to declare war, and to 
other ministers to foreign 


* 
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they were more apt to be fully in- 
and the conditions of this country 
with reference to other countries, and that the secrecy necessary 
in making treaties could be more easily observed. 
Mr. President, almost as soon as the Constitution was adopted 
the question as to 1770700000 
e 


of Senators were lo that 
formed on foreign poe fs 


tion of treaties arose. ay treaty between this country and 
England was adopted in 1796. It was ratified by the Senate, and 
the fact of its ratification was proclaimed by the President early 
in February, 1796. f : s 

As soon as the proclamation of the President was issued notify- 
ing Corgan of tue fact that the treaty was in full force, having 
been approved by two-thirds of the Senators present, the House 
of Representatives called upon President Washin for papers 
and information with reference to the treaty. H ine al- 
ready been quoted by the Senator from Georgia . Bacon], 
but it is so pertinent on this point that I leave to requote it. 
This is the answer transmitted to the request for the papers and 
information: 


this 
ment tothis moment m TTT that the 
of makin treaties is exclusively vested jag nye gn by and with or 
Senate, provided two-thirds Senators 
treaty SS as and promulgated thenceforward 


besty aking power has been understood by foreign 
nations, and in all the treaties e with them we have declared, and they 
e belier the President, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, they beca: Tie ike 


fectly clear to my unders! 
tives is not 


necessary to the 

Britain exhibits in itself all the objects uiring ve provision, and 
VVV 
stitution between the different departments should be 
gard to the Constitution and to the duty of my office, under all 
stances of this case, forbid a compliance with your request. 

Now, asI go a little further it will be seen that no member of 
the House of ntatives, no member of the Senate, no man 
connected with the Government of the United States claimed that 
the House of Representatives had any right to participate in the 
first instance in making a treaty or claimed that when the subject 
was a proper one to be dealt with by treaty that Congress itself 
could by general legislation usurp the treaty-making power. No 
claim of that sort was made, No such claim, I repeat, has ever 
been made, 

The sole question which was made then and has been made 


* 


often since, as I will show, was the claim that whenever the exe- | tirely agreed 


cution of a treaty involved the diture of money or involved 
the doing of any act over which in its legislative ca: 
ity, had jurisdiction by the Constitution, then Congress, in its leg- 
islative capacity, could determine whether or not it would make 
the appropriation or do the other requisite act necessary to carry 
out the treaty. 9 ae 

It did amount to this claim, that Congress in its legislative 
capacity, whenever the execution of a treaty required the appro- 
priation of money or the doing of some other act, might render a 
treaty ineffectual, but it never amounted toa claim that 
itself could by a bill or by a joint resolution in substance 
treaty. 

It is well to see just how the members of Congress at that time, 
many of whom had been members of the Constitutional Conven- 
tion, looked upon this subject. Mr. Wharton, in his second vol- 
ume, at the bottom of page 16 and the top of page 17, states just 
what the contention was. He says: 


Jay's treaty was approved by the Senate by the te two-thirds 
jority. Its ratification was proclaimed by the President on February 29, 


ea 


1796, and this mation was communicated to the two Houses of 
on March 1,17 On the one side it was maintained that the er ot the 
President and Senate as to House of 


essary to carry the treaty into effect. 

on 3 oer side it was 9 that under the ee the iri 
sent of the House was requisite to appropriations to carry the trea 
into effect, and that this w Was as 8 to the other contrac’ party 
as Was the consent of the Senate to the Loong es adoption of the ty. 
On the latter assumption the House, on 24, 1706, called on the Presi- 
dent for the facts relative to the treaty. On March 30, 17%, the President 
declined to give such information. 


His reasons being stated in the passage I have already read, 
Mr. Madison goes on and gives a history of the discussion. Ina 
<a which he wrote to Mr. Jefferson during the discussion he 
Said: 
We are at length embarked in the discussion of the treaty, which was 
a proposition calling on the President for 
papers. The point in abate ts the constitutional right of Congress in rela- 


on to treaties. There seems at present strong reasons to concl 
jority will be in favor of the doctrine that the House 


cussion. I understand that the treaty party expects 
but despair on every other. sy 


nee under a treaty for which we received a ben 


Then he says, in another letter to Mr. Jefferson: 


The newspapers wili inform ‘ou that the call for the trea‘ was 
carried by ë against 37. You FCC 


inclosed. The absolute refusal was as 
the m are im: ind 


Then, further, to Mr. Jefferson: 
This measure of the Executive produced two 


— — asse the 
right of the House to judge of the 3 of trea 3 
eee soreness, ae Geclaring Ses is won requisite in a call for pa to 
express the use to be made of them. It was expected that a obsti- 
nate discussion would have attended these defensive measures. Under that 
idea, I entered into a free but 1 of the fallacy of the reasons 
contained in the message, and the day being nearly spent, the committee rose 
and an adjournment 

The next morning, instead of a reply, the K ose was called for and 
taken without a word of ent on the subj The two resolutions were 
carried by 57 against 35, six members who, not f the early call 
for the had not taken their seats, soon desired to have 
their names added to the majority. ‘This was permitted by the rules of 

ouse. 


The resolution which was adopted by Congress as a reply to the 
President's message to furnish information and afiho p A e e 
to the treaty, and which had the sanction of Mr, Madison, then a 
member of the House, is as follows: 


Resolved, That it declared in the second section of the Constitution 
o President shall bavo power, by and witi the advice and consent of 


E 


ropriety of an 
ouse to the Executive for informantion desired by 
constitutional functions of the H 


Now, it is well to note what Mr. Jefferson’s view was on this 
subject and to compare that view with these resolutions. Mr. 
Jefferson says, and this will be found in his Manual of Parlia- 
mentary Practice: 

By the Constitution of the United States this department of legislation— 

Referring to the treaty power— 

2 Constitution of the United States this department of legislation is 


legislature, 
a inte Ne To what subject this power 
etail by the Constitution, nor are we en- 
(1) It is admitted that it must concern the 
or it would be a mere nullity. 


oing in any way. (4) And also to except those subjects of ture 
3 it aoe a tion to the pesar 5 ‘his last 
exception 


by some on the ground that it would leave very little 
matter for the treaty power to work on. The less the better, say others. i 

Now, I wish to call attention to the attributes which he describes 
as pertaining to this power, He says: 

It is admitted that it must co! the - 
tract, or it would be a mere nullity, ree „ n 

If there is a foreign nation with which this country is dealing, 
then it must be through a treaty. A resolution, as he says, would 
be a mere nullity. It would have no operation beyond the limits 
of this country. It would create no obligation. It would create 
no rights, If there are two nations, then it must be a treaty, It 
must be a compact. 

To illustrate a little further, Congress has the right to ip pars 
commerce and it may pass laws under which all nations derive 
great benefit in their trade with us or under which certain nations 
may be favored. Other nations may have similar laws, These 
are the independent acts of the different governments, not con- 
nected with each other in any way. If our Government chooses 
to repeal or alter those laws, no other government has any right 
to complain. It may resort to retaliatory legislation; it may by 
its own laws deny us rights which had been freely granted to us 
before; but it has no just cause of complaint against us. 

Legislation initself, whether by ution or by a bill, on such 
subjects and as between nations, createsno rights. When rights 
are sought to be acquired, the 8 of justice, the principles 
of reason pervade all transactions, alike those between individu- 
als and those between nations. When rights are sought to be 
acquired, they must be acquired througha treaty, through a com- 
pact, through a trade, through an agreement where there aro 
mutual considerations moving one from another. 

Just as I have illustrated in these commercial regulations, if 
the same rights had been created by a treaty, rights given by us 
efit, a consideration, 


from the other contracting party, then if we changed that trea 
it would be a breach of the contract, an act of injustice w 
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might be a cause for war. It would give the other country the 
right to claim satisfaction and assert its rights to satisfaction by 
force, just as the violation of a contract between individuals 
would entitle the wronged party to apply to the courts for relief. 

Hence it is that Mr. Jefferson, in Jaang the treaty „Says 
that it pertains to transactions between nations, to een 
nations; that it must be with a foreign nation a party to the con- 
tract or it would be a mere nullity. 


Now, notice further, the next qualification is that the Constitu- | had 


tion, by giving the general power to make treaties, intended to 
comprehend only those objects which are usually regulated by 
treaty and can not be otherwise regulated. Icome back to the 
pe How can the acquisition of terri be accomplished? 
have not heard in this discussion, and I would gladly hear an; 
lanation, how foreign territory can be acquired, except as 
said a while ago, by treaty or by conquest. 


We are not proposing, in this instance, to acquire territory by was 


conquest. Then we must rest our right to acquire the territory 
of the Hawaiian Republic upon a treaty. There is no other way 
known amongst civilized nations under the rules of international 
law. The joint resolution could not invest us with a particle of 
right to one foot of territory in the Islands of Hawaii. It could 
not give us a scintilla of right. I will notice the form and phrase 
of the joint resolution a little further, showing that it begins by 
the enunciation of a statement which is untrue. 

Now, remembering these qualifications as given by Mr. Jeffer- 
=e agai 5 — the House of 1 said in 75 
resolutions Which they passed in reply e message from the 
President denying them information on the Jaytreaty. They say: 

The House of Representatives do not claim an agency in making treaties. 

If the principles laid down by Mr. Jefferson are correct, and if 
foreign territory, so far as the subject now before the Senate is 
concerned, can be acquired only by treaty, here we have the enun- 
ciation of the House of Representatives that it can not i- 


United States. The President sent a message on that 
Mr. Wharton, in commenting on the question which arose 
on page 20 says: 


ect. 


ber refused to was one which had been for years earnestly, 
almost to the point of a formal declaration of war, by the United States, and 


admitted to be due by France. When Presi- 


which been negotia‘ 
Governments, but because French Government had repudiated a debt 
which the United States had declared to be incontestable and which the 
fg rey ant ee pe E S O E 
or repu a y ow 
by the law of nations, and this was a case of dia tion of a debt y 
acknowledged. There was no discussion, on t 


of war, and you have admitted it to be due. You must pay; 
your on you can not Executive, 
who is the only authority with whom, under the law of we can ne- 


As far as we have gone we still see that there is no claim recog- 
nized or asserted that the House of tatives, through its 
—- power, can participate in the ning in the execution 
of a 


treaty. The only claim is that when, the treaty being per- 
fected, it requires an iation or constitutional legislative 
action on the of in its legislative capacity, then 
Congress can 


etermine whether — eee will be made 
or whether the necessary legislation be enacted. 

As showing how far this treaty power has been exercised by our 
Government, I refer to the treaty of 1842 with Great Britain, 
Mr. Wharton, on page 25 of his second volume, says: : 


pate in the treaty, and yet by the joint resolution now under con- „ the Log ae! Beg the State F pry 
sideration we have the House sending us what they call a perfect differed from that claimed Maine 5 ceded over which Maine } had 
trea — 1 ting Visio: trea i j e was a sovere: ac 
15 ate bete aie Sate,” iad — * States dich Great as an international settlement, 
now pending before the e, N Neither of the States of Maine or was in any way party to 
Let us goa little further and we will see that this on came or in it, except im the fth article, in which the United States 


questi 
up again in 1803 upon the occasion of the treaty for the cession of 
Louisiana. Mr. ton, in his second volume, page 19, says: 
Mr. Jefferson, who was then President, had (oceania as was well fst 


bove stated, that whenever Con 


the tion, as a gress, in its ve ac- 
bg posi re m to make riations to carry outa treaty, it had a full 


. constitutional Hight to refuse its assent. 
Not thatit hada right to participatein the making of the treaty, 
but that after the treaty was made and perfected, if it came to the 
House for an appropriation, the House under the Constitution had 
a right to determine whether or not it would grant the appropri- 
ation. Mr. Wharton says: 


message 

purpose of iener ranen of Con in 
the exercise of their f as to those tions w. 
power vested by the Constitution in Congress; and so far from 

t this power was to be exercised as a matter of he said, “You 
observe that some important conditions can not be into execution but 
with the aid of the Le 2 
the treaty were voted withou any 
5 responsibility down by the House of 

‘ 


Now, in 1816 the Senate a bill to carry into effect the 
commercial convention of 1815 with Great Britain. The bill so 
passed provided that so much of any existing act as might be con- 
trary to the provisions of the convention should be deemed and 
taken to be of no effect. The House of Representatives, on the 
our hand, passed a bill enacting seriatim the provisions of the 


In this case the treaty had been adopted. The treaty was 
adopted in 1815, and in 1816 the Senate paea a bill to out 
thetreaty. When it went to the House, the House then seemingly 
for the first time asserted the right to participate in the making of 
the treaty. It passed a bill enacting the treaty, reciting that the 
treaty was adopted and accepted. 4 


The Senate refused to concur, on Bio peoa that the treaty was 
of itself and therefore that the act should bed 


however, 


of the managers on aa of the Senate and John F 


managers on the part e House, agreed on a bill, which was then adopted. 
„The a ype which this adjustment was made was thus explained 
orsyth: “ Your 


Mr. committee understood the committee of the Boosts to 
admit the principle contended for by the House, that whilst some treaties 
might not require, others may require, legislative provision to carry them 
into effect; that the decision of the question, how far such pone was 
necessary, must be founded upon the peculiar charactor of the ty itself.“ 

‘The same question was somewhat discussed in 1831 on the treaty 
with France.. That treaty was consummated by both the con- 
tracting parties, and then the French Chamber of ties refused 
to appropriate the necessary amount to pay the claims due the 


to receive and pay over to those States certain portions of 
while under er apr and 
their assent to the line of 


described in 
Lord Ashburton di ity of Great Britain for any 
the individual States referred to in 


matters between the United States 

that article. Commissioners on the part of Maine and Massachusetts gave 
their assent to the treaty before it was concluded by the Government; but 
that was an internal matter, and not concern Great Britain. Neither is 
the fact that the United States chose to secure the consent of Massachusetts 
and Maine conclusive upon the much canvassed question of its constitutional 
power to have made the treaty without their assent. 

Now, here is a case where, under the treaty-making power, our 
Government ceded a part of the territory of the United States. 
That establishes, so far as we are concerned, the proposition 
which I have asserted, that the cession of territory by one gov- 
ernment and the acquisition by another is the subject-matter of 
treaty, and I again repeat that if it is the subject-matter of treaty, 
then under the Constitution it belongs to the President and the 
Senate, and no other power, no other department of the Govern- 
ment, can take any control over it. Now, I proceed further: 

In 183 Mr. Wheaton ted 
Staten, The Bennie Commiites ca Ferelgn felations reported adversely to 
this treaty, on the ground of the “want of constitutional competency to 
make it; and the Senate Jaid the subject on the table indefinitely. Mr. Cal- 

then Secretary of State, comments on this act: “If this be a true 
view of the treaty-making it — be truly said that its exercise has 
been one continual series of habitual and uninterrupted infrin mts of the 
Constitution. From the Wg. ony a throughout the whole existence of 
the Federal Government, it has n exercised constantly on commerce, 
navigation, and other delegated powers.” 

And right here I might add that under this treaty-making 
power, with the exception of the State of Texas, the territory of 
the United States has extended from the limits which existed 
at the time the Constitution was formed to the Gulf of Mexico 
and to the Pacific Ocean. A territory many times greater than 
originally possessed by this Government has been added to it con- 
stantly, and constantly by the exercise of the treaty power. 

Never has one foot of territory been acquired. by any other 
power except solely in the State of Texas, and as to that the dis- 
tinction has y been marked out. That State came fully 
panoplied with a constitution and government, ready to take its 
place with its other sisters in this Union, and it was admitted 
under another clause in the Constitution. 

This question came up again in 1868 on the occasion of the 
treaty with Russia for the cession of Alaska, and I will read to 
some extent what Mr. Wharton says on this subject on pages 21, 
22, and 23 of his second volume: 


In that treaty it was provided that the territory should be transferred on 
the exchange of ratifications (article 4), and that Russia moo e ome 
The was ratified by the Senate on 4— 


indemnity of 000. 
1887, thors behig ber two voices in negative. On June 20, 1867, 
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hnson issued a proclamation in which, after reciting the treaty. he de- 
epee “ Now, therefore, be it known that I, Andrew J . of 
the United States, have caused the said treaty to be made public to the end 
that the same and every clause and article thereof may be observed and ful- 


filled with faith by the United States and the citizens thereof.” 

The territory was transferred by Russia to the United States on October 
18, 1867. When, however, the question of appropriation came before Con 
at the ensuin on, it was at once seen that there was a marked division 
of opinion. e majority of the Committee of Foreign Affairs in the House 
of Representatives re as follows: “The commi reports to the House 
the following bill, an appropriation to carry the treaty into effect, 

ith a recommendation that it be enacted into a law: ‘A bill to enable the 
President of the United States to fulfill the treaty between the United States 
and Russia of March 30, 1867. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, that there be, and hereby ere he eg $7,200,000 in coin į 
fulfill the stipulations contained in the sixth article of the 1 with Russia, 
concluded at Washington on the 30th day of March, 1867.“ minority re- 
port was made, in which the worthlessness of the territory ceded was as- 
serted, and in which the rejection of the purchase was recommended. 

The majority report, while conceding t there were cases in which the 
assent of the House to a treaty might be properly withheld, limited such 
right to cases plainly inconsistent “with the fundamental principles, pur- 
poses, or interests of the Constitution.” It was further asserted that“ where 
a treaty is rae 125 e ee interests of the aoro 
ment, its first an est du enact such measures as are ne 
carry the treaty inte effect.” It was urged that as the Alaska treaty bind 
infringed no constitutional sanction, laws to carry it into execution should 
be passed. (As to prior negotiation, see infra, section 159.) Protracted de- 
bate ensued, beginning on June 30, and proceeding * July, the discus- 
sion relating far more tothe constitutional rights of the House in such issues 
than as to the expediency of the purchase of Alaska. 

The tendency of the majority of the House was evidently to sanction the 
Alaska purchase, but to couple the approval of the Finer | with a reservation 
of the right of the House to approve or disapprove in all cases in which the 
sanction of the House is necessary toexecuteatreaty. The following amend- 
ment, adopting this view, passed the Committee of the Whole by a vote of 
98 to 49, and the House, on July 14, 1867, by a vote of 113 to 43: is 

“Whereas the President of the Uni States, on the 30th of March, 1867, 
entered into a treaty with the Emperor of R by the terms of which it 
was stipulated that, in consideration of the cession by the Emperor of Russia 
to the United States of certain territory therein described, the United States 
would pay to the Emperor of Russia the sum of $7,200,000 in coin; and 

“ Whereas it was further stipulated in said treaty that the United States 
shall accept of such cession, and that certain inhabitants of said 5 
shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the rights and immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States; and 

“Whereas the subjects thus embraced in the stipulations of said treaty 
are among the subjects which by the Constitution of the United States are 
submi to the power of Congress, and over which Congress has jurisdic- 
‘tion, and it being for such reason necessary that the consent of Congress 
shall be given to the said treaty before the same shall have full force and 
effect, having taken into consideration the said treaty and approving of the 
stipulations therein, to the end that the same may be carried into effect: 

fore, 
ge 1. Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the assent of Congress 
is hereby given to the stipulations of said treaty.” 


Now, that resolution took the position that Con, , including 
the House, of course, could, under the Constitution, and ought, 
under the Constitution, expressly give its assent to the ratification 
of any treaty. 


The Senate, on July 17, restored the bill to its original shape, in this way 
rejecting the distinctive position of the House that the consent of Congress 
asal tive body is necessary to the payment of money and the inco; 
ration of territory when provided for in a treaty. This conflict of opinion 
between the two Houses led to the two bills being sent to a conference com- 
mittee. the Senatorial members of which insisted that the House was abso- 
lutely bound to carry out the stipulations of a treaty which was duly ratified 
by the Senate. (See 1 Globe for 1867, pages 4031, 4159, 4302.) The 
committee, however, y unite on the following measure: 


17 t making an appropriation of money to carry into effect the treaty 
1 75 s . Russia of March 30, 1867. 


“Whereas the President of the United States on the 30th of March, 1867, 
entered into a treaty with the Emperor of Russia, by the terms of which it 
was stipulated that in consideration of the cession by the Emperor of Russia 
to the United States of certain territory therein described the United States 
should pay to the Emperor of Russia the sum of $7,200,000 in coin; and 

“ Whereas it was further stipulated in said treaty that the United States 
shall accept such cession and that certain inhabitants of said territory shall 
be admitted to the enjoyment of all the rights and immunities of citizens of 
the United States; and 

“ Whereas said stipulations can not be carried into full force and effect 
except b: Aa nisi to which the consent of both Houses of Congress is nec- 
essary: Therefore, 

"Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That there be, and hereby is, appro- 
1 from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $f, 

in coin to fulfill stipulations contained in the sixth article of the 
with Russia concluded at Washington on the 30th day of March, 1867.” 

This measure, which was adopted in the House by a vote of 91 to 48, has 
the features of compromise strongly impressed upon it. All that it gives 
specific legislative assent to is the appropriation of $7,200,000. The preamble 
asserts, not merely that $7,200,000 is to be 1 for the 8 but that cer- 
tain inhabitants of the territory should be admitted to certain privileges. 
The resolution says nothing about the privileges and confines itself to the 
appropriation. So far, therefore, as Congress was concerned, there was no 
action which might be re ed as taking the position that the House has 
the prerogative of affirming or rejecting, at its discretion, execution of a 
treaty: when such execution is dependent on its action. This ioe however, 
isimplied in the resolution of the House adopted on July 14, 1867. 


On all this history, from the beginning of the Jay treaty down 
to this time, Mr. Wharton makes this note at bottom of page 23: 


The question, therefore, which was agitated in 1796, whether Congress can, 
under the Constitution, refuse, in its legislative Capacity, to passacts for the 
execution of treaties duly ratified, remains still open. Yet two positions may 
be regarded as accepted in the practical working of our Government. One 
is that without a Congressional vote there can be no 1 ot money 
which a treaty requires to be paid. The other is that it should require a 1 

Which 


reaty 


strong case to justify Congress in refusing to pass an appropria 
called 1 for by a 85 duly ratiſled. e * 


The result of all the Congressional action on this subject, if 
applied to this peruanas case, would simply mean that after the 
Senate had ratified by two-thirds of the Senators present the 
treaty which is now before it, then the House in its legislative 
capacity could determine whether or not it would make the ap- 
propriation necessary to carry it out. From beginning to end 
there is no assertion of the right on the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to participate in the making of a treaty or to accom- 
pe by legislation that which can only be accomplished by a 


ty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, in view of the fact 
that we are to meet at an early hour to-morrow, I suggest to the 
Senator from Minnesota that he allow the Senate to adjourn or 
proceed to executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS. Has any motion been made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PENROSE in the chair), 
There has been no motion made. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It was merely a suggestion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggested to the Senator from Min- 
nesota that he might move either to adjourn or have an execu- 
tive session in view of the early hour at which we are to meet to- 
morrow, it being now 5 o'clock, 

Mr. DAVIS. I should prefer not to make either of those mo- 
tions just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will let 
us have an executive session. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. I will with- 
draw the motion if the Senator wishes to move to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Arkansas will yie}d— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call up the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill. 

r. JONES of Arkansas, I have no objection. 

Mr. TURLEY. I merely wish to state that I shall take ve 
little more time, but it is quite warm this evening, and I am tired. 
I should like to have a few minutes in the morning, just to close 
up. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the action of the House of Representatives upon certain amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6897) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the Government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the year ending June 80, 1899, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are but a few items in the bill now un- 
disposed of. The first conference agreed to a great number of 
items and disagreed as tosome. One of the disagreements was 
upon amendment No. 12, which relates to the munic‘pal free 
library in this District. After the disagreement the House of 
Representatives receded from amendment No. 12 and proposed to 
agree to it with an amendment striking out the Senate amerd- 
ment and inserting a provision which I shall not ask to have read 
unless some Senator desires that it be read. 

Mr. TELLER. What amendment is it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Amendment No, 12, which relates to the mu- 
nicipal 1 in this District. 

Mr. TELLER. It has not been agreed to by the conferees? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; we have not agreed to it. I want now to 
move to disagree to that amendment. I ask that the amendment 
ee by the House of Representatives may be read. 

e Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment numbered 12: Strike out the matter inserted by said amend - 
merece oo SA Ww For librarian, $2,000; first assis’ lib 
* public : For m, $2,000; assistant librarian, r 
second assistant Mbrarinns $720; and for rent, fuel, light, fitting up eee 
other contingent expenses, $3,100; in all, $6,720: Provided, That whenever said 
library shall be opened for public use such books, periodicals, and papers in 
the existing libraries in the several Executive Departments and offices of the 
Government in the city of Washington as in the judgment of the head of the 
Department, bureau, or office affected are not required for the special official 
use of said Department, bureau, or office shall be transferred as a loan tothe 
free public library and reading room for its use, and it is hereby made the 
duty of the head of each Department, bureau, or office in which a circulating 
library is maintained for the use of employees of the Government to deliver 
all such books, periodicals, and oa ye thout delay, as a loan to the free 
ubliclibrary and room, and thereafter no general cironlating Uurar A 
ut only such library as is required for its special official use, shall be esta 
lished or maintained by any Department, bureau, or office of the Govern- 
ment in the District of Columbia; but the books, periodicals, and rs so 
loaned shall be and remain the property of the United States ret ae ll be 
labeled in such manner as to show such ownership.” 


Mr. ALLISON. The purpose and aim of this new and rather 
singular amendment is to so legislate as to compel the several 
heads of Departments to turn over or loan to this municipal 
library all the books that are not necessary for immediate use in 
the several Departments, which I think is a sweeping provision 


1898. 


that ought not to be agreed to in a conference report. Therefore 
I move that the Senate disagree to that amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the motion of the Senator 
from Iowa will prevail, and that the Senate may by such an 
emphatic vote sustain it as will let it be understood that the Senate 
means what it says. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Iowa restate 
his motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. My motion is that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment proposed by the House to amendment of the Senate 
numbered 12. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. [Putting the question.] The ayes have it, 
and the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Unanimously. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimously. x 

Mr. ALLISON. The House also proposed a long amendment in 
the nature of radical legislation to amendment No. 74. If an 
Senator desires to hear that read, Iam willing that it shall be i 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is that what is called the Pitney amend- 


ment? 
Mr. ALLISON. It is the amendment proposed in the House 
for legislation relating to conduits in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. FAULKNER. A subject over which the Committee on 
the District of Columbia has been working for several years, and 
it is a matter which was brought to the attention of the conferees 
without ever having been before the Senate at all for its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has never been before the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER, The amendment of the House ought to be 
rejected. 

Mr ALLISON. I move that the Senate disagree to that amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? R 

Mr. ALLISON. I moveto disagree to the amendment proposed 
by the House to amendment No. 74. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, in order that the two Houses may reach 
a conclusion and may be more 1 together upon this subject, 
the Senate conferees who considered this question recommend to 
the Senate that it recede from amendments Nos. 69, 70, 71, 72, 78, 
and 74, being all the amendments made by the Senate relating to 
the subject of electric lighting. If this recession is agreed to, it 
will leave the provision relating to electric lighting as it originally 
passed the House, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate recede from its amendments Nos. 69, 70, 71, 72, 78, and 
74. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishouldlike to ask the Senator from Iowa, before 
we pass from this question, are those the amendments which pro- 
vided for the removal of overhead wires? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. The amendments were originally put on 
the bill by the Senate. The House of Representatives, after a con- 
ference on the subject, present to us an entirely new scheme of 
condnits in this city, to be constructed by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, under a plan, a reading of which plan, I 
think, will show that it is impracticable of adoption, at least upon 
aconference report. The ideaof the committee is that this whole 
matter shall rest as the House placed it and be dealt with more at 
large by the Committee on the District of Columbia in this body 
Soa by the proper committee in the Houseof Representatives next 
winter, when ARAN matters can be debated and understoodin both 
Houses as they can not be in a conference report. 

Mr. LODGE. The reason I asked the question was because I 
have understood—and the Senator will correct meif I am wrong— 
that there is now legislation on the statute book—I think reported 
by the then Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds—preventing 
the erection of overhead wires within certain city limits. There 
have been poles and wires put up by the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company on Fourteenth street and they have recently put 
up a new set on Thirteenth street. They are putting up poles 
disfiguring the streets, and, so far as I can see, they are absolutely 
violating the law. 

I introduced a resolution of inquiry here some months ago to 
the District Commissioners, asking for an explanation in regard 
to this subject, of which resolution the Commissioners have taken 
absolutely no notice so far as Iam aware. It seems to me that 
the law ought to be enforced, and that we ought not to allow a 
well-considered policy of that kind to be set aside by these tele- 
graph and electric-light companies, 

Mr. FAULKNER, The electric-light companies are not doing 
it, Iwill state; and the Western Union Telegraph Company claim 
a perfect right to do what they have done, — 
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Mr. ALLISON. They claim that they have a perfect right to 
come within this jurisdiction. Whether that be true or not I do 
not know; but in removing the Western Union Telegraph office 
from the corner of Fifteenth and F streets to the corner of Four- 
teenth and F streets it was found necessary to rearrange to some 
extent their overhead wires, which they claimed the right to erect 
under existing law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Do they claim the right to do it all 
over the city? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand not. a 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I see that telegraph poles are being 
put up along the alleys of the city in a number of places. 

Mr. ALLISON. Most of those, I think, or a great number of 
them, are being put up by the District Commissioners. We have 
a local telephone and telegraph system for the police. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me there is a very large 
number of wires for any private enterprise of that sort. I do not 
know anything about it except that I see that wires are being put 
over the house tops in all directions. 

Mr. LODGE, They have put some new poles on Thirteenth 
street as well as on Fourteenth street recently, and there seems 
to be no regard paid to the law to which I have referred, which I 
thought was an extremely wise one. It seems to me the commit- 
tee should take some action about it, and I thought these amend- 
ments would cover that difficulty. 

Mr. ALLISON. They cover a portion of that difficulty. They 
cover all wires used for electric-lighting purposes, which are to be 
taken down within a year. They require also that all telephone 
wires shall be taken down in eighteen months, 

After we have agreed tothis bill and after we havehad one confer- 
ence upon it, we are projected into a plan which looks to the erec- 
tion of a complete system of conduits for all wires which shall be 
erected in nearly the entire business and residence portions of this 
city, which conduits are to be placed there by the District Com- 
missioners taxing or assessing the people who are willing to rent 
or occupy the wires and providing a large number of ducts in the 
conduits for future purposes. 

It is probably a good scheme, but it is entirely too big a scheme 
to te dealt with in a conference report within five days of the 1st 
day of July, the beginning of the fiscal year. Therefore. after 
looking it over, those who have had charge of this matter during 
the session believe that it is wiser to relegate the question to the 
next session of Congress; and in order to bring the two Houses 
together, I move to recede from the amendments I have named 
which were made to this bill by the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That has already been done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion has been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also, for the same reason, move to recede 
from amendment No. 128, which is a part of the provision relating 
to the taking down of the poles. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa to recede from Senate amendment No. 128. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. ALLISON. e House of Representatives still insist upon 
their disagreement to amendments Nos. 148 to 167, inclusive, 
which are all amendments relating to charities in this District. 
It will be borne in mind that the House of Representatives appro- 
priated a lump sum for these charities, whilst the Committee on 
Appropriations recommended specific appropriations for the vari- 
ous charities as heretofore. The House disagrees to our amend- 
ments in that regard and insists upon their isagreement, and I 
now moye that the Senate further insist upon its amendments 
Nos. 143 to 167, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I further move that the Senate agree to the 
conference asked for by the House of Representatives upon amend- 
ment No. 12 and upon amendments Nos. 148 to 167, inclusive, these 
being the only matters now in difference between the two Houses 
after the vote of the Senate. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 

r. CULLOM, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed, 

Mr. TELLER. Before this question is disposed of, I merely 
want to say a word. We have had many conference reports com- 
ing in of late. Ido not mean the conference reports on the amend- 
ments which have been attempted to be put into these bills, but 
we had before us to-day a conference report which came in a few 
days ago, and we have passed a bankruptcy bill which I will venture 
to say not one-fifth of the members of the Senate have ever read, 
and I will venture to say, further, that there are not three men in 
the Senate who know what that bill means. I did the best I could 
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with it with several hours’ work, and I do not yet know what it 
means, and I do not sup if I should have given six hours more 
to its consideration I should have known very much about it. 
FCC i ys F i 

ere comes a proposition ge the library system of the 
city of Washington. Nearly all the Departments have libraries 
for the benefit of theiremployees. I believe under a properly con- 
stituted scheme it would be well to consolidate all these various 
libraries into one library, butit can not be done intelligently and 
decently in this way. When such a bill comes here, it should go 
before the proper committee, which can take time to consider it 
in all its ings and details, and then the Senate should have an 
opportunity to deal with the bill. The same is true in relation to 
this question of charities, which can not be properly dealt with on 
an appropriation bill, and ought not to be dealt wi 
priation bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. You mean the legislative provisions, 

Mr, TELLER. I mean that there is too much legislation neces- 
sary in regard to the system of charities to make it proper to be 
pat on an appropriation bill. We can make the bare 8 

ons. That, however, is not what is in controversy, as I under - 
stand now. 

I merely desire to enter my protest and to express the hope that 
the Senate committee will stand up to the rules which ought to 
govern us with reference to conference amendments and confer- 
ence changes, and this vicious 5 by conference commit- 
= of which the Senate and the House have no knowledge or con- 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand at the Secretary’s desk it is not 


on an appro- 


sideration of execntive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were ts and (at 5 o’clock and 
50 minutes 858 m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
June 25, 1898, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 24, 1898. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 

Daniel B. McCann, of Great Falls, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Circle, Alaska, to fill an original vacancy created 
under provisions of section 12 of the act of Congress approved 
May 14, 1898 (Public—No. 95). 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Sargent S. Morton, of San Francisco, Cal., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at San Francisco, Cal., vice Edward Hackett, whose 
term will expire July 17, 1898. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Elwood Hadley, of Arizola, Ariz., to be t for the Indians of 
the Pima Agency in Arizona, vice Henry J. Cleveland, deceased. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY—TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 

Artillery arm. , 

Sergt. Harold P, Goodnow, Company H, Third United States 

Infantry. 


Sok os Albert G. Jenkins, Company A, Eighteenth United States 
an 


try. 
Private Robert E. Wyllie, Battery L, Seventh United States 


thoroughly understood that I moved to recede, and that the Senate | Artill 


did recede, from amendment No. 74. I named that amendment 


8 d 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion was that the Senate re- 
cede from amendments Nos. 69 to 74, inclusive, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so stated from the desk 
and took the numbers down as they came from the lips of the 
Senator from Iowa. 8 

r. ISON. Iso understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The motion was to recede from 
amendments Nos. 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, and 74. 

Mr. N. That was my motion. 


MARTHA E. FLESCHERT, 


Mr. WARREN. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3697) for the relief of Martha 
E. Fleschert, to report it favorably without amendment. It is a 
very small matter, and one which has heretofore passed the Sen- 
ate in a different form. 1 ask unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
izabeth Fleschert, née Stevenson, of St. Louis, Mo., 
8212.50, for services rendered by her as hospital matron in and 
for One hundred and thirtieth and One hun and seventeenth 
regiments of Illinois Volunteers for seventeen months, from Oc- 
tober, 1862, to March, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CASSIUS G. FOSTER, 


Mr. DAVIS. On behalf of the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
ask the Senats to proceed at this time to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 4786) to provide for the appointment of an additional dis- 
trict judge in and for the judicial district of Kansas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole. proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported | C 


from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


of September, A. D. an 
ing the remainder of his natural lif 
manner as if he 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Tha Sill was ee Gi bi Serio reading 
e bill was or to be en for a third ing, read 
the third time, and 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
Cassius G. Foster.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr.C M. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


ULLO: 
eration of executive business, 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


ery. 
Lance Corpl. Patrick A. Connolly, Com F, Twenty-first 
United States Infantry. 7 ie gs z 
Corpl. William Forse, Company B, Third United States Infantry. 
Corpl. Malcolm Young, Troop G, Fourth United States Cavalry. 
1 Lawrence C. Brown, Battery D, Fourth United States 
ery. 
Sergt. Harry L. Steele, Battery A. Fifth United States Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Walter S. Volkmar, United States Volunteer Sig- 
nal Corps (late ser t, United States Signal Corps). 
eee . Arnold, now corporal, Troop F, First United States 


Infantry arm. 
Private John J. Boniface, Troop H, Fourth United States Cav- 


Corpl. Ralph A. Clay, Company B, Fifth United States Infantry. 
Lance Corp]. John B. Schoeffel, Company B, Ninth United 
States Infantry. 
1 Walter T. Bates, Company G, Seventeenth United States 
antry. 
Corpl. Englebert G. Ovenshine, Com C, Twenty-third 
United States Infantry. 2 said 3 
Sergt. Percy M. Cochran, Company G, Sixth United States In- 


fantry. 
Private George N. Bomford, Company D, Fifth United States 
Sergt. Benjamin P. Nicklin, Troop I, First United States Cay- 


Villiam A. Cavanaugh, now corporal, Company D, Twentieth 
United States Infantry. 
George M. Grimes, now lance corporal, Troop B, Second United 
States Cavalry. 
William C. Geiger, now first-class private, Company E, Bat- 
talion of Engineers, United States Army. 


Thomas R. Harker, late ser; Com D, Twentieth Uni 
acon m tig geant, pany wentie nited 


inson, late corporal, Troop D, Fourth United States 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 24, 1898. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 
John W, Oast, of Vi ia, to be su ing i 
PBs Mare Se 2 pervising inspector of steam 
MARSHAL, 
J. F. Emmitt, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Nevada. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Thomas B. Stapp, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 
James Greenup Boyd, of Texas, 


SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Harry P. Gamble, sergeant, Second United States Volun- 
„ 


THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
` To be captain. 
Walter K. Wheatley, of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenant, 
Campbell King, of Georgia. 
SIXTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
John T. Phillips, of Tennessee. š 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
n To be captain. 
Albert W. Lilienthal, of New York. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captain. 
Eustace J. Shearman, of Louisiana. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
John F. Dunshire, of Louisiana, 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be lieutenant-colonel, ` 
Charles L. Withrow, of New York. 
To be first lieutenant, 
James S. Smith, of Georgia. 
s To be second lieutenant. 
Joseph S. McClure, of South Carolina. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 
George N. Stoney, of Georgia. 
John C. Dysart, of Texas. 
TO BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN. 
Raymond Sulzer, of New Jersey. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be chaplain, 
J. Warner Fobes, of Rhode Island. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be majors. 
First Lieut. Henry C. Davis, Seventh United States Artillery. 
First Lieut. Willoughby Walke, Seventh United States Artillery, 
To be first lieutenant. 
Charles H. Hamilton, of Minnesota. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Desha Breckinridge, of Kentucky. 
20 BE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTERS WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 
William M. Coulling, of Virginia. 
Oscar C. Guessaz, of Texas. 
POSTMASTERS, 
Leroy H.Camp, to be postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
of Blackhawk and State of Iowa. : 
J. H. Holmes, to be er at Freeport, in the county of 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. i ‘ 
Charles in Junkin, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Iowa. F 
George A. Packard, to be postmaster at Bayfield, in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin. é 
Isaac T. Klingensmith, to be postmaster at Leechburg, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, 
Thomas Johnston, to be postmaster at Apollo, in the county of 
Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 
Thomas L. Johnson, to be postmaster at Northumberland, in 
the county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
Albert Secor, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of 
Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 
Jesse H. Roberts, to be postmaster at Downingtown, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
Charles E. Redman, to be postmaster at Sharpsburg, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
Frank H. Fales, to be postmaster at South Framingham, in the 
county of. Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Andrew 8. Warner, to be 8 at Tarentum, in the county 
ol 3 State of Pennsylvania. 
Christian H. Sheets, to be postmaster at Braddock, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 25, 1898. 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 


lain. Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D 


Prayer 1 Oha s g 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read the Journal 


e Secretary 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I suggest that the absentees be called. 
The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators. 
The following Senators having answered to their names: 


Allen, Davis, Jones, Ark., Penrose, 
Allison, Fair Lodge, ttus, 
Bacon, . = de, Beat Conn., 
Baker, . cEnery, we 

Bate, G T, tle, Shoup, 
Berry, Mills, Sullivan, 
Burrows, Hale, Mitchell, Teller, 
Cannon, Hans Morgan, ley, 
Clark, Hawley, Morrill, White. 

Clay, Hoar, Ne 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A 9 —.— is not present. 

Mr. CuLtom and Mr. Linpsay entered the Chamber and an- 
swered to their names. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that the Sergeant - at- Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was to. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. DEBOE, Mr. Roach, Mr. Harris, and Mr. 
PERKINS entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 13 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-six Senators having answered to their names, a quorum is 
present. The Journal of yesterday's ings will be read. 

On motion of Mr, CULLOM, and by unanimous consent, the 
wang of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 
wi 
INDEMNITY TO STATES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting draft of a bill to indem- 
nify the 5 of States for expenses incurred by them in aid- 
ing the United States to raise and organize and supply and equi 
the Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing war wi 
Spain; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDNANCE STORES AND SUPPLIES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the , transmitting a letter from 
the Secretary of War submitting additional supplemental esti- 
mates of appropriations for “ Ordnance, ordnance stores, and su 
plies” sun for the use of the War Department for the first six 
months of the fiscal „ which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was ttee on Appropriations, 
and jan Sa, goi be printed. sie s 

WILLIAM C. EATON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia submitting 
an estimate of bse sit gracoa to pay an additional judgment 
against the District of Columbia in favor of William C. Eaton, 
amounting, with costs, to $1,551.80; which, with the accompany- 
in ng papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

FREEMAN CARY, 

Mr. ALLEN presented a paper in support of the pension claim 
of Freeman Cary, of Ewing, Nebr.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

TIMBER SEIZURES IN ARKANSAS, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I present a statement signed by a 
number of citizens of Batesville, Ark., showing the facts in con- 
nection with the seizure of timber àt Batesville. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1498) for the relief of George M. Smith, 
late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy, sub- 
mi an adverse report thereon; and the bill was postponed 


indefinitely. 
Nr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
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whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2673) granting an increase of 
pension to Diana Clark, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9732) granting an increase of 2 to Mary E. 
Walker, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
5 which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed in- 
definitely: 

A pill 8. 4138) to restore the name of Charles L. Summers to 
the pension roll; and : 

A bill (H. R. 1373) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
P. Trumbull. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the solang bills, reported them severally with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Clarissa A. Dunham; and 

A bill (H. R. 8501) for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2497) to increase the pension of James 
E. Eaton, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4818) granting an increase | beco 


of pension to Leander J. White; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4819) granting a pension to Lafay- 
ette Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4820) granting a pension to James 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4821) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted 
trustee, for certain registered United States bonds redeemed or 
assigned by the Government upon forged assignments; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 4822) for the relief of the Citi- 
zens’ Bank of Stuart, Holt County, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 4823) granting an increase 
of pension to Phineas L. Squires; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 4824) to amend section 2275 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by an act 
approved February 28, 1891; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. X 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 4825) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles L. Summers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment proposing to pay 
$238.75 to Michael Conlan, being the difference between the com- 
pensation of a laborer and that of a messenger from December 2, 
1889, to March 31, 1890, intended to be pro by him to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAFFER submitted an amendment relative to the sala- 
ries of employees at the mint at New Orleans, La., intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which m referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 

. MCBRIDE submitted an amendment proposing to pay A. W. 
Patterson $249.67, being balance of salary from July 31 to De- 
cember 1, 1897, intended to be proposed by him to the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


VERONA E, POLLOCK, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 153. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of 1 naa to the bill (S. 153) for the relief 
of Verona E. Pollock. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the House and request a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. ad 

The motion was agreed to. A 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
spo the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLEN, 

. WARREN, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed, 


APPOINTMENT OF MILITARY SECRETARY. 


1 VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
c $ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to call up 
a bill which I should like to have passed? It will take but a mo- 
ment, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am under pressure from the Senator from 
aig [EE Davis]. lf he yields to the Senator from New 
Jersey, I will nm 

Mr. SEWELL. It will take only a few minutes. It is a mili- 
tary bill which I reported some days ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. SEWELL. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 4742) Poning the appointment of a military 
secretary to the Secretary of War. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

The amendments were, in line 9, to strike out lieutenant- 
colonel” and insert ‘‘major;” in line 12, after the word “law,” 
to strike out and who may be assigned to other duty in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War;” and to add to the bill the follow- 
ing proviso: . 

Provided, however, That when said office shall once have been filled and 


me vacant through death, nation, or retirement, the provisions of 


this bill shall thereupon become null and void. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
select a person whom he may consider to be especially well qualified for the 
rformance of the duties of the office by reason of long and faithful service 
in the War 1 and by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate to appoint in the Army to be military secretary to the Secre of 
War, who shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a major, and who sball 
33 such duties in the Department of War as shall be prescribed by the 
retary of War or may be required by law: Provided, however, That when 
said office shall once have been filled and become vacant through death, 
resignation, or retirement, the provisions of this bill shall thereupon become 
null and void. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, h 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
von of the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8428) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for 


other p 

Mr. ISON. The report has been read. 

The VICE-PRESID The report has been read. The ques- 
tion is on ing to the report. 

Mr. GOR . Mr. President, there are only a few items, I 


understand, still in di ment and left open between the two 
Houses—four or five I There are two items relating to 
public buildings, one for a post-office building at Butte, Mont., 
and the other for a post-office building also at Annapolis, Md, 
The item in relation to Annapolis is for the erection of a post-office 
building at the capital of the State. Maryland is the only one of 
the Opon States, and I believe the only one of four or five States 
in the Union, that has not had provision made for a building for 
post-office and other public purposes at its capital. It has 5 
the custom to place items for post-office buildings at the capitals 
of States on the sundry civil appropriation bill. Twice before 
this item has been placed upon the sundry civil bill and with- 
drawn in the Senate at my suggestion because of complications 
growing out of a disagreement between the two Houses. 

I understand the appropriation is objected to elsewhere because 
at the present session of Congress no public-building bill has been 
considered by the coordinate branch. But it is manifestly unjust 
to Maryland and Montana in these two cases. I do not care to 
have a vote on the question to-day, but I give notice that when 
we come back to the consideration of this measure, if there shall 
be further disagreement on it; all the facts connected with it and 
all the facts connected with other appropriations in the bill where 
the same rigid rule has not been applied will be brought to the 
attention of the Senate, and in defense of the people whom Iin 
part represent I shall show that a great discrimination has been 
made against them. The matter has been considered now for 
three or four years. I merely desire to say so much at present, 
but if it shall become necessary hereafter, I propose to go very 


much further into the subject. 
Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I want to say just a word in - 
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line with what the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] has 
just stated respecting the public-building items that are now in 
dispute between the two Houses of Congress. I wish to say at 
the outset that I have no fault whatever to find with the Senate 
conferees. On the contrary, I owe to them my sincerest thanks, 
which I gladly tender, for the effort which they have put forth in 
connection with the item respecting a public building at Butte 
City, Mont. I know that they have made every effort to secure 
the adoption of the amendment. I know the fact that the matter 
is still in disagreement is no fault of theirs. But I do believe that 
an examination of many matters relating to appropriations mpg, 
the last session, and perhaps some items during this session, 

disclose the fact that all have not been treated ee f 

I am aware it is said that this is not a 3 ing Congress, 
and therefore no appropriations shall made for the purpose 
of public buildings. Mr. President, it seems to me that it is not 
a good argument. I think that all questions relating to the ap- 
propriation of public moneys should rest purely and solely upon 
the merit of the item involved; it makes no difference whether it 
shall be for a public building or for any omer nde The only 
question which ought to be taken into consideration should be 
whether the e agi is necessary, whether it is demanded by 
the public necessities. 

Mr. President, I am quite certain, and I believe I have con- 
vinced the Appropriations Committee of this body, that there is 
an absolute public necessity for this appropriation in the case of 
Butte City, Mont, I do not intend at this time to enter into a 
discussion of the merits of the matter. If I did, I could very 
easily convince every member of this body of the truth of what I 
say. It is an exceptional case, unusually so. There is an urgent, 
absolute, and immediate necessity for a public building in that 
great and growing city of the Northwest. ; 

Just here, that it may go into the RECORD, and perhaps with 
the hope that it may catch the eye of some in the other branch of 
Congress who may be interested, I wish to say that the State of 
entana is divided by the main range of the Rocky Mountains, 
and the two divisions are known as western Montana and eastern 
Montana. Western Montana contains a majority of the popula- 
tion of that State. It contains a majority of the wealth and of 
the votes of the State. The city of Butte—for which this appro- 

riation is asked for the purpose of purchasing a site for a public 
building—contsina within its limits, and within a radius of 5 miles 
of its city hall, more than one-fourth of the entire population of 
the State of Montana. It is a great, growing. thriving, prosper- 
ous community. There is not another one like it in the North- 
west, nor indeed in the United States. Its population is now 
50,000, and it is increasing at the rate of from 500 to 1,000 per 
month. The receipts of the post-office are increasing yearly at 
the rate of $10,000 per year. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Montana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there not a term of the Federal court held 
at Butte? 

Mr. MANTLE. There is; and the accommodations are wholly 
and utterly inadequate to meet the necessities of the court. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact—because I served upon the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds for some years—that it has always been the rule 
that the Federal courts should at the earliest possible time be held 
in Federal buildings, independent of questions of population and 
post-office requirements. : 

Mr. MANTLE. What the Senator says is true, and the accom- 
modations at that point for the internal-revenue offices, the Federal 
courts, and the post-office are wholly insufficient and inadequate. 

Mr. President, it is not an unfrequent sight in passing by the 
post-office in the city of Butte to find a line of applicants waiting 
to get their mail at the general delivery extending out of the doors 
of the post-office across the sidewalk and along the edge of the 
sidewalk—waiting to get inside the office in order to get their mail; 
and there is absolutely not room for the patrons of the office who 
have boxes of their own to turn around after getting in. 

Another fact is that the citizens themselves are to-day com- 
pelled, and have been for years, to pay the rent for such post- 
office accommodations as they have, the Government actually re- 
fusing to pay enough to secure quarters at all commensurate with 
the needs of the people. f 

The town is growing; it is growing in every direction. The 
poe are 1 up handsome buildings, five and six stories in 

eight. ey haye waterworks which have cost over $2,000,000. 
They have a splendid sanitary system. Their streets are paved. 
They have a million dollars invested in handsome and substan- 
tial public school buildings. they havea beautiful public library 
building, which has cost over $100,000, and nearly 25,000 volumes 
of high-class books, which are read, Everything is progressing 
in that locality over which the city and private enterprise has 
control. The only thing that is at a standstill and behind the 


times is the public building, which is controlled by the General 
Government. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate any longer at this 
time, but I certainly shall ask my colleagues here, in view of what 
I have stated and of much more which I could state, to stand by 
this amendment. It will be recalled that when the amendment 
was adopted it was done by the unanimous consent of the Senate, 
I did not care to take advantage of the fact that my amendment 
was in order, but preferred to submit it to the consideration of 
the Senate, and not to attach it except by unanimous consent, 

A bill for this purpose has already passed the Senate twice. A 
like amendment twice been attached to a sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; and to-day there seems to be great oy because 
of the opposition of the conferees on the part of the House, that 
the amendment will again be defeated, notwithstanding the oft- 
expressed wish of the Senate, 

r. President, I submit this matter to the Senate, and I ask 
Senators to stand by and sustain the amendment, and especially 
in view of the fact, as I stated before, that not a dollar of the 
ye moneys has been appropriated for what is called western 

ontana, During my brief service in this body I have asked for 
nothing special; I have not asked a dollar for anything of this 
sort except in this particular case; nor would I press this subject 
now with such urgency were it not that this building is an a 
lute public necessity for the people of Butte. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to inquire with regard to amend- 
ment No. 127, relative to forest reservations. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment the Senate conferees receded 
from. The Senate conferees receded from amendment No. 127 
2 so much of it as is found on page 71, within lines 5 and 
16, if the Senator has the bill before him. That was really a se 
arate amendment, and it ought to have been so marked in the bill. 
But it was not done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, What is the proposition of the Sena- 
OT ALLISON : aa 5 8 i inquiry mad 

A . Iwas responding to an made by the 
Senator from South Dakota, who asked what had become of amend- 
ment No. 127. I stated that the amendment had been receded 
from by the Senate conferees, except that portion of it between 
lines 5 and 16, inclusive, on 82 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, with regard to this amend- 
ment, it provides: 

That the Executive orders and proclamations dated February 22, 1897, set- 
ting ns and reserving certain lands in the States of Wyoming, Utah, Mon- 
tana, Washington, Idaho, and South Dakota as forest reservations, be, and 
they are here 3 and the lands embraced therein restored to the 

blic domain the same as though said orders and p ations had not 

n issued, but nothing herein contained shall be construed as abridging in 
any way the right of the President to set apart and reserve forest reserva- 
tions as provided by the act approved March 3, 1891: Provided further, That 
the provisions of the “Act ng appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year en gJ une 30, 1898. and for other pur- 
poses,” 1 roved June 4, 1897, authorizing the settler or owner of land in- 
cluded in the limits of a public forest reservation to select other land in 
Htcry t whit polis onde tare tee Te AON te aan. tee 
pledged for the use of schools, colleges, or other purposes therain. EEES 

The orders made by President Cleveland without any examina- 
tion of the areas whatever set apart over 20,000,000 acres of the 
8 domain as forest reservations. In the State of South Da- 

ota they embraced an area of 1,000,000 acres, occupied by 15,000 
poopie; occupied by over 20 post-offices, with a county seat havi 

,200 inhabitants, with farms, and mills, and mines by which 15, 
pope earned a livelihood, Now, without any modification, that 
is allowed to remain, to the detriment, to the injury, to the ruin 
of those people, 

One year ago last spring the Senate passed an amendment to the 
sundry civil bill vacating the improvident and ignorant orders 
creating the reservations. In conference it was agreed that they 
should be suspended until the 1st of last March, and in the mean- 
time it was expected that something would be done to adjust their 
boundaries, so as to exclude from their areas vast sections of coun- 
try that had no timber and upon which thousands of people were 
living. Partial surveys have been made; something of an investi- 
gation of this question has been had by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, but it is incomplete. The consequence is that no relief has 
been granted and nothing has been done. ` 

Owing to this fact, the Senate placed this amendment in the bill, 
vacating the order, but especially reserving to the President the 
right to make new orders, so as to embrace those areas which 
might properly be embraced within a forest reservation. The 
House refuses to agree to that proper provision. I wish to call the 
attention of the people of the West, and particularly the people of 
South Dakota, to this fact, and to the political complexion of the 
House that refuses to grant this just and fair relief. 

For my part, I do not think the bill ought to pass at all. The 
sundry civil 9 bill ought to fail if the House of 
Representatives refuses to do justice to those people. Some of 
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the people who went into that country twenty-three years ago 
have raised families; they have raised boys there who now have 
become voters; they have lived all their lives upon this land; and 
yet by this Executive order that entire country is closed and they 
are shut in a reservation without any reason for it, without any 
public good in it. ; 

The people of that region are willing to haye the forests em- 
braced Pithin the reservation. They would be glad to have it done. 
They are glad to have the forest preserved and they are willing to 
do their part to assist in their preservation. They are more inter- 
ested in it than any other people in the world and more anxious 
to have it done. But to have cities and towns and farms and 
hundreds of thousands of acres upon which there is not a tree em- 
braced within a forestry reserve, to have this hardship imposed 
upon those le and nothing whatever done to give them relief, 
is an outrage that ought not to be 

The committee ought to have insisted upon this amendment, or 
at least upon a suspension of the order until the boundaries could 
be properly adjusted. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether any effort was made to have the orders sus- 
pended until an adjustment of the boundaries of the reservations 
could be secured. 

Mr. ALLISON. The contention on the of the House was 
that it is within the scope and power of the President of the 
United States to modify these orders from time to time to meet 
the difficulties of the situation in the States as respects the reser- 
vations; that they knew—that is their contention—the Secretary 
of the Interior is only awaiting the action of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from those States to present such a modification as is 
desirable in the States; and that that would be done at any time 
when such representation was made. They said that the term 
haying i March 1, 1898, they would not again enter into 
the question of closing up the reservations when it was within 
the power of Senators and Representatives and the people affected 
by the reservations to secure a modification of them in accordance 
with justice as regards those who are settlers upon them. 

I will say to the Senator that the Senate conferees as well 
as we could, imperfectly, of course, the arguments which have 
been presented for the vacation of the orders. But we found the 
House resolute upon the subject, the House conferees stating that 
all this matter is to be easily adjusted through the executive de- 
partment. 8 

Mr. PETTIGREW. One year ago we appropriated, I think, 
$150,000 to survey these reservations under the direction of the 
Geological Survey, for the . of determining what areas 
should be forest reservations and what areas should be opened up. 

Mr. WILSON. That is where we made the mistake. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We were told that within one year, or be- 
fore the 1st of March, 1898, under that provision, absolute justice 
would be done. March came and nothing had been done, the 
surveys had not been completed; and now we are told that it is 
the fault of the Senators from the States in which the reserva- 
tions are located. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not 

Mr. PETTIGREW. How can we tell just what boundaries, 
just what townships, just what sections of land shall be vacated? 
We paid for a survey for that purpose and have not the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. The conferees on the part of the House insisted 
that this whole matter is open not only to Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, but to the 3 of the people interested, and 
that the matter would be adjusted by Executive order when the 

resentations were made. That was their contention. 
ae PETTIGREW. The representations have been made. 
They have been madefor a year constantly, as far as we were able 
to make them. But we were told all last session, Wait until the 
survey has been made; and to-day nothing has been done. Fif- 
teen thousand people are embraced within this reservation; at 
least 150,000 or 200,000 acres of land are embraced in it upon which 
there is not a tree. 
Mr. CULLOM. Is the survey going on? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know. There is a town the city 
of Custer in that country with 1, 200 people. It has been an or- 
ganized town for twenty-one years. ere are voters there who 
were born there. They are embraced in a forest reserve, and we 
get no relief. I say the committee should have insisted upon a 
vacation of this order until that relief came, until a 7 just- 
ment of those boundaries was had. We have pressed this matter 
constantly, and yet we get no relief whatever. The representa- 
tives of those States have not been derelict in their duty in this 
matter. We have visited time and again and urged and pleaded 
for justice in this connection, 
. SHOUP. We have been to the President and to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. š 3 
2 As the Senator from Idaho says, we have 
been to the President and to the Secretary of the Interior. Now, 
here is given as the reason why they will not do anything, be- 


cause it is in our power to secure the relief, and if we will not do 
it they will not do it. So it goes on, and aa purge 4 those 
people is destroyed and their prosperity blighted and their rights 
as rican citizens taken away. 

We encourage the 3 to go to the frontier and build 
homes and conquer the wilderness, and carry the American 
and American civilization, and build schools and churches, an 
when we have done it we embrace them within a forest reserve 
without reason or sense, withont investigation, without a hear- 
ing, for these reservations were created without any notice to any 
representative from any State affected. Not one of us was con- 

r pa; there was no advertisement; no one went there to look 
ati 

A junketing expedition was sent out in a palace car, which was 
occupied by five so-called scientists, They never entered the 
area in my State which was made a reservation. They went 
across the corner of the State on the Burlington road; they went 
to the Yellowstone National Park and stopped at the hotel at 
the Great Springs, and then wrote back to Washington and asked 
the Department to furnish them franked envelopes with which to 
write letters. When they got through there they went up to the 
State of Washington. They visited Puget Sound and Mount Ta- 
coma, or Mount Rainier, and saw the glaciers, Then they came 
back and reported that the Olympian Mountains onght to be em- 
braced within the forest reservation, so as to preserve the water, 
so that the rainfall would not be decreased—a region where the 
rainfall is 12 feet a year. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLISON. Twelve feet? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; where the rainfall is 12 feet each 
year, They embraced that region in the forest reservation and 
still insist upon its being embraced in a forest reservation in order 
that the rainfall shall not be decreased, when it is so wet there 
that when a forest gets on fire the tops of the trees only burn; the. 
forest is so dense that-the fire runs through the tops and never 
burns down within 200 feet of the ground, and yet they made 
that a forest reservation in order to conserve the water supply of 
that country! 

They made a reservation in Wyoming. The commissioner of 
Wyoming visited their ce car at Sheridan. They were in 
sight of the Big Horn Mountain. There is scarcely a tree from 
that point in sight of the Big Horn Mountain. There is a little 
timber in the ravines and upon the top of the mountain. The 
Wyoming ioner urged them to cig and go with him and 
visit the area where the forest was, but they were in too big a 
hurry to get to the Yellowstone National Park, and so they would 
not go with him and never did go; and from that park, 30 miles 
away, they marked out the boundaries of a forest reservation 
which contains hundreds of thousands of acres of land upon 
which a tree never grows. 

Who were these scientists? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They were some arborculturists from 
Boston, A man by the name of Sargeant was one of them, but I 
do not remember the names of the others, 

We have tried to remedy this itijustice. We passed an amend- 
ment on the sundry civil appropriation bill a year ago vacating 
these improvident and ignorant reservations. We were told that 
the matter would be investigated, and therefore we amended our 
provision at the instigation of the House of Representatives and 
ele to the Ist of March to investigate. A partial investigation 

as been made, but nothing has been done. These scientific gen- 
tlemen have never made a report. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator why these reser- 
vations were made in the first instance, if he knows? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think I can give the Senator a more de- 
tailed history than I haye of that matter. In the first place, these 
scientific gentlemen evidently wanted a trip. So they began cor- 
responding with the Secretary of the Interior about preserving 
the timber in the Western mountains so as to preserve the water 
supply. It was finally arranged that they should make an in- 
vestigation. Then they said it would e 825,000 to pay the 
expenses of the trip; and Congress made an appropriation of 
$25,000 for an investigation, and these people got a private car 
and made the trip I have just described. They spent the $25,000. 

What did they do with the money? They haye never made a 
report, og i they have reserved and marked out the bounda- 
ries of 21,000,000 acres of land that they never visited and never 
saw and called it a forest reservation; and Cleveland issyed 
order under the authority of the statute of 1891, in the passage of 
which I was instrumental, because I wanted a forest reserve estab- 
lished in that country to preserve the forests and because the peo- 
ple of the West wanted those forests preserved. Therefore, in 
that statute, we gave the President the power to set apart these 
reservations. 

But, Mr. President, we did not count upon the junketing ras- 
cality of science or Foppa for a moment that ignorance would 
ever be President of United States, In that regard we were 
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in error. We ought not to have passed a law giving this author- 
ity. Ifthe law had been intelligently administered, no more vigi- 
lant and earnest supporters of the policy could be found than the 
people of the West. Now, because the authority is ignorantly ex- 
sy we are attacked and called robbers, and they say we want 
to steal the timber and plunder the public domain, The Eastern 
newspapers are full of falsehoods in regard to our position; and 
these scientific frauds, who spent our money and never made a 
report, are having interviews and publishing articles in the East- 
ern journals to show what timber thieves the Western repre- 
sentatives are. £ 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator will permit me, these men ought 
not to be in ignorance of that section of the country, for any per- 
son who has traveled over it knows very well that 75 per cent of 
itis sagebrush land without any timber on it and the other 25 
per cent grows simply a scraggy pine, the trees 10 or 12 rods apart 
and fit for nothing except stove wood and possibly large enough 
occasionally to make d ties. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the State of South Dakota in the area 
embraced within this forest reserve there are, in my opinion, 
600,000 acres of land upon which the Mountain po grows, 
which will renew itself when cut off. It is a pine which grows 
very rapidly when the forest is destroyed either by fire or by the 
ax. There are 400,000 or 500,000 more acres which are not em- 
braced in the reservation that ought to bein it, but there are 
400,000 acres embraced in it that ought not to be in it. That is 
the situation. 

Mr. WILSON. Where is the 1,440,000,000 feet, board measure, of 
lumber which has been referred to by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] as being in the Black Hills? : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What the Senator said is true in regard 
to at least 400,000 acres of the area emb in this reservation, 
but there are about 600,000 acres which are covered with a young 
forest of Mountain pine, which is very fair timber. 3 

Mr. WILSON. Not to do any injustice to that section, I will 
say they have some very valuable timber. 

r. PETTIGREW. Yes, and also inthe Dakotas; and not em- 
braced in the forest reservation is the best forest we have, which 
ought to be embraced. 4 8 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwas speaking more particularly in regard to 
the Big Horn Mountain country. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Every word the Senator has said about 
the Big Horn Mountain country is true; but there is practically 
nothing of value embraced within the forest reservation. It lies 
in an altitude of from 6,000 to 10,000 feet. In South Dakota and 
in Wyoming a forest reserve can be made intelligently by honest 
men, embracing 1,100,000 acres, which would be a blessing to that 
country in preserving its timber, cutting the ripe trees, planting 
where they are too thin, and letting the young timber grow—pur- 
suing the policy of Austria and of nce, ö 

Napoleon, who was one of the greatest civil administrators in 
the world—a greater civil administrator than he was a soldier— 
inaugurated a policy for the preservation of the forests of France 
in all its details, and it is the law of France to-day. He provided 
that those forests should be surveyed; that every tree should be 
examined and marked; that no tree below a certain size should 
be cut; that only timber which was ripe, which had ceased to 


grow larger and had reached the point where it to dete- 
riorate, should be taken from the forest. The result is that they 
have an income in France of millions of dollars a year, and their 
forests grow better every year. 


So it is in Austria, where they have an income of $5,000,000 a 
ar from their forests; and their forests are far superior to-day 
what they were fifty years ago. Masts for ships have been cut 
from trees which have been planted and are already large enough 
for use. They have splendid forests, with every kind of timber 
known to that country. We can do the same thing, if we wish to 
do it, and we ought to do it with the native forests of the Rocky 
Mountains, but we ought to do it with some intelligence and hon- 
esty. Itis the lack of honesty and the lack of intelligence that 
we complain of in this connection. We have the remedy in our 
own hands, and we ought to insist upon it that this injustice 
ought not to be allowed. 
is reservation has been made where there is a mining town 
where they cast 400 votes. Three hundred and seventy-five of 
them, however, were for Bryan, and perhaps that was the trouble. 
area was embraced within this forest reservation, where 
1d mining is in progress; and yet, being embraced within that 
forest reservation, they can not cut a tree. There are two organ- 
ized counties there, a portion of four counties, and nearly the 
whole of the county of Custer, and the city of Custer, with 1,200 
people, isembracedin the reservation. There are 20 post-offices and 
miles of railroad, and the wood supply of 15,000 people is drawn 
from this area for the great mining plants around Deadwood. 
They should draw their wood supply and pay for it. 
Trees should be marked and designated, officers should be placed 
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in charge, and those trees sold, and the mining companies are 
anxious to have that done. They want it done because otherwise 
they would have to buy the wood of people who slash down the 
timber so that the tops are not cleaned up and fire runs through it. 
The investigations of the Geological Survey show thatin the 

Hills more than fifty times more timber has been destroyed by 
fire since the settlement of that country than by the ax. 

We want forest reserves, but we want some intelligence mani- 
fested in selecting the forest areas, and therefore we want this 
order modified. This amendment should go back and this con- 
ference report should be rejected, and we should insist at least 
upon a continuance until next January, so that the areas can be 

i and so that some intelligence can be exercised in creat- 
ing these reservations. I therefore ask the Senate to reject this 
report and send it back to conference for that purpose. 

. WILSON. Mr. President, I believe this is the third time I 
have been compelled to make some observations upon these forest 
reservations. I think it is a fact that the largest area withdrawn 
in any single section of the conntry was in the State I have the 
honor in part to represent, I have said almost everything that 
could be said on the subject; I have visited the President in re 
to these matters in conjunction with other Senators; I have talked 
with the Secretary of the Interior and with the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office; I have filed statements showing that 
counties, towns, and mining claims have all withdrawn and that 
many of the people living within those areas were in despair. 

I think, however, Mr. President, that the mistake we have 
made—and I should like to have the attention of the Senator from 
5 F ee yar this matter is 

t we have depen entirely m upon the Geological 
Bureau. As stated by the Senator, we have made an appropria- 
tion of $150,000 for that Bureau for the purposes of making the 
survey and pei to determine whether the boundaries set 
apart by the order of ident Cleveland were the true and cor- 
ged 5 accurate boundaries, or whether they could be modified 

any degree, 

The result is a report from that Bureau which reaches no con- 
clusion, which gives us only facts in regard to how much timber 
is in these reservations, their area, the old timber, the burnt tim- 
ber, and the young timber. That is about all they state. They do 
not, in any single instance that I have been able to find in this 
report, say whether any reservation may be diminished, as is de- 
manded by the Senator from South Dakota or as is demanded by 
the people in Clallam County, in the State of Washington, where 
they have already e land which is occupied; and Ihave 
a letter here, which I have had printed, from the pastor of the 
What a gent hardship hasbeen perpetrated pon tho 5 
What a p upon those le. 

Mr. President, on yesterday I an interview with the olen 
tary of the Interior along lines somewhat different. What he de- 


FEG heer yo 
is respect—to immediately upon the passage of this bill and its 
signing by the President to appoint men to take of the res- 


ervations, First, to take three districts, if I may illustrate his 
plan, in the State of Washington, and he puts one general super- 
visor over the three districts. Then he appoints for each district 
an inspector of forests; and they appoint in turn their axmen,and 
reduce this entire area to sections, townships, and ranges for ex- 
amination and report upon what should be eliminated and what 
should be retained; and these appointments are to be made, as 
very properly suggested to me by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], from the actual localities which surround these forest res- 
ervations; in other words, in their midst. 

Mr. GALLINGER, How about the money? 

Mr. WILSON, I will reach that point about the money in one 


moment, 

This seemed to me to bea practical way to determine what shall 
be Zoron Fee 2 W. * = be. 3 tely, the 
appropriation, in my ju is no ge enough. We appro- 
priated $150,000 for 3 Bureau; and that Bureau. in 
my judgment, can get more money than any other bureau in this 
Republic at all times and under all circumstances and do less 
with it of benefit to the American le. But, nevertheless, 
$150,000 has been 9 for that purpose; and when we 
come to the point of an appropriation to take charge of over 
22,000,000 acres of land, to determine what is dead and- down tim- 
ber, to determine what can be sold and what can not be sold, to 
eliminate a portion of these reservations and to retain a portion 
of these reservations, we are to receive $75,000. 

Mr. President, we are face to face with a condition. If our 
Eastern friends, if the people of the East who have the control of 
this matter, are to arrange for these forestry reservations, they 
must be prepared, without begging, without solicitation, without 
annoyance of the Appropriations Committee, to make a reasona- 
ble appropriation to carry these matters into full force and effect, 
and instead of having $75,000 this year, we ought to have $300,000 
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to start this work with, and get it determined at as early a date 
as possible what shall be forestry reservations and what not 
be. It is going to take $ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President— 

Mr. WILSON. I want to state, before I yield to the Senator 
from Arkansas, thatit is going to take $20,000,000 to fix up these 
reservations as these scientific gentlemen have started out to do; 
and a mere $75,000 appropriation for 8,000,000 acres of land out in 
the heart of our State seems to me exceedingly unjust, unwise, 
and ungenerous. Now I yield to the Senator. ; 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator has made a study of this 
question, and I want to ask if he has made any calculation of the 
annual saving, the annual amount of money which would go into 
the Treasury from the sale of timber, which. if left in the condi- 
tion it is now, would likely be destroyed? How much is likely to 
go into the Treasury annually from the sale of this sort of timber 
that would other wise be lost if it is not economized by some intel- 
ligent system? i y 

Mr. WILSON. Itis almost impossible to answer the Senator’s 

uestion, for now all the reservations in my State, for illustration, 
if the Senator will permit me, are so far remote from the avenues 
of trade and commerce that they have but little merchantable 
timber in them outside of Clallam County. The forestry reserva- 
tion known as the Olympic Forest Reservation is an unexplored 
country in large measure, and they might very properly have 
taken up a million acres there and accomplished the purpose they 
desired by the withdrawal of a million acres; but instead of that 
they withdrew in that one reservation nearly 2,000,000 acres, and 
in Clallam County—an organized county, with a county seat, and 
people living throughout the county, the land all surveyed 1 5 
Pas Bordir, composed in round numbers of a million acres of lan 
in the county—they withdrew for a forest reservation over 900,000 
acres, leaving the . 1 

The Secretary of the Interior and I have had many conversa- 
tions with him upon this subject —has been extremely solicitous 
and anxious to 40 something at the earliest date; but, unfortu- 
nately for us, I think that where we made a mistake is that we 
started out with a survey of this land by the Geological Bureau 
and have got a scientific report. I would prefer to have had a 
report from people who thoroughly understand the subject, who 
live in the immediate vicinity, and know what is right and proper. 

We want to conserve the timber of our State as much as possi- 
ble. It is our great wealth, We understand that as well as any 
people on earth. We want the boundaries located so that no in- 
justice will be done to the settler and no injustice will be done to 
the miner, giving an opportunity for commerce and trade to pass 
through these reservations. In my State they have withdrawn 
8,000,000 acres out of the heart of the State. Every railroad which 
crosses my State will have to come to Congress to get a right of 
way over this reservation. We are asking for water for our 
cities, If these reservations are to stand, we will have to come to 
Congress to get water for those cities. 

All these ings enter into this contest. We must be 1 8 5 
to go forward, as I said a few moments ago, and make li ral ap- 

ropriations, because you can not and you must not, and, if we 
have the power, you shall not, set apart these reservations, and 
then not give us the money to carry them into full force and 
effect. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, this question has been so often 
presented to the Senate that it does not seem necessary at this 
time to challenge attention toit at any great length. Prior to 
1891 timber was available for mining and other domestic pur- 

on the public domain only when cut upon mineral lands. 

he question as to what lands were mineral and what were not 
mineral constituted always a question of fact. Persons who were 
found cutting timber upon the public domain in many cases were 
arrested, indicted, and prosecuted by the United States for tres- 
. In other cases actions were commenced for a recovery of 

s, but I do not now recall an instance of a conviction in a 
criminal prosecution, and rarely, if ever, save as the result of a 
compromise, was a verdict obtained in a civil suit. The juries 
always believed that the timber had been cut upon the mining 
lands, and that therefore no wrong had been done under the law. 

These prosecutions, however, and actions at law to recover 
damages were not only very expensive to the United States, but 
constituted a source of great annoyance and continual expense to 
the people, who were driven by necessity to cut timber for the 
improvement of their homes and the development of their mining 

roperty. 
> o obviate or dispose of such constantly increasing lawsuits 
and prosecutions, a certain section was incorporated in the act of 
March 3, 1891, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior, under 
certain conditions, to grant permits to individuals to cut timber 
on the public domain. The law did not authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to collect any stumpage charge or to sell the tim- 
ber; it merely authorized him to grant permits in particular cases 


to cut the timber and carry it away, not beyond the limits of the 
State or Territory, howevér. 

Mr. President, in pursuance of that brief section of law, the In- 

terior Department promulgafed certain rules and regulations, and 

mits were granted. is permit system worked very well, but 
it did not yield any revenue to the United States. Large bodies of 
timber were cut down and disposed of, in some instances in the 
open market, and the United States received no part or portion of 

e benefit arising from the transaction. 

In the same law the President of the United States was author- 
ized to create forest reservations. In connection with that section 
of law certain rules and regulations were provided by the Depart- 
ment looking to the creation of forest reservations with the least 
possible injury to the country and the least possible friction with 
the settlers. It was provided, for instance, that where a forest 
reservation was to be set apart public advertisement of the fact 
should be made in the newspapers published nearest the land pro- 
posed to beset apart as a reservation, and all persons having aught 
tosay for or against the proposed reservation were invited to come 
forward and say what they had to say either in favor of or against 
the contemplated action. 

Thus it was that the settler who discerned from the description 
of the land proposed to be embraced in the reservation notice that 
his own land was to be included could in due and proper course 
of time file his protest and have his day in court. 

The law administered under such rules and regulations did not 
result in any serious embarrassment either to the Government or 
to the people. The case now under consideration, which has 
challenged the attention of the Senate continuously since 1897, 
arose from a plain disregard by the Department of its own rules 
and regulations. No notice was given to the people in the sec- 
tions of country where the reservations were to be created; no 
notice was given to the State authorities or the Territorial author- 
ities, and no notice whatever was given to the Senators or Repre- 
sentatives from the respective States. The first notice the people 
of Montana, Washington, South Dakota, or Wyoming had that 
millions upon millions of the area of the respective States named 
were thenceforward to beincluded in reservations came when the 
proclamations were announced defining the exterior boundaries of 
those reservations, The same may be stated of Idaho and the 
other States included within that order, as the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. SHoup] wisely and properly suggests to me. 

Mr. President, having failed to give the people their day in 
court or an opportunity to protest, it was found after the reser- 
vations were created that whole communities, school districts, 
organized townships, organized cities and towns, organized min- 
ing districts and camps, were embraced within the limits of a for- 
est reservation—places, as the Senator from South Dakota has sug- 
gested, where from four to six hundred votes were cast in the 
election immediately preceding. Those persons found they stood 
upon thesame status before the law, practically, as the great North 
American Indian, They had been placed by an Executive order 
upon a reservation. i 

The result of this was the discovery of the fact that inadvert- 
ently the President of the United States had undertaken by Ex- 
ecutive order to compress an incompressible force. An American 
citizen will not be put upon a reservation and be kept there b 
Executive order or any law that can be passed, unless he shall 
have been ey. convicted of crime before a jury of his peers 
and sentenced to serve his term in a penitentiary or some reserva- 
tion set apart for the punishment of criminals, In the omission 
to observe the plain rules of the Department by the President of 
the United States in these orders issued all this difficulty arose. 
We have been contending with it ever since, and I apprehend 
that we will, in one form or another, continue to be annoyed by 
this matter until the wrong shall be righted, the reservations set 
aside, and the proceeding commenced by the United States de 
novo under the proper rules and regulations promulgated to goy- 
ern it, unless the reservation lines are promptly readjusted under 
the direction of practical men familiar with the conditions. 

After ascertaining that these reservations, so extensive in area 
and so recklessly bounded by descriptions, had been set apart, 
Senators and Representatives from the States affected undertook 
in one way and another to relieve their ponie from the heavy 
burden thus imposed, Meetings were called. We had a confer- 
ence with the present Secretary of the Interior. I think every 
Senator who was present will bear witness to the fact that the 
Secretary of the Interior manifested not onlya willingness, but an 
anxiety to do whatsoever he could under the law to ameliorate 
the condition of the people who had been included within the 
reservations. . 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] reminds me of an 
incident very clearly illustrating the difficulties connected with 
this inadvertent line of Executive action. Some years ago we 
were camped together south of the Yellowstone Park. We there 


gained knowledge of a number‘of persons who had come from far 


1898. 


South to settle in that section of the country. They were build- 
ing their homes. They were preparing to open up their farms, 
preparing to build the schoolhouse and the church and to lay the 
foundation of the civilization that the American people so well 
understand how to establish. 

Within the period of a few months after those people had settled 
in that country with their all, carried by the wagons they had 
driven there, they were startled by the announcement that the 
President of the United States had placed that country within a 
forest reservation. Nothing was left for those poor ee but to 

whatever was left of their 5 goods and go elsewhere. 

f anotice had been published that such action was contemplated, 

these people could have been heard. It would have been 

ible for the Senator from Wisconsin and myself, conversant 

y practical observation with their condition, to go before the 

Department to plead their cause and ask that they be excluded, 
with their homes and families, from the reservation limits. 

Mr. President, as the result of a conference with the Secretary 
of the Interior after the orders of February 22, 1897, were pro- 
mulgated it was practically agreed and understood that the 
retary would promulgate rules and regulations looking to the ad- 
ministration of tne law relative to forest reservations in a manner 
agreeable to the people of the country affected, and, further still, 
that the work of surveying the boundaries for the pore of ex- 
cluding portions that ought not to be included would be prose- 
cuted with vigor. 

I think probably a mistake was made, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Washington, in the instrumentality employed to make 
the survey. Two years have passed or thereabouts, and yet the 
surveys have not been made to any ee extent. No one 
knows how soon they will be made. ieve, however, it would 
have been wiser at that time to haye accepted the understanding 
with the Secre of the Interior, to have cooperated with him 
his good will was beyond question —in e F to exclude from 
the reservations, by Executive orders issued from time to time 
with reference to each, such portions of land as ought not to have 
been included. That course, however, was not pursued. 

I think it would be instructive at this time to include in my 
temarks, and I will ask the privilege of including therein, the 
section of the law then agreed upon with the Secretary of the 
Interior, introduced as an amendment by the Senator from South 
Dakota and passed into a lawasa of the sundry civil appro- 
priation act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 

The text of the law then agreed to is as follows: 


[Public No. 2.] 


An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the. 12581 year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 5 the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the following sums be, and the same 
are hereby, appropriated, for the objects hereinafter expressed, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, namely: 

* Be * * + * $ 

For the survey of the public lands that have been or may hereafter be des- 
ignated as forest reserves ecutive proclamation, under section 24 of 
the act of Congress approved 3, 1891, entitled An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes,” and including public lands acent 
thereto, which may be designated for survey by the * of the Interior, 
$150,000, to be immediately available: Provided, That to remove any doubt 
which may exist eerie See the authority of the President thereunto, the 
President of the United States is hereby authorized and empowered to re- 
voke, modify, or suspend any and all such Executive orders and proc 
tions, or any part thereof, from time to time as he shall deem best for the 

ublic interests: Provided, That the Executive orders and 3 
dated Fe 22, 1897, esrungepert and certain lands in the States 
of Wyoming, Utah, Montana, Washington, Idaho, and South Dakota as forest 
reservations, be, and they are hereby, suspended, and the lands em 
therein restored to the public domain the same as though said orders and 

roclamations had not been issued: Provided further, That lands embraced 

such reservations not otherwise disposed of before March 1, 1498, shall again 

become subject to the operations of said orders and proclamations as now ex- 
isting or hereafter modified by the President. 

The surveys herein provided for shall be made, under the supervision of 
the Director of the Geological Survey, by such person or persons as may be 
employed by or under him for that 2 and shall be executed under in- 
structions issued by the Secretary of the Interior; and if subdivision surveys 
shall be found to be necessary, they shall be executed under the rectangular 
system, as now provided by law. The plats and field notes prepared shall be 
approved and certified to by the Director of the Geological Survey, and two 
copies of the field notes shall be returned, one for the files in the United 
States surveyor-general's office of the State in which the reserve is situated, 
the other in the General Land Office; and ap A many cag ey Om roy copies 
of the plats shall be returned, one copy for the files in the ted States 
. office of the State in which the reserve is situated; the 
original piat and the other copies shall be filed in the General Land Office, 
an have the facsimile signature of the Director of the Survey attached. 

Such surveys, field notes, and plats thus returned shall have the same 
legal force and effect as heretofore given the surveys, field notes, and plats 
returned through the surveyors-general; and such surveys, which include 
subdivision surveys under the rectangular system; shall be approved by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office as in other cases, and properly 
certified copies thereof shall be filed in the respective land offices of the dis- 
tricts in which such lands are situated, as infother cases. All laws incon- 
sistent with the provisions hereof are hereby declared inoperative as respects 
such survey: Provided, however, That a copy of every topographic map and 
other maps showing the distribution of the forests, together with such field 
notes as may be taken relati ng thereto, shall be certified thereto by the 
Director of the Survey and filed in the General Land Office. 

All avis lands heretofore ——— and reserved by the President of 
the United States under the provisions of the act spproved. March 38, 1891, the 
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orders for which shall be and remain in full force and effect, unsuspended 
and unreyoked, and all public lands that may hereafter be set aside and re- 
served as public forest reserves under said act, shall be, as far as p ca- 
ble, controlled and administered in accordance with the Zolang provans 
No public forest reservation shall be established, except to ve and 
8 the forest within the reservation, or for the pur o aein) 
avorable conditions of water flows, and to furnish a continuous supply 
timber for the use and necessities of citizens of the United States; but it is 
not the pare or intent of these provisions, or of the act pro for such 
2 meng ae the bon usion therein 3 zors valuable for 
e mine: erein, or for agricultural purposes, ‘or forest purposes. 
The Secretary of the Interior shall make provisions for the protection 
t destruction by fire and depredations upon the public forests and forest 
reservations which may have been set aside or which may be hereafter set 
aside under the said of March 3, 1891, and which may be continued; 
he may make such rules and regulations and establish such service as will 
insure the objects of such reservations, panapo regulate their occupancy 
and use and to preserve the forests thereon from destruction; and any vio- 
lation of the provisions of this act or such rules and regulations shall be 
pu ed asis provided for in the act of June 4, 1888, amending section 538 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


For the purpose of preserving the living and timber and promot - 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, the Secretary of the W 
cause to be des, 


e growth or 
ble with the 


y publication in a news- 
the county in which the timber 
in Bytom! and if not, then in a news 2 2 of 

so ina 


ber may be sold, under such rules and tions as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe; and the moneys arising therefrom shall be accounted 
for by the receiver of such land office to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in a separate account, and shall be covered into the 3 
Such ber, before sold, s be marked and designated. and shall 
cut and removed under the supervision of some person appointed for that 
purpose by the Secretary of the Interior, not interested in the purchase or 
removal of such timber nor in the employment of the purchaser thereof. 
Such saparane shall make report in writing to the Commissioner of the 
General d Office and to the receiver in the land office in which such res- 
ervation shall be located of his doings 
The of the Interior ma; 
scribed by — he use of timber 
free of charge, by bona fide 5 residents, and prospectors for 
minerals, for firewood, fencing, dings, mining, 3 and other 
domestic purposes, as mney be needed by such persons for such purposes; 
such timber to be used within the State or Territory, respectively, where 


= in wand ma . ed bibi th 8 
0 erein si construed as ting the egress or ingress of 
actual settlers residing within the boundaries of such reservations, or from 
g the same toand from property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other bed may be constructed thereon as may be neces- 
sary to reach their their property under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. Nor 
shall soring 2 puan sey. pe n from ang a : auon forest 
reservations for all proper an purposes, uding of pr t- 
the mineral resources thereof: Provided, That 
such persons comply with the rules and regulations covering such forest 
reservations. 


That in cases in which a tract covered by an un ‘ected bona fide claim 
or by apatent is included within the limits of a public forest reservation, the 
settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract to 
the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land open 
to settlement not exceeding in 
and no shall e 
issuing the patent to cover the tract selected: ed further, Thatin cases 
ot unperfected claims the requirements of the laws respectin 
residence, improvements, ete., are complied with on the new ms, credit 
being allowed for the time t on the relinquished claims. 

he settlers 3 within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
vations, or in the vicinity thereof, may maintain schools and churches within 
such reservation, and for that purpose may occupy any of said forest res- 
ervation, not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and 1 acre for a church. 


ing, locating, and develo 


All waters on such reservations may be used for.domestic, 1 milling, 
or irrigation purposes, under the laws of the State wherein such forest res- 
ervations are situated, or under the laws of the United States and the rules 
and regulations established thereunder. 

Upon the recommendation of the Secre of the Interior, with the ap- 
proval of the President, after sixty days’ notice thereof, published in two 
papers of general circulation in the State or Territory wherein any forest 
reservation is situated, and near the said reservation, any public lands 
emt thin the limits of any forest reservation which, after due ex- 
amination by personal inspection of a 8 person appointed for that 
purpose by the Secretary of the Interior, be found better ted for 
mining or for agricultural purposes than for forest usage, may be to 
the public domain. And any mineral lands in any forest reservation which 
have been or which may be shown to be such, and subject to entry under 


the a laws of the United States and the rules and regulations 
applying thereto, continue to be subject to such location and entry, 
notwithstanding any provisions herein contained. 


The President is hereby authorized at any time to modify any Executive 
order that has been or may hereafter be made establishing any forest re- 
serve, and 5 — modification may reduce the area or change the boun 
lines of such reserve, or may vacate altogether any order creating su 
reserve. 

= 


= 
Approved June 4, 1897, 
. CARTER, Iwill alsoask the privilege of inserting, forthe 
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the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the circular letter of the Department 


W. 
The letter is as follows: 
[Circular.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
= Washington, D. C., June 30, 1897. 
1. Under the authori vesteđ:in the Boeretery ofthe Interior by tie act of 
— aj brored Jun f. 1587, entitled An act making a: 
civil es of the Government 5 June OD. 
1808, and for other p pare. to make such rules and 9 
Z insure the o for which forest reservations 
under section 24 of the act of — (26 Stat., 1005). the follow- 
ing Frege and canine are hereby prescri and promulgated 
OBJECT OF FOREST FESE 
2. Public forest 3 are established — protect and improve the 


forests for the nt supply of timber for the 
people and insuring e iaa favora continuous water flow. 
3. It is ten: to excl E, as far as possible, 
that are more valuable for the mineral therein, or for re, 
for forest ; and where such lands are embraced wii 


PENALTIES. FOR VIOLATION OF LAW AND REGULATIONS. 


4. The law under which these 3 vides that any vio- 


tion. visions thereof, pest sae rules and regulations —— er, 

Walt ie einen — tor Ia a act athe gig cea acme Stat., 186), 

—— 5588 of the Revised Statutesof the United Staten beamended 

e ‘Every person who 8 acan 
unlawfully cutting, or wantonly destroys. or procures to be w: 

ae destroyed, any T standing upon © a land of the Dnia States, 

in pursuance of — eee for military or 

upon an belonging to or oc- 

other purposes, oF upo . the United States, shall 

85 e more than twelve months, 

ay nes tional to the pe in respect to pun- 


any timber, al willy or upon the publ ic domain, or 
283 ad 
po ein h conviction thereof in any district the United 


5 or shall b said al co 
domain, . mal. T botor y 


commi 
areas of the 5 8 by fire, originat- 
ing, 8 es, thr the, carelessness of pectors;. campers, 


rs, sheep herders, f are 
with ma i malicious into, tates Sog groat is the importance of protecting forests from 


ty of — — — 
[parsons gui ion . — ve pro’ 
vations in lade for AAS ESATA reguixtione: also. grosides 


that— 
~ The jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons within su 
tice affected or by reason of the existence of such 


States t rome Sa 
such reservation is situated 
9 the State a any Fe reper 
their rights and, pri privileges as citizens, or be absolved — — 
citizens of the State. 


roads and other im 5 uama be cons 
essary to reach 8 
güla: 3 the pa — of the Interior. Nor 
shall a anythin thing Berein prohibit —. strc from. ER goon — zene 
all prope: wrul urposes. uding 
z < thereof: Provided, Tha 


ag.) ting, and developing the mineral resources t 
— . comply with the rules and regulations covering such “forest 
reservations. 


“ ttlers residing Ste exterior boundariesof such forest rosor: 
3 —— Thereof may maintain sols schools and churches within 


reservation, that part of tho said for- 
est res and for — for ash ich schoolhousa and 1 acre fora 


chure 

a te such reservations may be used for domes . 

ee ee. under the laws of the State w! such forest 
reservations are situatedor or F 


and 5 
sae in “in entering, crossing, 
les and ae wane din the law, ar 
8 
n Private roads 


Wagon and — s 
landsin ä in gad rou 


a for as 
aro Subject to pliance with the 


S 


erat oe 
fret be obtained from the Secre 5 the ‘Interior. 
„ 155 1 
an le quan ma 
material, and ite estimated value. 


JUNE 25, 
10 nuvehe, as provided for a tho 
to any futuro disposi for Ta tha faw is morei of roiya privilege and is abject — 


II. The right of way in and across forest reservations for canals, 
ditches, flumes, and pipes, Reser vos, 8 ectric- omae purposes, and for pipe 
lines Under crete is t 3 88 d the Secre 

er the term “to 0 eee an bye tary 
Fx the Interior is authorized to grant such licenses and privileges, 

to time, as may seem to him and not inconsistent with the objects of 
the reserva‘ nor incompatible with the porny interests. 

13. The pasturing of Hye stock on the public lands in forest reservations. 


will not beinterfered with so long as it a that injury is not being done 
88 3 ts of 8 reby jeo 


pasturing of shee pis . forest rese: ns, ex- 

cept 8 — inthe Statesof Oregon a Washington. for the reason that sheep- 
grazing has heen found on —.— the forest cover and therefore of serious 
uence where the rainfall is limited. The exception in favor of 

and Washington is made because the continuous moisture 
yo of the Cascade —— ee coast of shee make rapid re- 
le. Owners of 


and are spor 


of the forest reserve regulations. 


RELINQUISHMENT OF CLAIMS. 


It. The law provides that where a tract within a forest reservation is cov- 
ered by an Lp eae bona fide 5 or bas a patent, the settler or owner 
may, if he so mish the tract to the pa States and select in 
lieu thereof a tract of vacant public land outside ca 0 8 open to 
settlement, not exceeding in area the tract relin No is to bo 


made for placing . Tn en en ee ee 
— . — commissions re the entry is im lieu of an unperfected 
1 fees ——— final proof and issuance of certificate 
mired. Where the entr based — — unsurveyed claim, as pro- 
ys paragraph 17 hereof, an fees and commissions attending entry 
must — —— paid, none having d 3 
15. Where an a made for change of entry under the above 
vision, it must be filed in the land office for the district in which the 
se) lies. The application must describe t he tract selected and the tract 
covered by the un and must be accom! by a formal re- 


linquishment to 
the tract embraced in said 


change of entry, which 3 — filed — E 
„ mus as req’ by ra- 
D 15, without the afidavit therein called for. 85 
In case a settler on an unsurveyed tract within a forest reservation de- 
sires to make a change of settlement to land outside of the reservation and 
receive credit for previous residence, he should file his application as pro- 
vided for in paragraph 15, 1 — affidavit as to . — therein 
required, and describing his ve’ claim with sufficient accuracy to 
— the local and 6!!! 8 determine its location. 
s local e to the for change of entry or 5 must be forwarded 
by tha oc thel Officers to the Commissioner of the General Land Office for con- 
ther with: report asto the status of the tract applied for. 


3 AND ENTRY OF MINERAL LANDS. 


19. The law provides that 89 lands in any forest reservation 
Which have been or which may be shown to besuch, and subject to entry 
under the existing mining laws of the United States, and the rules and regu- 
lations s applying —.—. pa continue to be subject to such location and 
entry,” notwithstanding the reservation. This makes mineral lands in the 
23 reserves subject to location and entry under the general mining laws 
in manner. 

20. Owners of valid mining locations made and held in gpa faith under 
the mining laws of the U: States and tho regulations thereunder are 
permitted to fell and remove from such mining claims any 
in connection with the 


particular claim from which the timber is fe or oe (For further 
5 by miners, see below, under heading Free use of timber and 
stone.“ 


FREE USE OF TIMBER AND STONE. 


at the Interi mit under regulations to be pre- 
ior ma r re ions. 
scribed by him, the use of timber an stone found u such reservations, 
free of charge. by bona fide settlers, 5 eee and prospectors for 


nase for eee fencing, and other 
Aad cing, buid by ent tor sank SOA O 
— State or Territory, respectively, —— 


resident in forest reservations who 
ber or stone on their own claims or lands 


— 2 therefore, are. permitted to take timber an 


SALE OF TIMBER. 
FVV 
“Fi hiap Un EEEO of ares preserving the living and ae. and pro- 
ig the-yc the Secretary of the In- 


moting th on forest reservations, 
. regulations aa ie shall shall prescribe, may cause to 


` 


They are, so to 
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circulati 


therein pu 


ice, in ase account, 
and shall be covered into the Such timber, before being sold, 
shall be marked and designated, and be cut and removed under the su- 
a of some person apporte for that purpose by the Secretary of the 

terior not interested in the purchase or removal of such timber nor in the 
empl ent of the purchaser thereof, Such supervisor shall make a report 
in writing to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and to the receiver 
in the land office in which such reservation shall be located of his doings in 


the premises, 
The sale of timber is optional, and the Secretary may exercise his discre- 
e ee at tinker tray’ bo divested by this Department without 
es ma 
equest fr individuals, petitions fro 


Notation will be consitered. Sach 


in 
titions must describe the land upon which the timber stands 
9 —.— if surveyed; if unsurveyed, as de as 


legal sub- 
y natural 


per acre. 


and 
. Estimate thea diam 
estimate the number trons Of exch 


of of each kind 


; and if the timber to be sold stands in more than one coun 
aboye quoted; an e timber 9 ty, 
ired general publication. 
B. The time sao paoa 


rect understanding oi will be given in the published 
tices, “Timber i 2o by sold for ne thad to pprtons yalpa, tal When 
a bid is acce a o ce 

sioner of the General Land Office to successful bidder, 2 at the time 


of maki nt, must t the same to the receiver of pu mone’ 

for the land district in w ich ae ee stands, The Commissioner of the 
neral Lan ce must approve 

ahei. make allotments of quantity to several ia price, 
he deems p: ggg CO The t is also reserved to 

reject any or all bids, A reasonable cash de the proper receiver of 

5 . Within thirty days after notice toa bidder of an award of timber to 


... all vo cut and removed within one 

manner. 0 

from the date of the notice by the receiver of the award; failing to so 
SE gee ia oles TSE ace 

m an money. 

28. Sixty days’ notice must be given by the „through the local 

land office, to the Commissioner of the Gen Land Office of the 

date of cutting and removal of the My DaS ROEN ok 

nated to supervise such cutting and rem as by the law. Upon 

application of rmits to erect sawmills for pur- 

E manufacturing tim this may be 
with the public interests, Instructions as to of 

e 

a condition cu 

20. The act provides that the timber sold shall be used in the State or Ter- 

ritory in which the reservation is and is not to be exported there- 
. Where a reservation lies in more than one State or 


Receivers of public moneys 


received in ent for timber, one of which be given the purchaser. 
and the other ill be transmitted to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office ina „ being made to the letter from the Com- 
missioner authorizing the by date and initial, and with title of case as 
therein named. Receivers eposit to the credit of the United States all 
such moneys received, g that the same are on account of sales of 
E a cnvomns Green LI nad auerrarty NAE 
mon account-current (form and q y coni ‘orm 

2 be made to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with a 


8 in relation to the receipts under the act as above 


pecial instructions be issued for the guidance 
nated to examine and appraise timber, to supervise its cutting and removal, 
and for carrying out ments connected with. 
BINGER HERMANN, Commissioner, 
Approved June 30, 1897. 


C. N. BLISS, Secretary. 

Mr. CARTER. If we had continued to cooperate with theSec- 
retary, I think beneficial results would have followed, but we sus- 
pended the reservations. The surveys have been prosecuted with 
woeful tardiness. Persons on the reservations are now at a loss 
to know what their rights are or are destined to be in the future, 
speak, in limbo, They are where Mohammed's cof- 

fin was alleged to be, 


cout men to make the mere surveys, to 


t 
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question to-day is, What shall we do in the future? 


The practical 
I believe that the suggestion made by the Senator from Washing- 


ton has much virtue, that the Geological Survey as an agency for 


the survey of the parts of these reservations to be excluded should 
be 1 and that the Interior De ent should be author- 
ized to employ a force of people sufficient in number and 

of the capacity and intelligence, in the States where their reserva- 
tions are located, to designate the parts of the reservations that 
are to be excluded. 

With the understanding that that policy would be pursued vig- 
orously and persistently and supported by the Appropriations 
Committee with an adequate sum of money from year to year, I 
would be prepared this morning to vote to sustain the report of 


the conference committee rather than to embark 5 = 
ough the 


apparently hopeless task of securing a result by 
surveys to be made by the Geological Survey. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. The policy of which the Senator from Montana 
has just expressed his approval is the one which the Secretary of 
the Interior himself has 8 and is eager and anxious to 
carry into force and effect. He has said to me within twenty- four 
hours that as soon as he can be provided with the adequate means 
he proposes to proceed vigorously and earnestly to cut down or 
eliminate portions of the reservations where forestry orders had 
been made and were not necessary. 

Mr. CARTER. The only objection which I understand the 
Senator from Washington to have is that the amount now appro- 
priated is inadequate. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator will see that the amount recom- 
mended by the House was cut down by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee to $50,000 and then restored to $75,000. If the Geological 
Survey had $150,000 to make the surveys, it will be seen that the 
sum we now have will be entirely inadequate for this work 
over 22,000,000 acres. We have got to have axmen; we have got to 
have men to clear up dead and burned timber, men to sell the tim- 
ber for what it is worth; we have got to have inspectors; wehave 
got to have men to put ont the fires and to ascertain what pe 
tions can be excluded. There is a vast amount of work, e 
point I make is that we are not receiving for a great work of this 
character an adequate appropriation. - 

If the Geological Survey could have $150,000 in order to send 
take the areas and the 
amount of standing timber in one year, what can we do with 
$75,000? It is absurd. It is ridiculous. The point I want to im- 
press the Senate for one moment, if the Senator will pardon 
me, is that now that they have undertaken to take charge of our 
property, so to speak, now that they have undertaken to control 
and dominate these forestry reservations, they must be pr 
to make the a a, oar now and in the future. It will cost no 
smallsum. It will cost a great deal of money to fix this thing in 
the way they have started, and they must be prepared to meet it 
without begging and pleading every year. 

Mr. CARTER. I am inclined to think that the chairman of the 
committee would do us good service by informing us at this time 
whether the appropriation for the inspection of these lands by the 
residents of the States appointed for the purpose, looking to the 


esig- | exclusion of portions that ought not to be included, can not be 


increased so as to make the amount measurably adequate for the 
work to be performed this year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of no way to increase it except 

—5 2 Bie me sy appropriation bill. eN 

ALL à ciency appropriation 

Mr. HALE. Yes. £ 

Mr. ALLISON. There could be an additional appropriation on 
that measure, but it is impossible to do anything with it on this 
bill at the present time. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand that to be true, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, Lobserve that the provision as it 
through the House provided the sum of $75,000 and the Senate 
changed it to $50,000, I suggest to the Senator whether or not it 
is possible for the conferees on the part of the Senate to recede 
and — the sum put in by the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have done so. 

Mr. WILSON. That has been done. 

. Mr, HANSBROUGH. It does not appear in the copy of the bill 
Ihave. I did not know it had been done. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator from Montana and 
the Senator from Washington that I think there will be no serious 
difficulty in providing whatever sum is necessary. The House 
put in the estimate of the Secretary and the Senate finally adopted 
that, and I do not think there will be any trouble in getting an 
additional appropriation on the deficiency bill for some prone, sum, 

Mr. WILS N. Ido not know what a proper sum would be. 
Mr. ALLISON, I confess I do not. 

Mr. WILSON. It is all new business, and we do not want a 
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dollar that is unnecessary, but we want the future provided for 
with what is necessary. : 

Mr, ALLISON. I think the Secretary of the Interior can per- 
haps propose an additional sum, and I will say to the Senator we 
can probably put on the deficiency bill an additional sum, and 
next year we can do what we have always done hitherto—if we 
find the amount wholly inadequate, deal with it next winter. I 
hope, in view of that fact, that Senators will allow the report to 
be voted upon now. . 

Mr. CARTER. Personally I believe that the underlying idea 
connected with the forest-reservation system is correct. I believe 
that the large lumber pee pe which are cutting trees and saw- 
ing them into lumber and selling the lumber in the open market 
should pay for the trees the reasonable stumpage value. I think 
the large mining companies using forests of timber each and every 

ear should pay what the trees are reasonably worth on the stump. 
Tao not know of a single mining company or a single sawmill 
company engaged in business in the State of Montana averse to 
doing this. This is particularly true in case the proceeds of sales 
of timber and such additional amount as may be necessary shall 
be used to protect the remaining timber from the ravages of fire. 

Indeed, the companies are anxious to pay what they consider the 
timber reasonably worth, or what it may be appraised for by dis- 
interested persons. They would siete pay the reasonable value 
rather than to be prosecuted as criminals or be brought up in 
actions of trespass to respond in damages from time to time. This 
bill as amended—and I have requested that the amendment be 
incorporated in my remarks—provides that the actual settler and 
the individual miner shall not be charged anything for the timber 
he may need. Weare therefore reduced, in the matter of pro- 
cedure, to the lines indicated by the chairman of the committee 
and the Senator from Washington, which I understand would be 
entirely satisfactory to my colleague and the Senator from South 
Dakota if we could have the assurance, first, that a reasonable 
amount would from year to year be appropriated, and, second, that 
the work of surveying and excluding the undesirable portions of 
the forest reservations would be continued under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior by residents of the respective States 
directly interested, in conformity with the idea expressed by the 
Senator from Washington. . ‘ 

Mr. MANTLE. If my colleague will permit me to interject a 
remark here—and that the appointments of persons to do this work 
shall be made from residents of the State in which the reserva- 
tions are located. 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. i 

Mr. MANTLE. Practically putting the matter back within the 
control of the peers of the States, where it rightfully belongs. 

Mr. WILSON. That is the intention. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. CARTER. There is still another point to which I desire 
to direct the attention of the Appropriations Committee, if the 
Senator from Utah will indulge me for one moment, unless he 
desires particularly to interrupt me at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to propound an inquiry to the Senator 
relating to the matter just 

Mr. CARTER, I yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Do I understand the Senator from Montana to 
say that under certain circumstances and agreements he would 
be willing to yield and to accept the conference report? 

Mr. CARTER. I have stated that with the understanding ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Washington, that the Secretary of 
the Interior would appoint surveyors and other persons, resident 
in the States, to survey, and exclude from the reservations those 
portions of the country included which should not be included, 
and that we would likewise make due appropriations for the pur- 

of protecting the forests against fire, as contemplated by the 
lan: the appropriation being sufficient in amount to justify the 
belief that the work would be promptly done, and further, that 
the work of extinguishing the fires would be continued, I think 
it would be well to accept the conference report. i 

Mr. CANNON. If I may be permitted, Í call the attention of 
the Senator from Montana to the fact that the salient element 
has been left out of consideration. Will the Secretary of the In- 
terior or any other authorized representative of the Administra- 
tion here ratify that understanding? It might be very well for 
those who are contesting these forest reservations to accept the 
suggestion of the Senator from Montana were there any assurance 
that that would be the 1 to be pursued, but there has been 
nothing to characterize the handling of this question by the Ad- 
ministration up to the present time to justify the hope that such 
would be the policy. 

Mr. CARTER. I think I can assure the Senator from Utah 
that the President of the United States will at any time promptly 
and willingly issue an order excluding from a forest reservation 
any section of country which the Secretary of the Interior reports 
to hiss should be excluded, a 

Again, the Senator from Washington, who has discussed this 
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matter quite recently with the Secretary of the Interior, has given 
the Senate the assurance, and I believe he has given it with ample 
authority, that the Secretary of the Interior will proceed to ap- 
point competent persons, residents of the respective States, to 
examine the forest reservations, make needful surveys, and make 
reports of their observations and surveys to the Secretary, and 
that he will thereupon cause the proper orders of exclusion to be 
prepared and forwarded to the President for signature. 

There is another feature to which I desire to direct the attention 
of the Committee on Appropriations. It is needless to undertake 
to continue these reservations in force so long as the continuance 
of the reservation results in the impounding of private property 
or in keeping individuals within restricted reservation limits. 
Each one of the States affected has large grants of land for school 
and other purposes. I know that the State of Montana has a 
goody portion of its university lands located within one of these 

orest reservations. Owing to the isolated character of the tracts 
with reference to the country round about, this land will be of 
little value for sale, and the timber is not at prezent accessible 
and probably will not be for a long time to come in view of the 
establishment of the forest reservations. 

Now, it is but just and fair that the State should be permitted 
to go without the limits of the forest reservations and select in- 
demnity lands for the granted lands included within the reserva- 
tions. The same holds good with reference to sections 16 and 36, 
the sections set apart for the common-school fund. The same 
holds good with reference to other grants of land within the limit 
of these reservations made by the General Government to others 
than the States. 

I feel that the committee, through the deficiency bill, in making 
the appropriation for the continuance of the forest-reservation 
inspection and survey should likewise provide that the respective 
States and all grantees of lands having rights within the proposed 
reservations as finally determined should be permitted to go out- 
side and select indemnity lands. Then you will havea reservation 
in each case where the United States will be the sole and exclusive 
owner. No private individual will be herded within the reserva- 
tion by an imaginary line nor will private property be taken from 
individuals by the indirect course of creating a forest reservation 
tee Be rivate property 

Mr. WILSON. I will say to the Senator from Montana that in 
the State of Washington we have already selected 155,000 acres of 
land within these forest reservations that were granted to us for 
State purposes, and they are, of course, blocked up, as the Senator 
3 8 stated. I think all are in the same condition. 

r. C ER. The amendment to which I have just called 
attention—and the Senator from Washington offers a very perti- 
nent observation in connection with it—appeared in the sundry 
civil bill, but was excluded, I believe, by agreement in conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was a part of the amendment which the Sen- 
ate placed upon the bill, and I will say to the Senator from Mon- 
tana that the House conferees argued with great force that all 
these matters were within the scope of the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that this legislation, because it does regure legislation, 
should be taken up by that committee in this House and in the 
other and that it should not be dealt with on an appropriation bill 
and by a committee which necessarily is not so iliar with all 
these details, 

In conversation with the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands of the House on these questions we were told that the mat- 
ter was now under investigation in that committee; and I submit 
to Senators that these matters of pure legislation ought to be pre- 
pared with care by the Committee on Public Lands and presented 
to us early next session. There is no difficulty in passing this im- 
portant legislation through both Houses. 

The Committee on Appropriations received, as to the provision 
inserted here, a number of letters in the form of protests, saying 
it would be unjust to allow, for instance, as to the school sec- 
tions, sections 16 and 36, the State of Washington to go into the 
State of California and take up unoccupied land in that State, 
and that if the provision as we had inserted it in the bill should 
prevail, the effect would be that all the States having these reser- 
vations and having school and other lands segregated and used 
for educational or other purposes of the State would light down 
upon the other States having public lands and in that way do an 
injustice there. 

So it seems to me that instead of undertaking to legislate upon 
the subject now, we should ee if need be, a sufficient 
sum—and I am sure we will all aid the Senators in making the 
appropriation—but allow the legislation as respects this matter to 
go over until next winter, and during the vacation let some one or 
some member of the Committee on Public Lands, or some sub- 
committee of that committee, take up the question and deal with 
it comprehensively. I suggest that course to the Senator from 
Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. I beg to indulge the hope that the forest-reser- 
vation matter may be relegated to a state of repose by legislation 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6325 


at this session of Congress under such terms and conditions as 
will result in a complete and satisfactory solution of the unfortu- 
nate problems which have confronted us at each session of Con- 

for some time past. I submit that this felicitous result can 
not be hoped for if it is proposed in the very bill of repose to in- 
corporate private 8 within public reservations and thereby 
deprive individuals of their property without due process of law. 
That thing which can not be done directly, which would be fla- 
grantly illegal, unconstitutional, and unjust if attempted as a di- 
rect act, ought not to be indulged by indirection. There will be 
no difficulty, since the subject is with us in connection with this 
deficiency item which is proposed as the outgrowth of the confer- 
ence this morning, to provide that indemnity lands may be taken 
not only by settlers, but by all persons, States, or companies hay- 
ing lands within the reservations as the lines thereof may be 
finally determined. 

Mr, WILSON. Then let the complete control of these reserva- 
tions go into the hands of the Government through its agents.. 

Mr. CARTER. Assuredly. Now, 1 trust, in view of the possi- 
bility, in fact, the probability, or the certainty, of reaching a 
conclusion on the main point at this time, that it can be under- 
stood that the Senator will concede the indemnity claim in addi- 
tion to his former concession, as we do not insist on school or other 
indemnity land selections beyond the State where the loss is sus- 
tained on account of the inclusion of State lands in forest reser- 
yations. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I do not think that a proper so- 
lution of this vexed question can be reached by the process pro- 
posed. It seems to me that the Senator from Iowa, in suggesting 
that the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate should take it 
into consideration at once, shows the very ground upon which 
we would best relyif the conference report should be rejected and 
the demand heeded which comes from all sections of the country 
affected by the forest-reserve orders, that the orders themselves 
should be vacated. It will be very much easier for the Committee 
on Public Lands of the Senate and the similar committee of the 
House of Representatives to take into their purview the question 
‘of forestry reserves if there shall not already be existing improp- 
erly constituted forestry reserves. I beg the Senators who at first 
seemed inclined to insist that the conference report should be re- 
jected that they will still maintain that position. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], in the course of his 
remarks, said that this question would not be settled right, and 
therefore not settled at all, until we should be allowed to begin 
de novo with the forestry reserves. The action of the Secretary 
of the Interior, however much we may trust him, and I haye no 
idea but that he will be not only intelligent, but patriotic and 
considerate in dealing with this question, will be very much sim- 
pe if the forestry reserve orders should be swept away, and if 

e would be allowed to begin by a designation of the proper 
lands to be comprised within the new order which shall be made. 

It is not necessary, after the remarks of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], for any one to attack the scientific 
committee which went West to make the investigation; but I wish 
here to record a fact in connection with their work, or lack of work, 
in making a designation of a forestry reservation in the State of 
Utah. No one of the commission ever set foot upon the forestry 
reserve. No one of them ever saw it even from a distance. I 
doubt if any one of them to-day, unless he had a map before him 
showing the forestry reserve marked upon it, could tell in what 
portion of the State the reservation is located. y 

It is a fact that ten trees grow in Utah where one was standing 
fifty years ago when the people entered there. A community 
capable of multiplying the natural forest by ten in fifty years 
ought to be allowed to express some judgment in regard to the 
setting apart of forestry reserves. No man, woman, or child in 
the State of Utah ever knew it was in contemplation to make the 
forestry reserve until after the order was enunciated by the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 4 

I still insist that we can only do justice by vacating the orders 
absolutely. I do not wish to charge that there has been any bad 
faith, but I well remember that a year ago when this matter was 
under discussion we were assured most solemnly that if we would 
consent to a postponement or a suspension of the orders rather 
than to a complete revocation of them within the time of the sus- 
pension, the President of the United States would revoke the 
orders and make new ones covering proper forestry reserves. 
Nothing of the kind has been done. It would seem to me that 
re pli gwes it to itself and to the people affected in all their 
vital relations, in all their commerce, in their homes, and in all 
their industries within the localities concerned, now and here to 
revoke the orders, 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, it is unnecessary to go over the 
ground already covered so fully this morning and heretofore, 
touching the injustice perpetrated by the issue of these 
orders. The debate this morning has served very much to clear 


the atmosphere and to point the way to an agreement which shall 
possibly solve the difficulties of the situation as they now exist. 

The remarks of my colleague 25 — CARTER], it seems to me, 
have pointed the way for a perfect understanding upon this ques- 
tion, and I now desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations of this body if the propositions meet with his a 
proval relating to the placing of an amendment upon the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill now pending before this body looking to 
a substitution of lieu lands for those lands embraced upon these 
reservations, looking to an additional appropriation for the pur- 
pose of carrying into effect the desire to eliminate those sections 
which have already been embraced and which have no right 
within a forestry reservation, and also the other question touch- 
ing the appointment of those who are to execute the law in respect 
to the proper segregation of those reservations, the care for them, 
and so forth, to be made from the States in which the reservations 
are located. I ask the Senator if these propositions meet with his 
approval, andif we may rely upon his support in the matter of an 
amendment to be proposed to the deficiency bill. If the proposi- 
tions do meet with his approval, it seems to me that it offers a 
very wise and just solution of this difficulty. I should like to ask 
the chairman of the committee if we may expect his support in 
9 these propositions? 

Mr. ALLISON. As a Senator on the floor, I am willing to vote 
for and support any additional appropriation for the care of the 
forest reservations that the Secretary of the Interior will recom- 
mend. I can not promise in advance that I will vote for legisla- 
tion on any appropriation bill. As to the matter of legislation, I 
leave it, of course, to the committee proposing it and to the judg- 
ment of the Senate when it comes here. The Senator now pro- 
poses some suggestions ting the selection of officers and 
agents of the Government that I think ought to be adopted as a 
rule in our proceedings here, but there never has been such a 
1 so far as I know, inserted in any bill, either as legis- 

ation or as a matter of appropriation. I mention these matters 
now so that Senators may know, at least so far as I am concerned, 
what I am willing to do as respects these reservations. 

I think there was much force, I will say to the Senator from 
Montana, in the protest which came to us from the State of Cali- 
fornia that it would be unwise and unjust to that State to allow 
Montana and Washington and Wyoming to locate substitute 
lands in the State of California to make up for lands lost in the 
State of Montana and other States. That made some impression 
upon me, and yet I may be willing to go as far as the Senators 
propose in this direction. 

_ But it is manifestly impossible for Senators to have an expecta- 
tion that on a deficiency 8 bill this whole matter can 
be adjusted and settled. It does seem to me singular that Sen- 
ators do not know, or do not observe if they do know, that it is 
impossible for us to secure such legislation in the Senate when 
in order to secure the legislation it is necessary to have the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives. 

I fought for these provisions in this bill as long as I believed it 
was possible for us to have any hope of securing them, and I now 
feel certain that the House of Representatives will not agree affirm- 
atively to set aside these reservations; at least they will not agree 
to it if their committees represent them. It is manifestly our 
duty to see that the bill passes with or without the legislation 
proposed by us and that we shall come to some understanding 
with the House of e respecting this long bill, con- 
taining many items of absolute importance to the Government. 
Therefore, as far as I am concerned, I do not want to go beyond 
stating that I will vote for any adequate and necessary appropri- 
ation for this purpose in the deficiency appropriation bill if it is 


hy sues 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not quite understand the point 
at issue between the Senator from Montana and the Senator from 
Iowa. LIunderstood the criticism about embracing a lot af towns 
and desert lands in timber reservations, but do I understand the 
Senator from Montana now to be willing to agree to all this, pro- 
vided there is a provision in the law or an understanding on the 
part of the chairman of the committee or the Secretary of the In- 
terior that whatever officers or employees are appointed shall be 
selected from the States in which the lands lie? 15 that what he 
now proposes shall be agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Montana to 
inquire of me whether I would favor such legislation on the de- 
sia appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would that of itself be satisfactory, 
if such a provision was put in the deficiency bill? 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. ident, if I may be permitted to an- 
swer— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want to say that if so, I have been 
very much at fault somehow in this matter. I supposed that this 
was a very grave evil, and I have sympathized very strongly with 
the views expressed by the gentlemen from those States; but if 
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after all there is nothing in it except an agreement to appoint 
those who are to look after the timber from the States in which 
cpp? e . e y ied aaa much smaller conse- 
quence than I supposed it was. 

8 Mr. MANTLE. The Senator, I think, has ped sneha my 
position. I think the very best thing that could be done, 

that ought to be done in this connection, is the absolute revoca- 
tion of these orders. They were made in ignorance, without any 
knowledge of the conditions that existed in those States. They 
have worked a great injury, a great 1 the people of those 
States, and they ought to be revoked. eisno doubt about 
that. The revocation of the orders is what I desire above every- 
thing else. But there is a question as to whether we can secure 
that revocation. The Senate conferees have receded from the 
amendment placed in the sundry civil bill revoking those orders. 
The Senator from Arkansas knows quite as well as I do as to what 
the probabilities are for our securing a retention of that amend- 


t and giving it the force of law. 
Te the AMOUNT t to find a way 
As a step 


In the discussion this morning it has been soug! 
by which the evils complained of might be m 

in that direction, it has been s that wherever lands be- 
longing to the States or belonging to individuals have been em- 
braced within forest reservations lieu lands might be taken for 
them, so that no injustice would be done to the States or to indi- 
viduals. 

And here I may say, in reply to the Senator from Iowa, that it 
has not been our thought or our intention that lieu lands should 
be selected outside of the States involved. So the question which 
he raises, or which was raised by a protest from California, has 
no bearing whatever upon this mssion. It has no place here. 
We never intended to go into California to get lieu lands for the 
lands embraced in the reservations in our States. 

The further proposition, I may say to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. JONES], whom, however, I do not now see in hisseat, is that 
the men who are to execute this law in respect to the forest res- 
ervations shall be selected or appointed from the States concerned, 
It is simply an application of the home- rule principle, which I 
understand the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] indorses and 
which we think ought to be placed in the law itself, soas to insure 
the enforcement of that principle. In addition to that a further 
appropriation is suggested, it being conceded that the appropria- 
tion contained in the sundry civil bill is wholly and utterly in- 
adequate to carry out the purpose of the law. 

e feel that if we can not secure a revocation of the orders, 
which is the proper and just thing to do, with these amendments 
which it is now pro shall be inserted in the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, the situation would be very much modified, and 
out of it all perhaps we could work an approximately just solu- 
tion of this evil. A , é 

Now, that is what we areendeavoringto arrive at. My question 
was directed to the proposition as to whether we might rely upon 
the Appropriations Committee when they came to the considera- 
tion of the deficiency appropriation bill for their aid and influence 
in the matter of securing the adoption of these amendments, If 
we had some assurance of that sort, we might sateen be recon- 
ciled to the relinquishment of the pending amendment to the sun- 
dry civil bill. ithout some assurance of that kind, we shall feel 
that we have not done much to ameliorate the conditions which 
exist in those States and which have been so gic ar and so 
clearly described here this morning. That is why I sought to 
elicit from the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations some 
expression of his opinion. 

am sorry that his answer has not been as favorable as I should 
have liked. I understand the chairman to say that he will be 
willing and glad to incorporate in the deficiency 3 
bill any recommendations which may be made by the Secretary 
of the Dino bearing upon this matter. Ihavenotmyself talked 
with the Secretary, and I do not know how far he is willing to 
go in this matter, whether he is willing to these recom- 
mendations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock has arrived, 
and it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian 
Islands to the United States. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the joint resolution may be laid 
aside for a moment until we can finish the pending conference 


report. 

Nr. DAVIS. Let. the joint resolution be considered as being 
before the Senate. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate and is laid aside informally, The Senator from Montana 
will continue his remarks. 

Mr. MANTLE. I had just about concluded. In the absence 
of some definite or as nearly definite assurance as might be given 

under the circumstances, I for myself feel very much that it is 
my duty to endeavor to secure the retention of the amendment in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


the arse 4 civil bill unless some satisfactory understanding can 
be reached that this matter may be of in a manner which 
shall to some extent satisfy demands of the people of the 
States concerned, 8 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I desire to say only a single 
word further upon this matter, and that has been called out by a 
remark or two. 

Ido not see the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] in 
his seat, but he propounded an inquiry as to whether this is merely 
a matter of securing some nef aca in the various States. I 
desire to say that nothing is further from our intention, and that 
3 oes representing those Western States care nothing 
about i 


What I do desire and what I do hope is that in the selection of 
the administration of the forest reserves men who live near them 
and are acquainted with them and with the people there can be 
the appointees of the Department of the Interior, in order to re- 
port to the Secretary of the Interior what parts can be thrown 
open to public settlement and what parts shall remain forestr 
reserves. It is a very small matter as far as officers are concerned, 
and we do not propose to place it in that attitude. 

I have had several conversations on this subject with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. Of course I have no right to represent that 
honorable gentleman on this floor and say what he will do or what 
he will not do. But in his conversations with mein regard to this 
matter he has given me the most ample and complete assurances 
that as soon as he is provided with means he will proceed to seg- 
regate from the forestry reserves those portions which it is not 
desirable to continue in the same any longer, and for that pn 

he has already, in conjunction with the Commissioner of the 
eral Land Office, arranged so many acres. 

He takes, forillustration, if Imay be permitted, the threereserva- 
tions in the State of Washington and = pee one superintendent 
for the three, then an inspector for each one, and then for patrol- 
men, axmen, and men to put out fires he divides the reserve in sec- 
tions, townships, and, I think, ranges, so that the exact locality 
of every man who is employed in the forestry reservation may be 
known and how much of the reservation he must patrol. He isto 
report to his ats cane officer, and that officer to his superior officer, 
and the general superintendent is to report to the Secretary of 
the Interior, what part of the reservation can be eliminated from 
the forestry reserve. 

N om, that 3 — ne Paste env tg at me, Your 
people can ev: ing they desire, everything that is proper, 
an — that is right. Ultimately the matter wil be en- 

to your own liking and to the satisfaction of all.” 
That is what he has said to me, and I feel that I have a right to 
make that statement. I think the Secre of the Interior, who 
is thoroughly interested in the matter, and is earnestly anxious 
to relieve those places where relief ought to be had, immedi- 
ately proceed in that work as soon as the pending appropriation 
bill becomes a law. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a 
moment. I sympathize greatly and sincerely with the Senators 
from the western portion of the United States who have brought 
a well-established grievance, with reference to ill-advised forest 
reservations, to the attention of this body, and I am surprised 
that relief has been delayed solong. But, Mr. President, I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate—— 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from California at 
this point? . 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly, 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill say to him that the appropriation was 
made for the Geological Survey. They went out and made some 
surveys. When they returned, this amendment was proposed, 
four or five months ago, in the appropriation bill, but since the 
amendment was placed on the appropriation bill repealing the 
order the Secretary of the Interior has been unable to proceed 
until Congress has determined the question. 

Mr. W. The matter seems to have been referred to a 
committee of Paleozoic epoch characteristics, if we are to judge 
of the results. However, I do not wish to deiain the Senate on 
this point at all. I desire to impress the Committee on Appro- 
priations with the necessity of getting this measure through at 
the very earliest moment. I have no doubt they have labored 
with great assiduity, but yet there is one consideration which I 
can not, notwithstanding the necessity for economy of time, re- 
sist in stating to that committee and to the Senate. 

This bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed April 22, 1898. On page 109 there is an item, 
regarding which there is no contest in the committee, with refer- 
ence to a subject which has been often advocated in this body, as 
follows: : 

proving Pedro, Cal.: For construction of a deep-water 
TV 
vided in the act of June 8, 1806, $100,000; but nothing herein shall be construed 
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extend the limit of cost of improvement of the harbor at San Pedro, Cal., 
2 Athers by said act of June 3, 1906. 


merits of which it is wholly unnecessary now to go,a third 
pe af t y TA Walker, 
well known to everyone in this country. 
contained in Senate Document No. 18, 


insolvent, alleged reasons. 
that he would seek authority. t 
ous, he applied to the Attorney-General, now Justice McKenna, 
and that distinguished jurist rendered an opinion t the per- 
sistent views of the Secretary. His views are as follows: 
AUGUST 9, 1897. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 


of August 3, in relation to San Pedro Harbor. 

The ing ou propound (which will he stated hereafter) grows out of 
the provision of the river and harbor act of 1896 and a report of a board of 
engineers provided to be appointed by i 


rt of 
‘bor 


discussion 
“It is possible, however, that in order to complete this harbor for com- 
merce and of ret 


t. 
. power under the act and 
a 


to enable the 


d also te or di the inner harbor and a 
an to orea or deepen V mp eed on 7 


The opinion of the Attorney-Gene 

whether the War Department would — 2 —— in 

work and 1 instead F 

my communication of May 18, heretofore referred to (which w: apse 
t commerce of the centering there), an 

also for an inner harbor (harbor of commerce of, say, half the dimensions 

named in my letter of Mays 


This „maybe, be answered in the vo, but I think the 
lew and pour —— and as determined by report of the board, 
may be consi more 


provision of the river and harbor act is as follows: 
For adeep-water harbor for commerce of 


“Whenever said board shall have settled the location and made report to 
the Secre of War of the same, with said and esti- 


water be entered into, until the Southern Pacific or the owner or 
owners thereof, shall execute an agreement and file same with the Sec- 
retary of War that any company, or any corporation engaged 
business of rtation, may share in the use 
at Port Los Angeles, and the approaches and 1 
westerly of the easterly entrance to the Santa Monica tunn 
and equitable terms as may be agreed upon between the ey 
fail to , then to be determined by the Secretary of War; and before any 
expendi of the money hereby gel Per is made for the construction 
of a breakwater at Port Angeles Southern Pacific Company, or the 
owner of the tracks and approaches leading to said pier, shall execute an 
agreement and file the same with the Secretary of War, that any railroad or 
transportation company or corporation arog to construct a wharf or pier 
in Santa Monica Bay may, for the purpose of approaching such w. or 
pier, and for the purpose of constru and operan the same, cross the 
track or tracks, approaches, and right of way now by the Southern Pa- 
cific Company under such tions as may be by the 8 
of War, and u: the Deyman of such compensa as that officer may fin 
to be re le: Provit Further, That in event said harbor is located at 
Port Los Angeles, no greater royalty on the rock used for the construction 
of the breakwater than 12} cents a cubic yard shall be charged, and the 
Southern Pacific Company shall no more than one-half a cent a ton- 
mile for freight on rock transported over its road.“ 

The statute, therefore, provided fora deep-water harbor for commerce and 
of refuge at one of twop. Pedro or Port Angeles—and the ap- 
pointment of a board to select the place and determine the plans of improve- 


ment. 

It will be observed that the powers of the board are large. 

There is a limitation of the amount to be expended; in all else the judg- 
ment of the boardis free. They decide between the places, and the con 
of the Secretary of War are to be to 6 
them.“ The decision of the board is final as to location, and it be their 
“duty to make plans, specifications, and tes for said improvement,” 
and es ee sopor the Secretary of War may make contracts for the 

e 


ses 
e earnest eee Sakae 


tioned are open roadsteads; in both, therefore, a breakwater is to 
make protected water—a harbor of refuge, and this may be a harbor of com- 
. er Eon oe a 

e voluminous, too much so to uoted, et it can 
eens any . The double rala E ae of thd board to 


an of considerations 
nor did accurately discriminate that which was to be Government wor 
from that which was to be the work of private 


w m compani 
allowed to use them, but, however, u such just and equitable terms” as 
oe ay don, or, agreement fail, “ then to be determined Sec- 
Froma careful consideration of the reportot the board, Iam of pec pager 
that the pro; reported by them is a breakwater and that it f the 
hier yore of the law and will make within its meaning a harbor for commerce 
and of re È 
— , yours, JOS. MoKENNA, 
Attorney-General, 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


After having obtained an opinion to the effect that it was his 
duty to — under the act and that his criticisms were ground- 


ar. 


less the of War advertised for bids, and he not only ob- 
tained offers within the limits named in the act, but many valid 
bids made by responsible parties were duly tendered, some of 
which were more than one million less than the sum authorized. 
I must attract the attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, as I have heretofore done personally, to the fact 
that in the proposition for bids which the Secretary thus made he 

imited the acceptance thereof in such a manner as to make the 
letting of the contract d upon the passage of this bill during, 
the present fiscal year. constituted an unheard-of perform- 
ance, but he did it. 

Before seeking bids he stated that he could not advertise be- 
cause he did not have the necessary money. The coin essential 
to defray the needed outlay, the enormous amount requisite, 
was a few hundred dollars. Numerous responsible newspapers 
in my State offered to do the advertising free, but the eee 
said that the Government could not accept a charity, althoug 
the Government has for years ted post-offices all over the 
country free when any owner was willing to contribute a building 


an x — the questi he Treasury Departm 

en he submi on to the ent 
Whether there was any money on hand, and a decision was ren- 
dered against him, to effect that there was over $16,000 


on hand. The decision referred to is as follows: 


oe Se the letter of the Chief of Engineers of the 19th 

a ‘erence to 9 — in the river and harbor act of June 

12 2 . harbor at Port Los Angeles or at San Pedro, 
o 

The question speciñcally submitted by the Chief of 1 is this: 

“T have the honor to “yt be decision whether the balance of $16,561.51 

ted by the act of June 3, 1896 (29 


Stat., 213) bo . tions 
to place the contemplated work under contract, and to expend i in contract 
ence.’ 


work and superin 
in question, ee for the creation and mem- 
determine at w of these two places this deep-water 


The a 
vides: 
8 9 5 have settled the location and aie a oe 
e Secretary ar e same, with said plans, specifications, an - 
the of War — make contrate for the . of 


mates, then 

— — rovement of the “yap bes S ssid a ces ae 
them, at a cost not ex in the aggregate 

and $3 0s hereby ted, or so mu s f as ma on to 


a thereo! be necessary, 
used for the expenses of the eee of the civil =e tor 
heir services, the amount to be de by the Secretary of War: Pros 
vided, however, That if the board hereby constituted, as in this section pro- 
vai afte . determine = 8 of 3 Cig ofa = water at = 
geles, no any o money hereby a t 
shall be made, nor any contract for the construction of eA i hr 
be entered into, until the Southern Company or the owner or owners 
thereof shall execute an agreement and file the same with the Secretary of 
War that any railroad 3 * * and before any expenditure of the 
oe hereby app riated is made for the construct tion of a breakwater at 
o es f; 

From the facts as stated it appears that this board has performed the duties 
sire to 3 
tions, etc., i 

y authorized to do by terms of thisact. You propose to meet 
expenses from the balance of some $16,000 remaining out of 


ese necessary 
the $50,000 8 in this act. I am clearly of the opinion that you have 
eatery to so these expenses and that the same are payable out of 


ce. S 
This $50,000 is an absolute appropriation, available for any con- 
nectéd with this work, and treated, in my opinion, as meh the total con- 
templated cost of the work, $2,900,000. It may be expended in any wa 
the re ing $800,000, if appropriated, might be expended, and 
to that it is applicable to the expenses of the board and the 
civil engineers as authorized in the act. The appropriation of so a SUM. 
it seems to me, as $50,000 evidentiy contemplated the payment not only of 
the expenses of the board but of all other necessary incidental expenses in 
entering into the contracts necessary for the execution of the improvement 
of the harbor when selected. To give any other construction to this a 
priation is to ignore the provisos above quoted, prohibiting the n 
ol any part ot the money hereby a for the of this 
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POTT until the Southern Pacific Railroad Company met certain con- 


This proviso assumes that an appropriation has been made which is avail- 
able for this work after the board has completed its labors, and it seems to 
me shows the intent of Congress to have been to treat this appropriation of 
$50,000 as the first of a series of a deh arenes until the total sum to be ex- 

nded in the work is reached. The tary of War has been authorized 

enter into contracts up to $2,900,000 (less the amount expended the 
board and for preliminary expenses) in behalf of the Government in the exe- 
eution of this work, and these contracts will be binding obligations of the 
Government when made. To give any other construction to this act would 
be in part to nullify the evident intent of Congress that this work should be 
prosecuted under the authority of this appropriation. 

Advertisements were published by the Secretary and bids solic- 
ited. The bids are in. msible contractors from various 

arts of this country have offered to complete the construction 
far below the figures named in the act. Iam told by a Member 
of Congress from California that he consulted the Secretary re- 
cently and that that officer indicates that he will stultify himself 
and will not let the contract. 

Now, Mr. President, in view of this declaration it is of impor- 
tance, indeed, essential, that this bill shall be passed before the ist 
of next month, and if the Secretary of War does not care to pro- 
ceed, notwithstanding his explicit avowals and the advertising for 
bids, we will know it and we will be heard from. 

The people of California, and especially of the immediate neigh- 
borhood of San Pedro, are intensely excited about this matter and 
the newly expressed official threat to ignore the law. Within the 
last few days I and my colleague have been most earnestly ad- 
vised that there is nothing before Congress in which these valued 
constituents feel such a deep-seated interest. They are tired, very 
tired. I feel the same way. 

If the Secretary had honest doubts, these were solved by the 
„Attorney-General, and any further delay, whether to procure any 
other opinion more in harmony with his own views or for other 
purposes, would be outrageous. 

Therefore Isuggest, while there are, no doubt, matters in this bill 
which can not be very well laid aside without doing injury to 
some one, this is-an issue which, in view of its long pendency, the 
earnestness of the contest, and the number of people and the ex- 
tent of interests involved, ought not to be sacrificed to disputa- 
tions of less moment. I say this with the greatest kindness for 
other propositions just now eloquently pressed, with which I must 
wholly and cordially sympathize, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. . President, I think the conference re- 
port, under all the circumstances, should be rejected and that the 
conferees should be secure, in connection with the forest reserves, 
either in adopting the Senate amendment or in a modification of 
it by which the reservations shall be vacated until the 1st of next 
January, until the areas that are improperly included are se 
gated and left open for settlement and occupation, I think it is 
outrageous that 15,000 people in my State should be kept year 
after year in the condition they are in. 

Here is a matter which relates to five or six Western States, and 
every Senator and every Representative from those States is agreed 
upon this question. ese reservations were ignorantly made; 
they embrace areas which ought not to be embraced. Not one of 
the Senators or Representatives from the States interested was 
consulted about the matter. We have presented it to the Senate 
at every session, and at every session the Senate has passed a pro- 
vision giving us some relief; but we have been defeated in con- 
ference. A year ago we appropriated money to make a survey to 
have this segregation made, to have these boundaries properly 
adjusted, 2 nothing has been done. They have made the sur- 
veys, but they have not adjusted the boundaries. 

What we insist upon is to have from now until January next to 
adjust these boundaries, and in the meantime that that portion of 
the country shall be opened to settlement the same as it alwa 
has been. We want that done which should have been done in 
the first place—notice given, and then an intelligent investigation 
of the matter, and the boundaries of these reservations estab- 
lished in the proper way. That is all we ask. : 

Mr. WILSON. Would the Senator have it done by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior or the Geological Bureau? 

Nr. PETTIGREW. By the Secretary of the Interior or an 
other proper officer. I believe the Secretary of the Interior wi 
do this work, and I believe he will do it by the Ist of January 
next. If this report is sent back to the conference committee, I 
believe beyond question that the House will agree to that modi- 
fication, vacating the order after the ist of January, and let the 
Secretary of the Interior adjust the boundaries of that country. 

Is it fair, is it right, that 15,000 people in my State shall be 
locked up in one of these reservations made in the manner in 
which racine made? 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator a question. Is it not 
within the power of the executive department of the Government 
to make that change now without any additional law? , 

Mr, PETTIGRE Yes; it is within the Executive power. 


Mr. TELLER. Then why is it not made? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. They do not do it; but we have the power 
to vacate the reservation until they do it; and that is all we ask 
so long as they will not do it. A year anda half has gone by since 
I first tried to have this wrong righted, but they do not right the 
wrong; and it seems to me Congress ought to right it until they 
will adjust the boundaries of these reservations in a proper manner, 

Mr. WILSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. Is it within the power of the Executive to vacate 
a portion of a reservation? Must he not, under the law, if he va- 
cates an acre, vacate the entire reservation? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. 

Mr. WILSON. I think so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. We passed a law last year 
which allowed the President to vacate a portion and readjust the 
boundaries and embrace a great area if he chose to doit; but noth- 
ing has been done; a year has rolled by since March, 1897; that 
country has been locked up, and we can not get anything done, 

Isay we want to vacate the reservations until the ist of Jan- 
uary, when Congress will again be in session, and give until that 
time to have the boundaries properly adjusted, If they do prop- 
erly adjust them, and issue new Executive orders, they can do it, if 
they choose, within thirty days, and they can make these reserva- 
tions, for the amendment as it stands does not curtail the Presi- 
1 to issue orders even between now and January, prop- 
erly adjusting the boundaries and creating new reservations, em- 
bracing a portion of the country already included and other areas, 
It seems to me it is a reasonable and propor request under the 
circumstances. Therefore I want this bill tọ go back to the con- 
ference committee and to have the conferees insist upon justice 
being done to these people. It ought not to take five minutes in 
conference to do it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I should like a word of explanation 
from the chairman of the committee as to the a ie amendment 
on page 2 of the report, amendment No. 149. The provision sug- 
gested by the conference committee is as follows: 

To enable the Secre of the In 
tigation to bemade of part teat and at ines tien been oes trated 
on individual Indians belonging to the Seminole tribe by an armed mob or 
band of lawless persons whoinvaded the Seminole country during the months 
Soin fh Dal apase att aeea col het Se a andia 
ves „ 
trated, and that the United States 8 treaty obligations N 


such outr: and injuries, he shall ascertain the amount which should be 


d said Indian or Indians, or their legal heirs or representatives, 


properly i 
an such sum or sums as he may deem just and reasonable, 
17 a sum not exceeding $20,000 is hereby appropriated. 8 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is an extraordinary pro- 
ceeding, and one that can, under the practice of the Government, 
scarcely be justified, I do not see very well on what grounds the 
Government of the United States can be held responsible for the 
perpetration of an outrage in the Seminole country. If this prac- 
tice is once inaugurated, I do not very well see where it is to stop, 

I note with pleasure that there is no absolute provision that 
this money shall be paid, but it is left in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior. If he shall find that the Government 
is liable, then the amount of money shall be paid, 

I think it is inconceivable that the Secretary of the Interior can 
find that the Government can possibly be liable under any condi- 
tions such as are recited here; but as this seems to me to be en- 
tirely a new course of legislation, I should be glad to have a word 
of explanation from the chairman of the committee, and to know 
0 meno os upon a new Aga or naring the Government 

eld liable for all outrages which may n to be perpetrated 
within the bounds of the Indian country. Si ia 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator, I suppose, remembers the circum- 
stances under which these outrages were committed. They were 
committed under circumstances of great atrocity, and perhaps 
under great provocation, as the people who committed them sup- 
posed at the time. But the Seminole Indians believe that under 
the treaty stipulations we have made with them we are required 
to reimburse them for certain losses of property, if not to pay 
damages on account of the killing of these two boys. Finally the 
conferees agreed upon this amendment, which requires the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in the can yoo to ascertain whether these 
alleged atrocities were committed, and, secondly, whether under 
the treaties we are under obligation to pay in case he finds affirma- 
tively on the first proposition. 

I think, in view of the fact of our relations with these tribes, 
as we are trying to get on in a friendly way with them, and as 
they make this claim, it is a wise tas to have this proposed ex- 
amination and investigation made by the Secretary of the Interior, 
although it may be somewhat outside of the usual routine. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator if he 
believes the Government can, under any circumstances, be held 
responsible for the action of outlaws? 

. ALLISON. I have not investigated the treaty with suffi- 
cient care to express an opinion which ought to be binding unon 
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anyone; but undoubtedly the Secretary of the Interior will take 
the opinion of the Attorney-General upon this subject, and it will 
be a carefully prepared opinion, having in view all the treaties 


we have e with the inole Indians. There certainly can 
be no damage or harm in the provision. l 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope there will be no practical 


harm from this provision, but I do regret that the committee 
should have seen fit to put in an appropriation bill a provision 
that a claim so groundless should be examined. i 

Mr, ALLISON. I regret that We were obliged to do it; but 
under the circumstances it seemed to be necessary. 

Now, I hope we shall vote on the conference report. I only 
wish to say that we are dealing in this matter with a coordinate 
branch of the Government—the House of Representatives—and 
that, so far as I know and believe, we have exhausted our power 
to secure an agreement with the House to the proposed postpone- 
ment as to the forest reservations. This is a proposition which 
we made to the conferees of the other House, and if they do not 
agree to it, of course in the end we must recede. We held on to 
it as long as we could. i 

It is a question now whether all the other provisions, notably 
the provision iy pe ae by the Senator from California, shall be 
hung up here indefinitely because the House of Representatives do 
not agree to three or four of the propositions made by the Senate. 
This bill must either pass by the 30th day of June or else all the 
appropriations under it will fail and fall, and we must enter upon 
the question of a new appropriation of public moneys for these 
purposes. I want Senators to know what is involved in the rejec- 
tion of this conference report. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the chairman of the conference committee to certain changes 
made in the provision making appropriation for the Paris Expo- 
sition. I do not think there is any such public sentiment prevail- 
ing in this tems to-day in favor of that appropriation as existed 


at the time the bill was passed containing the amendment of the 
Senate, as follows: 

The President shall also appoint as assistants to the commissioner-general 
twelve experts having s attainments in regard to the subjects of the 


oup or ups in said ition to which they may be assigned, respec- 

vely, and who, under the direction of the commissioner-general, shall assist 
in the selection and arrangement of exhibits to be sent to said exposition 
from the United States, ands who shall be specificall ed to the several 
groups into which the exposition will, under offi regulations, be divided. 

These twelve commissioners were to be experts, and the bill 

rovided as to the character of duties that should be performed 
150 them. Now we find that the amendment agreed upon by the 
committee of conference provides that— 

The President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall also 
appoint twelve commissioners, who shall be subject to the direction and con- 
trol of the commissioner-general and perform from time to time such service 
as he require, 

Twelve commissioners without any prerequisite qualifications 
whatever, with no duties prescribed, and the work of prescribing 
their duties turned over to the commissioner-general, instead of 
being prescribed by the Congress of the United States. What 
those twelve nonexpert commissioners are to do this Congress 
can not know. In point of fact, so far as this bill is concerned, 
there are no duties to be performed by them, except such as the 
commissioner-general chooses to assign to them; and they are to 
have no qualifications except that they must be confirmed by the 
Senate of the United States when their names are sent to this 


body. 

There was a good reason for appointing twelve experts; there 
was a good reason for dividing the exposition into twelve depart- 
ments; there was a good reason to have et per appointed to help 
to select the exhibits to be sent there and to arrange them; but 
there is no reason whatever why weshould send twelve nonexperts 
to the city of Paris to discharge no duties prescribed by any law. 
But the experts are not dispensed with. In addition to these 
twelvecommissionersappointed by the President the commissioner- 

eneral is still to have the right to select experts to perform the 

uties which would have been performed by the twelve selected 
by the President under the amendment adopted by the Senate. 

I can see no reason for this change, I can see no results to 
follow this change. I can not understand why the House of Rep- 
resentatives should insist upon a change which evidently renders 
the bill very much less effective than it would have beenif no 
such change had been made. 
Then the Senate amendment provided that of the three execu- 

tive officers not more than two should belong to the same polit- 
ical All that is omitted; and we have a provision here for 
the appointment of twelve commissioners without qualifications, 
and three executive officers, without any suggestion by Congress 
that there ought to be a division of these gentlemen according to 
their political proclivities, as has always been heretofore done 
when we are preparing to icipate in such expositions. 

Ican not see why the House of Representatives would insist 
that this change should be made and that the protective clause, 


that at least one of these executive officers should belong to a 
party not represented by the Administration, should be omitted. 
My friend from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] suggests that there are 
too many parties for the places to go round. At least, if that be 
true, the majority party ought to be satisfied with two out of the 
three executive officers; and if we are tosend twelve persons over 
there who are to be merely ornamental and to have no duties to 
perform, in order to publish our glory and grandeur, then I in- 
sist that those twelve ought to be divided between the four or five 
poia parties in the country, so that the people in Europe should 
ave fair specimens of the representatives of the political parties 
in this country. 

There was no reason for these changes; noreason why the House 
conferees should insist upon them; and no reason why the Senate 
conferees should surrender upon such a question. 

I find that the committee insist where there is a provision that 
cuts off an officer legally in office, whose term will not expire on 
the ist day of July, from any further payment of salary after 
that date. If our committee was so much bent on carrying out 
the will of the Senate in regard to this particular provision, why 
not hold out where at least common fairness was provided for in 
the original amendment adopted by the Senate, proposing to make 


an appropriation and to provide officers to look after American 
interests in the Paris Exposition? 
Mr. ALLISON, Only a moment, Mr. President. I will state 


to the Senator from Kentucky that the provisions relating to the 
Paris Exposition were very carefully considered, and the new pro- 
vision inserted at the request of the House conferees as to the 
commissioners was to give the officials who go to Paris a recog- 
nition that they would not have unless they were named as com- 
missioners. That was the contention of the House conferees, and 
we thought it was a very fair and reasonable one. 

As to the question of dividing these officers among the political 
parties, the members of the conference were satisfied, and I think 
the Senator from Kentucky will be well satisfied, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States in the execution of this part of the pro- 
vision will make a suitable distribution among the political parties 
of our country. If he does not do so, it will be within the power 
of the Senate of the United States to give such criticism as it 
chooses by its vote upon his failure todo so. I am sure that there 
will be a imposition to see to it that a suitable proportion of these 
public officers, who are to serve in a foreign country, shall belong 
to the political party so well represented by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and I should be g ad to see the party 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] also represented upon 
this commission. I have no doubt there will be a suitable divi- 
sion of all these places. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the Presi- 
dent would desire to make a suitable distribution of these offices 
among the several political parties and that he would be obliged 
to Congress if Congress were to indicate to him in some authorita- 
tive way that that was its desire, It would protect the President 
against importunities, which it will be very difficult for him to 
resist if Con fails to indicate its wishes upon this subject. 

My friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] says that if the President 
does not make the appointments as they ought to be made, if the 
different political parties are not oe the Senate may de- 
cline to confirm the appointments. e did not think that when 
we were preparing for the Chicago ition; we did not think 
that when we were legislating to establish the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and various other commissions similar to the 
one we have under consideration; and it is a little peculiar that 
the House of 5 should stand out against a proposi- 
tion so manifestly fair as that contained in the amendment as it 
left the Senate. If the other House expected the President would 
do that in any event if the Senate indicates its desire or opinion 
that itonght to be done, why should the other House object? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendment No. 221. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator to wait until the 
5 report is agreed to, and then his motion will be in 
Order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the conference committee. 


he report was a to. 3 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, I move that the Senate further in- 
sist upon its amendment No. 221, which is an amendment to es- 
tablish a sanitarium at Hot Springs, S. Dak., as a branch of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. A bill for this 
purpose has passed the Senate two or three times, and has been 
bse ade favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs in at ` 
least two sessions of the Senate. 

I wish briefly to read what Gen. W. B. Franklin, president of 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers, says on this subject: 


nestion in my mind that another branch of the National 
led Volunteer Soldiers should be established in the territory 


There is no 
Home for Disa 
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between the Mississippi and the summit of the Rocky Mountains, that one 
saw inexitende being constenthy overcrowded and unable to meet the re- 


The location at Hot Springs is an . 
could relieve the hospitals of other 
Branches af once, and form the nucleus of a larger branch should one be re- 
Thirty soldiers who had the rheumatism were taken to this 
int some three or four years ago and kept there sixty days in a 
Eons which the State of South Dakota has built there, and nearly 
every one of them—80 per cent of those who had rheumstism— 
were entirely cured in sixty days, so great are the curative prop- 
erties of those waters. 

Last winter I received a letter from General Averell, who is 
assistant inspector-general of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, urging the passage of this bill. The letter 
was entirely unsolicited on my part. I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be inserted in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that order is made. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

° Batu, N. Y., January 8, 1898. 

My DEAR SENATOR: I hear that there isa movement eee 
the establishment of a sanitarium at Hot Springs, S. Dak., for the treatment 
of disabled volunteer soldiers afflicted with rheumatism or othercomplaints. 


man. an had tinto the Home ina 
blanket only a few weeks before, helpless with r This seemed 
incredible, but it invited — to an — png — from which, after two 
ns, 


test. 

eral lin, lent of of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, he a me to take the action that 
you may find d in my report of 1893, page 194 In this you will find 
that thirty members of the Western Branch of the National Home were se- 
lected from those who were most ted tism, which in sev- 
eral of the cases was complicated with other diseases, and some wero incur- 
able. All were thoroughly and carefully examined by a surgeon of the Home, 
and was befi re. On their ar- 


Ant at Hot Borin the thi bers — in carefully examined b; 
miyan were 
s 5 W. CCC 
The same examination and record were 
made on their departure from Hot Springs and on their return to the West- 


ore. 
z remained under treatment only sixty da: 
That As many . and tameliorations of the disease of rheu- 
matism should be effected in a period so brief is at least and that 
when this disease was complica er diseases and Pee a was elimi- 


r us for rheuma > 
and the analysis of the water 


for on, and if the um was full, some of 
were cured might make their way and leaye room to be filled with fresh ac- 


cessions. 
With the hope that this important project will receivo the favorable con- 
sideration of a generous patriotic Congress, 
am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. W. AVERELL, U. S. A., 


t hy aed General, 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 
United States Senate. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate further insist on 
its amendment. A similar amendment was in the sundry civil 
Dill last year, and it went off in conference. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from South Dakota . PETTIGREW], that the Sen- 


ate further insist on its amendment No, 221, 

The motion was 3 to. 

Mr. MANTLE. . President, I desire to make the same mo- 
tion with reference to Senate amendment No. 14. I move that 
the Senate further insist on that amendment. I have already 
3 oes this matter, and do not wish to take any further 
e upon } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 


Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], that the Senate further in- 
sist on its amendment No. 14. 
The motion was 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senats still further insist 


its amendment No. 13, upon its amendment No. 186, and its 
amendments Nos. 222 and 233, and that it ask a further confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives upon the disagreeing votes 
on these amendments, y . 


+ | from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
spn the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 
. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. ` 


HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I ask for the present consideration 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
C e tte ety mowing 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it go over. 

11 75 VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution 
will go over. 

Mr, DAVIS. Then I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next at 11 o'clock a. m. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
* from Minnesota. [Putting the question.] The Chair 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
p: with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. 

or knowing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my 
vote, 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLAURIN] on 


to | the main question, but I am at liberty to vote on this ques 


and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I haye a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. being 
absent, and not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tnunsrox]; but on 
this question, or rather on the question underlying this motion, 
he and 9 Therefore I am at liberty to vote, and vote nay.” 

Mr. ON (when his name was called), I havea 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], who I thi 
absent on an investigation connected with the k Concern of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South. At the suggestion of the 
Senator from New pshire [Mr. GALLINGER], I will transfer 
that pair to his colleague [Mr. NDLER], and vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but on motions of this kind I have 
the liberty of voting. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I will state that my colleague [Mr. CHAND- 
1an] bap a general pair with the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr, 
McExERY], but on this vote he stands paired with the Senator 


Mr. MALLORY. I desire to inquire if the junior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] has voted? 

se VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont has not 
voted. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihave a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Vermont. I do not know how he would vote on this ques- 
tion, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey pr SiTH}, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BACON. As the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
hades ete WAA whom I have a general pair, is absent, I with- 

old my vote, 

Mr. MANTLE (after having voted in the affirmative). Ishould 
yee to piro if the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] 

voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MANTLE. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 


therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—42, 

Allen, Fairbanks, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Allison, ‘oraker, Lodge, p 
Burrows, F McBride, Shoup, 
Butler, Selinger, Mills, 8 r. 
oe ne Kale. aa ey Warre: 
Sulloza, Hansbrough, erai White. 
Devos, Hawi as o 
Elkins, Ha Platt, Conn 
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NAYS—1L 
Bate, Money, 
Clay, Heitfe Pettus, Turley. 
Cockrell, 5 
NOT VOTIN G38. 

Aldrich, Gray, Martin, Smith, 
Bacon, J Sit dd Ark. Mason Ste 
Baker, Jones, Ney. Morrill, Sullivan, 
Berry, Kenney, Murphy, Thurston, 
Caffe: Turner, 
Chandler, McLaurin, Platt, N. Y. Turpio, 
C rons McMillan, ‘octor, ve 

„ Mallo 7 A ‘etmore, 
Gear, i Mantle, a Wolcott. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CADETS, 


Mr. HALE. I should like very much to have ps the bill 
(S. 4808) authorizing the President to a t additional cadets 
at large at the United States Naval A y, Which went over 
yesterday on a single Sneon } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. FRYE. The bill has been read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday the bill (S. 4809) to increase the 
efficiency of the Quartermaster’s De ent of the Army was 
passed. It has not yet gone tothe House. By an oversight the 
word Quartermaster’s” was left out. I move that the vote b 
which the bill was read the third time and passed be reconside 


The motion was a d to. 
ENT. The bill is in the Senate and open to 


The VICE-PRES 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, in line 5, to strike out the word 
“his” and insert “the Quartermaster’s;” so as to read: ‘labors 
of the Quartermaster's Department.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 2 ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex- 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States, 

r. TURLEY. Mr. President, when I closed yesterday I had 
stated that there had never been up to this time any attempt 
practically to pass a treaty by legislative act, but that the whole 
contest was on the question whether Congress practically had the 
power to nullify a treaty by failing to exercise such | ative 


action as might be necessary to put the treaty into full effect. 
That was the point in dispute. 
Now, a little further on that point, so that I may get into my 


remarks how it was viewed by the men connected with the Govern- 
ment shortly after the adoption of the Constitution, I wish to read 
Chancellor Kent's view of this subject as given in the second 
volume of Wharton's Digest, bottom of page 23. He says: 


Treaties of when made by the competent powers, are obligatory upon 
the whole nation. If the treaty 1 e payment of 8 carry it 


It will thus be seen that he and President Washington took the 
position that when a treaty was once made, if it required the appro- 
riation of money in order to carry it into full execution, Congress 
> bound to make the appropriation and has no discretion to refuse 
it. The contrary is well expressed by Mr. Calhoun in his Dis- 
course on Government, as quoted in 2 Wharton, bottom of page 
24. He says: 

The treaty-making power is limited by all the visions of the Constitu- 
tion which bit certain acts from being done by the Government. It is 
also limited by such provisions of the Constitution as direct certain acts to 
be done in a particular way, and which ay pe the contrary, of which a 
C declares that no money shall be 
5 © Treasury but in consequence of appropriations to be made 


t control over the treaty- 
to carry a treaty into effect, w] 


— case, especially 


It can enter into no 
ernment, or to do 
power, or which is inconsistent with the nature and 
Government. 

Now, the same view is expressed by Dr. Meier, in his work on 
our Constitution, which is highly commended by Professor Whar- 
ton and quoted at the bottom of page 26 in his second volume, 
He expresses the idea as follows: 

Donerem has under the Constitution the right to lay taxes and im 
as well as to regulate foreign trade, but the President and Senate, if the 
making power“ be regarded as absolute, would be able to evade this 

opting treaties which would compel Congress to d its 


limitation by 
whole tariff system. According to the Constitution, Congress has the right 


to determine questions of naturalization, of patents, and of copyright. 
according to the view here cuntested, the President and Senate, by a treaty, 
could on these py caterer uestions utterly destroy the legislative capacity 


of the House of Representatives. 
the control of the Army. Participation 


The Constitution gives Co 
in this control would be snatched from the House of Representatives by a 
States would bind i 


treaty with a foreign power by which the United 

keep in the field an army of a particular size. The Constitution gives Con- 
gress the right of declaring war; this right would be illusory if the President 
and Senate could by a treaty launch the coun! into a foreign war. The 
power of borrowing money on the credit of the United States resides in Con- 
gress; this power would cease to exist if the President and Senatecould by 
treaty bind the country to the borrowing of foreign funds. 

And so on, enumerating various other powers which are ex- 
pressly fixed in Congress, and which he holds can not be en- 
croached upon by the treaty-making power. Just so, while the 
treaty making power can not encroach pon these powers vested 
expressly in Congress, neither can the House of Representatives 
nor Congress in its general legislative capacity trespass upon the 
powers which belong to the Senate and the President legitimately 
under the 8 g power. 

The same principle which prevents the President and the Sen- 
ate from interfering with the express powers of Congress would 
prevent Congress from interfering with the express treaty-making 
power conferred upon the President and the Senate, and hence it 
is that the result of this 3 and of this history estab- 
lishes simply the fact that the House of Representatives has main- 
tained that under its right to p age a money and under other 
powers conferred upon it by the Constitution, after a treaty is 
once made and perfected, if Congress is called on to pass legisla- 
tion in order to put it into effect, then it can exercise its discre- 
tion as to whether or not it will pass it, and in that way has some 
control over the treaty-making power. 

But never has there been any claim that Congress could step in 
and usurp the treaty-making power by putting a treaty in the 
form of a joint resolution or a bill and passing it by a majority of 
the two Houses. 

I wish for a few moments to notice the only positions upon 
which the resolution has been justified. As we all know, no 
argument addressed to the Senate in support of the con- 
stitutionality of the joint resolution, but in the course of the 
debate, while the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] wasaddress- 
ing the Senate the other day, certain suggestions were made as 
grounds upon which the joint resolution could rest. One was 
made by the Senator from Colorado . TELLER], and that L may 
be accurate I will read a portion of his remarks in the RECORD: 

The right of Jefferson (and Jefferson himself had some doubt upon it, it 
seems) to acquire territory by treaty or in any other way was denied. It 
seems to me we fail to see what I think everybody ought to recognize, that 


reference to those of the most 99 
more important limitation, but 2 more general and indefinite character. 
stipulation culated 


itis the ly 7 of every sovereign power, every nation, to add toits territory 
ware t sees fit. I assort here thatthe Government of the United States 
may 


bp Shoat to territory without any constitutional provision what- 
t must have been understood by the fathers, because that wasa 
power of sove ty which they could not have overlooked; and 
if they had not intended at the time that that should be done, they would 
have provided against it. They did not provide against it, and in the very 
beginning of our administra’ of pu affairs we took in the Louisiana 
pur 
I read from the remarks of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] in Monday's CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The first proposition 
is that it is the right of every sovereign power, every nation, to 
add to its territory whenever it sees fit. Properly construed, that 
could only apply to the war-making power. Any sovereign na- 
tion whenever it sees fit can go to war. If it is unmindful of 
whether it has a just cause or not, on any and every occasion it 
can involve itself in war, and if it has power and strength enough 
it can conquer territory. Butit is not correct to say that every 
sovereign nation under any and all circumstances can annex for- 
eign territory whenever it sees fit. 
nless it is annexed by forceful measures, by war, it can only 
be annexed by some kind of agreement or compact, and that re- 
poe the consent of some other nation or some other people. 
o fact that one nation sees fit to annex territory can not accom- 
ph the objects, leaving out the idea of conquest, but it requires 
e concurrent action of two nations, justas much so asit oes Fa 
the consensus of two minds to make a contract between individ- 


As to the balance of this quotation, with respect to the right of 
every sovereign nation to annex territory, I do not disagree with 


ever, and 


6332 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 25, 


that. The power to annex territory is one of the elements of 
sovereignty. ThatIadmit. But when we come to view our own 
Government, the question becomes more complex. Ido not deny 
and I have not argued that the Government of the United States 
has not the sovereign power to annex territory, but the question 
is how under our Constitution is it to annex the territory? Is it 
possible that under a Government where the general powers 
granted to the General Government are either expressed or such as 
by implication are proper to carry out expressly ted powers, 
we can go outside of the Constitution and say the power to ac- 
quire territory has nothing to do with the fundamental principles 
of our General Government? > á 

The fact is that the Government of the United States in itself 
does not possess all the elements of sovereignty. It possesses cer- 
tain elements of sovereignty, but not all. Take any other sover- 
eign nation, take England, ce, Germany, any civilized nation, 
and the central government as a general rule possesses every 
sovereign power, possesses the power not only to regulate and 
control in intercourse with foreign nations, but all sovereign 
powers connected with internal government. 

That is not the case with our Government, Our Government 
is divided. Certain sovereign powers are retained by the States, 
Certain powers which are incident and elements of 1 Tad are 
retained by the States. Others are expressly granted to the General 
Government. The principal idea is that those powers which re- 
late mainly to intercourse with foreign nations are vested in the 
General Government. I do not mean those alone, but that is one 
of the class, while the powers with reference to internal affairs 
of the country are generally reserved to the States. 

Yet when you take the United States and consider the General 
Government and the State governments together, these combined 
do s every element of sovereignty, but take them separately 
ani neither system possesses every element. Of course the acqui- 
sition of territory is a matter which pertains to the General Gov- 
ernment. The powers granted to it are either expressed or those 
which by implication are proper to be exercised in order to carry 
out the express powers, and I repeat, as I said yesterday, when 
you come to the Constitution, where is the power to acquire for- 
eign territory? It either rests under the power to admit a State 
or rests under the treaty-making power. 

The framers of the Constitution understood international law. 
They were men of learning and education and great capacity. 
They knew then as well as we know now that the treaty-making 
power embraced the power to acquire foreign territory—that it 
was, outside of conquest and probably discovery at that time, the 
only means of acquiring foreign territory, and the treaty-making 

wer was vested in the Senate and the President; and I respect- 
Fally submit that it is ing the question to say that every na- 
tion has the right to acquire foreign . 

That ladmit. But when we come to our form of government, 
the question is, By what means has it the right to carry such power 
into effect? How has the Constitution provided the means? To 
what branch of the Government has it intrusted the power? Not 
whether it has the power or not, but where does the power reside? 
That is the question in this debate. 

The next point which is made was made by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker], and I believe by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, but I will quote from the Senator from Ohio. He first 
said: 

` Tam loath 2 reaps gn een pad pas k have — 905 oe me some 

on ut a question m. e ques- 
5 “ty is this: Wou d it not 2 — for the Coſtgress of the 
United States to prescribe by law certain terms and conditions upon which 
any independent government might come in and become a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States by T with the terms and conditions pre- 
scribed by the Congress of the United States? 

Sup tor instance, to make plain what I have in my mind, we should 
provide that any independent people or government, doing what this pre- 
amble recites the people of Hawaii have done, should, u complying with 
rertain conditions, those and others that we to make, me a 

t of our territory, they notifying us that they had complied with all the 
rms and conditions, could we not thereupon declare them to be annexed 
and make them a part of the territory of the United States, and would not 
that bea more competent power for the Congress than it would be for the 
treaty-making power? 

Now, Mr. President, I submit this idea in reply to that pro 
sition: Certainly there is nothing in the Constitution which 
squints at any power to pass any such law. Theonly line on this 
subject in the Constitution, outside of that lodging the treaty- 
making power in the Senate and the President, is the provision 
about the admission of new States. This proposition involves the 
idea of a general law, directed to every independent country in 
the world. 

If it is good for one, if it is good for two, it is good for all. If 
the proposition is true, to-morrow Con could pass a law pro- 
viding that every independent pore in the world, any or all of 
them, could become a part of the United States upon complying 
with certain conditions; that the most ignorant population coul 
come in on the same terms with the most educated and intelli- 
gent; that the Malays in the Philippine Islands, or these Kanakas 


might see fi 


in Hawaii, or the negroes in Africa, any government that was an 
independent power, could come in on these terms and conditions, 

Mr. FOR R. Mr. President — , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Tennessee yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
suggest that the point he is now making will not go to the ques- 
tion of power, but only to the question of policy, about which I 
was m e when mnie 3 from 1 he is quot- 
ing. i icy or bad policy in any given case. 

Nir. WHITE, Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say, without going into details. it is a sub- 
ject of great pae to me that upon as important a ma: ter as this 
there is not a larger attendance at this time upon the part of 
Senators who have declined to discuss this question. I think the 
Senator from Ohio who has just spoken is almost the only repre- 
sentative of his side. I am not speaking of the large number who 
are here upon the other side, nor suggesting the inadequacy of a 
presence to prolong the discussion. 

Mr. TURLEY. Now, in reply to the Senator from Ohio, I sub- 
mit that when you are unable to find in the Constitution of the 
United States an express grant of power to do what you are seek- 
ing to accomplish, or, in other words, if a proposition is submitted 
as constitutional and it can not be found expressly within the 
Constitution, or it does not appear to be necessary and inherently 
proper to carry out some expressly granted power, then itis a legit- 
imate argument to see where it leads in order to determine whether 
the framers of the Constitution have intended to vest it where it 
is claimed it has been vested. In other words, I submit that in all 
doubtful questions—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator trom Tennessee excuse me 
for interru = him again? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not mean to express, and I hope the 
Senator did not understand me by anything I said when making 
the remarks which he has quoted to oe an opinion as to 
whether that would be good policy or bad policy. I was simply 
speaking of the question of power and giving that as an illustra- 
tion of what I thought might possibly be done, and constitution- 
ally. It does not follow that because [ think that could be consti- 
tutionally done I would advocate it as a good measure. 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly I did not understand the Senator 
from Ohio as saying that gny such proposition would be good 

licy, but I understand him to say to me now that the position 

am arguing is one of policy, and that what I say throws no light 
on the question of power. I do not think I mistake him on the 
point that my argument is applicable to the question of the policy 
of the idea and not to the question whether the power really exists. 

Now, what I am attempting to reply is, if you are seeking in the 
Constitution some power which is not expressly granted or which 
is not clearly ted, in other words, if as a court or as Senators 
here determining upon the constitutionality of the question there 
may be doubt as to whether power exists under the Constitution 
to do certain things, it is a legitimate argument to see where that 
power would 1 us to if it exists. In other words, we may 
argue against the existence of the power from the fact that great 
danger and peril would come to the country if such power really 
exists. I mean in all doubtful cases. 

Of course, if it is an expressly granted power there can be no 
queso of it; but wherever it is a question of doubtas to whether 
the power exists, if we see that the existence of the power would 
be dangerous, that its exercise would threaten the destruction of 
the country, we may then look to that as a reason for saying the 
framers of the Constitution never intended to vest in any branch 
of the Government the right to exercise such power. 

So I say now that if the question had been asked in the conyen- 
tion which framed the Constitution, ‘‘ Have we invested Congress 
or do we intend to invest Congress with power to pass a law un- 
der which every independent nation existing on the globe can 
come into this compact and into this Government and become in- 
herent parts of it?” the reply would have been in the negative, 
that it never entered the minds of the framers of the Constitution 
that they were investing Congress or any department of the 
Government with the power by any such Jaw as is referred to in 
this proposition to admit into this Union or into this Government 
as component parts of it any existing power in the world. 

Now. I go a step further to the next proposition. The Senator 
from Ohio very frankly admits that if a foreign power were by 
agreement to cede us a part of its territory upon certain terms 
and conditions a upon, it would ne ily have to be done 
by treaty. I will read the whole quotation: 

Mr. Foraker. If the Senator will allow me justone word further, I agree 


with almost all he has said; but at the point where I differ from him the dif- 


ference becomes vital. I think that when you make acom: with aforeign 


wer it must be in the nature of a treaty, but that contemplates the con- 
Urnoa existence of the foreign power. Therefore, if a foreign power were 
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by t to cede to 8 its territory u certain terms and 
conditions agreed upon, it would necessarily have to be done by treaty. 
And further on he says: 
In a word 


In order to understand this proposition, I will read a little from 
what the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] said: 

Mr. President, I am utterly unable to see the force of that argument. It 
is in either case an a; ment by which ign ropes enD over certain 
territory is abandoned, or rather annulled, and by which the sovereignty of 
this country is given to it. Why should the change of sovereignty as toa 

be the subject-matter of negotiation and the change of sovereignty as to 

e whole be not the subject-matter of negotiation? 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] replied: 

In a word I can answer that. Because there is no continuance of a com- 
pact. The whole thing is at an end by its consummation. 

Now, the idea seems to be this, if I understand it, and it is very 
plainly and clearly expressed, that even though the right to be 
gain has its inception in a compact or agreement, still if it 

not a continuing compact, if, in the languageof the Senator, there 
is no continuance of a compact, then it ceases practically to be the 
subject-matter of treaty; in other words, that only those things 
have necessarily to be done by treaty which are done between two 
nations which continue in existence, and where there is a conti- 
nuity of the contract or a continuance of the contract. l 

I produced authorities yesterday and discussed the proposition 
that a treaty is simply a contract between two sovereign powers; 
that nations deal with each other by treaty like individuals do by 
contract. It is no objection to the validity of a contract as a con- 
tract, it does not deprive it of its character as a contract, that it 
is consummated in its execution; that there is no continuity in it; 
that it ends when it is made; that it is one act and there is nothing 
further to be done. 

Every deed, every grant where the money is paid, is a contract 
of that sort. There is no . in it. There is no continu- 
ance; nothing further to be done. It is ended completely, just as 
the treaty by which Russia conveyed to us Alaska. en the 
vg was paid, it was an ended contract, as every executed con- 
tract is. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

. TURLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will not be interrupted I 
should like to ask a question. 

I listened with a great deal of interest to his discussion of the 
term ‘‘treaty” and his definition of what is meant by the word 
“treaty.” 1 understood him to define it yesterday, as he has re- 
peated to-day, that a treaty is simpl 
eign powers. He also insisted, as other Senators have done, that 
the treaty is not a treaty until it is consummated. 1 

Of course everybody agrees with him as to that. The treaty 
that was negotiated between this Government and the Hawaiian 
Republic, therefore, has never become a treaty. It has been sim- 
ply negotiated. It will be a treaty if it shall be ratified, and not 
Tiberias, Until the moment of its ratification there is no con- 
tract between Hawaii and the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. What of the cession which you say you ac- 


cept? 

Mr. WHITE. That is exactly what I was about to ask. 

Mr. FORAKER. The one referred to in the p resolution? 
I will come to that in a moment. A great deal been said, if 
the Senator from Tennessee will not object 

Mr. TURLEY. I do not object. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will take occasion now, as other Senators 
have interrogated me, to make answer to that. 

Mr. TURLEY. I do not object. 

Mr. FORAKER. A great deal has been said about the word 
“ cession ” being used here. 

Mr. WHITE. It is in the preamble. 

Mr. FORAKER. It might be that in framing this, if I had 
framed it, I would not have used that word, but I see no objection 
to the use of it, used as it has been used. The ‘‘said cession,” the 
resolution reads, is accepted. What cession? That which is re- 
ferred to in the preamble which immediately precedes, and in the 
preamble the facts are correctly recited, for the preamble recites 
that a 3 has been negotiated; in other words, that, in accord - 
ance with the provision of the constitution of the Hawaiian Re- 
public, the Hawaiian Government has negotiated and done all it 
can do and all that it is necessary for it to do to manifest its will- 
ingness to make an ment on its to cede the territory be- 
longing to the Republic of Hawaii. en follows the resolution, 
and referring to that preamble and to that transaction, it uses 
the expression, ‘‘said cession.” Nobody can misunderstand that 
a ae as it is thus loyed. 

. LINDSAY, Mr. dent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 


a contract between sover- 


Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it will not disturb the Senator, I should like 
to present this idea to him. 
= Mr. FORAKER. I am answering a question and I hope not to 
get too far away from it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. This will be pertinent, I think, to the question. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The cession named in the act is the cession 
provided for in the treaty, as I understand it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. LINDSAY. Article 7 of the treaty provides: 

This treaty shall be ratified by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, on the one part. 

I wish to ask the Senator whether a joint resolution, concurred 
in by the two Houses but through the Senate by less than 
a two-thirds majority, can be treated as equivalent to the ratifica- 
tion of a treaty by the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not precisely the same thing, but the 
legal effect of the whole transaction is necessarily the same, ac- 
cording to the view I entertain of the power of Congress with 
respect to that particular matter, because the result is an absolute 
cession of the territory belonging to the Republic of Hawaii and 
an absolute acceptance of it on the part of the United States. 
Now, I shall show why that is so. 

Mr. LINDSAY. One other question, and then I will not inter- 
rupt the Senator further. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; with pleasure. = 

Mr. LINDSAY. After this joint resolution shall have been 
adopted and approved by the President and presented to the 
Hawaiian authorities, I ask the Senator if they will not havea per- 
fect right to refuse to accept the benefit of the joint resolution 
upon the ground that a treaty has not been ratified by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate of the 
United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly they would have a right to ig- 
nore all the action that they took previously having reference to 
the en, pee and ratification of the treaty. They could treat 
this whole question de novo and take action with respect to this, 
I do not know that anybody ever contended for the contrary. 

What Iam commenting upon is that which the Senator from 
California called my attention to. The employment of the word 
“cession ” here is not ambiguous and it is not an inappropriate word 
to employ, because it has reference to something that immediatel 
p which is clearly defined, and which is in strict sema d 
ance with the facts. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, Weall know the Senator from Ohio is distin- 
guished in law as he is in other avocations, I wish to ask him 
whether he does not think a cession means a grant, and whether 
a grant does not presuppose not merely the execution of an ade- 
quate instrument, but its acceptance by the grantee, and if that 
must not be so in the case of a cession? 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly. Istated when I first touched 
upon this matter that if I had been drafting this resolution I 
might have employed a different word. But what the word ordi- 
narily means is not necessarily what we are to be governed by 
here. We must look at the whole instrument and see what it is 
that the word is intended to mean. When you look at the whole 
instrument the word ‘‘cession,” as there employed, has reference 
to the preamble, and whether it be a correct description of that 
which the Hawaiian Republic has done or not, it can not mislead 
anybody, because, interpreted in the light of the context, it simply 
means to refer to the fact that the people of Hawaii have done all 
in their pores necessary for them to do to manifest to the people 
of the United States a willingness on their part to cede all their 
territory to the United States upon the terms and conditions here 
i posed 


m ` 

ow, that is all that word means; all it can be made by anybody 
to mean; all that it can be claimed that it means. Of course it 
is true that the ordinary interpretation of the word ‘‘cession” 
would imply a consummated transaction—a deed, a bargain, sale, 
conveyance; but we have to interpret this word according to its 


context. 
Now, coming back to the point where I was when I was inter- 
rupted and addressing myself to the point I wanted to make to 


the Senator from Tennessee, if I recollect correctly I had gotten 
far enough along to call attention to the fact that he had been 
arguing there could not be any treaty or any contract until the 
consummation of it. His contention was that a treaty was simply 
a contract and that there was not a contract until the treaty was 
ratified." Thatcontentionis correct. Atreaty cannot be anything 
but a contract, and there can not be a contract until we approve, 
But, Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee will not differ 
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from me when I say there can be no contract unless there be at 
least two parties to it. 
The very minute that there ceases to be two parties to it there 


is no longer a contract; it is something else; there is no mutuality.. 


The Senator and all the other Senators on his side of the question 
have argued that there is nothing here, no cession, no contract. on 
treaty, until this transaction is consummated. Now,Iask Senators 
to state whether or not there is a contract after it has been con- 
summated. I am g of the treaty and not of this resolu- 
tion. After this treaty shall have been ratified by the Senate, as 
we were requested by the President of the United States to ratify 
it, will there be any continuing contract? 

No, certainly not; for in the consummation of that transaction 
the Republic of Hawaii ceases to be, and it is an absurdity on the 
face of things to say that there can be a continuing contract and 
that it ought to be a treaty for that reason between the United 
States and a power thatis no longer in existence. Therefore it is 
that I 37575 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from California will allow me 
just a moment, I say there are cases in which territory may be 
ceded where it is not at all the proper subject-matter, according 
to the view I take of it, for a treaty. 7 ; 

Mr. WHITE. Idesiretoinquireof my friend from Ohio whether 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, of which he is a member, 
did not report and advocate, until within a very short 

eriod past, the adoption of such a treaty absurdity as that which 
Re describes? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I did not mean to say that this 

2 case was an absurdity. I should have said there might 

cases where it would be an absurdity to contend that a n 
of territory could be acquired only by treaty. But I will say to 
the Senator from California that I never did have the idea that 
this was a proper subject-matter for . and I will tell you 
why. Let me put a case. When we took the Louisiana purchase 
by treaty, we did not take all the territory of France, but only a 
certain Uslanated portion of it—that in this country, and that 
described by the treaty. 

If we had taken that territory without anything more being 
stipulated for than merely the payment of a certain sum of money, 
the whole transaction would have been consummated when the 
treaty was signed and the e ee paid, and that would have 
been the end of it. That might have been done, I contend, by an 
offer on the part of France to cede to us that territory and an 
acceptance on the part of the Government of the United States 
and the appropriation of the money by the Congress of the United 
oe and the payment of that money. That would have closed 
it all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. But, if you will allow me just a moment, 
there was something else in thattreaty. Certain rights were pre- 
served to the people living in that territory, and we stipulated 
that those rights should be preserved to them. Therefore, there 
was a continuing obligation, and there were two contracting 
parties continuing after the consummation of the transaction, the 
one to enforce the transaction as against the other. That was a 
case of a continuing contract. It was spo case for a treaty. 
It could not have been anything else, g that continuing 
obligation, except only a case of treaty. 

Now, suppose another case. Su England were to-day to 
offer to cede to the United States the uda Islands for the pay- 
ment of a stipulated sum of money and that was all there was of 
it. Suppose she were to say to us, in a proper way, “Pay us 
$5,000,000 and take those islands.” I think we could take them, 
and take them constitutionally, if we would simply say, ‘‘ Here is 

our money; we accept your offer.” It would not have to be by 
treaty, although there would be two parties remaining in exist- 
ence to the transaction to enforce the contract, if there were any 
contract to enforce or anything to be enforced. 

But suppose that instead of saying, ‘‘Take these islands for so 
much money, cash down,” England should say, We propose that 

ou shall take them for so much money, but you shall guarantee 

us the enjoyment of a coaling station, which we reserve, and 
antee to us certain other rights in these islands which here- 
iraa we have enjoyed,” and suppose we had accepted her offer 
upon those terms; that would of necessity be the subject-matter 
for a treaty, because, after the consummation of the contract 
by the signing of it, there would remain two existing parties to 
it, one to enforce it a t the other, and there would remain 
certain rights and conditions upon which they had stipulated. It 
could not be anything else than the subject-matter of a treaty. 

But this is a wholly different case. Here comes the Republic 
of Hawaii and says: We are authorized by the constitution of 
our Government to enter into a treaty for the cession of these 
islands to the United States. We have entered into such a trea’ 
upon our part; here it is; we propose it; we offer it to you. W. 
you ratify it?” ; 


Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask 
him whether there can be a treaty unless both es have agreed 
to it, and whether, therefore, the provisions of the Hawaiian con- 
stitution have been to = extent complied with? i 

Mr. FORAKER. I will answer the Senator from California at 
as full length as he desires if he will only let me finish the propo- 
sition which I was about to put. 

The Hawaiian Republic comes and says not that “ we are willing 
to cede to you one of our group of islands in order that you may 
make borg: station — not apa willing to uae to 
youa of onr terri or some stipulated purpose and u 
certain stipulated conditions” but she says, We come and we 
give to you all our territory, and upon your acceptance of this 
aa Saye ae we cease absolutely and forever to be.” 

. President, there is not any contract, and, therefore, no 
treaty, until that proposition has been accepted and ratified by 
a two-thirds vote o Senate—until that moment there is abso- 
lutely nothing that has any legal effect or binding force whatso- 
ever upon anybody, 

Is there anything in the nature of a treaty remaining after its 
acceptance? There are two parties toa contract necessarily. Can 
there be two parties when only one is still in existence? The 
Hawaiian Republic, according to this proposition, ceases to exist 
the very moment this transaction is consummated. In the con- 
summation of it one party perishes. 

Therefore, Mr. President, there is not any contract remaining; 
and, 5 the definition insisted upon by Senators who are 
arguing here in o ition, there is no treaty, for they tell us with 
grave emphasis that a treaty is a contract. That is true; but you 
can not have a contract, and therefore you can not have a treaty, 
unless you have two parties to it. The very moment you destroy 
one of the parties your treaty is gone, your contract is gone. But 
. —. now within a year after this treaty, if it should be rati- 
fied and would be consummated—sup within a year after its 
ratification we should refuse to pay the money or do something 
else that it is stipulated we are to do upon the consummation of 
mags ee would there be anybody in existence to compel 
us 0 it? 

The Republic of Hawaii would be no longer in existence; the 
Republic of Hawaii, with all the machinery of government, per- 
ishes the very minute this transaction is consummated, and the 
people of Hawaii become subjects of the United States; they be- 
come merged with us; they cast in their lot with us; they can not 
call us to account; it is our common obligation, and they treat 
with us, relying that we will act in good faith, and they take the 
risk of that. ere would be a treaty, an executed instrument, 
but no longer in existence except only as a consummated trans- 
oo because there would be nobody to enforce the provisions 
of it. 

Therefore it is, Mr. President, that I say with respect to this 
matter of acquiring territory that there are cases where of neces- 
sity, it seems to me, the acquisition should be by treaty, and there 
are cases—and this is one of them where the acquisition should 
be by a legislative act of I see no difficulty about the 
acquisition of the territory of Hawaii in this way for the reasons 
I have undertaken to state. 

I have occupied so much of the time of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that I owe him an apology. I did not think I would inter- 
rupt him to this extent, and would not have done so had not other 
Senators joined in with interrogatories. 

Mr. TURLEY. Iam glad to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him where 
he Il his constitutional per to annex by a joint resolution? 

. FORAKER, I will ask the Senator from Nebraska where 
he gets his constitutional power to annex by treaty? The Consti- 
tution of the United States is silent on that subject. What does 
the Constitution of the United States say about the annexation of 
territory? Notone word. Itis one of the implied powers; and 
I contend that it is inherent. But Senators here take exception 
to that, and say this is a Government of limited powers; that the 
organic law of this country is the Constitution made by the peo- 
ple thereof; and they say the General Government has no power 
except only that which is delegated. 

Pass by, for the sake of argument, the proposition that it is an 
inherent power of our sovereignty, as itis of sovereignty generally, 
and I answer the Senator that it is included wi the implied 
powers. The Congress of the United States is especially empow- 
ered to promote the general welfare. If the acquisition of an 
island in the sea be necessary to the promotion of our gen 


welfare, Congress is expressly endowed by the Constitution with 
power to acquire it. 
It is not necessary that I should about the war power. I” 


do not rest my purpose to vote for this acquisition upon anything 
connected with the war. I was just oo unequivocally and un- 
qualifiedly for the acquisition of Hawaii a year ago or ten years 
ago as I am now. The war has but developed the necessity which 
those favoring the acquisition of Hawaii foresaw years aga would 


` 
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133 whenever we might come to such a time as We have 
now reached, when we are in war, and when we are required to 
keep a navy in the Pacific in order that we may protect our in- 
ter 


ests. 

So I say, Mr. President, if the Congress of the United States 
sees fit, in the exercise of her power to promote the general wel- 
fare, to annex this island or any other, it is competent for Con- 


gress to do so. : 
Mr. ALLEN. Then I will ask the Senator another question, 


with his T ae i : ; 
Mr. FORAKER. I will say I mean in this kind of a case, with 
the limitations I stated a while ago. ’ } à 
Mr. ALLEN. Have we the power to deal with any foreign 
nation except by treaty? 
Mr. FORAKER. I think so, undoubtedly, 
Mr. ALLEN. I think we have not. F >in 
Mr. FORAKER. There is no provision in'the Constitution 
which says we can not deal with other nations otherwise than by 
treaty. 


Mr. FORAKER. But one party is dead and the contract can 
not continue as the term ‘‘ treaty” implies. 

Mr. Very well; but that party did not die until after 
the delivery of the contract. . 

Mr. FORAKER. Suppose you.do not pay the money, who will 
there be to enforce Log meni The people of Hawaii become 
merged into the United States. - 

Mr. ALLEN. What is true of a treaty with the United States 
is true of any treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; it is not true of any treaty, because 
when the term ‘‘treaty” is properly employed it has relation toa 
continuing contract between sovereignties—sovereignties which 
will exist after the contract. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not necessarily. 

Mr. FORAKER. As in the case I undertook to put before, as 
an illustration, of England ceding to us the Bermudas. She 
would part with a een of her territory by treaty. That would 
be by contract, and she would remain in existence to execute and 
enforce the contract according to its terms and provisions, if we 


Mr, ALLEN. That is not the question, The question is | did not. 


whether we have the S ged to do it. : 

Mr. FORAKER, The Supreme Court of the United States held 
that there was such a power under the reciprocity clause of the 
McKinley Act 

Mr. EN. That was by treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was not by treaty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly it was. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; we simply provi by law that when- 
ever the President of the United States should ascertain a certain 
fact, he then might make a certain declaration which would 
1 8 the rates of duty on imports from certain countries. 

e was no treaty about it. y 

Mr. ALLEN. e authorized the President of the United 
States to enter into a treaty by reciprocity.  _—- k 

Mr. FORAKER. But the Senate did not ratify it, and the Presi- 
dent did not enterintoany treaty. He simply ascertained certain 
facts. The Supreme Court of the United States held that it was 
constitutional for Congress to so ide, because it was only an 


exercise of administrative power, and the President was engaged 


only in administrative acts when he ascertained those facts. 
r. ALLEN. Congress authorized the President to consum- 
mate certain things if he found the existence of certain facts. 


The act of Congress, together with the act of the President, made 


atreaty. . 

Mr. FORAKER, But the House did not join in it except to 
help make the law. The Senator was talking about a treaty which 
the Senate ratified. The Senator from Nebraska, if he will stop 
and think for a minute, will see that the suggestion involved in 
his interrogatory is not at all tenable, not only in that case, but 
in many o , doubtless. 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not m conceive of an instance Where 
we can deal with another nation involving the question of juris- 
diction or territory independent of the methods of a treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. We did so deal in the case I put. Ido not 
think of any others now, but there are doubtless others, and I will 
Hi think of some of them by the next session of the Senate. 

t, however that may be, this is a case where, if I am right in 
the view I have undertaken to express, it is not proper to deal 
ae ee at least not so proper as to deal with it by an 
act of Congress. 

When I so express myself as to indicate that I think it might 
in some sense be proper to deal with it by treaty, I want to be 
understood. The explanation is this: When they undertake t 
negotiate a treaty on the other side, and we join with them in 
agreeing to a treaty, and it is submitted to the legislative branch 
yonder and to the Senate here, and is ratified and becomes a treaty, 
although it may not be the proper subject-matter of a treaty, it 
amounts to the same thing in legal effect as legislation, because 
it is the expression of a ingness and the offer on their side to 
make a cession and a willingness and an actual acceptance on 
our part of that which has been offered. 

That is all there is in the legislative act, and the one is there- 
fore the equivalent of the other in ultimate results. I think itis 
more ar to do it as we are now proposing to do it than by 
treaty, because, as I say, you can not have a treaty without having 
a contract, and you can not havea contract without having two 
parties to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is true. . 

Mr. FORAKER. And if one party disappears on the signing 
of the contract you no longer have a contract. 

Mr. WHITE. What es of it? 

. ALLEN. There are two parties to the contract up to the 
moment of its execution. s 

Mr. FORAKER. But there is no contract until it is executed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; the moment the contract is signed 
and delivered it is an executed contract. 


only an indirect way of undertaking 


Mr. ALLEN. But the fact that one party may die after the 
55 of the contract does not change the binding force of the 
contract. A 

Mr. FORAKER. WhatI wanted tosaytotheSenator, and what 
I have been trying to say all the while, is that while you can legiti- 
mately annex these islands by what we call a treaty, yet you can 
just as legitimately do it, and more riately do it, by an act 
of Congress, by a joint resolution. You can do it more appro- 
priately, because, in the first instance, when you undertake to do 
it by treaty the transaction amounts to — make than a tender 
on the part of one side and an tance on the part of the other, 
and that is all there is in the legislation that we are now consid- 


ering. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is a ground I contest seriously. 

Mr. FORAKER. Allow me to say further to Senator, I 
wanted to finish the answer to the other question. 

Mr. . Ishonld like to say this, that I have not anymore 
doubt about the lack of power to annex the Hawaiian Islands— 
the lack of constitutional power outside of treaty methods or reg- 
ulations—than I have of my existence, not the slightest. It is 
to destroy the necessity of 
having a two-thirds majority for a treaty in this Chamber. 

. FORAKER. Mr. i whatever may be the purpose, 
the Senator can have any interpretation of that he wants; that is 
not what I am Masti ee If we had two-thirds, no doubt 
the treaty would have ratified; but from the beginning. as I 
have been contending throughout this debate whenever I have 
taken occasion to say an a at all, I have contended that it is 
or to do by legislation, for the reasons I have 
mah 


Mr. SPOONER rose. R 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will wait 
until I answer the Senator from Nebraska. I shall be glad to 
answer the Senator from Wisconsin or anybody else if the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee will allow me. This is one of those questions 
I haye convictions about. They may be wrong, but I have them 
and I have my reasons for them, nobody can ask me any ques- 
tion which I can not at least undertake to answer and give the 
reason why I entertain that opinion. 

Senatorstalkaboutit being unconstitutional to annex except only 
by treaty, as ae Constitution of the United States had pro- 
vided that there should be annexation by treaty. Mr. President, 


to | the Constitution of the United States is silent on the question of 


the annexation of territory. It does not seem to have entered 
into the minds of the framers of the Constitution to put into that 
instrument any express provision on that subject. They con- 
tented themselves, as st 3 wisely did with other subjects, in 
regard to this subject with a general provision. They gave to 
Congress the power to promote the general welfare, and that car- 
ries along all the implied powers essential to the consummation of 


e 
5 en they came to the treaty-making power they did not say 
in the Constitution what should be the subject-matter of a treaty. 
They simply said that treaties might be negotiated by the Presi- 
dent, subject to ratification by the Senate; they did not say what 
we should treat about, and E agree with Senators on the other 
side that a treaty is a contract. You can not have a contract 
unless you have two parties to it, and you do not have any con- 
tract—that has been your contention throughout—until the treaty 
has been signed on both sides, The very minute that is done one 
of the parties is gone, and there is no continuing contract. There- 
fore it is simply a cession on their part and an acceptance on 
ours; and it t be done just as well by legislation as otherwise. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator to say that a treaty was 
a contract which required two i 

Mr. FORAKER, At least two. 
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Mr. CLAY. Two parties or more; and if we accepted this ter- 
ritory one party was done away with, and therefore this is not a 
treaty, 5 that we could acquire this territory by legislation in- 
stead of by a treaty. F : 
Now, I should like to ask the Senator, if that be true, is not his 
ition simply this: That if we treat with the Government of 
ose islands for a part of the islands, they reserving the balance 
of them, then it would be a treaty and it would require a treaty 
to acquire that territory; in other words, if we simply take a 
of the country, then a treaty is necessary to acquire it; but if we 
take the whole of it, then it requires simply legislation. Is that 
the position of the Senator from Ohio? 

Me, FORAKER. I stated that position here without any quali- 
fication in that way a few days ago when en, in a colloquy 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. I want to 

ualify it, as I should have done at the time, to this extent: 

here may be cases, as I have already illustrated in the remarks 
I haye been making now, where it is not necessarily the subject- 
matter of a treaty to accept a part of the territory of a forei 
country, but in most cases it would be, and Lillustrated that—the 
Senator was not here, and I will be pardoned for. repeating the 
illustration—by supposing that England were to-day to offer to 

- cede to us the Bermuda Islands—— 

Mr. CLAY. Or Canada. 

Mr. FORAKER. Or anything. Suppose she would offer to 
cede to us one of her islands in the sea for a stipulated sum of 
money and the Congress of the United States, or the President of 
the United States, representing both, would signify our willing- 

ness to accept and we should appropriate the money and pay it, 
it would nok bs necessary to have any pe pk it, I apprehend, 

There is nothing in the Constitution which requires a treaty, 
It is a tender on one side and an acceptance on the other, but if, 
instead of making it in that simple way, she were to tender to us 
one of those islands for so much money, saying: ‘‘I will give you 
the island, subject, however, to the right, which I reserve, and 
which you guarantee to me for the enjoyment through all time 
to come, of a coaling station,” or of some other right or privilege 
there, where she has been heretofore supreme, and we were to 
accept the cession subject to the terms and conditions, there would 
be a continuing obligation, and there would be two continuing 
contracting parties; one of which could enforee it against the 
other, and that would of necessity, as it seems to me, be a proper 
case for a treaty, and not a case for acceptance by an act of 


ngress. 
Bat that is not this case, and I want to distinguish this case 
from that. IL say, as a broad proposition, that the Congress of 


the United States has power expressly given to it to promote the 
general welfare, and if we deem it a promotion of the general wel- 


fare to acquire any island of the sea that has its own govern- 
ment—but I will take the case before us—if we deem it to bea 
romotion of the general welfare to accept the cession from the 
Republic of Hawaii of all its territory, one of the conditions being 
that the Republic of Hawaii ceases to be, it is not a proper case 
for a treaty, for the very minute the sig is consummated there 
is no treaty—there is no contract, for one of the contracting parties 
is politically dead and gone. J 
r. ALLEN. Will the Senator B me again a moment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
ield? 
T FORAKER. I yield by the permission of the Senator from 
Tennessee l Mr. TURLEY], who is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. . I beg the Senator's pardon. This resolution re- 
cites in the preamble that the i of Hawaii having, in 
due form, signified its consent ” for the cession of its sovereignty. 
Then it resolves: 

That said cession is accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Is not that a treaty, if the joint resolution passes? : 

Mr. FORAKER, If it is, then all the objections which have 
been urged to this resolution fall to the ground, for the objectors 
gay they would not object if it was a treaty. I am assuming, for 
the sake of this argument, that their objections are well taken, 
that it is not a treaty, but a joint resolution or an act of Congress. 
I have said it is equivalent to a treaty. : 

Mr. ALLEN at I want to call the attention of the Senator 
to is this, that it recognizes the existence of two parties to this 
transaction, the ay ty ee of Hawaii on the one hand and the 
Government of the United States upon the other, and the neces- 
sity of the consent of both of these parties toannexation. Whatis 
that contract, treaty, or stipulation between these sovereigns? 

Mr. FORAKER. With that question I am not concerned. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator ought to be concerned. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am perfectly willing to be concerned in 
order that Imay accommodate the Senator from Nebraska. What 
I meant to say was—not to cavalierly dismiss the question the 
Senator would ask—the character of my argument does not in- 
volve a consideration of that matter. 


The question before us is whether it is competent to acquire this the: recital of the pream 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


„fested a willingness, as shown by the treaty whic 


JUNE 25, 


territory by act of Congress, it being conceded that it would be 
competent, as I understand it is conceded to acquire it by treaty, 
i nave said I think it would be competent to acquire it either way, 
and I explained why. But I have said also that I think it would 
be more appropriate to acquire it by joint resolution or by bill, by 
act of Congress, as we are now proposing to acquire it, than by 
treaty, for the reasons I have pra 

It is true that the joint resolution recites that the Republic of 
Hawaii have indicated a willingness to make a cession of that ter- 
ritory. We do not say they have ceded it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let us see if we do. I interpreted that word 
a while ago, but I think the Senator from Nebraska was not in 
the Chamber at the time. Let me read the whole of it, so that it 
mar go m the RECORD, and so that what we are saying may be 
unders è 


Joint resolution to provide for emeni the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
es. 


Whereas the Government of the Republic of Hawaii having, in due form, 
signified its consent, in the manner provided by its constitution— 

That is true, is it not? X 
to cede absolutely and without reserve to the United States of America all 
rights of sovereignty of whatsoever kind in and over the Hawaiian Islands 
and their dependencies, and also to cede and transfer to the United States 
the absolute fee and ownership of all public, government, or crown lands, 
public buildings or edifices, porta, harbors, military equipment, and all other 
public property of every ona description belonging to the Government 


of the Hawaiian Islands, together with every right and appurtenance there- 
unto appertaining: Therefore, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That said cession is accepted, ete. 

Now, what I say is that while the word ‘‘cession” ordinarily 
would imply that a cession had been actually made, that the deed 
had been signed, that it was in full force and effect. you must 
construe the word ‘‘cession” as there employed in the light of 
the context it refers to, the preamble; and when you refer to the 
preamble you see the word “cession ” properly interpreted means 
nothing more as here used than a declaration on our part that we 
will accept the tender which they have expressed a willingness 
to make. Whether the word was appropriately used or not, that 
is what it means of necessity. 

Mr. ALLEN, When we pass this resolution and it becomes a 
law, Be transaction is consummated except the delivery of the 
property. 

. FORAKER. It would have to be accepted on the other 
side. This is not the ratification of a treaty. e can not bya 


joint resolution annex Hawaii. 


Mr, ALLEN. But the joint resolution says so. 

Mr. FORAKER. We can recite the fact that they have mani- 
we had in 
mind when that joint resolution was drafted, to make a cession 
to us; but when we do not ratify the treaty, but do something 
else, namely, pass a joint resolution, the transaction is not con- 
summated until they agree to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me a word further? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. The joint resolution reads: 

That said cession is accepted, ratified, and confirmed, and that the said Ha- 
waiian Islands and their dependencies be, and they are hereby, annexed asa 
pers of the territory of the United States and are subject to the soverei 

ominion thereof, and that all and singular the property and rights herein- 
before mentioned are vested in the United States of America. 

Mr. FORAKER, I say the whole phrase must be interpre 
as Isaid a whileago, in the light of the preamble. The language o 
the resolution refers to the preamble; and what is already recited 
in the preamble? Not a cession actually made, but a willingness 
to make a cession, an expressed, manifest desire that they should 
be annexed to the United States, and that we are willing to accept 


em. 

I admit that ordinarily the language would go further than 
that, but you must interpret it in the light of the preamble. 
say itis not a consummated transaction; it does not seem so to 
me, at any rate, when we simply pass this resolution, because we 
can not by a resolution affect the territories of other countries 
without their consent. 

Mr. ALLEN. If I make a written proposition to transfer to 
the Senator certain property for a certain consideration and he 
accepts thatin writing, is not that a consummated contract except 
so far as the mere fact of delivery is concerned? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, it is. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. When the Hawaiian Government, 
without any restriction or proviso, say they transfer their sov- 
ereignty to us, and we 1 dina accept the transfer and thereby 
assume jurisdiction over that property, is not that a consummated 
contract, 

Mr. TORAKER, I say this in regard to that, if the Senator 
from Nebraska will allow me, that they have made a tender to us, 
That is consummated 855 our unqualified acceptance of it: but 

le is only that they haye manifested this 


1898. 
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willingness; but if this resolution goes to the extent that the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska contends, I certainly do not object to it. I 
should be glad if the transaction were closed by the mere passing 
of this resolution. It may be possible that that may be the con- 
struction of it, and, if so, I would be pleased. 

Mr. ALLEN. The question I regard as of the most importance 
is this: The proffered cession by the Hawaiian Government and 
the passage of this resolution recognize two parties to the trans- 
action. Is not that correct? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. ae. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, suppose one of the parties dies absolutely 
on the passage of this law as completely as by an ordinary treaty? 

Mr. PORAKER. Certainly; and for that reason and because 
the whole transaction is ended I say it ought to be by act of Con- 
gress instead of by treaty. . 

Mr. ALLEN. If one of the parties dies by virtue of the passage 
of the joint resolution, why should we adopt this form? 

Mr. FORAKER. We ought to adopt this form, as I have been 
trying to explain all the while, because, in my judgment, it is 
better to make a contract by legislation for the acquisition of the 
Hawaiian Islands than by a treaty, which is not, rightly consid- 
ered, a contract executed by its consummation, but a continuing 
contract. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Not necessarily so. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it is necessarily so, or, at least, more 

roperly so, Take the case I put a while ago of a cession by Eng- 
findi to this country of an island, with the reservation of certain 
rights which we guarantee to preserve for her and protect her in 
the enjoyment of. That is a case for a treaty, because there is 
an existing contract which is to continue through years, and 
there are two parties toit. If it isa transaction that is consum- 
mated by merely signing the documentary evidence of it, I do not 
think it is necessary to have it by treaty. à 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say that there can be no force in what 
the Senator says, if he will permit me, on this proposition, because 
the Hawaiian Republic dies as ae and as effectively by the 
passage of this resolution as by the adoption of the treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER. y; that is what Iclaim. It dies, no 
matter which way you consummate it; and because it dies alike 
in both cases, this is the preferable way. s 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, why should we throw aside all the tradi- 
tions of our Government and all the es and undertake to 
ayoid the constitutional objections of the necessity of two-thirds 
to ge a treaty and adopt this resolution by a majority? 

Mr. FOR R. Isay you do not throw away any tradition, 
nor do you throw away any precedent; on the contrary, you con- 
form to the precedents in so far as precedent has ie ae at all 
to do with it. I know the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
made a yery able argument the other day to distinguish between 
the acquisition of Texas and the annexation of the Hawaiian Re- 
28 the one being the admission of a State into the Union and 

o other the admission of territory, but in no case similar to this 
has it been held that you could not annex by statute or by joint 
resolution, because we have never had any such case. Then why 
should Senators talk about precedents and traditions? 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit to the Senator that the question was 
submitted to a popular vote of the people of Texas. 

Mr. FO. . If that is the point of objection, we are not 
talking about that. Ihave hearda great deal said about the peo- 
ple of Hawaii being consulted on, this matter and about the in- 
iquities of this thing on that account; that we should order a 

ebiscite and take the sentiment of the people there. Why, Mr. 
. Senators who manifest such concern about the people 
of Hawaii being consulted about this matter seem to have over- 
looked the fact that the people of Hawaii have never in all their 
history been consulted in respect to the character of their govern- 
ment. They adopted a constitution in 1840, the first they ever 
had. Until that time they had an unlimited monarchy. 

How did they get that constitution? The King simply promul- 
gated it. Nobody was consulted. In 1852, when that constitu- 
tion was changed, the people were not consulted. The King then 
simply promulgated an amended constitution. In 1864 they had 
the same thing over again; in 1887 the same thing again, and in 1893 

ueen Liliuokalani was proceeding to do the same thing, and 

t precipitated the rebellion of that time. 

Mr. ITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me say further, before I conclude, that 
her predecessor had been elected by a legislative body, which con- 
sisted, I believe, of thirty or forty members. He had a majority 
of the be darts body, a very large majority, but when he was 
elected, the people, whom we are told must be consulted in all 
these things, rose ina riot; they had anarchy, they broke into the 
Government house, and undertook to murder the man who had 
_ 5 2 to be their King; and why and how was murder pre- 
ven 

Mr. President, it was prevented by the marines of two United 
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States ships, Which ee to be there in the harbor, being 


landed and being marched vpi the Government house, taking 
possession, holding it for ten days, until that King who had been 
elected without any consultation of the people could be firmly 
established upon the throne he had taken. This talk about con- 
sulting the people of Hawaii is unusual in two respects. 

The idea that our Government should go behind the Govern- 
ment of Hawaii in order to consult the citizens of that Republicis 
a thing unheard of in international law and diplomacy, and in the 
second place it is an extraordinary manifestation of interest in the 
suffrage rights of a people who never had any suffrage rights, 
who never were consulted in any case. 

Mr, ALLEN. Does the Senator hold to the doctrine that the 
legislative and executive power of the Hawaiian Islands can trans- 
fer the sovereignty of that power and destroy its Government 
without consulting the le 

Mr. FORAKER. I hold that there is a Government in Hawaii, 
and that Government is called the Republic of Hawaii. It is ac- 
knowledged to be the lawful Government and the only Govern- 
ment in the islands of Hawaii, acknowledged not only by this 
Government, but by all the governments of the world that have 
acted in the matter at all, recognized as the true and lawful Gov- 
ernment of the islands of Hawaii, and I say it is competent for 
that Government to act. 

It is not for us to look how it was established, although I have 
no hesitation to look at that. I find no trouble about that. When 
that Government thus recognized sees fit to enter into a treaty 
with us, it would be an extraordinary thing if we were to under- 
take to consult the people behind it in order to see whether or not 
they were willing that their constituted authorities should make 
the kind of treaty they have proposed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the Senator holds to the doctrine that the 
legislative branch of the Government, or any branch, or all com- 
bined, who are the agents of the Government to carry out its 
purpose, mar lawfully and constitutionally overturn and destroy 
that of which they are the agents? 

Mr. FORAKER. Unquestionably, when they are authorizeđ 
to do so; and they are authorized by the constitution of Hawaii 
to do that very thing. : 

Mr. ALLEN. But it was established during a revolution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Suppose it was. Is it not the lawful govern- 
ment? What was the revolution in Hawaii? There was not any- 
thing done in connection with the revolution that you and I and 
8 Senator would not have joined in doing if we had been 

ere, 

Mr. BACON. I beg to enter a disclaimer for myself. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is not a Senator on this floor who 
would be a party to such a transaction, and I will show that 
clearly before I get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is a matter of opinion. I have read the 
history of that transaction in Hawaii, and I do not ses that there 
was anything done by the representative of the United States in 
Hawaii that ought not to have been done to protect the property 
interests of our citizens and to protect the honor and dignity of 
this MITER 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator will permit me to say it—it may 
not be very germane, but I have no doubt—I was in the Chamber 
when the revolution took place—that the act of Mr. Stevens was 
absolutely and inexcusably unlawful, and if President Cleveland 
had ae aged taken steps to right it and had not waited months 
and months until a change of government took place, I wouldhaye 
been one of the Senators who would have supported him. 

Mr. FORAKER. After all that has been said, I say again, as 
I said before, that that is a matter of 1 1 have my opinion, 
and I say, having read the history of this transaction, that the 
1 of the United States, and particularly Mr. Stevens, 
did not do anything in Hawaii with respect to the revolution 
which it was not their duty to do; and the fact that they landed 
the marines there is no more potent objection than when the 
marines were landed a few years ago, to which I called attention 
a few minutes ago. F 

Mr. CAFFERY, This discussion is very interesting. I have 
not heard the whole of it, but I should like to know the Senator’s 
position on the matter of the treaty. If I state his position cor- 
rectly, I will follow it with a question. If I do not, the Senator 
will correct me. I think he stated that the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment authorized a tender, made a tender, of the territory of Ha- 
waii; did not absolutely cede it, because they could not do so, but 
made a tender of cession. 

Mr. FORAKER. Pardon me. What I said was this: I said 
the facts as recited in the preamble amounted to an expression of 
a willingness to cede it. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Very well; amountedtoa willingness tocedeit. 

Mr. FORAKER, To an expression of willingness. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator says when we accept it, when 
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we meet that willingness by a joint resolution, that that does not 
amount to a full alienation of the territory of Hawaii to the United 
States; in other words, it is not a contract consummated. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, Senator must remember what I 
said 2 that. I said = ales aa 1 55 we 3 piy not 
disposed to raise any contention, it mi con- 
tended that because they that willingness in the form 
of a treaty, which we had refused to ratify, they might say that 
they were not bound by such action as we are proposing to take, 
by joint resolution, because when they made the offer it was in 
the form of a treaty which we refused to ratify. Whether they 
will regard themselves as bound by this—I have no doubt they 
will—is a matter about which there might be debate. In my 
judgment, it would not be held that this was the end of the trans- 
action, because the proffer was by treaty. But upon that I have 
no disposition to be contentious. I may be in error. $ 

Mr. CAFFERY. In other words, they made the proposition in 
the form of a treaty, and we accept it in another form. 

Mr. FO. We made a proposition to take them at the 
same time they made a proposition to come. We both acted by 
treaty, and it was in the contemplation of both that we would act 
by treaty. I can understand, if the Senator will allow me to state 
more plainly what is in my mind, how the Republic of Hawaii 
might say, I am perfectly willing to go in by treaty, as was 
agreed and contemplated and as I expressed a willingness to do, 
but I have some question about this procedure. I have read the 
debates of the distinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] 

and the distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] andother 
Senators to the effect that it is unconstitutional to take me in in 
this way, and I do not want to go in unconstitutionally. There- 
fore I decline to goin. This is a different road from the one we 
agreed upon.” I have in my mind the thought that they might see 
fit to take some such action as that, if they are not willing to 
come now as they were when we negotiated the treaty, and in 
that event I think they would be free to take such position. : 

Mr.CAFFERY. LIunderstandthatifthe Governmentof Hawaii 
accepts this joint resolution, it would then amount to a contract. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is that the Senator’s contention? 

Mr. FORAKER. It would be an executed contract, certainly, 
and the Government of Hawaii would pass out of existence. So, 
if we ratified the treaty, it would pass out of existence and there 
would not any longer be a treaty. It would be an executed con- 
tract. There would be no longer two parties to the contract. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
question in this connection. If, on the other hand, the Govern- 
ment of Hawaii were to refuse to stand by what it has hereto- 
fore agreed, would not the joint resolution be absolutely null and 
void and of no effect? 

Mr, FORAKER. It is possible. That is what I have said. 

Mr. BACON. There is no possibility about it. Must it not 
5 be so? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not say necessarily. S 

Mr. BACON. Unless we are going to enforce it by war, as a 
matter of compulsion. 

Mr. FOR. R. I can explain to the Senator, if he will allow 
me, just what I have in my mind when I say ‘‘possible.” If the 
view which I suggested as possible to be taken by Hawaii should 
be taken, that this was not a ratification of the treaty, that she 
had never proposed to come in in this way—if she should take that 
view of it and refuse, it might be construed that she has a right so 
to construeit. So itis one of the debatable propositions, use 
she did not offer to come in by a joint resolution. She offered to 
come in by treaty. If, on the other hand, she should say “I regard 
this as an acceptance,” and I think she will, then she will come in. 

Mr. BACON, In other words, the validity of the joint resolu- 
tion must depend at least upon the consent and agreement of 
Hawaii. Is not that eee 80? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. That is what I have contended all 
the time. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator — me to ask him an- 
other question which I intended to ask? In response to my first 
inquiry he stated that the act of the Government of Hawaii was 
a mere tender, a mere expression of willingness to cede, 

Mr. FORAKER. So the preamble recites. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then, if we accept by joint resolution the 
offer of willingness to cede, does that make anything more than 
an executory contract? 

Mr. FORAKER. I say that is one of the debatable propon 
tions. It isnot necessary for me to pass upon it. Ihave ed 
attention to the fact that I think there might be controversy over 
that. There is room for argument as to what the construc- 
tion should be, It is not necessary that I should settle it. What 
I am endeavoring to establish is that, according to my view, we 

may constitutionally accept the islands by legislative act. 

Mr. WHITE. ore my friend the Senator from Ohio lea 


; ves 
the floor, if I am not interrupting him, and I feel that I have in- | to acquire t 


terrupted him several times, I should like to know whether he 
pays any attention to the thirty-second article of the Hawaiian 


constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihave called attention to it. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to know whether he thinks that 
the general-welfare clause of the Hawaiian constitution covers all 
the omitted 3 with reference to a grant of that Republic. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have called attention to it already, and I 
will say to the Senator that I think we can afford to dismiss it by 
saying that is Hawaii's part of the business. 

Mr. WHITE. If we are making a contract with a nation, I sup- 

the ability of the nation to contract is of some materiality. 

t is to me, although it seems it is not to the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Ohio, 

Mr. FORAKER,. No; the Senator from California does me in- 
justice when he imputes that I have no regard for the ability of 

awaii to contract. What I had in mind—I did not mean to be 
discourteous—in my answer to the Senator was that that is the 
constitutional provision. They have in making the treaty acted 
in conformity with the requirements of that provision. The 
Senator from California so contends, I believe. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not. I say there has been no treaty made. 

Mr. FORAKER, I know; in proposing the treaty, then. There 
is no contract. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘cer have taken one step. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iknow. In proposing that they bave acted 
in conformity with the Constitution. If we should ratify the 
treaty and they should ratify it—I believe they have ratified it— 
there would be a treaty, and they would have acted in conformit 
with that provision of the Constitution. Now, then, how they wi 
act when the joint resolution is passed Ido not know. That is 
something to be hereafter dealt with. What I meant to say to 
the Senator was that it has no relation to the question I am argu- 
8 55 the constitutional power of Congress to accept the territory. 

. WHITE. I feel, as the Senator from Ohio is a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and the only member of 
the 9 who has thus far ventured any defense of what I 
consider a very preposterous proposition—— 

Mr, FORAKER. Let me say to the Senator that he does the 
Foreign Relations Committee a very great injustice when he 
makes that remark. The Senator from California must remem- 
ber, and it ought to be made to appear in the RECORD, that we 
considered the treaty for months in executive session, and in ex- 
ecutive session this whole subject was most elaborately and 
ncn ea discussed by the friends as well as the opponents of 
annexation, 

Mr. WHITE. And having been so discussed, the distinguished 
Senator comes here admitting the justness of criticisms made 
upon the phraseology of this long-entertained resolution, and ex- 
presses doubt as to whether the measure, which was thus long 
considered and reported after great deliberation, was in reality 
9 method of ure. 

FORAKER. e Senator from California is unwarranted 
in his statement that I admit that there is ground for criticism of 
the language employed. The fact that I might not have employed 
the word ‘‘cession” is not equivalent to criticising it. I contend 
that it is a perfectly appropriate word when considered in the 
light of the context, as it should be considered. There can not 
be any question as to what is meant by the word “‘cession,” be- 
cause it says the “said cession.” 

Mr. WHITE. What the preamble says is very little said, as we 
know in usual matters of legislation. The word “cession” has a 
well-defined meaning, admitted by the Senator from Ohio to bein 
accordance with the definition given to it by myself and other 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber. That resolution is now 
before the Senate. It is nota case where we are considering some- 
thing done and attempting to find out the meaning of a a dibs 
body which has passed a law, but we are now framing a law con- 
taining an admitted ambiguity which there is no suggestion to 


correct. 
Mr. FORAKER. So the word “grant” has a definite meaning. 
Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. If you use it with respect to personal prop- 
erty and the context shows it, every court would say it has refer- 
ence to the passing of personal property and interpret it accord- 


ingly. 
ge much obliged to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Ton- 
LEY]. 


. WHITE. I wish to thank the Senator from Ohio for his 
liberalii veg A OE E rer 
Mr. a Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him 
uestion’ 
. FORAKER. Ihave an engagement to be at the depot at 
8.45, and it is now 3.30. 
Mr. CLAY. Just one minute. I understood the Senator to 
state on the floor of the Senate that it was absolutely necessary 
from the simple fact 


he Louisiana purchase by treaty 
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that there were continuing rights to be enforced by the United 
States to the people occupying that territory. If the Senator 
takes that position, is not the case now pending before us a simi- 
lar one? If we adopt the joint resolution, are there not continued 
rights due from us to the people of thatisland? Isit not true that 
the nt which he has applied to the purchase of Louisiana 
would apply in this case? 8 
Mr. FORAKER. Not at all. The case of Louisiana affords 
ound for the broad distinction which Ihave been making. The 
ch owned Louisiana and they ceded it to the United States. 
The French Government continued in existence. They ceded it, 
not merely for a sum of money, but upon certain stipulated con- 
ditions as to the rights of the occupants and inhabitants of the 
country, which conditions continued into thefuture. Therefore, 
I say it was a case where a contract was made and the contract 
did not perish when it was consummated, because both parties 
continued to exist afterwards as before. But here the distinction 
is that the minute you consummate the contract the Republic of 
Hawaii falls to the ground, and there can not be such a thing as 
a contract without i 


Mr. PETTIGREW. There are conditions in the treaty which 
we have to out. 

Mr. FOR R. To pay money. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. e assume a debt. 


Mr. FORAKER. We assume to pay a debt, and the very mo- 
ment thatthe treaty is ratified, if it should be, the people of the 
Republic of Hawaii become citizens of the United States, become 
our subjects, pass under the dominion of our law, and the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of Hawaii passes out of existence. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The only distinction is that there is no 
country in existence that can punish us for breach of contract. 

Mr. FORAKER. The only distinction is that there is not any 
contract where there are not two parties. 

e PETTIGREW. There are two parties when the contract 
made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; and the contract was consum- 
mated when it was made. That is all the distinction there need be. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Its terms do not carry consummation when 


made. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not a question of faith. We are 
talking about the constitutional power—whe of necessity this 
must be done by treaty, and I say no. 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, I was glad to hear the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], because so far his is the first defense 
of the joint resolution which we have had from its supporters in 
the Senate. If I understand his position, he briefly outlined it in 
what he had to say on last Monday, which I haye quoted already, 
which he has now elaborated. I understand him to admit that a 
transaction which takes the shape and essence of a contract, if it 
occurs or takes between two nations, is a treaty and has to 
be carried out by treaty. - 

In connection with that he takes the further position that there 
must be twò parties to a contract, and if the effect of the trans- 
action is to đestroy the existence of one of those parties, then it 
ceases to be a contract., That, of course, would apply only to 
such transactions between nations. But his idea is 
better in the latter part of his interruption while the r 
from Georgia was speaking, that there must be two parties, and 
there must be a continuance of the contract. 

Mr. President, I wish to illustrate this by just the condition of 
affairs which is before the Senate now. It is admitted that if the 
joint resolution is adopted the Republic of Hawaii can determine 
whether or not it will accept the provisions contained in the joint 
resolution. In other words, the adoption of the resolution does 
not consummate the transaction. The a of Hawaii does 
not become part of the territory of the United States by the 
adoption of the joint resolution, but after its adoption and signa- 


ture by the President and after it becomes the law of the land the | de 


Republic of Hawaii may refuse to accept the terms contained 
it and remain an independent and sovereign state. 

But what would be the condition of affairs if the Senate ac- 
cepted the treaty? What would be the condition of affairs if the 
treaty were ratified? It has already been ratified bythe Republic 
of Hawaii,and the action of the Senate ratifying the treaty would 
complete the transaction, and afterwards the Republic of Hawaii 
could not withdraw from it. It illustrates as paar as could 
be that this whole dealing between the United States and the Re- 
1 of e as it now stands is in every essential particular 
a contrac 

The joint resolution itself, it is admitted, amounts to nothing 
so far as carrying any effective force is concerned. It does not 
bring that country within our boundaries. It does not consum- 
mate itself. The Republic of Hawaii may reject it, but nobody 
will deny that this treaty 5 ratified by the ublic 
of Hawaii, having been agreed by it, if it is ratitied the 
Republic of the United States it becomes a perfect 5 and 
if the Republic of Hawaii attempted to withdraw from 


in 


would be entitled to enforce our rights to the territory by war 
and by arms. What better illustration could we have that this 
in its every essential element is a contract. It seems to me that 
all these illustrations show, when we come to analyze them, that 


this is a contract between two — nations which all admit 
ought to be carried out by a treaty and not by joint resolution. 

t me go a little further to illustrate. It is said, treating it as 
a treaty, that when the United States ratifies it, thereby the sover- 
eignty of Hawaii ceases to exist; one of the ies ceases to exist, 
and all the elements of a contract cease, and there is no longer any 
continuance of the contract. The language of the Senator from 
Ohio is that thereis no contract ining; in other words, that on 
a consummation of the treaty the sovereignty and the dominion 
of Hawaii are transferred to the United States and instantly it 
ceases to be a contract and there is no contract remaining. 

The argument is, therefore, that it was never a contract; it was 
something which could be done without contract. Let us see how 
that would be. If that proposition is true, if this transaction, be- 
cause the result of it is to transfer the entire sovereignty from the 
Republic of Hawaii to the United States over the territory now 
governed by that Republic, is not a contract and has not the ele- 
ments 735 a contract, then the 1 the joint resolution is 
passed Congress can another law repealing every provision 
contained in the joint resolution for the benefit of the citizens of 
Hawaii, and also for the benefit of the creditors of that country. 

If it is not a contract, if it is simply a legislative matter, if 
there is no contractual force ee with it, what would pre- 
vent ge tear pp from 3 week or ana month, or when- 
ever it chose to do so, ing a law i e provision of the 
1 resolution by Which the e age the sale of the public 

ds are devoted to certain educational and other p in 
the Territory of Hawaii? What would prevent us from repealing 
the provision by which we assume the yon debt? It is true the 
holders of that debt—individuals— might call upon the nations to 
which they belong to hold us responsible because we had taken 
control of this territory; but so far as the nature of the trans- 
action is concerned we could repeal all the liability which we had 
assumed by this act itself. 

Now, certainly no one would contend that sny such result could 
be reached if the treaty is accepted. Sup ə treaty is ratified 
and we have received all the considerations for which we have 
stipulated; we have acquired the sovereignty; we have acquired 
the territory. Is it possible that we could repudiate these condi- 
tions? Let me illustrate by individual contracts on this point. 
The Senator from Ohio admits that a treaty is as between nations 
just what a contract is as between individuals, I can imagine 
valid contracts where one of the pee ceases to haveany earthly 
interest in the subject-matter of the contract, 

Take the case of a holder of a life estate. He conveys it abso- 
lutely upon the consideration that the grantee will do certain acts 
for a third person. Now, when that contract is consummated, 
the pan in it can neyer thereafter have any further interest 
in the subject-matter or in the contract. The estate that he has 

ted ends with his life, His heirs can set up no interest in it. 

is administrator can set up no interest in it. It has become a 
matter of obligation and duty between the tee in the con- 
tract and the person whose rights have created under 
the contract. Here the Government of Hawaii is indebted to 
certain parties. It owes $4,000,000 of debts. It has public lands 
which it wishes to devote to certain purposes. ; 

If we acquire the sovereignty by t or an arrangement 
which makes it a consideration to us for assuming the debt, when- 
ever that transaction is completed, there becomes a binding obli- 
gation upon this Government, based upon a valuable consideration, 
moving to it from the Republic of Hawaii, which has vacated its 
sovereign powers in favor of the holders of this debt and in favor 
of ee pele to whom the proceeds of the public lands are to be 


voted. 
With this treaty consummated, with this transaction carried 
out by the treaty, su an N were made to repeal the 
oes of the treaty by which all of the proceeds of the public 
ds were to be devoted to certain purposes, I will just read 
that clause from the treaty: 
blic lands shall 


The existing laws of lan not 
a ee Islands; bu ress of the United 
States shall enact special laws for their management and di S 


y be assigned the local gov- 
ernmen be used solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Ha- 
waiian Islands for educational and other public purposes. 


the virtual death of the T yd Hawaii, then, I repeat, by 
pose a gress is 
of that clause, would the courts of e eee, 
lation? That is a test of the question whether it is a contract or 
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not. If it is a contract, it is a contract which has its inception 
Lesbian two sovereign nations and falls within the definition of 
a treaty. 

The Senator from Ohio further says that in the case of the 
Alaskan treaty it could have been accomplished by legislation and 
need not have been perfected by treaty. In other words, as he 
proceeds with his argument he seems to reach the point that it is 
only an executory agreement between nations which falls within 
the definition of a treaty. If there beinternational law that gives 
such definition as that to a treaty, I have been unable to find it. 

He says Russia could have ceded Alaska to us in any way which 
was legitimate under her form of government, could have indi- 
cated her willingness to give us Alaska, and then Congress could 
have passed a law appropriating $7,000,000 for the payment of 
Alaska; that that would havecompleted the transaction; that there 
was no necessity for a treaty init atall, because itis a consummated 
matter which ends with its consummation. So, too, England, he 
says, can cede us the Bermudas, and we could accept the Ber- 
mudas in that way and a treaty would not be necessary. If an 
instance of that kind can be found consummated between inde- 
pendent sovereign nations except by treaty, I have never heard 
of it. 

I could pile up example after example where one sovereign 
nation had exchanged territory with another sovereign nation just 
as two individuals exchange two tracts of land, and in every in- 
stance it is done by treaty. Such a transaction is just as complete 
and perfect a contract as an executory agreement is. There is no 
distinction when you come to define what contracts are with ref- 
erence to their essential elements between executed and executory 
contracts. Of course, you can classify contracts and treaties, 
You divide contracts between individuals into executed and exec- 
utory; so, too, you can divide treaties between nations into exe- 
cuied and executory. That distinction has no earthly influence on 
their character as contracts. 

Now, when you come to the Lonisiana purchase, the Senator 
says that the reason that had to be done by treaty was because the 
citizens of that territory ceded to us were guaranteed certain 
rights under the United States Government. So, too, in this 
transaction, the citizens of the Hawaiian Republic are guaranteed 
certain rights under this Government. e guaranties in this 
case are as strong, as important, as binding on this country as the 

aranties in the Louisiana case. No man can read the two and 

istinguish between them. 

It seems to me that the fallacy of the whole argument rests in 
this, that it leads to the conclusion that over some classes of con- 
tracts between sovereign nations Congress has power through its 

wer to enact laws and over other classes of contracts the s- 
ident and the Senate have jurisdiction through the treaty-making 
power. The true distinction is that if the transaction amounts to 
a contract, if in its essence and in its elements it is a contract, 
then the power to consummate it is conferred upon that branch of 
the Government which has the treaty-making power. It is the 
substance, not the name, you give it. 

When we go back to the condition of affairs when the Consti- 
tution was adopted, just as was said by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] the other day, the framers of the Constitution were 
aware of the use and meaning of the terms embraced in the Con- 
stitution, and, as I argued yesterday, the extent of the treaty- 
making power was perfectly understood at that time. It was well 
known that all transactions of this kind between independent 
sovereigns were accomplished through the treaty-making power. 
And hence it is that when the Constitution conferred upon the 
President and the Senate the treaty-making power it conferred 
upon the President and the Senate authority to do all those things 
that were usually accomplished by the treaty-making power. 

It is just exactly like a power of attorney to an agent to make 
contracts upon a certain subject-matter, use a treaty is a 
species of contract between nations about international matters, 

e power to make treaties included in it the power to do what- 
ever at that time was customarily done between nations under 
international law by way of man and it was intended to confer 
that power upon the President and the Senate, not upon Congress. 

Now, Mr. President, I have consumed as much time on that 
branch of the subject as I feel like giving to it; and just briefly 
one or two words with reference to the general merits of this 
question. 

No matter how we may view the joint resolution, whether it is 
constitutional or unconstitutional, if I was in favor of this annex- 
ation I could not vote for the Fencing Joint resolution, because I 
deem the measure unconstitutional; but if I was convinced that 
it was constitutional, I could not vote for the proposed annexa- 
tion on other grounds, which I will briefly state. 

I do not think that it is going to make a great deal of difference 
to this country whether Hawaii is annexed or not. If I believed 
it was simply a question as to the annexation of these islands 
alone, I would not view it with so much concern, but I do not 
think any Senator should deceive himself on this subject. I be- 


lieve as firmly as I knowI am standing here that it is but the 
beginning of a policy the end of which no man can see, 

The views which are entertained by the people who favor this 
policy find ef Paget here just as they find expression in the pop- 
ular press and in other ways in which public opinion is expressed, 
I to quote from a prominent newspaper, the Louisville Post, 
the platform which it thinks the country ought to adopt on this 
subject. It says: 

We wish to have the Democratic party put the past behind it; ish it 
to turn from 1895 to 1900 with 9 5 ie policies for x pelo de- 
9 of our international commerce. We wish to declare for 

The freedom ot Cuba. 

The acquisition of Puerto Rico. 

The annexation of Hawaii. 

The 8 ot the Philippine Islands. 

The building of the Nicaragua Canal. 

A navy twice the size it is to-day. 

A regular army of 100,000. 

The militia under the drill and discipline of the Regular Army. 


That, Mr. President, is what is called the imperial policy. It 
is yore that a free republic shall embark upon an imperi 
poli 


cy. Ican pred pre my consent or my vote to a move which 
it seems to me is leading to ends like this. . Up to this time there 
has never been a foot of 1 acquired by this country except 
under conditions where it could become, and where it was ex- 
pected to become, one of the States of this Union. Every foot of 
territory acquired up to this time has been acquired with that 
reference and to that end. > 

The whole policy and scope of our Government is opposed to our 
holding any people, any country, any nation as a dependency or 
colony. I wish to read, because it expresses so much better than 
I can mopoa it, the views of two of our statesmen on this subject, 

Ir first from 1 Wharton’s International Law, page 579 
from Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State, June 20, 1883, and 
February 1, 1884. He says: À 

The policy of this Government, as declared on many occasions in the 
past, has tended toward avoidance of possessions disconnected from the 
main continent. Had the tendency of the United States been to extend ter- 
ritorial dominion beyond poten seas, opportunities have not been 
wanting to effect such a purpose, whether on the coast of Africa, in the 
West Indies, or in the South Pacific. No such opportunity has been hitherto 
embraced, and but little hope could be offered that which must in 
the ultimate resort be brought to decide the question of such transmarine 
jurisdiction, would favorably regard such an cera as his excellency 
proposes, At any rate, in its tical aspect merely, this Government is un- 
prepared to accept the proposition without subjection to such wishes as Con- 
gress and the opia ot the United States through Congress may see fit to 
8 —5 inghuysen, Secretary of State, to Mr. Langston, June 20, 1883. 

‘S. Inst., Ha 

A conviction that a fixed „dating back to the origin of our consti- 
tutional Government, was . da to make it W na attempt ter- 
ritorial ag: dizement which would 8 ee maintenance by a naval force 
in excess of any yet provided for our national uses has led Government 
to decline te ria in yg ben Even as simple coaling stations, such ter- 
ritorial acquisitions would involve responsibility begona their utility. The 
United States have never deemed it needful to their national life to main- 
tain impregnable fortresses along the world's highways of commerce. To 
considerations suchas these prevailing in Con, the failureof the Samana 
lease and the St. Thomas purchase were doubtless due. During the years 
that have since elapsed there has been no evidence of a chan fh the views 
of the national legislature which would warrant the President in setting on 
foot new projects of the same character.—Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of 
State, to Mr. ton, February 1, 1884. MSS. Inst., Haiti. 


Mr. Bayard, on the next page, says: 

The policy of the United States, declared and pursued for more than a cen- 
tury, discountenances and in practice forbids distant colonial acquisitions. 
Oar action in the past touching the acquisition of territory by purchase and 
cession, and our recorded disinclination to avail ourselves of voluntary prof- 
fers made by other powers to place territories under the sovereignty or pro- 
tection of the United States, are matters of historical prominence. Mr. Bay- 
ard, Secretary of State, to Mr. Pendleton, September 7, 1885. MSS. Inst., Germ. 

As I haye just stated, the whole policy of the Government was 
simply to acquire territory of that character which could eventu- 
ally come into the Union, and at no distant day, as States on an 
equal footing with the other States in the Union. Never up to this 
time has this country been asked or has it ever entertained the 
idea of 8 the possession of distant countries occupied b 
races totally dissimilar from us and unsuited to our form an 
principles of government, 

It is true that the representative system of government, as it is 
embodied in our Constitution, is capable of almost indefinite ex- 
pansion, with the qualification, however, that it must be amongst 
8 of sufficient intelligence to appreciate it and exercise it. 

ould any Senator, would any member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, advocate the admission of the Hawaiian Islands as 
States into the Union? Does any man believe that the inhabitants 
of these islands will in years and years to come ever possess the 
qualifications which make safe American citizens? 

So far as the Chinese are concerned, their habits and their mode 
of thought have been stamped into them for centuries. They never 


change. The other inhabitants of that island are equally unfitted 
to be citizens of this Union, with the exception, probably, of two 
or three thousand whites. What will be the result if other islands 
of the same kind are to be acquired, because if we once start, 
where are we to end? The cry is now not simply to take the Ha- 
waiian Islands, but to take the Philippines an 


Puerto Rico and 
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all the colonies that may be under our control at the time the 
present war may end. z g 

We have no need of any such policy. We are not in the condi- 
tion of any country which has adopted this policy of colonization. 
We have the most fayored portion of the globe as our country, a 
country of inexhaustible resources, a country of indefinite devel- 
opment. We can easily increase omi Pi ogee oe until it reaches 
the sum of probably more than 200,000,000. This country is capa- 
ble of supporting in comfort and happiness a population of that 
size. With such a population as that, situated as we are, what do 
we need with more? y 

What do we have to fear from the whole world combined or 
from any portion of it? Let me state our foreign commerce in 
theyear 1896. Ireadfrom the Statistician and Economist, 1897-98. 
Our imports were $779,724,674 and our exports $882,606,938, mak- 
ing more than a billion and a half dollars. What our internal 
commerce is it is almost impossible to estimate, but it is many 
times more than that. With our country developed as it can be 
developed, with our commerce and trade developed as it can be 
developed in peaceful ways, what more do we need? We have 
every facility for our citizens. We have undeveloped count 
within our own npg farts they can find employment. 
there ever was in the history of the world a country which did 
not need foreign possessions, it is ours, f 

It is contrary to our policy from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment. It is contrary to our theory of government. Think of it, 
Senators! Our Government had its birth because the doctrine 
that representation and taxation must go together was violated; 
and yet, what shall we be asked to do if we adopt this imperial 
policy? What shall we be forced and compelled to do if we ac- 
quire these islands and annex to this country 10,000,000 or more 
people incapable of self-government? We shall force taxes from 
them without representation. We shall govern them as depend- 
encies. We shall in our colonial policy violate every principle 
which has made us the grandest and most glorious country on the 
face of the globe. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit an amendment to the pending 
joint resolution, which I ask may be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the contract-labor laws, and all laws, civil or criminal, now in force in 
said islands by which men ore held for service for a definite term, except in 
punishment for crime whereof the party tas been duly convicted, are hereby 
repealed, and all existing contracts are hereby declared void. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is now past 4 o'clock on Saturday 
afternoon, _ I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota thatit would 
be well to allow us to have an executive session and then an 
adjournment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will ask our friends on the other side if we can 
not come to an understanding this afternoon by unanimous con- 
ss as to when a vote shall be taken upon the pending joint res- 
olution? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know about the majority. 
So far as I am concerned, I will be perfectly willing to agree toa 
vote at a reasonably early day in the next session. 

Mr. DAVIS. Of course that is entirely illusory and can not be 
entertained. I ask unanimous consent that a vote upon the pend- 
ing joint resolution be taken on next Thursday, commencing at 4 
o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is very much more illusory 
than the proposition I made to the Senator a moment ago. 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course, if the Senator insists on 
keeping us in session he must expect to have the Senate in attend- 


ance. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that there is no quorum 
present. — 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the roll be called. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I withdraw the suggestion for a 
moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the printing of a bill and report. 
The cost will be 8223.22. It is not, therefore, necessary to have 
the order goto the Committee on Printing. I ask for its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANTLE in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Alabama ask for the present consideration of 
the order? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Arkansas has suggested the 
want of a quorum, and that can not be withdrawn. 1 do not ob- 
ject to the order, but I want the rule strictly enforced. When- 
ever a Senator 3 that there is not a quorum present, the 
roll must be calle 

Mr. MORGAN, I think the Senator is mistaken about the sit- 
uation. The Senator from Arkansas said he would suggest the 
rae of a quorum, He did not make it to the Chair as a point of 
order. 

Mr. TELLER, It was the suggestion of the want of a quorum, 


and I shall not withdraw the objection. I shall not interfere with 
the Senator's order the moment a quorum appears, but I think 
we must keep to the rules, 

Mr. MORGAN. All right; but I think the Senator from Col- 
orado misunderstood the situation. The Senator from Arkansas 
did not raise the question of the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Arkansas sug- 
gested the lack of a quorum and then withdrew the suggestion. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He could not do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
raises the point that the suggestion can not be withdrawn. The 
Chair holds that the point of order is well taken. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Daniel, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Davis, Hoar, Pritchard, 
` Deboe, Jones, Ark. Roach 

Baker, Elkins, Lodge, Sewell, 
Bate, Fairbanks, McBride, Shoup, 
Berry, ery. McEnery, Spooner, 
Burrows, Gallinger, -Mallory, ler, 
Caffery, Gear, Mantle, Turley, 
Carter, Gorman, Morgan, arren, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Penrose, Wilson. 
Clay, Harris, rkins, 
om, Hawley, Pettus, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present, 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That 2,000 additional copies of Senate bill 4792 (Calendar No., 1307) 
and g —— accompa report of the committee be printed together for the 
use e Senate. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid“ 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex“ 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. I understand there is some oppo- 
sition to this motion, and I must confess I do not sympathize with 


it. I expect to vote for the resolution about which there has been 


so much discussion here, but so far I have not seen a Senator 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stood the Senator to make a motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was the motion he made, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
parru] made a motion to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the mo- 
tion is not debatable. F 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order that it is not de- 


batable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken, 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will make the motion at all events, even if I 
am not allowed to En my reasons for it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), Ihave a general pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sarruf, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. MANTLE’s name was 
called). The present occupant of the Chair is paired with the 
junior Senator from es [Mr. Marti]. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I havea general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], but am permitted to vote on col- 
lateral questions, and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. McBRIDE. L have a general pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Moxey], but under an arrangement with him in 
connection with the Hawaiian annexation resolution I feel at lib- 
erty to vote on this question, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 

meral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island Mr. 

WETMORE], and as he is not present, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that we 
transfer our pairs. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], and we can transfer our pairs so that the 
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Senator from Rhode Island WETMORE], with whom the Sen- 
parell vin tand with the Senator 


Mr. BACON. Sa Me ge lar 8 made by the Senator from 
Minnesota NELSON], I will permit my vote to stand, our 
the way indicated. 


airs bein erred in 
Mr. GEAR. In order to make a quorum. I will vote. I vote 
“ng » 


general pair with the Senator from . Pasco], and if a 
ee. voted, I will withdraw my vote. If not, I will allow 
my vote to stand to make a quorum. : 

in NELSON. Under the transfer of pairs agreed to by the 
Senator from Georgia Mr. Bacon] and myself, I am at liberty to 
vote; and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. W. N. Iwill transfer my pe with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco] to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], and allow my vote in the negative to stand 


The t was announced—yeas 15, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—15. 

Alle: Caffery, Daniel, Roach, 
A 5 r oe 
ve Cockrell, Pettus” d 

NAYS—34 

Allison, Hoar, Proctor, 

7 Foraker, h Sewell, 
9 ©, Mette, Shoup, 
Carter, Geltnger, Morgan, Stewart, 
Davis. gh Perkins, Wilson. 

. Hawley, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—40. 
ri Jones, Ni Mitchell, Sullivan, 

Butler.” Kenney, Mon Thurston, 
Cannon, Kyle, Morrill, Tillman, 
Chandler, Murphy, Turner, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Pasco, Turpie, 
Gorman, M Pettigrew, Vi 
Gray, Mantle, Platt, N. X. W. 

(g Mason, Whi 
Jones, Ark. Mills, Smith, W. 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 


Mr. DAVIS. I call for the psa nga nd 
The yeas and nays were ed; and Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. MANTLE’S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was ). I have eee rg 
pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]; but with the 
consent of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] T will make the 
same transfer of pairs with him as was made on the last vote, so 
that the Senator from Missouri will stand pos with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]; and Í vote “nay.” 

Mr. BACON. That is satisfactory to me, and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I in announce 


the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Flori . Pasco] 
to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER |; and L vote 
“nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. GEAR. For the purpose of making a quorum, I will vote. 


I vote “nay.” 
The 8 was announced yeas 10, nays 38; as follows: 
YEAS—10. 
Allen, Berry, r Turley. 
Bate, Chilton, Roach, 
NAYS—3. 
Bak Frye, McBride, Proctor, 
Barros Hale, Mantle” Shoup, 
Clark,” Hansbrough, Morgan, Spooner; 
Daniel, Harris, Nelson, Stewart, 
— ar Penrose, — 
Hoar, —— Conn. Wilson. 
Fairbanks, Lodge, 
NOT VOTING—4 
Aldrich, er Jones, z ov. Martin, 
Butler, Gallinger, K. Medel, 
Cannon, Gorman, Pindar, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. MeMillan, Murphy, 


J. 
Mr. WILSON (after having voted in the negative). I have |; 
: Florida 


Pasco, Ra 
Ee = i E 
Quay, 5 Thurston. vor” Wolco 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday at 
11 o’clock—a time certain. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska that a motion to that effect was passed earlier 


in the day. 

Mr. ‘ALLEN. The motion which was passed during the day 
was a motion to adjourn until 11 o’clock on Monday when we do 
adjourn. I now make the specific motion under the rule to ad- 
journ to a time certain, fixing the hour at 11 o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the same time which was fixed by the 
order of the Senate this morning, so that the motion isnot of any 
value. The motion that was then made was not that we now 
adjourn, but if we had adjourned we would have adjourned until 
II o'clock on Monday. We did not, however, adjourn. The 
Senator’s motion is not in order, in my judgment. 

. ‘Then, Mr. President, the Senate having trans- 
acted business since the announcement of the last vote by the 
remarks of the Senator from Alabama and others, I withdraw the 
motion I made, and now i the absence of a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The Senator from Nebraska 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
ro 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Cullom, Heitfie Proctor, 
Bacon, Daniel, Hoar, *. R 
Baker, Davis, 

Bate, Deboe, Shoup, 
Burrows, Elkins, Mallory, Spooner; 
Caffery, Fairbanks, Mantle, wart, 
Cannon, Frye, Morgan, Teller, 

x Gear, Nelson, Turley, 
Chilton, Hale, Penrose, Warren, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wilson. 
Clay, Harris, Platt, Conn. 

ll, Hawley, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 
Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of executive 


business, 

Mr. DAVIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Several Senators, Oh, no! 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Nebraska, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand for the yeas and 
ass sustained? 

r. HAWLEY. It is not sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the demand is not sustained. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. DAVIS. Regular order! 

Mr. ALLEN. Six or eight hands went up. 


Mr. WILSON. 17 7 order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair counted only five 


Mr. BATE. Iask fora division. s 

There were on a division—ayes 6, noes 38; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The absence of a quorum being 
disclosed, the Secretary will call the roll. 5 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Davis, Hoar, Proctor, 
Baker, Deboe, Lodge, Roach, 
Bate, . — M “x Sewell, 
— Foraker; à Mantle” 8 — 
Carter, Gear Nelson, Teller, 
Chilton, Harebrough, Pasco, ———— 
Sulz, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 5 
Daniel. Heitf Pritchard, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names, A quorum is present. 
move that the Senate adjourn. 


r. > 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the 8 „ [Putting the question.] The motion 


1 x 

ALLEN. I ask for a division. ; 
There were on a division—ayes 9, noes 29; no quorum voting, 
Mr. ALLEN. L ask for the yeas and nays. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator can not call for the yeas 


and nays. 
Mr. WILSON. I rise to a question of order. 
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the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: ` 3 

McBrid 

Baker, Elkins, a Roach, 
Caffer} Fe 5 Morgan, conan 
OOA Gear, Nelson, Stewart’ 
Carter, Pasco, > Teller, 
Chilton, an ERER Penrose, 5 
Clark, Harris, Perkins, Warren, 
Daniel, Hawley, Piatt, Conn. Wilson. 
Deboe, Lodge, Proctor, 3 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is not present. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the names of the absentees be called. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to a question of order. I wish to hear 
the list of absentees read from the desk. cA 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has that right. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before that request was made I was upon the 
floor and moved that the Senate adjourn. _ ea 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate is now dividing. The 
motion is not in order when the Senate is dividing. 

Mr. f 12 thought the result had been announced. 


President 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the names | else 


of the absentees. Does the Senator from Georgia desire to be re- 
corded as present? 

Mr. CLAY. I desire that my name be called. 

The name of Mr. CLAY was called, 5 

Mr. Hoar and Mr. Burrows entered the and re- 
sponded to their names. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that my name be called. 

The name of Mr. ALLEN was called, and he näed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Since the Senator from Ne hasanswered 
to his name, I withdraw my request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The question is on age J 
to the motion of the Senator from Wobrasta that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 
: Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the for the yeas and nays sus- 
- tained? It takes nine handstosustainthecall. It is not sustained. 

The motion was rejected. 13 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. PASCO, and others called for a division. 

Mr, DAVIS. Re order. t ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands 
to the United States. 

Mr. PASCO. A division was called for. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is too late. N 

Mr. PASCO. Several Senators called for a division. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The demand was for the yeas and 
nays and not for a division, and it was not sustained. 

MORGAN. I wish to know what is the motion before the 


Senate. 
The Seas eae There is no motion before the Senate.. 
Mr. 


ASCO. A division has been called for. If not, I call for 
it now. 

Mr. WILSON. Itistoolate. TheSenator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY] says to me, You can not play that game.” You have 
already commenced the game. Iam not playing the game. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator states that I am playing any 
game, he states what there is nothing in the RECORD to show and 
what is not the fact. I have been here and have answered to my 


name. 
Mr. WILSON. So have I. The Senator has no cause of com- 
laint. 

P Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. This is not debat- 


able. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
correct, 


Mr. BURROWS. order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The regular order is House joint res- 
olution No. 259. 


question. 
think the attempt to force him to do so is not in accordance with 
the practices of the Senate and is not calculated to bring about a 
more y vote the joint resolution now pending, 

Mr. MORGAN. President, if the Senator from Georgia 
desires to take the floor upon the joint resolution for the purpose 
of discussing it, nobody in the Senate is going to undertake to 
force him against his preference to goon this afternoon. But the 
evident purpose here is to block progress upon the joint resolu- 
tion by a filibuster. It is due to a majority of the Senate, it is 
due to the cause, to the occasion, itis due to the situation of the 
co that the Senate of the United States should not refuse to 
do its duty one way or the other upon the joint resolution. This 
country is not in a condition to be trifled with. The people of the 
United States are not going to put up with us if we trifle with the 
general and public welfare upon an occasion of the solemnity and 
im ce and necessity of the present. 

President of the United States will be compelled, indeed 
Congress and 


Mr. HOAR, Ishould like to inquire to what State the Senator 
has reference? 7 

Mr. MORGAN. Hawaii. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to state to the Senate that 
that has been done without the consent of the authorities? 

Mr. TELLER, We do not hear a word of what is going on. 

Mr. MORGAN. I mean to say that the authorities of Hawaii, 
who are the legislature of that Government, as I understand, and 
in control of the political power and destiny of that country, have 
not consented. 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed that such a question was for the Exec- 
utive of Hawaii. I that nothing had been done by this 
Government except with the assent of the Executive of Hawaii, 
who has power to assent. 

Mr. MORGAN. If there has been any official assent on the 
part of the Executive of Hawaii, I have not heard of it. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a very serious statement to make, and I do 
not myself believe that the Senator is correct. 

Mr. ALLEN. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question? 

Mr. . expect us to listen, they must talk 
loud enough so that we can hear. We have not heard a word 
that the Senator from Alabama or the Senator from Massachusetts 
or the Senator from Nebraska has said. 

Mr. I un the Senator from Alabama to say 
that the President had seized 


the Hawaiian Islands. 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes; vi y. 
Mr. ALLEN. t I want to know is whether the seizure 
friendly act on the part of the 
ing our troops to rest there, to 


refresh themselyes, 

Mr. MORGAN. Vancouver, Victoria, would be a very nice 
place from which to send outan expedition with coal from Seattle 
5 but if we dared to send a ship there and land 
troops or coal from that station we would have the guns of 
Great Britain thundering at us in five days. We are taking ad- 
vantage of Hawaii simply because we know that she is bound to 
us with hooks of steel, or, rather, with stronger hooks of affection, 
and that she is as American as we are. e know that; and be- 
cause she is in that situation, for mere political p Ses, for the 
mere sake of controlling the November elections, the Senate of 
the United States is permitting itself here to stand and higgle and 
to put the President of the United States to shame in the presence 
of the nations of the world and of international law. That is 
what we are doing. 

Now, sir, I will bring a parallel case. When we started this 
war we declared, on the motion of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], and on the report also of the committee, that Cuba 
of right is an he, = to be a free state. 

Mr. WHITE. e never said it was a free and independent 


pa any further than simply a 
waiian Government in i 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to say that the statement | state. 


of the Senator from Washington, that I have e in any 
kind of a game or filibuster is utterly unwarranted by the facts. 
There is nothing in the RECORD to show it, and the remarks were 
not justified on his part. 

Now, I want to say a few words in regard to thisevening. It 
is now nearly 5 o'clock Saturday evening. The Senator from 


Mr. That the people were independent. 
Mr. DAVIS. That the people were i dent. 

Mr. MORGAN. That the people were independent. That is 
stronger than the state. 

Mr. WHITE. It may be. We will find out some day. 

Mr. MORGAN. We will find out some day whether the le 
are stronger than the state. We will find it out here now. We 
are testing that matter now. Here isa of the state that is 
obstructing the will of the people beyond all question as it came 
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to us from the House of Representatives, and we will soon find 
out whether tho poopie are not stronger than the end of the state 
which is in this Chamber. Z 

Atall events, that the people of Cuba are and of-right ought to 
be free and independent. That is the declaration of this body and 
of the other body, approved by the President of the United States, 
and that is the attitude of the United States Government. Gen- 
eral Shafter is now conducting a war in Cuba of heroic kind, 
filled with sacrifice and death both from the missiles of the enemy 
and the diseases of the climate, and no more important, no more 
heroic attitude has ever been taken by a Government in this world 
than is represented by the fiag of our country at Santiago de Cuba 
to-da 


Yet: that attitude is taken in a country where the people are and 
of right ought to be free and independent. The government of 
Cuba has not officially invited us there. I have not heard of an 
message from the President of Cuba inviting us to go there wi 
our flag and our arms and to occupy that country, They are re- 
ceiving us precisely as Hawaii is receiving us, except for a better 
reason. Hawaii is sacrificing her independence, her autonomy, 
her sovereignty over those islands, for the purpose of exhibiting 
her friendship to the people of the United States, her love for the 

le of the United States, without any ulterior confidence mov- 
ing her, for the political situation, so far as Hawaii is concerned, 
has been that of annexation, and the treaty of annexation was rati- 
fied by her Senate before the war started. : 

I should like to know whether these fine, silken, glossy argu- 
ments about the Constitution of the United States and about the 
right of the President of the United States to coal his ships and 
stop and refresh his troops in Hawaii and in Cuba are to stand 
for a moment in the presence of the events that are encumbering 
this people and causing them to lay their lives down at our com- 
1 whether we can afford tostand here and quibble about 
little points like this, and obstruct the war, prevent it, and put to 
peril the troops that we have sent out upon the high seas. I 
should like to know it. We have got to it, and I am de- 
lighted to find there is a majority here willing to do it. And I am 
delighted to act with them, though they are not my friends polit- 
ically. I will stand by them through thick and thin for my coun- 
try and its flag. $ 

Mr. President, we shall presently be having wounded men and 
men sick with all manner of tropical diseases coming back from 
the Philippines. Are they there unlawfully? Are they there 
without our command? Are they there in some unholy exploit 
from which we are not willing to relieve them, or have they, while 
they are there, and those who go to reenforce them, been marking 
upon the records of history the highest tribute to American power 
and American character that has ever been drawn by the hand of 
man with the sword? These men will be coming back presently, 
many of them, and Senators are here on this floor filibustering to 
prevent those men from having a friendly welcome and a landing 
under their own flag and their own country at Hawaii as they 
come back, saying, We will make you sail across the Pacific or 
else die while you are trying.” That is the situation we are in. 

No, sir; I repudiate it from my soul. Trepudiate it; Iwill have 
none of it; I will not be a party to any miserable political trick 
and intrigue like that. There are men on this floor, plenty of 
them, and they have already started the movement to defer the 
question of the annexation of Hawaii until next winter. When 
the Senate of the United States makes that vote, what do we do 
with the President of the United States but to express our disa 

robation that he in the meantime should permit one of his sol- 

iers to land upon those islands for refreshment? i 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion? re 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator assumes all the way through that 
we would be 3 the law of neutrality if our sick and 
wounded soldiers were landed at Hawaii and were cared for there. 
Does the Senator hold to that doctrine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Just as much there as if they were landed on 
the shore of Great Britain, north of us in Canada. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to enter my solemn protest against the 
correctness of that doctrine. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator can protest as much as he pleases 
about that. Still it is the law of nations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I can show to the contrary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not going to give the Senator an oppor- 
tunity to do itin my time. If he can show a single case where 
any nation in this world has secured and exercised the right of 
etor its coal, and its troops, and its sick and wounded, and es- 
tablishing its hospital upon the territory of a friendly power when 
this nation is at war with another power, I shall be very glad to 
see it, because it has never occurred within my recollection in 
the history of international law. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will 


rmit me, I do not want un- 
necessarily to interrupt him, but I thi 


the Senator will find it 


to be true that the law of hospitality, in the case of the sickness 
or wounding of soldiers or any class of people is not violated by 
their 50 ee ae or provided for by a neutral power. 

Mr. MORGAN. If hospitality is proffered as an act of good 
will it is not violated, but if it is not proffered it is. So we are 
forcing Hawaii to proffer her hospitality, while we are keeping 
her out of doors as an unworthy thing to be received into the 
American Union. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then Hawaii would not dare to extend our sick 
soldiers hospitality when our enemies themselves would be re- 
quired to do it if our sick soldiers fell into their possession? 

Mr. MORGAN. The sick soldiers of the United States in Ha- 
waii are not prisoners of war. They are there oe to enjoy 
hospitality either by the compulsion we put upon them or else by 
their hospitable act, one of the two. They are not prisoners of 
war. Spain is bound to treat her prisoners with humanity under 
the laws of nations. Hawaii is not bound to extend any hospi- 
tality it she does not choose to do it. But if we go and take it by 
force it is our act and not the act of Hawaii. 

Mr. ALLEN. But suppose she does choose to do it, is that a 
violation of any international law? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the conclusion 

Mr. MORGAN. And we here, the great Senate of the United 
States, bemeaning and belittling those splendid people in Hawaii, 
say, We will keep you out in the cold; we refuse you any recog- 
nition; we will declare that poe are unworthy to come in here, 
and at the same time we will expect of you, through your Chris- ` 
tian 1 hospitality for our sick soldiers.“ That is where 
wes < 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. He 
has spoken about filibustering, and I regret the disposition on the 
other side to do that. But is the Senator now—— 

Mr. WILSON. We can not hear a single, solitary word that 
the Senator from Nebraska says. I think we are entitled to hear 
it. I do not care very much about it myself, but I think we are 
entitled to hear. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Washington is the only man 
who needs knowledge that I know of. 

Mr. WILSON, I never will acquire it from the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; because I have not the patience to impart it, 

Mr. WILSON. Iam glad to know the Senator has not any pa- 
tience whatever. The fact is that thatis notorious. He has no 
patience in the Senate of the United States. l 

Mr. MORGAN. I have the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLEN. I just wanted to ask 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Alabama has the 


oor. 

Mr. MORGAN. The facetious remark of the Senator from 
Nebraska charging the other side with filibustering does not do 
justice tothe record. It does not do justice to the truth. It does 
not do justice to the solemnity of this occasion. The Senator 
from Nebraska has himself set up a regular filibuster, as we call 
it here—I do not know any better name for it—and he has been 
continuing it for the last hour, 

. ALLEN. The accusation is very serious, and I hope the 
Senator will permit me to say a word. I do not yet know whether 
Tam going to vote with the Senator from Alabama or not. Ido 
not know what policy ought to be pursued respecting these is- 
lands. It is a grave question. If the Senator will permit me to 
occupy his time just a moment, here it is 5 o'clock Saturday 
night, and we are to meet at 11 o’clock Monday morning. Now, 
because I protest against going on with this debate to-night, when 
we can accomplish nothing, does the Senator feel that I ought to 
be characterized as a filibuster? I leave that to his sense of pro- 

riety. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave not characterized the Senator as a fili- 
buster. I merely characterized what has been done here as fall- 
ing within that category, the disagreeable things that I call fili- 
bustering, for the purpose of preventing a majority of this body 
from voting. s 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to 
call his attention and the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the motion to go into executive session was made in good faith by 
his colleague [Mr. PETTUS], who is in favor of annexation, and was 
not made by one who is opposed to it? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have as high an admiration for my colleague 
as any man on this floor. I have every confidence in him, and the 
utmost degree of respect for him. I differed with him upon that 
motion, and voted against him not with any reluctance at all. I 
thought the Senator from Alabama was not exactly in the line of 
precedents when he took the subject ont of the hands of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Kelations, who has ch of 
this measure and who was making motions adverse to that. It 
makes no difference what his motives were; they are always good. 
He never acted in his life except upon good motives. But it 
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does not follow that I am overawed or overruled by his judgment 
of what belongs to him as to his own personal conduct. The quo- 
tation is inapt, Mr. President. The authority is not sufficient. 

Now, sir, personal convenience is spoken of, an afternoon of 
Saturday; it is hot;” Senators are fatigued.” Do you suppose 
that General Shafter’s troops, who expect to fight your battle 
to-morrow, Sunday, as it is of great magnitude, are saying to 
their commanding officers this afternoon, ‘‘It is personally in- 
convenient for us to move to-morrow or this evening; we prefer 
to consult our ease; we do not want to go into the fight to-night?” 

Mr. President, who are we representing here? Men who are 
shedding their blood for us upon the field of battle, and we are 
talking about ptrsonal inconvenience! We are spoiled to death, 
Mr. President, by our prosperity: If this Senate had to marc 
out and shoulder arms for the defense of this capital, and stand 

rd to-night and for the next week, it would do us all good. 

e would then learn what it was to stand for our country, not to 
sleep on our posts, and have our little political intrigues for the 
next November elections and talk about personal inconvenience, 

Sir, when the pending joint resolution has been debated to the 
full extent of the wishes of the gentlemen who oppose it, it ought 
to be allowed to be voted upon. That is all of it. There ought 
not to be an interposition here of tactics of the sort exhibited this 
evening for the purpose of throwing enormous burdens upon the 
President of the United States. Why, sir, if these men force 
the President of the United States to raise our flag in Hawaii and 
to take care of it there in order to shelter our wounded and sick 
people who are coming back from Manila, and the coal, and the 
supplies, and the water necessary for the maintenance of the crews 
on our ships, the very men who force him into that category will 
be found here rising on their feet and moving to impeach him be- 
cause he violated some possible shadow of their interpretation of 
the Constitution of the United States. : 

I am glad, sir, that I have got the oporem just at this mo- 
ment to anticipate that miserable scheme and lay it bare to the 
bone. You will not be heard, gentlemen, hereafter to accuse the 
President of the United States of violating the constitutional 
rights and powers of the Chief Executive when he and his friends 
and his countrymen, whether of his political party or not, turn to 
you and say: Von forced him to that situation by conduct on 
your that made it absolutely pe apace in the name of 
Christianity and humanity that he should do such a thing.” 

When you return to your constituents, gentlemen, and meet the 
fathers of the sons who have gone to Manila, and tell them that 
you obstructed by filibustering tactics the passage of a law that 
would make it legal for them to stop in Hawaii on their return 
with their wounds or their sickness and find shelter in the bosom 
of that hospitable and splendid people, that father will spurn you 
as not being his representative or the representative of the true 
American spirit. i ae : 

There is such a thing, thank God, as an American spirit. It is 
hovering over the Senate now. It keeps Senators in their seats 
who have strong reasons for being absent. It has not been strong 
enough to invite all the absentees to be here, but their names 
ought to be put on record to see who it is who is not willing to 
stay here it serve his country while the men in Manila and the 
men in Santiago de Cuba are fighting under our flag for their 
coun They ought to be put on the record to show who 850 
are and why they are net present here 1 this beautiful, 
splendid, easy, nice, comfortable, and distinguished duty of vot- 
ing tothe people who are in the Army the allowanceof a hospitable 
reception in the Island of Hawaii. 

There is such a thing, Mr. President, as an American spirit, 
and I rejoice in it. It is my privilege to do so, and I will not be 
found doing anything at all that in the slightest degree obstructs 
the full flow of that glorious and magnificent spirit which already 
has won for us a fame that time itself will honor the longer time 
shall last. For deeds have been performed even during the brief 

riod of this war which show two things: First, that the United 
tates is capable of waging war with all the resources and all of 
her men for the sake of humanity, Christianity, and liberty. That 
response coming back from the people of the United States at the 
close of the nineteenth century is a proper and fitting response to 
that splendid spirit of our fathers who planted this magnificent 
3 upon this wonderful eountry of ours. There is such a 
spirit here. 

Not only, Mr. President, are 0 fighting in a cause in which 
they have no motive but justice, liberty, humanity, and Chris- 
tianity. but, sir, they are fighting with intrepidity and honor, with 
marked skill, ability, valor which have not been excelled in any 
history that has ever been written by the penof man. No nation 
stands higher to-day than the United States on the rolls of glori- 
ous warfare and magnanimous conduct. 

The very examp!e we have set before the world in the last two 
months will warn the nations of this earth that while we are a 

e-loving people and are disposed to do all that can be done to 
eep on g terms with humanity and all the nations of the 


world, there is not that nation which exists, though it may be the 
most powerful monarchy that was ever knit together by the hands 
of oppression and craft, that does not feel to-day that the people 
of the United States and their Government are more powerful than 
any other nation that exists on the earth—not powerful only in 
war, but powerful in the motivesof war. That we have already 
achieved. 

I can not reconcile it to myself that this great and august body, 
of which I have had the honor of being a member now for twenty- 
one years, could set itself in the attitude we occupy this evening 
of antagonism to the Administration that is conducting this war, 
and doing it so well and with such high purposes and motives; that 
we should be here laying pipe for the purpose of controlling elec- 


h | tions in November, and that that should be the motive of our con- 


duct. If that is not the motive, let the joint resolution come to a 
vote when the debate is exhausted. 

Mr. President, I hope we will not have any more of this pro- 
cedure on this case, to say the least of it. 

Mr. WHITE, Mr. President, the Senators upon this floor, I pre- 
sume, have a right to their opinions. They may have regard for 
the opinions of others. But they may not care for the ae — even 
by the Senator from Alabama. When the Senator from Alabama 
makes any charge against other Senators involving the honesty of 
their intentions or their purposes, in so far as I am concerned 
and those who concur with me, it is distinctly repudiated. An 
accusation that in a debate such as that which we are conducti 
there has been anything but the highest and best motives is found 
upon a misconception of the fact; but that it may be based on 
other motives is of but little moment tome. The dictator of the 
Senate, be he old or young, ought to be odious, and he is not, as 
far as I have been able to observe, very lofty in regard, There 
are Senators here who think that this is an important issue and 
who have been debating it in good faith. An assertion that they 
ee it otherwise proceeds either from corruption or im- 

cility. 

Mr. President, let us remember thatif at Dalt pent 4 o'clock upon 
the afternoon of Saturday we see fit to try to adjourn, we may be 
honest in endeayoring to absent ourselves without filibustering. 
I have sat here for hours when there has been in the Senate but 
one-seventh of a quorum, and I have never made the point. Yet 
a Senator dares to charge that we are filibustering when he has 
absented himself from the ranks; and with that inconsistency 
which is his characteristic and attribute, he throws upon others 
the burden that should depend upon himself, 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from California seems to have a 
little desire to be personal toward me. I wish to say to the Sena- 
tor that this is not the pone place for personalities. If he thinks 
he has got any quarrel with me, there is a better place to settle it 
than this. e can settle it outside of this Chamber. 

Mr. WHITE. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama, 
with his characteristic fairness, seeks to place upon the record 
here c against men who are associated with him in the dis- 
charge of a public duty and denies to them the right to traverse 
his unfounded suggestions. He can not influence anything I say 
by 8 of that sort. 

Mr. President, from the initiation of this debate to this minute 
we have been ready to proceed according to order, and we have so 
paean _This afternoon, our last afternoon, when the Senator 

m Georgia wished to speak, notice was given to those who con- 
trol this debate that he would rather have the debate postponed. 
We know it has been an oppressive day; we know we have been 
honestly trying to have this matter pressed forward, and have 
advanced only such ents as appeal to our consciences and 
our judgments, and when we are accused of filibustering, for 
myself—and I know I have the concurrence of all those who have 
stood with me and all those who with me upon this topic— 
Iam justified in saying it is utterly without foundation that we 
are procrastinating. 

Mr. President, in your capacity as presiding officer of this body 
[the Vice-President in the chair] you can vindicate my statement 
when I assert that when there were arguments made by able men 
here—I do not refer to anything I have said—there were very few 
in this Chamber, and yet no attempt was made to compel presence; 
and here to-night, I suppose for pyrotechnic purposes, to be con- 
tinuously further advertised, we are informed that there is a fili- 
bopa in progress. That statement is utterly untrue; absolutely 
untrue. 

We insist that at this time on Saturday evening the Senate 
ought to adjourn. We have already agreed to a resolution to 
meet at 11 o'clock on Monday, for which I myself voted; and 
after having stood here and discussed this question, when nearly 
half the day has been taken up by the friends of annexation, it is 
certainly not a ground for exhibiting us before the country as 
filibusters that we have simply asked for a privilege which 
ought to have been granted, and which has been denied to this 
hour; yet the Senator from Alabama has sat in this Chamber 
many a time recently and heretofore seeking to advance interests 


not declared neu 


\ 


6346 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 25, 


which he tho were vital to his section, and has really fili- 


ve not done so, 
in 


a now. We insist adj I deny 

—— detained 1 A sis eon po 
fact that we have uniformly acquiesced progress o 
debate and permitted it to continue, although Republican Senators 
and annexationists who do not want to debate a subject they are 
impotent to contest have absented themselves from this body. 
We have not called them back. Our arguments ought to be enough 
to adjudge the rectitude and the honesty of our co 

We may not know why 
himself; we may not know why others absented themselves. 
They may not have cared to listen to the dry details of arguments 
in which they do not concur; but at the same time, under the 
Constitution, it was their business to be here if a quorum was nec- 
essary; and they have been absent, and we have permitted that 
absence to go undisputed. — A X 8 

Let none of this hypocrisy, this advertisement, this pretense, 
this falsehood, delude anybody. Itdoes not delude anyonein this 
Chamber, and it never will. It will never pass untraversed so 
long as I stand here, whether the shed Senator from Ala- 
bama, as he stated in an article in the North American Review, 
JJͤ ͤvb te FUNDI ene or waxes 
enthusiastic over our proposed and in alliance with the 
people of Hawaii. His desire to associate us with the aborigines 
of Borneo, Sumatra, or Java will never win my su Let us 
understand that in the discussion of a public question we can be 
heard and we will be heard, and that no orders will be received 
from the Senator from Alabama with reference to our position. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. 3 5 those who eee 

inst an adjournment and an e session. 

. 80 for the Lage 9 of 5 any Senator into unfair de- 
bate at a late hour of the night. I had not myself heard that 
any Senator desired that there should be a nement for his 
convenience. I have been one of those who have absented them- 
selves from the Senate a good deal to-day, because I have been 
executing an order of the Senate; but 1 have managed to get here, 
I think, at every roll call. ; 

Mr. President, I do not believe there is a necessity forany pa 
heat over this question. It seems to me that we who are in favor 
of the admission of the Hawaiian Islands, who expect it will be 
accomplished during this session of Congress, might as well make 
up our minds to wait until the debate is exhausted and to give to 
the other side fair debate. Iam prepared to do that, although it 
is very inconvenient for me to do so. I am to do it, be- 
meer EINU UET 3 should slg e 
subject at this session, perhaps not so very we 
should act it at this immediate hour or within the next two 
or three weeks. 

I said the other day that I was one of those who would not have 


objected to a pos ent to a day fixed and certain which 
a vote could be at the next session, if that could have been 
had, although I can see that some comp. might arise by a 


failure to act upon the subject at this session. 

I do not agree with the tor from Alabama orl yea Morcan] 
that the President of the United States has inv the Hawaiian 
Islands. I understand that the Government of that country has 
trality with reference to our affairs with Spain, 
and by the laws of nations, that being so, we have an unques- 
tioned right to her hospitality if she sees fit to extend it, and no 
nation in the world can complain of that except Spain. Spain 


sailors and 
harbors.” 


been a cause of 5 by any government in the world except 
the Government of t 


ma; 
suppose 
they Suppose France or Germany or Russia should 
say to the Hawaiian Government: Nou must no longer extend 

hospitality t you have heretofore ex- 
tended, or, if you do, you must reckon with us,” and, Mr. Presi- 
dent, they would have to reckon then with us, that ıs, and not 


We | and any other power in the world, no matter how bi 
be. The Governm 


urse. 
the Senator from Alabama absented | belie 


require us to stand in front of and between these islan 
it might 


W of na- 


with the Government of Hawaii. Common decency on our part 
would ds 


y ent of Hawaii has a right under the 
tions to do what it has done. 

Mr, President, I wish we could get to a vote on this question; I 
wish we could settle it. I wish we could settle it, because I be- 
lieve it would be for the peace of this country. Ido not believe 
anybody who has spoken 5 LEF this joint resolution has intended 
by so doing to delay or to hinder in the slightest possible manner 
the conduct of this war; nor doI think because Senators do not 
elieve in the acquisition of these islands and exercise a Senato- 
ie acter 8 . pe it ~~ have aus Sen to 3 

ey are doing it for the purpose of impairing the power of the 
Government of the United States with relation to this war; and 
yet, Mr. President, it might do that. It has not done it up to the 
present time, and Iam frank enough to say that I do not believe 
it will at any time. 

I do not believe that that-question is going to be a factor in our 
relations in this controversy with Spain; and yet I should like to 
have it settled. I should like to have it settled before we come to 
settle some other great questions which we have got to settle. I 
am myself of the opinion that the American people are to be 
brought face to face with questions such as have never been pre- 
sented to them before. 

Mr. President, Iam not one of those who lie awake at night or 
who worry about what will be the conduct of the American people. 
I have an abiding faith in the good sense of the great masses of 
my countrymen. I know that their intuitions are correct. I 
know when you submit to them question involving the great in- 
terests of this nation, they will settle it properly, and they will 
settle it righteously, too. If it becomes necessary for the American 
people to change their policy and to do that which we have here- 
tofore declined to do—if, in the interests of the American people 
or in the interests of humanity, such a policy becomes necessary, 
they will be found solving that question in the right direction. 

I am one of those who dò not believe that any evil will ever come 


to the mblic by the exercise of that pa spirit of humanity 
which induced us to go into this war. I do not believe when you 
rally the American people in the interests of freedom, you will 
do anything to debase them. I do not believe that will be 

sible, we may take in Cuba, Puerto Rico, the Hawaiian 
Islands, and the Philippine Islands. I do not believe you will 
endanger the solidity or the perpetuity of American institutions, 


because I believe that we are capable of settling these questions 
and settling them righteously and properly. 

As I said the other evening—and 1 am going to repeat it— 
every time we ries ee Sat have had this same con- 
troversy, honestly e, I have no doubt. I have before me now 
the debate which occurred in 1811, when the Territory of New 
Orleans was admitted as the State of Louisiana. President, 
there have not been any such prognostications of evil from our 
friends who are opposed to this joint resolution as then came from 
Massachusetts, from Virginia, and from various other States when 
it was proposed to admit the new State of Louisiana. All the 
evils that are predicted now were predicted then. 

It was said we would not know where to stop; it was said we 
should continue until we had extended our empire clear to the 
Pacific; and, Mr. President, thank God they were prophets when 
they sa . eo was then 5 a ps tened oe m 
one of the Ww were goin, endanger the 0 
this Republic of States. . a 

Mr. President, we did extend our territory in spite of Josiah 
Quincy, who declared, in substance, that it was the right of all 
States to take themselves out of the Union, and the tee | of some 
to do so if Lousiana should be admitted. It was denied that the 
United States Government possessed the power either from the 
Constitution or without it to take in a foot of territory that did 
not belong to the ancient colonies. They rung the changes on 
the ancient limits; that you could not go beyond the ancient 
limits; and that the provision for the admission of States was a 
abaya ig the admission of the territory that was ours, and 
none other. . 

That is what worried Mr. Jefferson, who was a strict construc- 
tionist. He did not doubt our power to bring in the State after 
we had acquired the territory, but he doubted whether there was 
power under the Constitution to bring in any more territory at 
all. Yet he solved that doubt, Mr. President, in favor of bring- 
ing it in. We have erected monuments to Jefferson, and Fourt 
of July orators have been 2 praises ever since, and none 
too highly; but of all the t things he did for the country and 
for humanity, he never did anything comparable with that of the 
acquisition of Louisiana. It was the beginning of the expansion 
that has put twenty-eight Senators on this floor; it was that which 
secured to us the advent of the States on the great Pacific Sea; it 
was that which changed us from a third-rate power toa great 
nation, 


1898. 
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Mr. President, when Texas came in there was the same argu- 
ment that has been heard on the other side within the last few 
of the lack of constitutional power. There Was then the cry 

that it was without constitutional authority or constitutional right. 
As I said the other evening—and I want to say it again; it is 


simply a utterance which I think any lawyer ought toagree 
to—it is prerogative of nationality, of sovereignty, to have the 
right to add to its territory. There is not a nation in the world 


that does not assertit. It could have been taken from us only by 
positive constitutional prohibition; and if that had been sug- 
gested, do you believethe great men of that day would have agreed 

twe were to be bound by the province of Spain or France on the 
west and by the province of Great Britain on the north, and that 
under no circumstances were we to expand our territory? 

Oh, no, Mr. President, they would not have put that into the 
Constitution, and they did not put it in. He who hunts the Con- 
stitution over will find no authority for the admission of new ter- 
ritory, for the admission of a new State, outside of that which 
existed at the time. You get that power in the power of sov- 
ereignty; you get that power as you get many other powers which 
agreat nation must exert; you get it because this is a nation and 
because such a power is essential to its preservation and to its 
pees. Every great power that belongs to every other nation 

0 to us. 

De oa believe that our fathers, who expected some day we 
would be great, but perhaps not in a hundred years so t as 
now, wanted to hedge us in? Josiah Quincy objected to the 
exercise of that power because it created a disparity between the 
States. He said the power would be transferred from one section 
tothe other, Others objected for the same reason. 

Mr. President, I promised at one time that I would not debate 
the Hawaiian question, and I shall not. I debated that question 
in 1894 quite to my satisfaction. These are not new questions to 
me. I have considered for forty years the question of what is the 
power of the Government of the United States with reference to 
these islands and to acquire what may be called foreign lands. 

I have been a student of these questions. I came into active 
Tife—as a voter, I mean—when. these great questions were before 
the American people and when there were great men in public 
life—when there were men like Marcy, of New York, of whom I 
have often spoken here, because he was a citizen of the State of 
which I was then a citizen, and a member of the political party 
with which I commenced my political life. He was then con- 
tending for the admission of these islands. You have not had a 

ater constitutional lawyer in the Democratic party since he 
ied. Lou have not had a purer man. You have not had a man 
who was more democratic in his sentiments than Mr. Marcy. 

I was following his flag. I was a Democratof the Marcy stripe, 
and I have been following that flag ever since. I have been be- 
lieving that it was a mission which we had to take in these islands, 
because they are needful to us and because of the t develop- 
ment that I believe is to come to us when we have 200,000,000 peo- 
2 this continent; more than that, when we shall have a popu- 

ion equal to that of China, maintained here, as I believe it can 
be, in comfort, in happiness, in liberty, and when our trade to the 
Pacific Sea and across it will be the great trade of the world and 
a great boon to this great population when it shall be overflowing 
and filling the land with just such people as we have to-day, only, 
I trust, a little better. 

Mr. President, we want those islands. We want them because 
they are the stopping way acrossthesea. Senatorsmay talk about 
Alaska. They may tell us that you have a better coaling station. 
It is not true. Why do not your ships go there? They go the 
other way because the God who made the winds and the waves 
decreed that the ships shall go in the line of water as it rushesand 
the wind as it blows.. That is why they go to Honolulu. Seven 
out of eight of the great lines that go across the water go there. 
Every sailing ship that goes out of San Francisco goes there, and 
it goes there because the wind and the tide decree that it shall. 

President. those islands are n to our safety, they are 
necessary to our commerce, and we can give to those people the 
blessings of a free government and not injure ourselves. On the 
other hand, there lies on our border the richest island of its size, 
save one, in the world, an island cursed for four hundred years by 
a government such as few countries have ever had. There ought 
to bea population there of 20,000,000. Java, no bigger and but 
little richér, has 20,000,000 under the kindly administration of 
Holland. On that island, with a government such as we shall 
give them or a government such as they shall establish and we 

` shall assist them in maintaining, there will be in a few years the 

most industrious population of the world, where labor will be the 

best rewarded because of the richness of the soil. It can be made 

, source of great benefit to us and we can be the agency of great 
good to them. 

Will we let any other power have it? All say not. We have 

gone to war not to acquire it, but to give those people a govern- 
ment such as they are entitled to and to avoid the annoyance and 


up for years brings on. I do not know what the government 
be. I repeat, as I said before, I will leave it to the American 
ple to do justice and right when the time comes, and I do not care 
what party is in power, whether it be the one which is now in 
power or another one. The American people will see to it that 
justice is done the people there and that justice is done to us here. 

Mr. President, we will be met in December with another apa 
tion farther from our doors, more difficult infinitely than these 
others. The question we are debating is of no consequence perhaps 
compared with what you will meet then. Will you take from Spain 
the 2,000 islands that are now Spain's and return them to Spain? 
I have been studying the history of those islands. There is not 
much-to be learned about them. I found some difficulty in get- 

ing at the facts, but I will venture to say that within two hun- 
years the sun has not shone in any other portion of the world 
on such a government as was found in those islands—on such 
wickedness, such oppression, such imbecility and frand as has 
been exhibited by the Spanish Government of those islands for 
twohundred years. Having gone to war to free Cuba with 1,500,- 
000 people, are we going to return to the tender mercies of Spain 
8,000,000 men as good in every respect as the people who inhabit 
the Island of Cuba, and in my judgment a great many of whom 
are infinitely better? 

Mr. President, that is one phase of the question. I will dismiss 
that by saying that the party which will propose to return those 
islands will go out of power in the American nation and will 
remain out fora generation. The American people will never 
submit to it and no Administration will propose it. No Senator 
will stand here and advocate it, either, when the time comes. 
What shall we do with them? Shall we trade them off? Shall 
we become a peddler, and shall we say to some great power, 
Doubting our ability to maintain a good government for these 
people, doubting their ability to maintain a government for them- 
selves, will you take the islands off our hands and try your hand 
at it and see how you will get along, and give us something in 
return?” That would bea spectacle for the gods. It never will 
happen. No man will disgrace us by proposing it. 

some newspaper writer has suggested it, no statesman will; 
and if he did, the American people would declare we have not 
sacrificed our men in Manila for the purpose of returning the 
islands to Spain or them off to anybody else. Where tle 
American soldier dies and is buried and the American flag is put 
up, I say there it will stay, and we will grapple with the great 
problem whether we are capable of ma colonies or not and 
try it; and if we fail, it will be the first time that the Anglo-Saxon 
race has failed when these great problems have been presented. 
It will be the first time that the American people have failed when 
great questions were presented to them to solve them properly 
sod eT and in the interest of their own people and the 
wor 

Mr. President, let us meet it. Let us say to the world, let us 
say to everybody, We are going to do the right thing when the 
right time comes.” If these people are fit for local government, 
and can stand alone according to the principles that we have pro- 
claimed, it will be our a Be see that they do. If they can not, 
it will be our duty to see that they have such a system and such 
education as will put them in line where ultimately they can en- 
3 blessings of a free flag. 

. President, you hear mutterings of Germany, of Japan, of 
Russia, and of France. They tell us that Germany has a squad- 
ron there, and they do not know what it means. I saw the other 
day that Prince wri ong to Dewey something that indicated 
that he-might want to have a hand in the protection of German 
interests in Manila, and Admiral Dewey, who understood the laws 
of war, knew we were there in control. and that nobody else had 
a right os with our consent to land marines, said: “Prince, I 
hope you not get your ships between my guns and the enemy;” 
and he will not. 

Let us give the world to understand that we did not seek this 
war; that we did not go intoit for conquest; that we went into it 
for the purpose of enlarging the area of human freedom, and that 
we can enl it at home and abroad; that if our duty required 
us to do it in Cuba, it requires us to do it in the Philippine Islands, 
and that we will settle this question for ourselves. We will say 
to Spain when she gets out, Everything you or your people have 
got hete shall be kindly cared for.” e will say to Germany, 
“Your people shall have our protection, but you keep your han 
off. We will not tolerate your interference, because we are capa- 
ble of taking care of your people as well as you are yourselves.” 

I would say to the world, when this war is over, We will set- 
tle with Spain. We want nointerference. We want no concert 
of powers;” and if I was President, I would not allow any con- 
cert of powers to address me on the subject of peace. I would say 
tothem, “The American nation is big enough to conduct this war 
to.asuccessful issue. She is generous enough and good enough 
when it is through to make an honorable and proper peace with ~ 


the damage and the dangers.to us that a contest of that kind es 
peo- 
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the enemy that she has subdued.” Our honor and reputation 
among the nations of the world are at stake, 

With the greatest population, save one, of any country that 
may be called p eA or homogeneous—in fact, I think I ma 
say the only homogeneous population of 75,000,000—with a wealt 
that no other nation possesses, with a history for fairness and 

ood treatment of friend and foe equal to that of any other nation 
in the world, we can say to the world, Let us solve this problem 
unaided and unassisted, and we will do it in accordance with 
right and in accordance with justice, keeping in mind at all times 
not only the interest of the American people, but every one of the 
people whom we invite or bring under the infiuence of our flag.” 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I merely desire to detain the 
Senate a moment or two. Some little time ago my distinguished 
friend the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] seemed to feel 
that by some remarks I had charged him with filibustering. I 
happened to be seated where the honorable Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Davis] now is, and rose to pass down the aisle, and the 
Senator remarked, “ You can not play that game;” and I sup- 
posed, coming into view of him, that he addressed the remark to 
me, of course not intending it for the Recorp, I replied that I 
thought the game was being played upon the other side of the 
aisle, I meant no injustice to the Senator from Arkansas. To 
usea frank, perhaps a somewhat brutal, expression, the incomings 
and the gies Sere of the Senator from Arkansas are none of my 
business. He is responsible to his God, to his country, and to his 
constituents for his actions and is in no wise responsible to me; 
and in a spirit of casual little pleasantry, as I passed down the 
aisle, I said I thought the game was being played on the other 

id 


side. 

I find that Iam entirely mistaken; that I made the motion to 
adjourn, and that it was not made by the honorable Senator from 
Nebraska Mr. ALLEN]; that Isuggested the absence of a quorum, 
and that the suggestion was not made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska; that I demanded a division, and that the demand did not 
come from the honorable Senator from Nebraska. There has been 
some nightmare about this business, I have been the gentleman 
who has been filibustering and making all these motions. The 
record, so far as any filibustering is concerned, is made. It is 
none of my business. The honorable Senator from Nebraska has 
the right under the rules of the Senate to make as many motions 
as he wishes, and I have the right to remain here and to respond 
to the roll call or I have the right to go away. He has the right 
to do as he pleases, and Ihave the right todoasI please, amenable 
always to the rules and regulations of the Senate. 

I approach always with the utmost diffidence the honorable 
Senator from Nebraska. When occasionally it becomes neces- 
sary on this side toask the Senator, with his magnificent physique, 
to lift his voice in order that we may understand him, he always 
responds with characteristic kindness, with some facetiousness or 
some play at repartee. We make the request merely because we 
desire to have the benefit of the vast information that the honor- 
able Senator from Nebraska has. 

Mr. President, I have been much interested in this matter. I 
am earnestly for the annexation of Hawaii; my people are for the 
annexation of Hawaii, and I am willing to stay here until that 
result can be accomplished; but I want to say to the Senator from 
Nebraska, with all humility. with all kindness, with all diffidence, 
that there is a greater question here now than the annexation of 
Hawaii, and that is whether the expressed majority of the people 
throughout the whole country, whether the great majority in the 
House of Representatives, whether an ascertained majority in the 
Senate of the United States, shall rule. It is a question, Mr. 
President, once more in this country, of 1 rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was not aware that I incurred the enmity 
of the Senator . € 

Mr. WILSON. I beg to say to the Senator that he can under 
no circumstances of any kind or any character, either here or 
elsewhere, incur my enmity. I have enmity to no living man. I 
love the honorable Senator from Nebraska, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I was not aware that anything 
had taken place by which I could incur the enmity of the Senator 
from lenrs Kt aside from my inability, which is a defect of 
nature, when I first begin talking, to be heard any distance. It is 
a source of annoyance to me that I can not always talk when I first 
start off with that fullness that I can after a few moments’ exer- 
cise of my vocal chords. But it is a defect for which I am not 
responsible, and for which I hope I may not be again catechised 
by the Senator from Washington here or elsewhere. If I could 
remedy it, I would do so yery readily and very cheerfully. 

Passing by the very pleasant remarks of the Senator from Wash- 
ington, I want to reply to the more serious remarks of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. Itake the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama more seriously than I do those of the Senator 
from Washington. : 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ne- 
braska whether he prefers to go on to-night or in the morning? 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the remark of the Senator 
from Massachusetts repeated tome. Iask the Reporter to readit. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely asked the Senator whether he preferred 
to go on to-night or in the morning. I did not know at what 
length he proposed to speak. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would just as lief go on in the morning, not- 
withstanding it is Sunday, as to go on to-night, although I de- 
sire— 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator does not prefer to go on to-night, I 
will make a motion to adjourn, I wish to do whatever he desires, 

Mr. ALLEN, I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will not 
undertake to destroy an explanation that seems necessary for me 
in view of what the Senator from Alabama has said. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly not. I did not know at what length 
the Senator proposed to address the Senate, 

Mr. ALLEN. In the first place, the Senator from Alabama 
seems to think it is a crime for any person to disagree to any 
propali he may make. There is no Senator in this Chamber 

or whom I have higher consideration than I have for the Senator 
from Alabama, but I do not propose to have the Senator from 
Alabama classify me, nor do I propose to have him draw deduc- 
tions for me. The Senator from Alabama seems to think that 
every man who does not agree with him—and I do not know 
whether I agree with him yet or not until I have heard the argu- 
ments pro and con on this question—must, by force of that fact, 
be dishonest in his opinion. 

Yet, Mr. President, look at one or two of the deductions of the 
Senator from Alabama. He lays down the preposterous proposi- 
tion that no student of law having two years’ experience in a law 
school ought to lay down, and that is that our sick soldiers can 
not enjoy the hospitality of the Hawaiian Government without 
its being a violation of international law. If that is a test or a 
sample of the international law of the Senator from Alabama, I 
do not and will not follow him. It is not the law. It is not to be 
found in any book. ‘ 

Every government is at liberty and under an obligation to care 
for castaway seamen. Every government, even the enemiesthem- 
selves, are required to care for unfortunate wounded or sick sol- 
diers. Every government upon the face of the earth recognizes 
and acts upon that proposition, Yet because some of us, myself 
among the number—for the Senator’s remarks were aimed at me 
are not ready to vote to-night, we are to be characterized as fili- 
busters, whatever that may mean. 

Mr. President, I have seen the Senator from Alabama himself 
filibuster, and I will call his attention to the time when he did it. 
He did it in 1893, during the silver debate. One of the foremost 
Senators in that discussion, whenever there was filibustering on 
hand, was the Senator from Alabama. 

I care nothing about being called a filibuster. I would just as 
lief be a filibuster as a swashbuckler or anything else. I havea 
right to enjoy my opinion as an American citizen and as a Sena- 
tor of the United States without crooking my knee whenever the 
Senator from Alabama disagrees withme. I havemy convictions; 
they are strong and determinate. Am I to submit to the dicta- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama or be characterized by him as 
a filibuster and an enemy of the country and opposed to the war, 
and all such political rot as that, for that is what it is? 

The Senator draws the conclusion himself that every man who 
does not see this question as he does is opposed to the war, is ob- 
structing the war, to use his language. Mr. President, I should 
like to know what sacrifice the Senator from Alabama has made 
or will make during this struggle greater than the sacrifice you 
and I will make to carry on the war successfully that authorizes 
him to speak thus. There are many men in the United States 
who stand as close to our Army as the Senator from Alabama. 
He can not stand closer than many other thousands of men, 

What is there about the relation that authorizes the Senator to 
say to those of us who may disagree with him that we are obstruct- 
ing the war, and carry out that impression in the country? Does 
the successful prosecution of this war depend upon the annexation 
of the Hawaiian Islands? Not at all. There is no more connec- 
tion between the successful prosecution of the war and the annex- 
ation of the Hawaiian Islands than there would be between the 
passage of a bill to incorporate a railroad and the prosecution of 
the war. There is no synthetic relation whatever. 

Yet because I desired the Senate to adjourn at half past 4 o'clock 
on Saturday afternoon until 11 o'clock Monday, for which I my- 
self voted with the Senator from Alabama, that those of us who 
have not given this question, by force of circumstances, as close 
attention as some others might have an opportunity to investigate 
it, the Senator from Alabama, with the imagination of a girl at 
school, characterizes us as obstructionists, as opposed to the pros- 
ecution of the war and the President's policy. 

Mr. President, is it necessary that you or I shall accept every- 
thing the President of the United States does or may do to enable 
us to escape the consequences of being accused of obstrzeting the 
war? Is it fair for any man to take advantage of an inflamed 
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condition of the public mind to threaten his associates in this 
Chamber with punishment at the hands of his constituency if he 
does not accept a particular view of a particular question? 

I want to say, without announcing my position on this question 


one way or the other (which I shall not announce until I have 
given it closer 5 , that I am perfectly wee to take 
the consequences of my action here. If my judgment should be 
that I ought to vote against annexation and the judgment of the 
people of Nebraska should be to the contrary, I can accept their 
judgment. I would rather walk out of the Senate and stay out 
of it than to violate what I believe to be right. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. : 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 6 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 27, 1898, at 11 
o'clock a. m, 


SENATE, 


MONDAY, June 27, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. s 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. BAKER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
PAYMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Paymaster-General of the Army recommending a number of pro- 
motions in that branch of the service; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Director of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing re- 

uesting an urgent deficiency appropriation for the work of his 
foreta amounting to $30,000; which, with the accompanyin 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, an 
ered to be printed. 
ORDNANCE STORES AND SUPPLIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting an additional estimate of 
appropriation for ‘“‘ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies” 
required for the use of the War Department for the first six 
months of the fiscal year 1899, $50,900; which, with the accom- 
panyin papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDUSTRIAL HOME SCHOOL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for sewerage for new building at the 
Industrial Home School, amounting to $1,610.50; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


MAUMEE BAY LIGHT STATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Light-House Board requesting the authority of Con- 
gress to pay the East Side Construction Company of Toledo, Ohio, 
on account of their contract for the pile foundation for two bea- 
cons at Maumee Bay light station, Ohio; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Repub- 
lican Club of New York City, praying for the annexation of the 
Hawaiian Islands; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist, Universalist, and German Evangelical churches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
all Government buildings; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the con, tions of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist, Universalist, and German Evangelicalchurches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to raise the age of protection for girls to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist, Universalist, and German Evangelical churches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 


ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate and mail circulation 
of newspaper descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian. Methodist, Universalist,and German Evangelical churches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. x 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist, Universalist, and German Evangelical churches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the reproduction of prize fights by 
the kinetoscope or other kindred devices; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the con tions of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist, Universalist,and German Evangelicalchurches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lot- 
tery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist, Universalist, and German Evangelical churches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
mentof legislation to substitute voluntary arbitration for railway 
strikes; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian, Methodist, Universalist, and German Evangelical churches, 
all of Webster, in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State s become subject to its laws; Which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4766) nting to the Muscle Shoals Power 
Company right to erect and construct canal and power stations at 
Muscle Shoals, Alabama, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5527) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post road,” reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10477) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build or 
authorize the building of a foot and wagon bridge across the St. 
Louis River between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point near 
Fond du Lac, in said State of Minnesota,” approved June 11, 1896, 
reported it without amendment. 

ir, PASCO submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 4690) 
for the relief of certain homestead settlers in Florida heretofore 
reported by him. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KYLE’ introduced a bill (S. 4826) granting a pension to 
Emma E. Mowrey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4827) relating to the flag of the 
United States on merchant vessels; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 178) recognizing the 

llantry of Frank H. Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter 

‘udson; of his officers and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. 
Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient and meri- 
torious services in command of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at 
Manila; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


PRINTING OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON BANKRUPTCY BILL, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and a: to: 
Resolved, That there be 8 for the use of the Senate 1,009 copies of 


Senate Document No. ing the report of the conference committee on 
the bankruptcy bill, said documents to be delivered to the Senate document 


room. 
PAYMENTS BY THE CHEROKEE NATION, 


Mr. BATE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior transmit to the Senate copies 
of the correspondence, evidence, and reports relative to the payment of 


$400,000 by the Cherokee Nation on account of the Cherokee freedmen and 
services 


the disposition of $126,000 thereof on account of and in con- 


nection therewith. 
HOUR OF MERTING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], 
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laid over from Saturday. The Secretary will read the resolution, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resol That on and after to-morrow the hour of the daily meeting of 
the Senate 11 o'clock a. m. until otherwise ordered. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


on, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatis quite an im rtant resolu- 
tion, and as it is now five minutes 11 o and but one 
member, it may be two members, of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations have able to get to the Capitol up to this time—— 

Mr. CLARK. Three. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Yes, there are three. There are more 
than I supposed. However, there are not more than a meee 
ators present, I believe. I suggest that there is no quorum 
ent. There should be a quorum present before a matter o this 
sort is STs of, 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the roll be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a gore is sug 
3% The Secretary will call the 


called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
sered to their names: 


Da Lindsay, 
pion, MoBride, Stewart, 
Bate, Frye, Nelson, Sullivan, 
Berry, G ger, Pasco, Teller, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Perkins, Turley, 
Cannon, Platt, Wetmore, 
Clark, Hawley, Piatt, N. X White. 
Clay, Hoar, Pri 5 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Cullom. Kyle, 8 


ewell, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the absentees will be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theabsentees will be called. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators. 

Mr. Warren, Mr. Morcan, and Mr. MORRILL entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum of the Senate is not present. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It seems that a very large number of fhe Sen- 
ators who voted to have an early session this morning have failed 
to answer to their names. I move that the Senators whose names 
have been called and who failed to answer be requested to appear 
at once. 

Mr. ALLISON. The phraseology of the motion is, I think, un- 


usual. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Paaie from Seniuk moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms 


Arms be directed to request the attendance 
of absent Senators. 
The moticn was =e 
The VICE-PRES ONT. The Sergeant- at- Arms is so directed. 


A list of absent Senators has been furnished to the Sergeant-at- 


Arms, 

Mr. HEITFELD, Mr. DEBOE, Mr. ELKINS, Mr. Petrus, Mr. MILLS, 
Mr. LODGE, and Mr. GEAR entered the Chamber an enored to 
their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 15 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-seven Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that 3 Ten proceedings under the call 
of the Senate be dispensed with 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Minnesota, 

Mr. PASCO. What is the resolution? 

ü The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
on. 


the 25th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That on and after to-morrow the hour of the daily meeting of the 
Senate be II o'clock a. m. until otherwise ordered. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

hy ca 
The resolution was agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his , announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 23d instant approved and signed the act (S. 8209 
mere Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, a subport of entry 


very. 

The message also announced that fhe Deano of the United 
States had on the 24th instant approved and sign 
* concernin seers and 1 of the United States. 
States had on the 25th instant bean and signed the following 
act and joint resolution: 


An act (S. 914) to compel street-railway companies in the Dis- 


Bri 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Davis on | Germans 


ed the act | annexation of 
the President of the United | °% 


trict of Gomis to remove abandoned tracks, and for other pur- 
poses; an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 168) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to refund and return to the „Mil- 
waukee and St. Paul Railway 3 815,335.76 in accordance 
W the Interior, dated March 3, 


ANNEXATION OF HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that 5 the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution No. 25 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. aces any objection to the present 
oe of the joint resolution Res. 259) to provide for 
ds to the United States? The Chair 


the Hawaiian Islan 
hears no obj and the joint resolution is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me inquire if there is any amendment 
aig Both the joint resolution? 

CE-PRESIDENT. No amendment is pending, but two 

amendments have been sent to the desk. 

Mr. MORGAN. Amendments sug; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Amendments intended to be proposed 
to the joint resolution, one by the Senator from South Dakota 

PETTIGREW] and the other by the Senator from Towa [Mr. 


Mr. 
Gra. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] is entitled to the 


fo, CLAY. Mr. President, we now have before the Senate a 
joint resolution to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands to 
the United States. If this resolution should receive a majority 
of the votes of this Senate, havin i already passed the House of 
Representatives, with the approval of the President of the United 
States, then we Will possess and own a group of islands situated 
in midocean, more than 2,000 miles away from our coast, oF 
po ulated by 109,000 people, It will then become our duty to 

e a suitable and proper this responsi for the . of 
3 We at once assume this when we niente 
and take of them, and we should cm 2 y weigh the con- 
a Ey liable to follow our action in this new departure. 

us see what we are to both in 5 and population. 
Let us see whether or not either the terri tion is de- 
sirable. While we should be anxious and ne to plant the 
blessin; 1 of liberty and free government among all nations and in 
all lands, let us remember that the first duty we owe is to preserve 
and take care of our own Government, which is withont a parallel 
in the history of the world. Heretofore we have avoided aaa com- 
33 liable to involve us in trouble with foreign . We 

deavored to live in peace with the world an iia been 

coutent to on friendly commerce with all nations. We have 
acted toward them as we would have them act toward us. This 
course has enabled us not only to become great and powerful, oo 
happy, prosperous, and peaceable, and has given us a country tha 
cha Sr the admiration of the world. 

President, I wish to go back to my first question 
wits are we to obtain, both in population and territ y annex- 
ation—and then to predict what new departure will lead to. 

These islands, as I have said in my remarks heretofore, are out 
in midocean, more than 2,000 miles away from our coast. The 
nearest 8 on our const to them is, if I remember correctly, 
2,080 miles from Honolulu. The islands are twelve in number, with 
a total area of 6,667 square miles, and are located between lati- 
tudes 18° 50 20” and 50° north, and longitude 154° 50 and 161° 40 
west. The population of these islan „ according to the last 
census, consisted of the following elements: 


Hawaiians (pure and mixed) —— 939,504 
Japanese 25,407 
Chinese... 21,616 
Portuguese 15,291 
Americans 080 
tish.... 2,230 
Ea BE EERE TO D P 432 

Making a total population o 109, 600 


I desire to attach and read as a part of my argument an impor- 
tant letter, which fully analyzes a large part of this population. It 
is as follows: 

HAWAI AND AMERICAN LABOR. 
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF 
Washi: 


LABO. 
ington, D. C., ee 2 
Dran SIR: Inasmuch as the House of Re tatives has now un 
sideration a bill for the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
tema Dev ted IOA gen Dur oE Ten bunts aD affect- 


ing Sho working po poopie. of our country in annex 
I Sre bmg and through you 0 Lee the House of 
Re; as briefly ‘ew of the objections 
which prom the dele tes the convention of ican Federation 
of Labor, held at Nashville, Tenn., December 15-21, 1807, to protest against the 
Hawaii to the United States. 
Of a; at about 100,000, Hawaii contains about 50,000 
tract s laborers, made up as follows: 
About So per cent Chinese and Japanese. 
Perei cent from Azore Islands, and South Sea Islanders, 
features of the contracts under which these 50,000 laborers 
„ 


NN 
1. The terms of ‘tract usually 
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2. That the laborers have noright tochange their employers or leave their 


em t. 
E That the contract to labor is specifically enforceable by the laws of 
wi 
4. Tist any time s laborer may serro in prison for desertion from labor is 
added to the term of the life of con to labor. 
The are corralled in of from twelve to sixteen, each gang 
berae sa oore on horse armed with a whip with which diligence 
The overwhelming number of contract slave laborers in Hawaii is em- 
loyed in the industry, and the master employers sexe in k seen 
that the sugar ustry can not besuccessfully conducted without species 
of slave labor in those islan: 
Tho siscommated, yok if Hawai ̃ basoto seared fp se 


rganization, agitation, 
to the Gee 
there are few, 
1 ti d wid tes, which fe Hinssen 
that beneficent on and o e our W. a 
eee 


the 3 
to the le of the 
are such 5 the 


eof our country are the workers 
lives and their all upon the altar of the honor 
; but we submit that in the effort to make 
ould not hazard the loss of our own liberty. 
in the name and by the authority of the Amer- 

Very respectfully, 


SAMUEL GOMPE: 
President 
Hon. THOMAS B. REED, 
Speaker 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Less than 8 per cent of the entire population of these islands 
consists of Americans, and it will be seen by an examination of 
these figures that fifteen-sixteenths of the 3 18 
composed of Chinese, 1 and P ese, atdo weasa 
nation bigger with 40,000 Hawaiians, 25,000 Japanese, and 20,000 
Chinese 

Do you suppose these foreigners, unacquainted with our form 
of government, will make good American citizens? They are 
wholly unacquainted with our form of government and our insti- 
tutions. They have been born and reared under a monarchical 
government and not a single qualification essential to 
American citizenship. 

During the present session of Congress we have wisely passed 
stringent os aaa laws, making every possible effort to pre- 

vent undesirable immigrants from becoming citizens of this 
country. We have zealously guarded our Pacific coast, to see to 
it that the Chinese should not come to America. We have been 
diligent and untiring in our efforts to prevent foreigners from 
coming to this country, poke g such as we are to believe 
will make industrious and useful citizens, and only such as will 
assimilate with our Fa le and accustom themselves to our laws 
and institutions. e have not pursued this course because of 
any unfriendly feeling or interest toward other nations or races. 
We are anxious to sow the seeds of civilization and representative 
governmenteverywhere. We recognize the universal brotherhood 
of man, but we feel and know that the permanency of our insti- 
tutions, the stability and usefulness of our Government depends 
upon the intelligence, virtue, and wisdom of the people. 

The oe prep of the past which have been mighty among the 
powers of the earth have crumbled into hopeless decay, and the 
shifting sands of time have left desolate places where once were 
wealth and civilization. The history of the world will teach us 
that we enjoy the only re tative republican Government 
ever devised for man. We have had republics in name, but not 
in spirit. Unlike all other governments, we are guided and di- 
rected by intelligent and educated conditions, and those whomake, 
construe, and execute our laws are but the exponents of popular 
will. The lawmakers who frame our statutes are creatures of the 
people. In the ranks of the masses will be found the tireless 
teachers who mold public opinion and who fix and shape the des- 
tiny of this great Republic. 

Onur public press, reaching into every hamlet; our colleges and 
system of public schools, open to every child; our churches, t- 
ing the seeds of Christianity everywhere; our people, bl with 
the freedom of speech and freedom of action; our system of 
railways, stretching across our mountains and valleys; our tele- 

ph communications with all the civilized world—these are 
the instruments and agencies which have given to us the only 
real re tative republican Government the world has ever 
seen. The superior intelligence and patriotism of the masses have 
sustained this Government against foreign and domestic wars and 
against unjust and oppressive laws. Under our system of govern- 
ment all power is lodged with the people, If this Government is 
ever destroyed, there must be a in our citi ip, the 
population must become ignorant and debased, And sho 
time ever come when public sentiment in our country is dominated 
orea ignorant, corrupt, and debauched population, 

then, will our Government perish. 


workers ap ve. 
In the war in which the 
are gladly volunteering th 
nterests of our coun 


ing resolution to annex the 


Mr. President, I regard the 
as the most dangerous leg- 


Hawaiian Islands to the United 
islation ever contemplated by Co: I may be mistaken, but 
do not believe that Iam, I do not question the patriotism of those 
who entertain a different view, but to my mind there are dangers 
ahead of us which may involve usin ruin. When we, practically 
without opposition, war against Spain in order to bring 
relief to the starving Cubans, and give to them the God-given right 
to form and put in operation a government of their own, we passed 
the following resolution: 


tion to exercise soverei „in ction, or control over said island [mean- 

the Island of Cuba] except for the tion thereof, and asserts ite 
determina’ when that „ to leave the government and 
control of the d to its people. 


Mr. President, not a single Senator voted against this resolution, 
and, if I mistake not, the distinguished senior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] was the author of that resolution. That Sen- 
ator, respected and honored by his fellow-Senators and held in high 
esteem by the entire country, is an ardent annexationist. 

On April 20, 1898, the following joint resolution became a law 

the approval of the President, having previously passed both 
ouses of Congress: 
{Public resolution—No. 21.] 


Joint resolution for the recognition of the independence of the le of 
Cuba, demandin —5 i Authority 


ters, and directing the President of the 
United States to use the land and naval forces of the United States to 
carry these resolutions into eff: 


‘ect. 
Whereas the abhorrent conditions which have existed for more than three 
years in the Island of Cu 


sense of the of the States, have been a disgrace to i 
civilization, as 1 in the destruction of a United 
paos oues ship, with 266 of its officers and crew, while on a friendly visit 

n the 
forth 
April 11, 1898, u which the action eref 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in assem irst. Tha of Cuba 
are, and of right ought to be, free 

Second. That it is the duty of the U: 
ernment of the United States does hereby demand, that the Government of 
Spain at once relinquish its authority and government in the Island of Cuba 
and withdraw its land and naval forces from Cuba and Cuban wators. 

Third. That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected and empowered to use the entire land and naval forces of the United 
States, and to call into the actual service of the United States the militia of 
the several States, to such extent as may be necessary to carry these 
lutions into effect. 

Fourth, That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or inten- 
tion to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except 
for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is 
accomplished, to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 


We all remember the vivid description of the horrible suffer- 
ings as depicted on the floor of the te by the junior Senator 
from Vermont . Proctor], the junior Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. THURSTON], the junior tor from New Hampshire [Mr. 

ALLINGER], and the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Money]. en we passed that joint resolution, which was uni- 
versally regarded as an act of war, we placed our justification for 
declaring war on high grounds. We said to the civilized world 
that this was not to be a war of conquest. We went to war, 
not for greed or gain, or to acquire any additional territory, but to 
save the Cuban a starvation and extermination, 
and to give to them the blessings of self-government. When 
that unselfish and patriotic p was accomplished the war 
was to end, The civilized world approved and applauded our 
course, and the war for this tay — was justifiabie in the sight 
of God and man; but had it been known that the ulterior purpose 
was to seize, possess, and retain Puerto Rico and the Philippine 
Islands, to annex Hawaii, and finally Cuba, and make them a 
part of this country, then who wonld have voted for this war of 
conquest? 

Daring that exciting debate, Mr. President, I was a careful lis- 
tener, and being a young member of the Senate I felt a great 
interest in the proceedings which were to affect the destiny of this 
country. I well remember the remarkable speech made by the 
junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], a speech which 
caught the ear of the entire country, and which is largely respon- 
sible for the war now existing between Spain and the United 
States. I gave to his utterances the most careful attention, and 
was greatly and favorably impressed when he used the following 

eins ing of Cuba. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to the language he used during that debate. The dis- 
tinguished Senator said: 

Iam not in favor of annexation, not because I would apprehend any par- 
ticular trouble from it, but because it is not a wise 8 
w... guiding can 

Mark you, Mr. President, our friend on the other side declared 
he would not annex Cuba or any other people of foreign tongue 
and training and withont strong guiding American elements. 

If the Senator from Vermont, who is y responsible for the 
war now existing in this country, were to stand by what he said, 
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he would stand upon the floor of the Senate and vote against an- 
nexation. He was opposed to admitting any race of people into 
this country of foreign tongue and without strong guiding Amer- 
ican element. ‘ 2 

How does the distinguished Senator now stand on the annexation 
of Hawaii? 

Isit not true, Mr. President, that when we gather in with one 
sweep these Chinese, Japanese, Portuguese, and Hawaiians we 
make a part of our population a people of foreign tongue and 
training and without any strong guiding American element?” 

I shall never forget the strong, vivid, and forcible speech deliv- 
ered on the same occasion by the junior Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. Tnonsrox]. Always able, logical, and eloquent, he never 
ails to impress himself upon the country. If I remember cor- 
rectly, I caught the following words from that masterly address: 

Others say, let us by resolution or official proclamation recognize the in- 
dependence of Cuba! It is too late for such tion ever to be of great 
avail. Others say, annexation to the United States! God forbid! I would 
oppose annexation with my last breath. The people of Cuba are not our 
people; they can not assimilate with us, and beyond all that lam utterly 
and unalterably op to any departure from the declared policy of the 
fathers, which would start this Republic for the first time upon a career of 


conquest and dominion, utterly at variance with the avowed purposes and 
est destiny of our republican government. 


Will not the distinguished Senator, with his usual eloquence 
and logic, warn his brother Senators on the other side of this 
Chamber of the danger which now threatens our beloved country? 
Will he not join those of us who 8 1 8 annexation and if possible 
save this Republic from the impending danger, and point out why 
the Hawaiian population are not our people and why they will 
not assimilate with us? Will he not come to the rescue of this 
country and portray with his usual logic the danger of this new 
1 from the declared policy of the fathers? Knowing him 
as I do, I believe he will. 

Mr. President, you will find no other country situated as the 
United States. e already have sufficient territory to support 
and maintain more than seven times our present population. It 
has ever been against the policy of our Government to acquire 
foreign territory from which we are separated by seas and oceans, 
which would necessarily require a strong navy and large standin 
army to defend and protect. It can not be questioned that suc 
foreign territory, situated in the ocean, thousands of miles away 
from us, will not only be expensive, but will be a constant source 
of irritation and friction with foreign powers; and should insur- 
rection arise in this newly acquired territory, in order to main- 
tain law and quell such insurrection, a large and heavy expense 
would necessarily follow. Besides, such acquisitions would nec- 
essarily frequently involve us in expensive wars with foreign 
countries, which on account of the solidity of our country we 
have been able heretofore to avoid. We have not yet arrived at 
that point where it is necessary for us to acquire foreign territory. 

We now s an area of more than 3,000,000 square miles, 
nearly fifteen times as large as the area of France, while France 
supports a population more than one-half as large as ours. The 
entire states composing the German Empire contain an area of 
208,700 square miles and support a population of 50,000,000 of peo- 
ple, while we only have a population of 70,000,000 and a territory 

ourteen times as large as Germany. Great Britain, properly 
speaking, leaving out her colonies, has an area of 121,000 square 
miles and supports a population of 38,000,000 of people, her popu- 
lation being more than one-half as large as ours, while our area is 
twenty-five times as large as Great Britain. Colorado and Idaho 
combined are larger than France. 

The Territory of Arizona is almost as large as the entire terri- 
tory of Great Britain. The area of Texas is twice as large as the 
entire area of Great Britain, and larger than the area of France 
or theGerman Empire. It is true that since our Government was 
organized we have acquired a large area of territory, but it is not 
located in the seas or in the oceans, thousands of miles away from 
dur coasts. It will not do to cite the Louisiana purchase by Jeffer- 
son, or the annexation of Texas, or the acquisition of the Califor- 
nias by Polk, or of Florida by Monroe. These are not parallel 
cases to the question now pending before the Senate, these 
islands were contiguous to us, and by nature formed a part of our 
great country, then there might be some plausibility in such ar- 
gnments and comparisons. 

The acquisition of this territory was right and proper; nature 
intended them to be a part of our Government. Such acquisi- 
tions did not add in any way to the expense of maintaining our 
Government, either by enlarging our Navy or increasing our stand- 
ing Army. An examination of our history will teach us that we 
have wisely in the past confined the extension of domain thus far 
to practically contiguous territory. This course has been sanc- 
tioned by our ablest public men, and has given to us great strength 
and solidity; and, in my opinion, it is the part of wisdom, econ- 
omy, and statesmanship to continue this policy, when it is ap- 

rent that our present territory will supportour increased popu- 
{ation in all probability for centuries to come, The future welfare 
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of our population and institutions should not be sacrificed or 
brought in question by acquisitions liable and likely to involve 
this country in serious complications with foreign powers. 

To attempt to use the present war for the purpose of conquest 
is in direct violation of the declaration we made when we de- 
clared war against Spain; and to use this war for the purpose of 
acquiring such territory would bring upon us the contempt of 
the civilized world. We declared that we did not want a foot of 
Cuban soil; that when we pacified the people of that island and 
gave them the right of self-government, the war should cease: 

uba is within 80 miles of our coast, and there is much more rea- 
son and logic in annexing Cuba to this country than can be pro- 
duced to show that either Puerto Rico, Hawaii, or the Philippine 
Islands, or any other Spanish possessions, should be made a part 
of our country. 

Mr. President, I asserted before in this argument that when the 
present war with Spain began we declared to the civilized world 
that it was not to be a war of conquest. The freedom and inde- 

mdence of Cuba was the clearly expressed purpose of the war. 

is war has been in progress for more than two months, and it 
seems to me that we have forgotten Cuba and her suffering recon- 
centrados. We have issued four hundred millions of interest- 
bearing bonds to pay the expenses of this war; we have taxed the 
people one intros and millions more, ostensibly for the 
2 of driving the S. h army from the Island of Cuba. 
At first the public was taught to believe that Cuban freedom and 
independence, and Cuban self-government, and to relieve Cuban 
suffering, were the objects of our supreme solicitude when we de- 
clared war against Spain. We have apparently abandoned our 
original 17 9 and are seeking to acquire by conquest Puerto 
Rico and the Philippine Islands, to annex Hawaii, and the next 
step will be to seize Cuba. 

And mark my prediction, the annexation of the Hawaiian Is- 
lands is but the first swp to accomplish the grand scheme of con- 

uest. We are dispatching an army to take ee of the 

hilippines, which must necessarily be multiplied many times 
before our purpose is accomplished. We have forgotten the do- 
mestic affairs of this great nation, and are seeking to burden this 
Government with 10,000,000 of orientals on the other side of the 
world. The Senators upon the other side of this question may 
deny that we are contemplating this scheme, but the entire action 
of the Administration conclusively demonstrates that the annex- 
ation of the Hawaiian Islands is only a part of the plan to be fully 
executed, 

Who can doubt that when this plan is put in operation, and 
this territory acquired, these eastern seas are then to become a 
gigantic arena of strife with other nations? When we acquire 
them we must keep them fortified at such enormous cost as to 
stagger theimagination. When Dewey struck the blow thatsunk 
the Spanish fleet at the harbor of Manila, we all applauded his hero- 
ism; but if he had been ordered to sail across the ocean. leavin 
the population of the Philippine Islands to govern themselves, an 
joined Sampson and Schley in Coe the Spanish authority in 
Cuba, such action would have been f y in accord with the pur- 
poses of the war as expressed in our declaration by solemn act of 
Congress. 

Senators may deny it, but the future, I fear, will demonstrate that 
Iam right. When this scheme of conquest now entered upon is 
fully completed, if the majority of this Senate is successful in car- 
rying through their plans, then Cuba, with an area of 41,655 
square miles, population 1,000,000; Puerto Rico, with an area of 
8,670 square miles, population 806,708; Philippine Islands, with 
an area of 114,326 square miles, population 7,000,000; Sulu, with 
an area of 950 square miles, population 75,000; Carolines and 
Palaos, with an area of 560 square miles, population 36,000; La- 
drones, with an area of 420 square miles, population 10,172, will 
all be acquired by reason of this war of conquest, and thus a new 
population, many of them barbarians, totally ignorant of Ameri- 
can institutions and American Government, will be annexed to 
this country, and will be such a burden upon us as may eventu- 
ally ruin and destroy American institutions. These are all Span- 
ish possessions, islands located far from us, and doubtless will 
be acquired under the present policy as mapped out by the party 
now in power. 

When I contemplate such a scheme I wonder what is to be the 
future of this country. We will not only own and possess this 
vast extent of territory, but we will be especially burdened with 
this ignorant, un-American population; and who can calculate 
the complications likely to arise by reason of such acquisition? 

It is especially essential that we understand something of the 
geography of these islands and their relation to this country in 
order to properly os ad the magnitude of the scheme that 
now seems to be under headway. 

If I remember correctly, the distance from San Francisco to the 
Hawaiian Islands is about 2,080 miles, and the distance from the 
Hawaiian Islands to Hongkong is 4,961 miles. The nearest point 
on the coastof the Philippines to Hongkong is about 500 miles. In 
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reality the Philippine Islands are on the other side of the ocean, 
within a few hundred miles of China. These islands contain a 
pulation equal to one-eighth the population of the United States. 
t is said that there are as many as 900 different tongues spoken 
there. The chief inhabitants are the Vicals, Tagals, Visayas, 
Zambulos, Pagasinanes, Moors, Negrites, and Chinese. Most of 
these islands, embracing 1,200 in number, are given over to savage 
barbarism. 

The ge from Hongkong to the Philippines is the worst in 
the China seas—described as sailing sidewise through cross cur- 
rents or very deep seas and into the 5 and haunt of the 
terrible heal tess These islands lie in the Pacific and are claimed 
by Spain. We have already seized them, and are to hoist the 
American flag there and never take it down. The people there 
are plunged into superstition, and the priests absolutely predomi- 
nate everything. The 88 are not only ignorant, but lead 
idle, dissolute lives, and are described as 5 and inveter- 
ate liars. They are described as treacherous and unforgiving ene- 
mies, inconstant friends, and subject to fits of uncontrollable rage. 
Gambling, cockfighting, and intoxication are their national vices. 

Is it possible we are now taking the first step and are using the 
present war as a means to bring about a colonial policy, which is 
to end when all of these Spanish possessions, many of them in- 
habited by a lot of savages, shall become citizens of this country, 
and when this country shall assume the full responsibility of their 
government? It is true that the resolution now nding only 
provides for the annexation of Hawaii, but we have y 
seized the Philippine Islands, we are making arations to take 
charge of Puerto Rico, and the signs of the times clearly point to 
the fact that other acquisitions are to immediately follow. 

I 2 that when they do follow the usual ent will be 
made upon the floor of this Senate that we need these vast 
sions to enable us to establish coaling stations on the Pacific 
Ocean. They are situated in a corner of the earth in which we 
have no interest, and should have none. They are right in the 
very heart of the ticklish Eastern question, and their retention by 
this Government may lead to endless international complications. 
The first step is to annex Hawaii, and then to embark upon a 
colonial policy. We are not prepared for such a policy. Nature 
has not intended us for such a policy, and such a policy is against 
the genius of our Government. If we take ion of these 
islands we must govern their population, either by republican 
8 or absolutely depart from the principles which we 

ve eyer cherished. 

It takes centuries for a nation to make a success in the colonial 
business, and even then when one succeeds, as England has done, 
many have failed. Colonies are a source of weakness and dan- 
7 rather than of strength. The history of the world shows this. 

do not believe it a wise policy to annex the Hawaiian Islands. 
While the population there is small, and within itself could not 
probably disturb our institutions, it is the beginning of a scheme 
which, if followed out, will involve us in endless trouble and 
probable ruin. It means a large and increased navy, a stronger 
and firmer centralized government, and an expensive standing 
army. We are burdened with taxation to-day—with pensions 
amounting to one hundred and fifty millions per year, which have 
accrued on account of war, and should we be involved in future 
expensive wars with foreign powers, then we may expect the bur- 
585 of taxation to become so enormous as to be almost unbear- 
able. 

We should not depart from the teachings of the eminent states- 
men of the past, whose teachings have made this the greatest 
country in the world. 

Who can forget the forcible words of the Father of his Country, 
who in his Farewell Address used this language: 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign relations is, in ex- 
tending our commercial 23 have with them as little political con- 
nection as ble. So far as we have already formed 1 let them 
be fulfilled with perfect good faith. Here let us stop. Europe has a set of 
primary interests which to us have none or a very remote relation. Hence 
she must be en: in frequent controversies the causes of which are essen- 
tially foreign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to 
— — ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes of her 


ics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her friendships or 
enmities. 


lightly the giving us provocation; when we may choose or war, 
as our interest, guided ty our justice, shall counsel. F torona the advan- 
of so situation? 


ra 
hy quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by interweaving 

our destiny with that of an f£ Europe, entangl peace 
Lene vg he toils of cone, aiie yeke rivalship, Tot = gA 
While Jefferson advocated the acquisition of Cuba, he distinctly 
said that Cuba could be defended by us without a navy, and this 


develops the principle which ought to limitour views, Nothing, 
XXX — 398 


he said, should ever be accepted which would require a navy to 
defend it. : s 

Secretary Frelinghuysen said June 20, 1883: 

The policy of this Government, as declared on many occasions in the past, 
bee kennen toward the avoidance of possessions disconnected from the main 
continent. 

He also said: 

The conviction of a fixed policy, dating back to the origin of our constitu- 
tional Government, was considered to make it expedient to attempt terri- 
torial Sa peter gna which would require maintenance by naval forces in 
excess of any yet provided for our national uses, has led this Government to 

acquisitions; even as 47 705 coaling stations such terri- 


decline territo: 
torial acquisitions would involve a responsibility beyond their utility. The 
mal life to maintain 


United States has never deemed it needful to their natio: 
impregnable fortresses along the world's highways of commerce. 

Mr. Sherman in his Recollections uses the following forcible 
language, which I commend to those who now are anxious to ac- 
quire foreign territory. He said: - 

I hope that our people will be content with internal growth and avoid the 
complications of foreign acquisitions. Our family of States is already large 
enough to create embarrassment in the Senate, aud the Republic should not 
hold dependent provinces or possessions. Every new tion will create 
embarrassments. If my life is prolo; I will do all Í can to add to the 
strength and prosperity of the United States, but never to extend its limits 
or to add new dangers by the acquisition of foreign territory. 

It has been published since Mr, Sherman retired from the high 
position of Secre of State that he has declared his opposition 
to the annexation of Hawaii. 

General Garfield was a man of eminent ability, and who can 
ses Bg the forcible language used by him on this subject? 

. President, it is a very remarkable fact to me that here is a 
departure, and one of very great importance, and that during 
this debate not one word has been said upon the other side in favor 
of the annexation of these islands. It seems that the friends of 
this measure are willing to attach island after island to the United 
States, having an ignorant population, without giving a single 
reason for it. No wonder that those who are opposed to it should 
come to the conclusion that the Government is in danger. I 
thought to myself no longer than last night, Was it possible that 
in the United States Senate we could stand here and propose to 
attach a foreign population of 109,000, and then desire to attach a 
population of 8,000,000 people, unacquainted with our institu- 
tions, and make them a of this country and not a word be 
said upon the other side in favor of this new departure? 

I predict, Mr. President, that the time will come when the 
American people will rise up as one man and condemn this un- 
American policy. I say, if we have arrived at that p in the 
history of our country where we are willing to take Puerto Rico, 
where we are Hoos to take Cuba, where we are willing to take 
the Philippine Islands, where we are to take a population of 10,- 
000,000 who are unacquainted with republican institutions and 
republican government, and the majority will not give one reason 
why it ought to be done, then we ought to tremble for American 
institutions. 

I do 55 nee - say, Mr. President, that 5 5 sh 
began it was said that its primary purpose was to free Cuba. My 
friend the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] stood upon the 
floor of this Senate and criticised those of us who are opposed to 
annexation. He declared that those of us who are op to 
annexation are really obstructing the war. I thought this war 
was begun for the purpose of giving liberty to the people of Cuba, 
and I gave it my loyal support. I thought this war was begun to 
relieve the suffering and starving Cubans. I say to the Senator 
that I had no idea that this war was to acquire and annex 
the Sandwich Islands. I hat no idea that we n this war to 
take charge of the Philippine Islands. I do not believe that the 
people of the United States apprehended that that was our pur- 
pose when we e war. 

I say that there ought to be debate; I say that the people of the 
United States ought to know what we are undertaking. Weare 
beginning a de here which is liable at some time in the 
future to involve this country in ruin. Mr. President, I feel 
to-day that when I express my sentiments against this resolution 
I represent the best interests of the thoughtful people of this 
great country. 

You take in 109,000 people from the Sandwich Islands. you take 
in 9,000,000 people from the Philippine Islands, men without edu- 
cation, men who know nothing of republican institutions, and I 
will say to you that when you adopt such a policy as that, and go 
back and read the hi of Rome and go back and read and study 
the rise and fall of that great government, you will see it was the 
barbarians and their ignorance and the want of culture and refine- 
ment that came to take charge of the government which destroyed 
Rome. The same might be said of Carthage; and the same can 
be said of other ancient republics. 

Mr. President, I said in my remarks that General Garfield was 
a man of eminent ability; that he was a man who had the respect 
and confidence and esteem of the American people. He did not 
agree with me politically, but I can always respect and honor 
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courage and honest ship i 

take a different political course from that which I 

read with a great deal of pleasure his words which I will now 

quote. He said: 
distinc! neral question of the annexation of out- 

1 N „ Stn the 1 north—and I make exceptions 
ere—that I trust we have seen the last of annexation, and in this remark I 

include the whole group of West India Islands, and the whole of the Mexican 

territory contiguous to the United States, inhabited as it is bya 
the Latin races, strangel 3 by their 

the native races—a population and a 

and a population and territory I 8 may never be made an inte- 

gral part of the population and terri of the Uni 

a portion of the great zone W. 

has been the theater of e inp achievements of civilization, especial: 

in the history of the An; on races, but should we extend our 

into the tropical Haw: belt we would weaken th 

and our Government. 

Mr. President, I am not one who believes in dilatory motions. 
Tam not nyag to argue this question for the purpose of consum- 
ing time. I am glad to say that in a short experience of ten years 

in public life I have always believed that business principles 
should be applied to legislation. I do array aagi, that this 
question ought to be thoroughly and fairly debated upon both 
sides. The American people ought to know the danger that is 
really ahead of us in the 5 g we have now before us. 

The argument made in favor of the annexation of these islands 
thus far is to enable us to capture the Philippine Islands. The 
answer to that argument is that we have no business to capture 
the Philippine Islands. This war was not n for that purpose. 

The next argument advanced in favor of the annexation is that 
we must have Pearl Harbor as a coaling station. I have heard of 
Pearl Harbor until I am tired of it. It has been Pearl Harbor” 
ever since the annexation of the Sandwich Islands was talked 
about. I have never heard of a single official of that Government, 
be hea monarch or be he President of the Republic, or oligarchy, 
that was in favor of the repeal of that treaty or that was not will- 
ing, if we did not already have it, to give us a permanent right 
on that island—not a single one, 

Do the friends of annexation really and in truth desire the 
Hawaiian Islands simply for the purpose of giving the United 
States Government a pomen coaling station there? Does any 
intelligent and thoughtful man for a moment believe this is the 
prime purpose of those who are endeavoring to annex theseislands 
to the United States? No; they are not after a coaling station. 
They are not seeking a coaling station. It is empire—nothing 
more and nothing less. 

For many years the relations existing between the prope of the 
United States and the inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands have 
been friendly and cordial. In 1849 a treaty of friendly commerce 
and navigation and for the extradition of criminals was entered 
into between the United States and the Hawaiian Government, 
which treaty I print as a of my remarks. I could read it, but 
I will not do so, because Í am here simply for the purpose of giv- 
ing in an honest, fair, and legitimate way the reasons I entertain 
for casting my vote against this measure and representing, as I 
believe I do, best interests of the people of my State. 

I shall print a!so a protocol of the conference between the Act- 
ing Secretary of State of the United States and the envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of His Majesty the King 
of the Hawaiian Islands, held at Washington on the 9th day of 
September, 1876. In 1884, on account of certain concessions made 
by this Government to the Government of the Hawaiian Islands, 
the United States was granted the exclusive right to establish a 
coaling station on Pearl River. The second article of that agree- 
ment provided as follows: 

Article IL— 

That is all I am going to read, because that is all which has 
anything to do directly with the question now pending before the 
Senate— 

His Majesty the King of the Hawaiians grants to the Government of the 

United States the exc! p 

Island of Oahu, and to esta and maintain there a coaling and repair sta- 

tion for the use of vessels belonging to the United States, and to that end the 

United States ror h improve the entrance to said harbor and do all other 

things needful to the purpose aforesaid. 

That the entire agreement between the two Governments may 
be thoroughly understood, I will print the same and notread it as 
part of my remarks, I do this because I notice in the newspapers 
that I was charged on Saturday evening with attempting to as- 
sist in filibustering. I hardly know what the word means. We 
do not know anything about such a word in We have 
never practiced it, and I have not seen it practiced We are 
simply trying to get fair treatment and to be heard, and we are 
anxious that the other side should be heard if there is any argu- 
ment 1 advanced in favor of this proposition, so that we may 
answer i 

Ihad hoped the time would never come in this great Government 
of ours that the United States Senate would attempt to inaugurate 
a foreign policy like this without both sides giving full reasons 
for such a new departure; and I exceedingly regret that legisla- 


e power of our people 


Iusive right to enter the harbor of Pearl River, on the | sid 


tion of the most important nature, legislation deeply affecting the 
future interests of this country, is to be by this Senate 
without a single argument produced by the other side to go to 
the country in favor of it. : 

That the entire agreement between the two Governments may 
be thoroughly understood, I print the same as a pas of my re- 
marks, agreement was executed in the city of Washi n 
on the 6th day of December, A. D. 1884. It has been argued by 
the friends of annexation that this treaty could be repealed at 
any time, and that when the Hawaiian Government shall notify 
us that the treaty is at an end, our right to use this coaling station 
ceases, 


I have yet to hear an argument produced by any annexationist 
stating that the Hawaiian Government, either as a monarchy, an 
oligarchy, or a republic (and if it has ever been a republic, Í do 
not know it), has ever contemplated the repeal of this treaty. It 
is inly more to the interest of the people of that Government 
to have friendly commercial relations with the United States 
than it is for us. This treaty has been in operation since 1884, 
and we have had friendly commercial relations with these people 
for 3 half a century. We have never heard a word from any 
public officials representing that Government that would in any 
way indicate that there would be any effort to end this freaty; 
and besides, we have never heard a suggestion or intimation from 
any of those who favor annexation that if we have not a perma- 
nent right to a coaling station on those islands, the Hawaiian Gov- 
sane is not ready by negotiation to grant this permanent right 

us, 

The argument that we are liable to lose this coaling station and 
that it is essential to take charge of the entire islands simply to 
retain a coaling station there is without reason or logic to hack it. 
It is not certain, by any, means, that we have not a permanent 
right to this coaling station; and, to say the least of it, there has 
never been any effort on the part of that Government, and no de- 
sire, so far as We are informed, to cut off our rights to the coaling 
station for the use of vessels in the harbor of Pearl River. It has 
been ar that if we fail to take these islands when they are 
tend us, the Hawaiian Government will tender them to some 
other country. If there is any force in such an argument as this, 
I have been unable to see it. Heretofore we have forbidden other 
countries taking possession of these islands. Wehave applied the 
Monroe doctrine to them in the past, and there is no reason why 
we should not apply it to them in the future. 

If England, r a or Germany, or any foreign power, should 
attempt to take these islands, all we would have to do would sim- 
ply be to step in and apply the Monroe doctrine, which is a part 
of the history of our country, and in doing so we would have 
abundance of precedents and law to sustain us in pursuing 
this policy. I desire to read a part of the message of ident 
Monroe which we have enforced almost since our Government 
was organized and, when 1 to foreign countries, absolutel 
prevents any trouble on that line. The part of the message I rea 
is as follows, and we all are familiar with this message. That doc- 
trine is clearly understood. I do not propose to take up the time 
of the Senate to read more than a few lines of that message, which 
are as follows: 

The citizens of the United States cherish sentiments the most friendly in 
favor of the liberty and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the At- 
lantic. In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to them- 
selves we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy so 
todo. Itis only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we 
resent injuries or make p. tion for our defense. With the movements 
in this hemisphere we are of necessity more immediately connected, and by 


causes which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observers. 
The 8 system of the allied powers is essentially different in this re- 
spect from thatof America. This difference proceeds from that which exists 
in their respective Governments; and to the defense of our own, which has 
been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured by the 
wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed. 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. 

We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existing be- 
tween the United States and those powers to declare that we should con- 
ider any attempt on their part to extend their system to any portion of 
this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the exiting 
colonies or dependencies of any European power we have not interfered an 
shall not interfere. But with the governments who have declared their in- 
dependence and maintained it, and*whose independence we have, on great 
consideration and on just principles, acknowl , we could not view any 
interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling in any other 
manner their destiny, by any European power, in any other light than as the 
manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 


By this we have always stood, and shall continue to stand, if 
we desire carefully to guard the interests of our Government; and 
when we stand by it no trouble can arise on the ground that other 
countries will be called upon to take charge of and govern this 

ple. Let the Hawaiian Government alone. Continue our 
Friendly commercial relations with them, and let them put in op- 
eration a government of their own choosing. Aid them in every 
possible way to advance in civilization, and no one can doubt 
that the friendly relations which have existed between the two 
countries in the past will continue in the future, and our com- 
mercial interests will be far better advanced and protected b 
such friendly relations than by acquisition of their estos an 
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tion, against the consent and contrary to the will of a large 
majority of her people. r £ 
I am fearful we do not fully appreciate and correctly estimate 
the value of our institutions. The world has never seen another 
ernment like ours. It was predicted when this Republic was 
founded by our fathersthat we were incapable of self-government; 
that it would die on account of internal dissensions, and that 
popular government would perish from the face of the earth. 
ese predictions have thus far proven false, Let us continue to 
act with ence, wisdom, and statesmanship, tkat the civil- 
ized world may imitate our example, and that the blessings of 
liberty and free government may be established among all nations. 
The virtue and intelligence of our people is a sure bulwark of 
safety for the Republic. 
The miasmas which arise from material corru; 
the — which we breathe and 


bi 
ison of political corruption is no less lestructive, 
and comm 


cont: The poi: and 
and its sn nations nities is no more hurtful and de- 
vastating. 


world; her s 
have been the 


the ruling passion of this ancient republic. If we trace her his- 
tory, watch her rise and fall, note her numerous and expensive 
foreign wars, record her greed and thirst for empire, we then 
have found the cause of her ruin. ‘ 

Such acquisitions debauched her population, corrupted her Gov- 
ernment, and at last the Goths and the vandals swarmed upon 
her, degrading her citizenship, and Rome was left widowed in her 
ruins. Carthage reared a great Government by spoliation, and 
called it a republic. It was a creation of ambition and conquest. 
Both conqueror and conquered were blotted from the lists of the 
nations of the earth. Rome, Carthage, and Greece have 
from the zenith of distinction and power. Unholy lust of power, 
not satisfied with peace and justice, always engaged in foreign 
wars, brought to them all alike rnin and decay. Will we not 
study their history and profit: by the lesson which their destruc- 
tion teaches us? Will we not remember that Rome was overrun 
by races of low vitality and that cheap labor exterminated the 
husbandmen of Italy? And after these husbandmen had been 
made insolvent by the competition of races of low vitality, they 
flocked swarming to the capital, deserting their farms. 

Let us teach our people to pursue 57 ices occupations, to love 
justice,and to maintain an army only for our absolute security. 
Let us teach them that we have a country which abounds in all 
things, and let us not implant in their bosoms ambitious dreams 
of conquest. Let us teach them to triumph by the wisdom of 
their counsels; the superiority of their knowledge; and let us 
teach them that we have a territory sufficient to maintain and 
take care of them and their children for generationstocome. We 
need no additional territory. We have succeeded as a Republic 
for more than one hundred years. Our growth and development 
has been marvelous and unpreceden We to-day possess a 
population of more than 75,000,000 people and can easil take care 
of and support more than 500,000,000. We have a climate in 
which we can produce an abundance of crops and fruits of every 
possible variety. Our minerals are inexhaustible. Our railway, 
telegraphic, and telephone facilities are unequaled, and giye us a 
commercial standing superior to all nations. 

The system of government established and put in operation by 
our fathers has been the most remarkable product in the history 
of the world. Under this system our steam power to-day is almost 

ual to that of all the world; our internal trade equals two-fifths 
of the world’s, and our agricultural products equal one-fourth of 
that of the world. Our manufactures equal 35 per cent of the 
manufactures of the entire world, and our railroad mileage is 
greater than all the systems of the world combined. Our bank 
capital equals 32 per cent of that of the world. When we see 
what rapid progress we have made, and that we have outstripped 
all other nations in a period of a little more than one hun 
years, should we not be proud of this Government given us by 
our fathers, and should we not be careful not to depart from the 
principles which have enabled us to make such wonderful progress? 

We are now in our infancy. Our possibilities can not be 
enumerated, Our territory, our climate, and our system of gov- 
ernment pone to us opportunities never enjoyed by any other 
nation. t us not seat he by adulterating our population and 
becoming complicated with foreign powers. As we stand to-day 
our civilization is unsurpassed, Let us multiply our churches, 
improve our school facilities, plant and nourish new homes in all 
the waste fields and deserted and let us in every conceiv- 
able way bless our own land and people with every ty neces- 
sary to make usa happy, contented, and liberty-loving nation. 
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Now is the time for the American Congress to turn its attention 

FVV 

ea vor to give to our a system of currency; a system 
taxation will make the burdens fall upon all alike; a system 
of commerce that will enable our products to be shipped to every 
civilized nation with the least ible cost and expense. Let us 
be contented with our home affairs, and let us remember that we 
have grown to be a nation of 75,000,000 people in a century. Let 
us bear in mind that we have all of the resources essential for the 
happiness and welfare of our 3 If we avoid entangling alli - 
ances and Torsi wars, and live a happy, industrious, peaceable, 
and contented life, then the historian of the future will never 
record the ruin and decay of this Republic, 

Mr. ROACH obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from North Dakota be kind 
enough to yield to me to submit a conference report, which I think 
will take but a short time? 

Mr. ROACH. Certainly. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr, ALLISON. I send up the papers in connection with the 
District of Columbia 5 bill, and also a conference re- 
port, which is a report t. 

The report was read, as follows: 

votes of the two Houses 
making a 
the 


committee of conference on the 
on certain amendments of the Senate 10 8 il ct. N. 
e 


tions to provide for the expenses of the government of 
hia for the fiscal ending June 30, 1809, and for other urposes, 
paring wed, ater TRIEDA Sree AMICA ND bean a 
W. B. ALLISON, 
S. M. CU! 
F. M. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
MAHLON PITNEY. 
M. DOC KERN 


ALEX. ` 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr, ALLISON. Mr. President, the matters in difference now 
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill are only two, one 
ting to the municipal library in the District and the other re- 
lating to the charities in the District. The matter of the munici- 
pel SRT can e er po n rE a that the 2 
uestion now is as e disposition of the appropriations 
or the charities of the District. = 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator from Iowa leaves 
that point, I should be glad to ask him what sort of a settlement 
he thinks is in sight on the matter of the library? 
Alors ALLISON. I think one entirely satisfactory to the Sena- 
r's view. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senate was very unani- 
mous in its expression on that subject the other day, and I hope 
the conferees will not yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not the expectation of the conferees to 
yield to the legislation that was put on the bill in the House. 

The situation in regard to the charities is this: The House of 
Representatives in the original text of the bill proposed to appro- 
priate a specific sum to be distributed by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, practically in their discretion. It is 
substantially the provision which they inserted in the bill last 
— and which was disagreed to and finally relinquished by them. 

he Senate Committee on Appropriations and the Senate, in lien 
of the provision originally inserted in the bill, proposed to appro- 
priate for the charities of the District of Columbia to the same 
amount and in the same phraseology employed last year, which is 
now the current law. 

Two years ago there was a joint select committee provided for, 
whose duty it should be to a thorough and full examination 
into the charities of the District of Columbia and to recommend 
such legislation as they thought wise and proper for the future 
disposition of the charities. It was expected at that time that 
their report would appear during the last session or certainly dur- 
ing the present session, and that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia of the Senate would report such legislation as they 
thought wise upon the subject. The joint committee were unable 
to report until after the appropriation bill had passed the House, 
and they made a suggesting legislation, some of it wise, 
perhaps all of it so; I do not know. 

The Committee on Appropriations were not charged with and 
were not responsible for such legislation, having no power to place 
legislation of this character upon the appropriation bill. In this 
situation the Committee on Appropriations recommended to the 
Senate that the appropriations for the charities in the District 
should be made ig anthers and that when the legislation rec- 
ommended by the joint select committee should receive the assent 
of the two Houses and become a part of the law, it would be time 
to change the method of appropriation. 

When the bill came into the Senate an amendment was offered 
containing a part of this legislation. It was ruled out upon the 


point of order that legislation of this character could not be placed 


upon the bill. Then the appropriations were as I. have 
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stated, appropriating specifically to each of these charities and 
giving them the amount contained in the appropriation for the 
current year. In the conference the conferees on the part of the 
House made two suggestions. First, they were willing to stand 
upon the appropriation as made, although the House conferees 
were not as ting it. Then ape e that we 
should place in the bill in conference a part of the legislation rec- 
commended by the joint select committee. This we regarded as 
absolutely inadmissible, because certainly if the Senate itself 
would not consider legislation upon an appropriation bill, the 
conferees of the Senate could under no conditions assent to legis- 
lation such as proposed respecting these charities and recom- 
mended by the joint committee. These two elements constitute 
the difference between the two Houses, 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will ask the Senator whether the propost 
tion of the House is simply for an aggregate amount, without 
specifyin icular charities? 

Mr. N. Itisforan aggregate amount, without specify- 
ing particular charities. The House also proposed an inhibition 
which declared in terms that certain of the charities now receiv- 
ing aid in the form of appropriations should be excluded. Sena- 
tors are familiar with what was proposed. By the inhibition 
contained in the legislation they excluded certain charities wholly 
from the benefits of the appropriation. 75 

This is the contention between the two Houses. I should be 
glad if in some way the Senate would express its view now in re- 
gard to the disposition that the future conferees, if there are any, 
shall make in reference to these charities, whether or not it is still 
the judgment of the Senate, in view of the fact that the joint com- 
mittee has not yet reported such bills and had them acted upon by 
the Senate and the House, that we should appropriate as we did 
last year, specifically for those charities. I do not hesitate to state 
that in my individual judgment that is the wise course to pursue; 
but as this is rather a sharp contention between the two Houses, 
if there is any way whereby we can secure the sense of the Senate 
upon the subject, I shall be glad to have it. 

Mr. WILSON. Do I understand that the appropriations are 
for certain hospitals in the city? 

Mr. ALLISON, Practically all for hospitals and 

Mr. WILSON. Then I for one would say that I know of no 
appropriation made by Con which is absolutely so beneficial 
as the appropriation we make for the hospitals of this city, or 
which does so much good in relieving the suffering of those who 
are not able to Feo for such treatment. It ought to be continued 
and enlarged, if possible, and for one I should not be willing to 
change the pas that has prevailed heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. The conferees on the part of the Senate were 
willing to take up the items seriatim and, if there were particular 
ones that the House conferees could not agree to, to debate with 
them the question of our receding from those ial items; but 
their preference was to treat the question as a whole. 

I move that the Senate still further insist upon its amendment 
numbered 12, and still further disagree to the House amendment 
to that amendment, and still further insist upon its amendments 
numbered 143 to 166, inclusive. I repeat, as I said before, that 
the matter of the library is only formal, but that on the question 
of charities I desire to have a substantive vote. If Senators think 
it is wiser and better for us to relinquish our plan of specific 
appropriation to existing charities and to agree to the general 
plan suggested by the House, they will so vote. 

Mr. WILSON. Suppose we vote the amount in lump; would 
there not be quite a scramble in its distribution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am very much afraid there would be. If 
we recede from our specific amendments, the result wiil be to ex- 
clude by the legislation proposed by the House a certain number 
of these charitable institutions and, I think, worthy charities in 
the District. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, Imerely desire to say a word. 
The joint committee of the two Houses, to which the Senator from 
Iowa has alluded, were setae under a provision in an appro- 

riation bill looking to a thorough investigation of all the charities 
in the District of Columbia. They have really worked as hard as 
any committee I know of, and in their efforts to arrive at conclu- 
sions they have found it necessary even to publish three volumes 
of their work, so as to lay the entire subject-matter of the inves- 
tigation of each distinct charity before Congress. This work was 
much more onerous and laborious than was anticipated when the 
committee were appointed, and the result was we were not able to 
arrive at a conclusion or to makerecommendations on the subject 
to be presented to Congress until late in the present session, when, 
in the absence of the chairman of the committee, the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMiruan], I filed in the Senate a report of the 
committee. That was after the bill had passed the House and, I 
think, after it had been reported to the Senate, 

Mr. ALLISON. It was after if was reported. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; after it was reported. The Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] asks whether those reports have been 


published. Iwillstate that they have been published. They go into 
the subject very fully and make recommendations. Whether the 
recommendations are wise or unwise is for Congress to determine. 

That being the situation, all the information now being before 
Congress, so that at the next session of Congress the two bodies 
can take up the whole subject and by a bill provide for carrying 
out the recommendation of the committee, which will be a guide 
to the Appropriations Committee when they formulate the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, I think it would be much 
wee to concur in the motion submitted by the Senator from 

owa. 

Then, no matter what may be the difference as to the judgment 
of Senators on the main question, Congress can carefully, delib- 
erately, earnestly, and intelligently consider this whole subject 
upon a bill that will be submitted by the Committees on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of the two Houses and pass it at the next ses- 
sion in time to give direction to the 3 Committee as 
to these appropriations. Otherwise, if we agree to their provi- 
sion, some of the most valuable charities in the Distriet, under 
the inhibition suggested by the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House, will at once and without any notice be cut off, which 
I think would be very detrimental to the interest of the public in 
the District. ~ . 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I wish to say only a word. As 
has been stated by the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, there are just two items in the District appropriation bill 
which are now under contention. One is the municipal library 
item and the other the proposition to appropriate specifically for 
the District charities. Congress for several years has been appro- 
priating specifically so much for one charity, so much for the 
other, and so on, all through the list. Now, the other branch of 
Congress, so far as the charities are concerned, has been contend- 
ing that the appropriations for all those charities ought to be 
in a lump sum, e have disagreed with them on that question, 
and they come in with another scheme, which is entirely new 
legislation. 

As the Senator from West Virginia has stated, the investiga- 
tion of the subject of the charities in this District has been going 
on for some time and a long, and I have no doubt a valuable, re- 

rt has been made, but the Committee on n of the 

nate do not feel that we can afford to dispose of all that work 
by hasty legislation on an appropriation bill providing for a board 
to take charge of the charities, and so forth. 

So it seems to me the Senate has but one thing to do wisely, and 
that is to agree to the motion of the chairman of the committee 
and try another conference so as to see whether the matter can 
not be finally disposed of in the line of what we did last year and 
8 year before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The motion was spaa to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate request a further con- 
ference with the House of Representatives upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. COCKRELL were 


appointed. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam much obliged to the Senator from North 
Dakota for yielding to me. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 129) to amend an act for the correction of the military 
record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg. approved July 21. 1892; 

A bill (S. 242) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 873) to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin 


Higgins; 
5 A bill (S. 1807) granting an increase of pension to Abraham T. 
asey; 
A bill (S. 1334) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 
A bill (S. 1361) granting a pension to John N. Landon; 
1 bill (S. 1363) granting an increase of pension to Alvah A. 
ton; 
A bill (S. 1737) to correct the military record of Patrick Hanly; 
A bill (S. 2036) to increase the pension of Mary C. Cooke; 
A bill (S. 2063) to authorize the White and Black River Valley 
Bavay Company to build a bridge across the Black River in 
Arkansas; 


A bill (8. 2117) granting an increase of pension to Fannie Kutz; 
A bill (S. 2338) granting a pension to James C. Young; 
i A bill (S. 2393) granting an increase of pension to Henry Hinck- 
ey; 5 
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A bill (S. 2818) granting a pension to Barney Smith; 

A bill (S, 3110) granting a pension to Patrick Breen; 

A bill (S. 8111) granting a pension to Cornelia M. Mason; 

A bill (S. 3169) granting a pension to John R. Bevan; 

A bill (S. 3368) extending the time for the construction of a 
bri across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak.; 

A (S. 8506) granting a pension to Mary E. Kline; 

A bill (S. 3596) to ratify the agreement between the Dawes 
Commission and the Seminole Nation of Indians; y 

A bill (S. 8668) granting an increase of pension to Ephriam C. 
Baldwin; 

A bill (S. 4269) granting a pension to Margerett Ferriter; 
ve bill (S. 4298) granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 

oung; 

A bill (S. 4400) granting an increase of pension to Joel Black- 


man; 

A bill (S. 4439) to relieve owners of mining claims who enlist 
in the military or naval service of the United States for duty in 
the war with Spain from performing assessment work during such 
term of service; 3 

A bill (S. 4456) to designate Gladstone, Mich., a subportof entry: 

A bill (S. 4568) granting a pension to Jacob Miller; ee 

A bill (H. R. 5880) to vest in the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia control of street parking in said District; z 

A bill (H. R. 8581) for the protection of the people of the Indian 
Territory, and for other Bp Say and : Š 

A jointresolution (H. .231) for improvementof San Joaquin 
River, in Stockton and Mormon channels, California. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for an- 
nexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. ROACH. Mr. President, I do not expect to say anything 
new, or even interesting, in rising to discuss the question under 
consideration. If I were vain enough to imagine myself capable 
of such power and ability, I realize that it would be impossible to 
elicit attention, from the experience of the few days since this de- 
bate commenced and the object lesson of empty seats presented 
to the view in this Chamber. It seems to be the plan opaa by 
me majority, and is no doubt truthfully set forth in the following 
clipping: 

n From the Washington Times, June 22, 1898. 

True to its pou of letting the obstructionists talk themselves tired, the 
majority in the Senate took things easily and good-naturedly yesterday. 
Senator WHITE treated the unfortunate in the r to the first section of 
what may be a two or three days’ dissertation, while most of his 8 
sought the seclusion which the cloakroom grants. Twice they were called 
back, on motions of Mr. Jones of Arkansas and Mr. Pasco, but as soon as 
they had answered to their names they cp again. The test vote of 
Monday removed all doubt about the result, and the American element in 
the y are uninterested for a couple of days until the traditional “ wind 
courtesy has been fully accorded. After that the deluge. 

I do not mention this in complaint or in the nature of protest- 
ing agains the attitude of the majority thus assumed and main- 
tained on a graye public question. 1am influenced in the re- 
marks I shall submit on this question by a desire to state the rea- 
sons, or some of them, controlling me in my action, and for the 
satisfaction I expect to derive hereafter in putting myself on rec- 
ord as to the yote I expect to cast on this resolution. 

It is perhaps to be 5 that misrepresentation, intentional 
and otherwise, should be indulged in in heated political contests 
and keenly disputed questions, and the fact that they are looked for 
has a tendency to mitigate the harm they might otherwise cause. 
But in a great, broad, national, nonpartisan question such as this 
is, or ought to be, it is unaccountable to me that there should be 
intentional misrepresentation, and yet the wonder grows that the 
friends and advocates of this scheme should descend to abuse of 
their opponents. Abuse and invective were not lacking against 
those in opposition whilst the treaty of annexation was under dis- 
cussion. 

Since this resolution was first introduced for discussion the 
floodgates of vituperation have been opened wide and the flow has 
been abundant and disgusting. I confess my surprise at this line 
of procedure on the part of the advocates of annexation. If, as 
they claim, this scheme is of such transcendent importance, and 
its advantages so self-evident and intelligently apparent, what is 
the necessity for oping names and imputing improper motives to 
those who oppose? Abuse is not argument, and calling names 
never yet convinced anybody, even though open to conviction. It 
is in all cases the most conclusive evidence of a weak cause, and 
so I conclude that because of want of faith in the convincing na- 
ture of any arguments that may be adduced in favor of this project, 
resort is had to abuse of those who oppose its adoption. 

Why, even here in this body, where statesmanship is supposed 
to prevail to a large extent and which is the legitimate forum of 
argument and debate, the friends of this resolution have deter- 
mined upon a policy of silence, so that those of us who might be 
impressed and open to conviction are compelled to go hungry and 
thirsty for information and that mental pabulum upon whieh to 


satisfy a craving natural under the circumstances. Iam aware 
it is said there is a majority in this body favorable to this resolu- 


tion, and the majority should and will prevail, as it always has in 
the history of the United States Senate. But I fail to understand 
or appreciate the hostility that has been more or less . 
here and elsewhere toward those of us who desire to give the rea- 
sons that actuate us in our opposition to the pro action, I 
am actuated by a profound conviction on this subject and feel so 
entirely right in my view that Iam desirous of putting on record 
not only my vote against the resolution, but along with that vote 
some of the reasons for so casting it, and so let it stand for my vin- 
dication, if, as I believe, my position will be proven the right one, in 
the future when this project as now proposed and carried out will 
return to plague us, to our very great annoyance, confusion, and 
possible jeopardy. If I am mistaken and my position is the wrong 
one to assume at this time, then will my record stand to prove it, 
and I am ready and willing to suffer all the consequences of the 
error of my ways. 

In making this statement, of course I assume that the islands 
in question will remain in evidence long enough not only to be 
annexed, but also to test the wisdom or unwisdom of the annexa- 
tion. Ihave been considerably interested in reading the history of 
these gems of the sea, and that reading has impressed me with the 
possibility, yes, I will even say the probability, that some day they 
will vanish from the view, like the famed Atlantis, city of the sea, 
beneath the waters that surround them in one of those convulsive 
upheavals of nature, occurrence of which, we are informed, is fre- 
quent in the locality where these islands are situated. Why, sir, 
even now whilst I am talking it is not impossible that some 
mighty, mysterious movement of the unknown, hidden forces of 
nature should startle the world by ingulfing these islands in the 
deep waters of the ocean, so thatif the poopie of these United States 
might still havethat great desire which we are told now consumes 
them to possess these gems, they would need to use submarine 
divers to secure them. 

Mr. President, admitting, for sake of argument, all that has 
been said in favor of the annexation of Hawaii to be true; grant- 
ing to the friends of this measure that the United States would 
be materially benefited by an increase of commerce in times of 
peace and greater security in times of war; not denying that the 
acquisition of these islands would prove a greater benefit than any 
new territory ever yet added to the United States, still there is 
much that should be very carefully considered before a vote is cast 
in favor of this resolution. It may be that the doctrine of the 
early fathers forbidding the United States from entering into 

litical alliances with foreign nations has become antiquated; it 
is possible that brug succeeded in building up our own country 
we owe it to the civilization of the world to now build up other 
countries. Times change, and it may be that policies should 
change with the times. 

There are tides in the affairs of nations as in the affairs of men 
which, taken at the flood, lead on to fortune, and this may be one 
of those tides at its fiood. Others have discussed these matters; 
they have been brought forward in argument, and have been 
answered. The minds of all Senators are probably made up one 
wer or the other as to the desirability of annexing Hawaii, and I 

ill therefore take it for granted, so far as the consideration of 
one very important 9 of the question is concerned, that the 
civilization” of the United States would be improved by infusion 
of that of the Kanakas; that none of the lepers of that unhappy 
land would ever scatter leprosy in this country; that, rescued 
from their poverty, they would make us all rich, and the bright- 
est star in the blue field of our flag would be that represented 
by the country of the dusky ex-cannibals. 

So far as this argument is concerned, I will admit, for argu- 
ment's sake, that in case we were in trouble with any European 
power that country would send its ships to Asia and then across 
the Pacific Ocean in order to attack our western coast. I will 
even admit that Hawaii is so large and so strong that such Eu- 
ropean power could not possibly send its ships around Hawaii, 
but must inevitably have them stopped as soon as they struck our 
coaling station in Pearl Harbor. I will admit, Mr. President, all 
of these things, notwithstanding the historical fact that Gibraltar 
is as strong a fortification as Honolulu, and not much farther dis- 
tant from the United States coast; and yet we have never had 
trouble by reason of England's owning Gibraltar. 

I will admit, Mr. President, that no foreign fleet could live in 
the Pacific Ocean without coaling at this island, where coal is yet 
to be discovered. I will admit that England could not utilize her 
vast coal fields in British Columbia, only a few miles from our 
coast cities, if we had a coaling harbor 2,000 miles across the sea. 
I will admit, Mr. President, that we can not use our harbor in the 
Aleutian Islands, although 500 miles nearer Japan, because the 
ships of commerce do not stop there to sell beads and trinkets to 
the aborigines. 

I will admit, Mr. President, that war vessels must of necessity 
follow the line of commercial vessels, even though another line is 
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500 miles nearer. I will admit that we made a great mistake 
when we refused to annex Hawaii at the time the islands were 


offered to us, over f years I will admit that England 
made a a ein ais Cuni G3 Sass thoga Tanie me 


and every agricultural product mankind uses forfood. I ad- 
mit all of these thin 8 President; and if there are any other 
advantages claimed for these islands, I will admit them. My ad- 
mission will not endow these islands with those attributes Which 
they do not possess any more than the assertions of the friends of 
annexation can so endow them. 

At this time, and under the i vite ee ee, the question 
of whether or not we would be benefited by annexation ought not 
to be considered for a moment. There are far gravyer issues than 
this involved. A century 5 lapse of time which 
is very short when considered as a in the world’s history, 
the doctrine of government was that rulers were divinely or- 
dained to rule and the people had no right except that of obey- 
ing the monarch, which they were taught should be a pleasure as 
wellas aduty. Our Declaration of In dence established an 
entirely new theory of government, and, during the last century 
and a quarter, it has shaken every throne in the civilized world. 
France is a 1 Russia, which was a Sate Empire, and 
Germany, which was nearly as muchso, are under socialistic rule; 
England has granted universal suffrage, and there is not now a 
civilized nation in which the people have not more or less a voice 
in the government. 

This new theory, inaugurated by the United States, now 
adopted by every writer on political economy, was that the right 
to govern rested upon the consent of the governed. There were 
other clauses in our Declaration of Independence carrying out 
this fundamental doctrine, such as that all men were created 
equal and that they were of certain inalienable rights. 
But the foundation rock upon which rests our entire political 
fabric is that the right to govern depends the consent of the 
governed. Whose consent have we as to Hawaii? We have the 
consent of the American President, of the provisional government, 
and of his American cabinet. 

We = ge cad = 5 ponus for annexation, 
supposed to be sign waiians, and petitions against annexa- 
tion, purporting to have Hawaiian signatures. Each side denies 
the authenticity of the document presented by the other. With- 
out bringing up any mooted questions of fact, I desire to state 
very briefly and in a manner most favorable to the friends of an- 
nexation the circumstances which ed to the establishment of 
the provisional government. They d be truthfully stated in 
a form very much more favorable to my argument, but I intend 
to give them so biased in favor of annexation that the strongest 
friend of Hawaii's becoming a part of the United States will not 
feel disposed to dispute the proposition. 

Two years subsequent to a revolution inaugurated for the pur- 

of forcing the granting of a constitution, and after this object 
Bad been accomplished and the constitution granted, leading white 
citizens of Honolulu, charging that the constitutional Monarch 
was immoral and inefficient, organized a committee of public 
safety. They called upon the minister of the United States, who 
agreed to land marines from an American vessel then in the har- 
bor in case a provisional government was formed. The commit- 
tee of public safety organized themselves into a mass meeting, 
formed a provisional government, and the marines were landed 
the same av 

A treaty was immediately sent to the President of the United 
States providing for the annexation of Hawaii to this country 
and the document transmitted by him to the Senate. A few weeks 
afterwards the succeeding President of the United States with- 
drew the treaty and sent a special commissioner to the islands, 
who, after examining a great many witnesses, reported against 
the ratification of the treaty. Another treaty was made, trans- 
mitted to the Senate, and this failed of ratification. It is now 
sought by indirection to do that which could not be done directly, 
and annex these islands by resolution. It has now been five years 
since the provisional government was established, and durin. 
that entire five years representative Hawaiians have fought hati 
against annexation. 

The officials of the provisional government have never ceased 
their endeavors to abandon their official positions and turn the 
islands over to the United States. At the time of the mass meet- 
ing it is not claimed by anybody that notices were sent out 
thronghont the islands, or that the native Hawaiians of Honolulu 
were notified. Itis not claimed by anyone that during the five 

rs since the overthrow of the Hawaiian monarchy there has 

n anything like a general election where all the people were 
entitled to vote for the purpose of obtaining consent to a change 
in their form of government. 

If the great mass of Hawaiians are anxious to become American 


citizens, as has been claimed, why have they not been allowed to 
so express themselves? If the isi government was chosen 
by the people or assented to, pats e under the force of the United 
States, and if the people are capable of maintaining a republican 
government, why are all these officeholders so anxious to retire to 
private life? If it is believed by the friends of annexation that 
the assent of the people of Hawaii can be obtained, why is the ex- 

ression of that consent not provided for in this resolution? The 

ommittee on Foreign Relations bases the constitutionality of 
this method of ure upon the precedent established by the 
annexation of Texas by resolution. If this is the precedent, why 
is not the precedent followed? 

In the case of Texas the people of the Republic of Texas voted 
for annexation, and the legislature or congress of Texas, elected 
by the people, without any qualification of suffrage, voted to ratif 
it before she became a part of the United States. Under the sat 
frage laws of Hawaii the voters y acy but a very small propor- 
tion of the population, and yet they have fever heen 85 or 
even allowed, to express their wishes in this matter. If the people 
of Hawaii desire annexation to the United States, no ible harm 
could arise from their being allowed to say so. they do not 
desire annexation to the United States, the passage of this reso- 


lution would tear from under this Government its very corner 


stone, because the Government would not rest upon the consent 
of the governa. If the people of Hawaii do not desire annexa- 
tion, then immediately upon the withdrawal of war ships and 
military there would be a revolution. 

The people of that country are not at all averse to revolutions. 
There have been about as . of Hawaiians as 
there have been of American Indians. In the history of the 
United States it has not been found possible to maintain all of 
the State governments without trouble. We have had two rebel- 
lions in the history of this country, one of Rhode Island and the 
other of the Southern States. If we can not hold the New Eng- 
land States intact, or the Southern States intact, through the 
period of a century without differences that have to be settled by 
the military, how are we going to hold a of known revolu- 
tionary tendencies in the far distant South Sea islands? There 
have, unfortunately, been sectional questions arising constantly 
during our entire story by reason of the divergency of inter- 
ests in different parts of the country. 

During the last campaign, I am sorry to say, the West and the 
East were almost solidly arrayed against each other, and the dif- 
ferences between them have not yet been adjusted. The North 
has been divided against the South and the East has been divided 
against the West. Greater commercial and political difficulties 
would naturally arise as between the people of the continent and 
those of the islands. There is one strong argument in favor of 
annexation of which I will give its friends the benefit, as illustrat- 
ing this point. Hawaii is a free-silver country, while the other 
two islands that are talked of, Puerto Rico and the Philippines, 
are bimetallic countries and very favorable to the use of silver. 
Two of our Territories, settled by true native Americans, who 
have shown their loyalty to the flag by being among the first to 
offer their services to the United States Government in the present 
war, have tried in vain for several years to be admitted as States. 

The representatives in Congress from the East have prevented 
their admission, if is alleged, because they were in favor of the 
coinage of silver. The very men who thus refused Americans 
the full benefits of their Government now advocate the annexa- 
tion of another silver country separated from the continent b 
over 2,000 miles. This difference in opinion as to monetary pol- 
icy would not create riots in the Territories of the United States, 
but it might and 5355 do so in a distant dependency. 
Hence, rather than see the Con of the United States bring 
upon this country such trouble, I would forego the happiness of 
having the territory in favor of free silver so increased. 

In the case of a revolution in Venezuela, Mr. Seward, Secretary 
of State, wrote to our minister there November 19, 1862: 

A revolutionary government is not to be re until it is established 
by the great body of the population of the state it claims to govern. 

Mr. hag” oe ens Secretary of State, wrote to our minister, 
Mr. Logan, 17, 1884, concerning the new government estab- 
lished in Chile: 

The Department of State will not Ope ay a revolutionary fpr hep sm 
0 to t the le in a South American state, until it is estab- 
fished ky a free exprensice: of the will of that people. 

In the case of Hawaii the Government established at a mass 
meeting, held by 100 men, of which the other 90,000 inhabitants 
knew nothing, was recognized half an hour afterwards. There 
was not then, and has not been since, even an attempt to secure a 
free expression of the will of the people. iA 

It will be remembered that Yucatan, Venezuela, Hawaii, Haiti, 
Liberia, Samana, St. Thomas, and San Domingo have all been 
offered as free gifts to the United States and all refused. Haiti, 
which is perhaps one of the most valuable of the West Indies, and 
certainly of much more importance from a strategic point of view, 
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asked to be annexed to the United States as late as 1883, and the 
answer to our minister there was as follows: 

1 ernment, as declared on many occasions in the past, 
hea teases Sabha pote renter disconnected from the main con- 
tinent. Had ae 8 of the United States . . 
ae gh blag hace ong 


ch a purpose, 
in the South Pacific. A conviction that a fixed toe 


this Government to decline t acq ions. Even as sim 
stations such territorial acquisitions would involve responsi 
their utility. 

Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State, wrote to Mr, Pendleton, Sep- 
tember 7, 1885: 

The policy of the United States, declared and ed for more than a cen- 
tury, d@acounteuances. and in practice forbids, Ristant colonial uisition. 
Our action in the past touching the acquisition of territory by p and 
1 sat 8 recorded 5 to avail . ee of ORETTE 

‘ers made by other powers to place territories under the soyereign 
tection of the United States, are matters of historical prominence. 

President Cleveland, in his first annual message, said: 


Maintaining as I do the tenets of a line of precedents from Washington's 
day which proscribe en g alliances with foreign states, I do not favor 
a policy of acquisition of new and distant territory or the incorporation of 
remote interests with our own. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations has placed this resolution 
expressly upon the ground that the case of Texas furnishes a prec- 
edent. Me Calhoun thus yery briefly sets forth the history of 
the early stages of the Texas question: 

asure been more steadily or lo rsued, and that 
by both a the — 1 bees into which the Union fe divided, than the annex- 
a of Texas. 

Many believed that Texas was embraced in the cession of Louisi- 
ana and was improperly, if not unconstitutionally, surrendered 
by the treaty of Florida in 1819, Under that impression and the 
general conviction of its importance to the safety and welfare of 
the Union, its annexation has been an object of constant pursuit 
ever since, 

It was twice attempted to acquire it during the Administration 
of Mr. Adams, once in 1825, shortly after he came into power, and 
again in 1827. Itwasthrice attempted under the Administration 
of his successor, General Jackson; first in 1829, immediately after 
he came into power, again in 1833, and finally in 1835, just before 
Texas declared her independence. Texas herself made a i- 
tion for annexation in 1837, at the commencement of Mr. Van 
Buren’s Administration, which he declined. At the time of the 
annexation of Texas in 1845 President Polk said in his first annual 


message: 


ty beyon 


the whole world that any further 1 on 5 ol Mexico to conquer 
her or overthrow her government woul 

For just twenty years Texas knocked at the doors of the United 
States. She was admitted by resolution, it is true, but her po 
33 upon the question and nearly her entire population 

American citizens, and it was a disputed 1 as to 
whether or not she did not belong to the Uni tes. When 
Santo Domingo was offered to this country we would not even con- 
sider the question until after a vote of the people was taken, and 
although 15,000 votes out of a total of less than 16,000 votes were 
cast in favor of annexation, we refused to receive her. 

The provisional government of Hawaii was not formed until 
the minister of the United States agreed to recognize and protect 
it, and could not have been maintained at any time since had it 
not been understood that it was under the protection of the United 
States. We made our own people in Texas wait nine years and 
maintain their own government, and we made them vote on the 
question; and yet it is maintained that a government recognized 
within half an hour after it sprang into existence and where no 
vote has been recorded is a parallel to the annexation of Texas, 

I maintain, Mr. President, that, even if Hawaii was of an im- 
mense value to the United States, to annex it under these circum- 
stances would be to destroy the very foundation of our Govern- 
ment and lose the immense influence for good that we have 
wielded throughout the civilized world by our fundamental prin- 
ciple of government, that the right to govern rests upon the con- 
sent of the governed. 

Mr. President, there is another point in which this resolution is 
exceedingly defective. What kind of government is yl eet 
to establish in the island of Hawaii after annexation? t 
po le are incapable of self-government can scarcely be denied. 
Under their 8 constitution the elective franchise is so lim- 
ited that the Repnblic is practically an aristocracy. Could it be 
so limited under the Federal Constitution? If it was not so lim- 
ited, would not the ignorant and the lawless entirely subvert all 
good government? 


Section 40f Article IV of the United States Constitution provides: 
The United States shall „ Union a repub- 


lican form of government, and shall protect each invasion, 
and on application of the legislature, or of the executive when the 
can not Te convened, against domestic — Se oe are 


Section 2, Article IV, provides: 
T. 
E ee E 
The fifteenth amendment provides: 
sbrligod by ise United States, Or by any Beate, ee of rece DO or 
an. 
reviews tion of s y on accoun! race, color, or 
Without going into any extended constitutional 8 it 
will not be denied, I think, that the Constitution absolutely pro- 
hibits any distinction laa e between the States, and requires 
that the elective franchise shall be granted without discrimination. 
I do not deny that there may be constitutional limitations placed 
upon the right to exercise „but I most positively affirm 
that any law which would give the foreign element a control they 
have now over the native vote in Hawaii would be absolutely 
unconstitutional and void, In the famous Dred Scott case Judge 
Taney, of the United States Supreme Court, said: 


and restricted ponas is author- 
it may exercise therein the 3 
wers ex erein over rson or a 
remains — L k shall be 


of the Union. 
ven by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
colonies bordering on the United States, or 
to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge 
its terri! limits in any wa: the admission of new States. 

As there is no ex n g Constitution defining the power 
which the General Government N Syne yd over the person or property oÊ 
a territory acquired, court must necessarily look to the pro- 

ciples of the Constitution and its distribution of powers for 
the rules an principles Uy. which its decision must be governed. 


Taking Sele tule ə us, it may be safely assumed that citizens of the 
United States who immigrate to a territory belonging tothe ogee the 
United States can not be ruled as mere dependent upon the will of 
the General Governmentand to be governed by any lawsit may think proper 


to impose. 

The territory being a of the United States, the ent and the 
citizens both enter i authority ot * — with their re- 
spective rights defined and marked out. And the Federal Government can 

no power over his beyond bebe that instrument 


Suen Pey right which 
confers, nor lawfully d t W. has reserved. 

Thep to expand A of the United States, by the admission 
of new States, is plainly given. It is acquired to become a State, and not to 
be held as a colony, and governed by Congress with absolute authority. 

This decision of the United States Supreme Court has never been 
overruled, and from the plain provisions of the United States Con- 
stitution, taken in connection with the construction of it as set 
forth, it can not be disputed that the only purpose for which the 
United States can acquire territory, no matter in what part of the 
world it may be situated, is to create States. These States, when 
created, must have exactly the same rights and privileges accorded 
to the States of New York, or New Hampshire, or Massachusetts. 
During the formative period, while a Territorial form of govern- 
ment can be maintained, the territory of Hawaii must be governed 
8 as are the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and 


Mr. President, the Constitution of the United States does not 
provide for any colonies; our form of government is such that 
even though there was no constitutional inhibition, colonies could 
not besuccessfully maintained. We tried a military form of gov- 
ernment once; I do not think that any Senator is proud of the 
record we made in maintai these governments in the South- 
ern States immediately after war. It was the best we could 
do, no doubt, and the exi of the occasion seemed to demand 
it; but we would not wi ly consent to establish what is famil- 
iarly known as “‘carpetbag” government in the Hawaiian Islands, 
or any other place. 

This Government is a Republic; it is a government of the peo- 
ple; it is a government by the le and for the people. Its 
very corner stone is the people, and it is a notorious fact that out 
of the 90,000 inhabitants of the Hawaiian Islands there is not to 
exceed 5 per cent of them 3 of taking any part in govern- 
ment. A government of that kind of people and by that kind of 
people would be irrepressible conflict, while a government for 
that kind of people would of necessity have to be a very strong 
one. Their history from the days when they ate our missionaries 
down to the present time fully corroborates this position. They 
have been reduced in numbers by disease and war, principally 
war, from 200,000 inhabitants to about 80,000. 

A great deal of learning has been displayed in setting forth the 


ose | strategic importance of these islands to the United States. This 


strategic importance was recognized, even at the time when we 
refused to annex Hawaii, and, on account of it, we secured Pearl 
Harbor. This harbor is the only point of strategic importance 
now. We own it, and no nation that I know of is trying to take 
it away from us. If we should annex Hawaii, it would be just as 
easy to capture our harbor as it is now. The ownership of the 
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islands would not add to the security of our possession of Pearl 
Harbor. We need a coaling station in the Pacific Ocean, and we 
need a coaling station in the Atlantic Ocean. When our mer- 
chant marine was our greatest national pride, and 75 per cent of 
our foreign trade was carried in American ships, we did not have 
a harbor in either ocean or a coaling station off from our own 
coast. Now that only about 10 per cent of our foreign trade is 
carried in American ships, it is more to the interests of the nations 
that carry our goods than it is ours to supply coal. But leaving 
aside any consideration of this kind, it is yet possible to exagger- 
ate the importance of Hawaii as a naval station. 5 

It is true that Honolulu is a 8 half way between the United 
States and Japan. It is argued from this fact that our Pacific 
coast is in danger unless we own this half way point, because 
foreign nations could coal their vessels there and attack our Pacific 
coast. If we left the harbor without a navy to guard it, there 
would be nothing to prevent these same foreign vessels from going 
to this same han hir, getting the coal, and making the attack on 
our coast. Unless we had it constantly guarded with a navy the 
only difference would be that if they owned the Hawaiian Islands 
they would use their own coal, and if we owned them they would 
use ours, 

The prophecies of possible troubles in the future are that the 
European powers interested in the Eastern question and the divid- 
ing up of the Celestial Empire willin some way or other become 
involved with the United States and annihilate our two thousand 
and odd miles of Pacific coast. In order to prevent this we obtain 
possession of the Hawaiian Islands. In just what manner the 
officials of Hawaii are to learn that a hostile fleet is approaching 
in time to notify us to fortify our coast has not been explained. 
It took us four weeks to get troops started for Manila to protect 
our fleet over there. If hostile nations had started war ships 
toward the Pacific coast, they could have bombarded every city on 
it in that time. p 

Another thing that seems to have been lost sight of is that if 
the European nations ever did have an: 8 ainst the coast 
of the United States, they would not have their fleets to entirely 
circumnavigate the globe, as would be necessary to attack the 
Pacific coast, but would send them on a short andeasy trip across 
the Atlantic to bombard our large cities, instead of wasting their 
time, their fuel, and their ammunition on the small and widely 
separated towns along the Pacific. A fleet coming from the Orient 
to attack the Pacific coast, when it got to Honolulu, would be 
about as far from any United States coast as it would be in any 
5 sh, French, or English port. All of the maritime nations 
of Europe are about as close to the United States as Honolulu is, 

If we need to annex Hawaii to protect our Pacific coast, it is 
absolutely necessary that we annex the British Islands and the 
Continent of Europe in order to protect our Atlantic coast. If 
Hawaii is a strategic necessity, so is Gibraltar. With a foreign 
nation in possession of Hawaii, we are in no more danger than 
with a foreign nation in possession of Madagascar. At the pres- 
ent time it would be of more strategic importance for us to own 
British Columbia, because there are immense coal deposits there 
and we could coal our ships. If we owned the entire coast line of 
British Columbia and Alaska, Siberia would become of strategic 
importance, and with Siberia in our possession, Russia, to the 
south of it, would be a military necessity, and with the ownership 
of Russia, China would be absolutely essential. An argument for 
the annexation of any country on the face of the earth can be 
based upon strategic importance in case of future wars. 

It has been demonstrated in the Senate that our Aleutian Islands 
are 500 miles nearer Japan than Hawaii. It has also been demon- 
strated that we have a better harbor there than Pearl Harbor. 
The answer made to this has been that there are fogs about the 
Aleutian Islands and that the course of commerce does not go that 
way. There are fogs about the British Islands, but this fact has 
not prevented them from being used by ships. There has never 
been supposed to be any necessity for naval fleets to stay in the 
ocean paths of commerce. If we owned Hawaii, and a hostile fleet 
sta for an attack on the Pacific coast, and we were ban guara. 
ing our harbor at Hawaii, that hostile fleet would take the short 
cut, come by the way of the Aleutian Islands, and bombard our 
coast cities while our fleet was at Honolulu waiting for the enemy. 

Tt is contended that we need the Hawaiian Islands on account 
of their commercial importance, and then, in the same breath, in 
order to show that these islands could be assimilated into the 
United States, the friends of annexation prove conclusively by 
their figures that the United States already ere all of that 
commerce worth having. They sell practically all of their prod- 
ucts to the United States and buy nearly all of their goods from 
this country. This is not necessarily because they love the Stars 
and Stripes, but because goods exported from or imported to 
Europe must be transported clear across the United States and 
then across the Atlantic Ocean, or carried around Cape Horn. 
They trade with the United States because they can not advan- 
tageously trade anywhere else. We sell them all they consume 


now and they would not consume any more if they belonged to 
this country. The only difference would be that now, notwith- 
standing the reciprocity treaty, we collect a considerable revenue 
from goods imported from Hawaii, while if the islands belonged 
to us, we would lose that revenue. 

The Constitution ae us to protect Hawaiiin case we annex 
it, and on account of its distance, a portion of our standi 
Army and a part of our Navy would have to be kept there, This 
would entail a very large expense, and not only, under our form 
of Government, could we obtain no revenue from it, but we would 
lose what revenues we now get. 

Mr. President, in order to annex these islands, we will haye to 
reverse the policy of our Government, inaugurated at its founda- 
tion and continued uninterruptedly ever since, against the annex- 
ation of outlying territories. -We will have to set aside all of the 
established precedents, which require the successful maintenance 
of a newly organized government before we can recognize it. We 
will have to disregard the Constitution of the United States. We 
will have to destroy the fundamental doctrine of our Govern- 
ment, that the right to govern rests upon the consent of the goy- 
erned. We will have to greatly increase the drain of an already 
overburdened Treasury. We will have to decrease our revenue 
to the extent of the duties now received from Hawaii. We will 
have to reverse our policy of maintaining only a small standing 
Army, and we will inaugurate a precedent that may lead to most 
disastrous consequences. 

In return for all this all that we will get will be the satisfac- 
tion of letting a few of the foreigners in Hawaii become wealthy 
through sugar refineries. We will acquire an island of lepers, an 
active volcano, some lava beds, and a few acres of sugar cane. 
Let us consider well all of the facts concerning this question before 
we act upon it, and not recklessly become a party to the land- 

abbing scheme inaugurated by one of our ex-ministers in con- 
junction with a few men who are anxious to go into the business 
of refining sugar. 

This reaching out for colonial ae may be very allur- 
ing to some; it has a pleasant sound and is calculated to stir the 
blood of an American proud of his country and her greatness; and 
if the acquisition of these islands was, in my judgment. going to 
add to the glory and greatness of my country, I would without 
hesitation give my soppan to the . But instead of that I 
see in such action an element of weakness instead of strength, a 
chance of probable embarrassment instead of glory, and a menace 
to our popular government, instead of adding to our already well- 
earned greatness and standing among the nations of the earth. 

I have heard a great deal said here about our former acquisition 
and expansion, and when the opponents of this annexation have 
declared against it on the ground of its being a new departure and 
a reversal of our policy they have been met by the assertion that 
it is not a departure from former policies, and the acquisitions of 
the Louisiana purchase and Texas are referred to as examples of 
what has been done on these lines in the past history of the coun- 
try. Now, sir, tomy mind the incident of the Louisiana purchase 
and the acquisition of Texas are not analogous and have nothing 
in common with the policy sought to be pursued in this case of 
the Hawaiian Islands, It is true there were opponents to the 
proposed action at that time, and they made use of some very 
strong arguments on their side of the controversy, but it is no 
argument now to assert that because subsequent events proved 
them in the wrong then that we who oppose this project now must 
of necessity and in the nature of things be wrong. 

In the former case the territory in question was contiguous and 
part of the same country we already possessed. The absorption 
was natural, and manifestly the logical sequence of events and 
the destiny of the country directed it. Now we are reaching out 
into the ocean over 2,000 miles to own something the best of which 
we already have by common consent. In other words, the use, 
exclusive and special, of all that there is worth anything to us 
as a nation is now guaranteed to us in this property. We have 
had and maintained exclusive control of the only harbor, admittéd 
on all sides to be so, for many years, and no one to dispute our 
rights; and yet notwithstanding we enjoy this benefit and use of 
this property without rent, except tacitly to see that the owner is 
kept in possession, we are isod with a most unaccountable craze 
to own the property and pay all the expenses of such ownership, 
when it is plainly evident we gain no new advantage by such 
ownership over what we now possess in haying the use thereof 
rent free. 

Such a proposition in the case of an individual would not be re- 
garded as a good sound business transaction. England and France 
long ago entered into a treaty to maintain the autonomy of these 
islands. We assented to that arrangement, although not actually 
a party to the compact. Our control, practical control, of these 
islands has always been acknowledged by these two nations when- 
ever the occasion gave rise to the question, and yet we are now 
told, as a reason for hasty action, that after all these years some 
nation or nations are anxious for their acquisition, and that if we 
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do not take them at once, some other nation will snap them up 
and we willlose them forever. How is ie! nation going to take 
session of these islands with England, France, and the United 
tates pledged on their honor as nations to maintain them inde- 
pendent? I know it has been asserted that the present Govern- 
ment of Hawaii will offer itself to some one else if we refuse the 
overtures made to us for annexation. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that assertion. The present 
Government is composed entirely, as I am informed, of Ameri- 
cans. I recall now the high praise bestowed upon the gentlemen 
composing the Government in that far-away country on a former 
memorable occasion in this body. Irecall that the President of 
that Government was here not long ago, when we were discussing 
a treaty of annexation in which he was more or less interested. 
He was the guest of honor during his stay here, and many delight- 
ful things were said and written about him. And after hearing 
and ing what was said and written, no one can make me be- 
` lieve that he would sell out to any nation except his own. : 

I have heard something said about this being a Democratic 
policy, because forty years ago or more a very eminent and dis- 
tinguished statesman, who was a Democrat, desired to acquire 
these islands for this country. Mr. President, I am not aware 
that this is, so far, a party question; I have not heard that any 
pey has declared itself, as a party, for or against the policy. 

am not opposing it because I am a Democrat or because some 
Republicans are in favor of it; I am not opposing it because it is 
said the present Administration is very anxious for the consum- 
mation of such a decidedly new thing during its incumbency. My 
opposition is controlled by higher, broader, and better reasons than 

ose. Iam looking at what appears to me to be for the best inter- 
ests of this whole country—for the welfare, well-being, progress, 
and prosperity of all the people of this land and what most concerns 
them—and I do not believe leprosy will lead them upward or tend 
to make them happier or more prosperous. And yet it would 
seem that because forty or more years ago a distinguished Demo- 
crat sought toinaugurate the policy of annexing these islands that 
members of the party 1 to be in line with that policy to-day. 

Why, sir, the party called Democratic was in power for a long 
time in the former history of this country, and some of the 
brightest pages of our history were written during that time; 
but in all that time and in all the time in which we are told this 
project, policy, scheme, or whatever called, was agitated and 
made the subject of state papers of more or less weight—in all that 
time, down to the present hour, the policy has not been adopted 
or the project carried out, with respect to these islands, by any 

in control of the Government. And so I say it is not a 
party question at this time, although it is possible some might 
oppose it from a party standpoint, just as some might favor it 
becanse the Administration wants it, and it is a good thing to 
stand by the Administration; but I am not actuated by any such 
motives, and I do not know of anyone who is on either side of the 
controversy. : 

I heard with some surprise and considerable pain the remarks 
of the honorable and distinguished Senator from Alabama yester- 
day in which he characterized certain proceedings in this body as 
obstructing the President and embarassing his conduct of the 

resent war with Spain. Certain of his coll es in this Cham- 
er came in for the frown of his displeasure and censure of his re- 

roof. Now, Mr. President, all this is to me unaccountable. 

With the beautifully expressed sentiments of Americanism and 
patriotism I am in hearty accord. I join with him in his glowing 
tribute to our soldiers and sailors, expressed m language that only 
the Senator can use and is master of. I was also interested and 
entertained a few days ago by the oe and patriotic address 
of the Senator from Colorado, who always instructs as well as 
interests me. He gave expression to a beautiful sentiment about 
hoisting the American fiag, never to be hauled down without a 
reckoning with the American pons Now, all this patriotism 
and glorious American spirit is fine; the expression of it is delight- 
ful to hear, just as the flowers that bloom in the x 8 are beau- 
tiful to the view; but, Mr. President, I respectfully suggest that 
both alike have nothing to do with the case. 

The annexation of the Hawaiian Islands has nothing in the 
world to do with our present war. Itis said that in time of war 
the laws are silent, and I think I have noticed here of latea grow- 
ing opinion that in this time of war certain of us should be mute. 
There is. if I mistake not, developing here a disposition to regard 
certain Senators as unpatriotic, quite near to being traitors to 
their country, who pretend to question any policy, project, or 
scheme that other Senators may have very much at heart, and 
which they have stamped with their label of a war necessity. 

There never was a war that did not leave a train of ills most 
deplorable; most of us can remember many of the evil effects of 
our civil war along with the good accomplished, and if some rights 
of the people are not lost sight of in the outcome of our present 
struggle, happy indeed will be the result. 

We have read a good deal in some of the newspapers of the 


country about the anxiety, the great desire on the part of the 

ple to bring about this project of annexation. I remember when 
at college we had on one occasion for debate in our debating- 
society the question, Whether e was the exponent of 
public opinion or the molder thereof, 1 do not believe it was 
definitely settled at that time, for with me it is still a mooted 
question. Be the fact as it may, whilst there has been a great out- 
cry on the part of some papers in favor of annexation, and corpled 
therewith a great deal of abuse of those opposed to the movement, 
I have here a symposium pf the expression of quite a number of 
papers on the other side, which I will read for the benefit of those 
who may not have had the good fortune to see them. The first 
extract I will read is from the American Agriculturist: 

The policy of colonial expansion, now so extravagantly urged in interested 
quarters, may not at present contemplate interference in European politics, 
but such interference would be less a departure from the new policy than 
this policy is a de ure from the Monroe doctrine. The new idea sounds 
very grand at first, and in the flush of victory the appeal to extend our dom- 
8 berona ne seas is so alluring that the consequences of such action 
are si; of. 

The Dolley of colonial empire would at once expose us to embroilment with 
other nations. It would vastly ify the power and expense of Army 
and Navy. It would pe te increased taxes. It would inaugurate 
an era of corruption in our foreign ions, a debasement of the blood, 
that could not fail to in time affect physical and mental stamina of our 
people at home. It would be un-Am unwise, unconstitutional, and in 


results unworthy of the effort. 

On still higher ground a colonial policy is objectionable. It would degen- 
erate the holiest war ever waged for Lorena d into a cam of conquest. 
This would lower the United States before the world, but its moral effect 
upon our own people would be worse. 

[Baltimore American.] 


England wants an alliance, of course. It would be strange if she did not. 
She wants an alliance because the continental powers are opposed to her, not 
because they are opposed to the United States. There are man people in 
this country who s —— with England, and some others who do not. 
This is not an English, tan American country. The people are made up 
ons of Germans, 
of Russians and other 
Eur n nations. ny fa” Sood ns many. them among the best we 
have. Would it not be the height of folly for the Government, with these 

5 in the * — to ent to negotiate an alliance with Great 
e 


i 
thing in China, the Empire is still open; and Americans can do quite as we 
we imagine, as Eng has recently done in the East. 


[Baltimore News.] 


If we are to assume imperial“ responsibilities, let us endeavor first to 
look them in the face and find out what they are. Let us go in with our eyes 
open. Let us consider whether or not their assumption means a large stand- 
ing army and a great navy and 5 heavy Federal taxation. Let 
us not ignore but calmly weigh the question whether the new policy would 
or would not bring us into the circle of European jealousies and antagonisms, 
Let us not leave entirely to the future, but endeavor to anticipate in the 
present, not indeed the details but the broad outlines of the a of 
government which the isition of distant dependencies, peopled by mixed 
races in various stages of civilization, will assuredly present. The coming 
debate in the Senate furnishes a most ble opportunity for the educa- 
tion of public opinion, and even for the education of Senatorial opinion, on 
these great and pressing subjects. It furnishes an 8 for the Sen- 
ate to revive the high traditions of its past in doing the country this great 
service. Let us hope that there are a few members of it who are able and 
willing to rise to so great an occasion. 

[Baltimore News.] 


It is the special function of the Senate to interpose its deliberation and its 
dignity between the sudden or ill-considered inception of a movement and 


its consummation. That body has been charged—and, we have tedly 
held, jpstl 0 ed—with abuse of the character and privileges w it has 
established in cases in which there was no proper occasion for their exercise. 


The case of Hawaii is one in which the Senate as a whole and each individual 
member of it may feel that insistence upon its ancient traditions will be am- 
ply justified by the occasion. If there is anything which calls for the calm 
and deliberate weighing of all mences, for resistance to swift impulse, 
for ignoring of the demands of factitious urgency and haste, it is the taking 
of a step which is sgt So involve the whole future policy, internal and ex- 
ternal, of the nation. t the Senate take its time on the Hawaiian question, 
and let it not be decided until every objector has had every opportunity for 
honest, serious, and deliberate resistance. f 
[Baltimore Sun.] 

Of course if the United States intends to start upon a policy of colonial 
expansion and to hold the Philippines, the annexation of Hawaii may in time 
become necessary to the plan of imperialism which is now so popular in 
certain quarters. But Congress should not annex Hawaii as a war measure, 
not even if the President sends a message urging annexation asa military 
3 The new A of imperialism ought not to be entered upon after 
a day’s debate, but should be given a most thorough investigation after the 
war ends and when the subject can be considered dispassionately and with 
some measure of statesmanship. Annexation and imperialism with a hurrah 
will be a national calamity. 

[Boston Herald.] 


If we are not to take the Philippine Islands, we do not want Hawaii. But 
this problem of whether we should stretch out into the Eastern Hemisphere 
is not one which should be settled offhand. It needs to be deliberately set- 
tled, after full reflection, by the American people. Speaker REED is greatly 
to be commended for the course that he has thus far taken, and we sincerely 
hope that he will persist in his antagonism to a scheme which has been con- 
ceived in fraud,and, if successful, would have its birth in iniquity. 


{Boston Herald.] 


The meeting esterday at Fanevil Hall in protest against the policy of im- 
perialism is action which may well be taken for the purpose of crystallizin 
ublic opinion. No such wide departure fromour traditional system shoul 
made unless it has been carefuily discussed and both its merits and 
demerits made plainly apparent. We imagina, however, that long before 
definite action can be taken—for the United States can not safely make known 
its intentions in regard to the Philippine Islands until the war is at an end— 
circumstances will present themselves which will materially qualify existing 


blic F 
Pies Beta i Dares mare tian al wi bave ied rom 
ownership of these islands and of American 
which will present ves in quite a differen’ 
they are now popularly viewed. 
All that Hawaii FF 
and this she has already done by furnishing us with the best 
possesses. So tion 
concerned, we can not get from Hawaii more or 
than that which we have, and yet, by a sophistry of reasoning, Hels held that 
fullest extent we now F out. this line of ae ap 
esteblish a station at the Philippine proceeding w 
be merely the pes ude sacle an alleged necessity of taking cont 
entire group o should 
the possession would 


tropical diseases d goat season, the 
oceupanoy of them fem are questiona 

[Boston Herald.] 

ing place that she 
1 Hawaii | be deprived of advan which to the 
unless we annex we ie ep: tages 
Islands such a 
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ing wedge to an . — of our influence well into the center of that con- 


t. 
There is in the case of Hawaii no military necessi — Do miek Dy 
conditions as they now exist; and hence the truo reason annexation has 
to be found in entirely different, grounds, It is as * 2 1 ht that if 
res ba es interest did not exist and those sio Hanmer i 


be rough the, newspapers an to iniluence <M aoa 5 
newspapers an ac orgie . 
maid be no more present call for annexation of Hawaii than for the an- 

nexation of I or Azores. 
[Boston Transcript.] 


Thi ia Lone Deeks Chan Tos a lon time 2 
that Hawail will be 5 r if we ance fost a thes 


long time has the Hawaiian situa been so K ‘and it is a waste a 
poe, Bava to contend that now is the hour of for our naval 
This working up of exci nt is simply a the 
scheme which already Ha P 
but only as a halfway a tion in our progress to the ends of the earth. 
[Buffalo Courier.] 


President McKinley, who at the beginning of his Administration was so 
lukewarm toward ——— m that his address contained a 


enthusiastic convert has in the brief 
vert not only to Roar 
ently to the whole poll 


expansion so roved tke 
ingo 5 Itis Pevident that tho that the President ‘aw wee neat ee 55 


uence to induce the Senate 
lution, 120 eae nego eae demonstrated that bh gone more nei fe —— 
of annexation by treaty could not command the necessary two- vote. 
‘ rule mle be maintain 
Under annexation this Anglo-Saxon — 5 ed against 
hostile native opposition, except olence to the principles of the 
United S States Constitution and of Af —— ol Independence after the 
manner now too much in negro section of the South. 
3 ur Constitution is not suited to the governing of | to 
such a po Wali. Shall we annexation 
project or — of our Constitution? 


(Cedar Rapids (Iowa) Republican.] 
There are many Americans who are not so 


and annexationism. Ty allo wed our 
tter of our jadgment. Wait and see how the matters 


We are aware that named on this st at the present time to 5 caution. 


The popular heart is i Our mili! ae naval men, 
whow ars for 5 — the — men in the United are all for 
annexation. thet best business—to uer and to shear t the war 


V sober second thought of the 


nation. 
[Chicago Chronicle.] 
FFF — AORATS S to be doubt- 


ful as to the cit the eer pear it so as we are ping oh cp im 
The act might ed as indicating _ we were pants on territorial ae 
grandizement and th t our real a in making war in tha ight 

quest. Spain's eaten friends at choose to view i i in 3 oon 
make it a pretext for reconsidering their determination to tain an atti- 
tude of neutrality. 


[Chicago Chronicle.) 


ties. Our diplomatic representatives will be obliged to havea dae in every 
je and av in the regulation of every dispute tariffs of the 
Buez Canal to the fonroe an fo of the unspeakable Turk We shall cut 


to turn 


intoa ricer a £ all intents an — bs l oligar- 
coun re hon ustry is sn rmed “ bourgeois* 
— gh ete wi of arms alone is honorable? s 
[Cleveland Leader.] 
All prudent and thoughtful Americans ss te the hasty asser- 
tions * enthusiasts that the P Islands w held pormanenty as a 
part of the territory of the United States. It is a ash and en needless 


attempt to prejudice a very weighty question, the ul 
is uncertain. 

To assume that once the power of Spain shall be thoronghl LB pag | 
in the Philippines and the large native ulation brou; 7 the con 
of the United States the whole matter of the future of the islands frill be be 
settled, is to talk arrant nonsense, 


Annexation will not be so easy. Already many of the most im: 
organs of public sad cares of fs Republic. Eminent publio men have 
—— * the du and cares of this blic. Eminent public men have 


position r 
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(Dubuque (Iowa) Herald.] 
our Government would in this way have enough 
fee tate 8 annexation of Hawa Itis — 

topush thelr 


own pu 2 — — assuming the least e for the govern 
rob =o Yet 33 conceded that my nee "ve has ES 


ra York See News.] 


A large number of the American are opposed to the acquisition of 
colonial di to Rico would 


that He at the soot of t . E ee oe 
a a class of military rulers through the necessity for the iho oat of 
numerous to maintain authority among the alien island races. 


[New York Times.] 
the annexation of Hawaii as a war measure, suggested and justi- 
the exigencies of war very little would or could be Said. For the 
defense or the speedier defeat of the enemy we could afford to over- 


ate 


14 tradition and take up roams Po be solved in the future. 


1 ds is not a war necessity; that i - 
— Pith t 4 75 jli A a orgs iat 
— a se! 0 ers. t 
55 e 
5 a m 0 y nai motive of the 
sunexationists eyen more than the annexation itself that offends 


[New York Times.] 
The House has now been talking for three whole da 
business, and from the elaborate and rather too 
to the e from the Nevada Represen 
new reason for annexation has — bah 


about this wretched 

ous speech of Mr. Hit? 
tative, not the suggestion of a 
Nor has there been a refuta 


[New York World} 


Our Republie sprang from the people's abhorrence of despotism. It is 
Gan wo inject of Tad | not of men—and especially not of “a arco onh — 
we inject into our system of 8 and eq ‘hts the old 


——.— cand idea without 8 oo our princi es? Can 
people to mea arale over a part of containicg 
bo ie a ToD OO homed t danger to „ ve not tthe invasions 


d the devel t of 
ot plutoeracy. the growing power of monopoly, and y instances tim Sore te 
he giobe? enough at home that e EL 


dream of colonial empire which 
to hold true to their rational and 


erican 
traditional policy, but the r ‘country involved in these wild 
deterrent to their adoption. 
[Omaha Bee.} 

We can not brin — to think that President M who has 
thus far shown a and statesmanship, commanding ost uni- 
versal Yener eg rey ITT inten — 9 to yield 8 for which vgn ye Neves 

ped ononon and lend his great influence toa 
— 2 F ee enjoyed : 
d realized anda on 
E eee Omer ent cere 
[Philadelphia Ledger.] 
It is See by the majority of Americans that the annexation of the 
—.— . consent ot the 
governed,” by trea! resolution of Congress, would not only be a plain 
eparture from our — roclaimed “Monroe doctrine,” but would 
American institutions American law upona community the ~ 
whose inhabitants Bare niue no desire for the change. It is the ee 
American doctrine tha 5 shall derive their powers from the con- 
pent Dya = koranne, long as consent to the annexation scheme is with- 
A patna e our title to the islands will be 
ough all Federal constitutional forms 
country. To fling tutional 
seize the as a part of the plan of 
campaign mispaa ace us ina still more re- 
table tion to the islands. The President has extensive powers as 
ewan jus D Bai Army and Navy in war times, but the reported 


desire to “seize” Hawaii savors too much of usurpation of power and of the 
misuse of Executive 
{Philadelphia Ledger.] 


The real is, whether we are to continue a „ law- 
obeying e, E Aa. of the a put upro us are th framed 
our car pea at of government, or are to ictions and limita- 

tution and of dus l law ee rer ee interfere with the 
possible that President McKinley 
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him, for,sworn to take care that the laws 
be figntally executed, he wili not be guilty of so plain and flagrant a viola- 
. 


tion of the supreme law. 
5 
into the — — 8 a 


Senger voidance of natural, eaa te! 

treaty annexation, was — — 8 ovod by the Hawaitan peop —— it 

finns t decide their Latin — te d die ent at th Phin i i of the 
to own y e 

United States to the safeguard of their own Constitution Som hoes 2 


disregarded. 
this sess attracting ly ch 
is der the debate of um nearly as mu 
3535. . rtant to 


ent—of government of Reople, 
E 8 and for the et ati ba e." which Lincoln declared should “not 


[Pittsburg Dispatch.] 
The loyal citizens who have responded To Seats coment 
by the desire to free Cuba and 


their services the Pacific 
loyal who remain = . s ice for hoe to E nis take up the 
ion tosupport the removal of S. cruelty, 
barbarity ere, but. none of them 
the — upon a 


s call were moved 
aine. They never 


An tion would make the lobbying unnecessary, as Hawaiian sugar 
* come n forall time. Itisthe product of virtual siave labor, 
wih the sigur raised by free Jabor i tho United Statea, as e competition 


Sts objection nesr Sia one. It will be 

But com] 

the 33 * a colonial system that may en unnumbered evils 

on our country. If why not the P the 

Cuba, and Puerto Rico? It a well-d on a new an 

perilous chapter of American ey. will be directly 
responsible. He has carried it h Ka av te goer and against the 

peg judgment of a vast majority of the intelligent people of the United 

Dispatch.] 


3 scheme. ae Fa 
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in u movemen 

agency in stn the annexation of Cuba. They ow full well thai 
8 r tor a departure 


necessary to annex a or do we undertake to 
our falaro relations to ee Bu 


in dealing 

with these matters wisdom an 5 and due — for the integri 

of ot one am a er and e mapir past and present, to the world demand in 
t we make slowly. 


Times.] 
From the g of agitation toward that end the Times has 

the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands. To annex them istodepart 
en from of government — which we have lived for 
more a hundred years before. 
The Times admits its fear — ba we abandon our 
old-time notion that the United States are big enough for us and enter upon 
a career of world aggrandizement. 

[St. Louis Post.] 
ent McKinley thinks the Hawaiian Islands are necessary to the 


Presid 
United States. 
doubt essential to the success of some jobs and schemes 
which have been — for several years e 


anda when wil requires degree prom the possession of distant 
islands which will require ire alarge navy for poole — 


uence of 
« eid litics,” we may need a 
Island: id polities,” we may need a b n and base. But we should not put the 


cart before the horse. 
rey : itis rthel im- 
While the Monroe doctrine is an unwritten law, it is neyertheless an 
life. Next to the Constitution itself, it has 
me more in 
din, eee estern Hemisphere. Fromthedaysof W. 
eifersen to this present time there has been no 


ond its limitations, except since the battle of M and the of the 
nited States will ong panes they 1185 the righs guard the 
Western Hemisphere for the right of partnership in the schemes 
of European monarchies. 
[Savannah News.] 


The most patriotic and far-seeing of our citizens . 
that we had 8 to do with the question of the Chinese 


„which was being considered y, Russia, and Genk 
rey P aaa eet Tenan laco in a few short weeks! Now 
plenty of reasons are offered why we permanent possessors 
of the Philippines and should also have a voice in whatever 
poof linea propose to make in the Chinese Empire. Not only that, 
it is urged that we should take of Puerto Rico and 
So shap Car Dolay thas Cuba would eveni y become a part of our terri- 
In short, the underlying thought is that we sh the 
nt EE t co „5 of the world, and should 


which avoids Pesce ee 
maintain big 


[Springfield Republican. ] 
Richard Olney. not long agouttered a protest in an address at Harvard Col- 
k the 1 one “of pe United Lace Fotos read his 
and you w no 0 oven by implication, of the su 
that the United States should . — and permanently occupy i the P 
| eer nee gens inhabited by Malays and Chinese, 6,500 miles away. 
the political party that smashes the —ůů ith Wes $0 


rue the day, and will live TETIGA And the of the Mon- 
roe doctrine is what the conquest and permanent occupation of 
Islands wiil mean. 
[Springfield Republican. 
wage-earning have a peculiar tin averting the calami- 
into which the heedless and adven ae 
For it is from that class the armies would be recruited to police the 
themselves away in idleness and’ dis- 
ease under tropical suns. And as the Federal system and is likely 


3 in the Army and the ei . 
as wWe have 


seen Volunteer Army recon y go. 
The wage can not make themselves heard too early 
and insistently in this crisis. r concern is the more their 


immediate and 
are the more threatened by this clamor 
to be led away from the problems which press 
classes for solution. 


[Wilmington (Del.) Every Evening. 
Seo tae He Nee renee Ce erage oe Meneses pO emer 


on all? 
And yet, it is so like this that is put forward by the s repre- 
„ ‘or a policy which, Rick pereh tp ite leet 

2 ä — 9 Hawt er Po 
0 es, Puerto Rico, an: possi Canary Islands. 
this * d extension of empire“ woali te a But who 
fit that would accrue to the United States 


SER is time for the ple to consult ther for the of devising 
means of — — ES 


interests, as of all the plain 
of the influential and 
up from the laboring 


whoare such a Pandora’s 
boxe of f territorial com; — toa realization of unwise, unrepresent- 
ative, and unpatriotic 
Mr. President, 8 read the extracts from these papers for 
the purpose of showing that there is a divided sentiment in this 
country — the people on this question, if, as I said, news- 
Rn Te popular sentiment. 
reba of my colleagues who may have been wearied 
with * I have attempted to say in opposition to this measure 
will pardon the length of time I have to express my opposi- 
tion. Iam sure that not one of them will conceive for a moment 
the idea that I have been attempting to delay a vote upon this 
proposition. I have simply desired, as I said in the beginning, to 
ripe some of the reasons which actuate me in my opposition to 


. CAE ob obtained the floor. 
RICHMOND P. HOBSON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cray in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message from the President of the 
United States; which was read: 
cy the regents hrs United States: 

— 3d of States Na 1898, Assistant Naval Constructor Rich- 
mand . md P. Hobson, United 3 With a volunteer crew of seven me 
harbor of Sant a cians the co bof sinking tho — — ee 

r in the n 
rtion of 8 and the 
of the Spanish fleet which had recently entered that harbor. This enterprise, 
demandin in amounting to he: 
ried into successful execution in the face of a persistent fire from hostile 
fleet as well as from the fortifications on shore. 
Rear-Admiral Sampson, commander in chief of our naval force in Cuban 


official dated “Off Santiago de Cu 1898," and 
adresse to the of the Bary, retascing to e e aa 


"As stated ina recent telegram, before co re Jowell gray tonaka tae 
— ah Bs aimee Spanish ships 

by obstructing the narrow of by sinking a collier at that 
calling upon r. Hobson for his professional opinion as to a sure 

method of sinking t e ship, he manifested a most lively interest in the prob- 
lem. After several days’ consideration he presented a solution which he con- 
sidered would insure immediate — the ship when she had reached 
she tetrad pops eee 8 e plan contemplated a crew of 
only seven men and Mr. Hobe, who begged Cat it might? be intrusted to 


him. 
OP pice per tly = alia omen went — = 
— 2 — comple 
day, as the moon and fide served best the first t after our 3 ioe 
eee, fort, the — — 40 clock in the morning arrived and 
pleted. After a careful inspection of the 


57 as, a a prompe start could be mado 
Nothing could have been more ecuted. * * * Acareful 
the harbor — r bees in 


— earnestly express my appreciation of the conduct of 
t ere. I venture to say that a more braye 
has —ç n done since Cushing blew a up the Albemarle.” 

The mem of the crew who were with Mr. Hobson on 8 memorable 
occasion have y been rewarded for their services by advancement 
which, under the provisions of law and regulati . Secretary of the 

to make; ti o the Senate of Naval 


daring 


trip for the of rescuing her force after the sinking of that vessel, to 
— . — in rank to the grade of , has been prepared and will be 
submi 


Cushing, with whose gallant actin blowing up the ram Albemarle during 
the civil war Admiral Sampson compares Mr. Hobson’s sinking of the Mer- 
— received the thanks of Congress upon recommendation of the Presi- 

name, and was in ee ee under vie provisions of section 1508 
a5. the vised Statutes, adv one grade, such advancement embracing 
4 5 numbers. The section cited applies, however, to line officers only, 

Mr. Hobson, being a member of the staff of the Navy, could not under 
its ions be so advanced. 

considering the question of j rewarding Assistant Naval Con- 
structor Hotei for his valiant conduct on the occasion referred to, I have 
deemed it propertoaddress this 3 to you with the recommendation that 
receive the thanks of mt ee A that he be transferred to the 
lines of the Navy and etc — to such tion therein as the President, by 


Was car- . 
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and with the advice and consent of the Senate, may determine. Mr. Hobson's 
transfer from the Construction Corps to the line is fully warranted, he hav- 
ing received the technical training as a graduate of the Naval 
Academy, where he stood No. 1 in his class; and such action is recommended, 
peny in deference to what is understood to be his own desire, although, he 

ing now a prisoner in the hands of the enemy, no direct communication on 
the subject has been received from him, and partly for the reason that the 
Seth 8 by. 7 — a o are of such a character as to indicate 
especial fitness for the duties of the line. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 27, 1898. 


Mr. MORGAN. I request that the message may be printed, and 
that for the present it may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. If there is no objection, the re- 
quest will be granted. The Chair hears none. 


LIEUTENANT NEWCOMB AND CAPTAIN HODGSDON, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

On the lith of May, 1898, there occurred a conflict in the Bay of Cardenas, 
Cuba, in which the naval torpedo boat Winslow was disabled, her commander 
wounded, and one of her officers and a part of her crew killed by the enemy's 


e. - 

In the face of a most galling fire from the enemy’s guns the revenue cutter 
Hudson, commanded by First Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, United States Rev- 
enue-Cutter Service, rescued the disabled Winslow, her wounded commander, 
and remaining crew. The commander of the Hudson kept his vessel in the 
very hottest fire of the action, although in constant danger of going ashore 
on account of the shallow water, until he paniy t a line e fast to the 
Winslow and towed that vessel out of range of the enemy’s guns, a deed of 
special . 

I recommend that, in recognition of the signal act of heroism of First 
Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, above set 
forth, the thanks of Congress be extended to him and to his officers and men 
of the Hudson; and that a gold medal of honor be ted to Lieut. New- 
comb, a silver medal of honor to each of his officers, and a bronze medal of 
honor to each member of his crew who served with him at Cardenas. 

It will be remembered that Congress wd appropriate action recognized the 
F of ships of war for their services in the battle of Manila 

* 
he commander of the revenue cutter Hugh McCulloch, present and in 
active cooperation with the fleet under Commodore 8 that occasion 
(by Executive order under the provisions of section 2757, Revised Statutes), 
is the only commander of anational ship to whom promotion or advancement 
was not and could not be given, he already held the highest rank 
known to the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

I now recommend that, in recognition of the efficient and meritorious 
services of se ie Daniel B. Hodgsdon, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, 
who commanded the Hugh McCulloch at the battle of Manila (that officer be- 
ing now in the sixty-third year of his age, and having served continuously 
on active duty for thirty-seven years), be placed upon the permanent wait- 
ing orders or retired list of the Revenue-Cutter Service, on the full duty 

e. 


of his grad : 
oc WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 27, 1398. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had receded 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 12 
and 143 to 167, inclusive, to the bill (H. R. 6897) making appro- 

riations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and 
for other purposes. 
i The A also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
owin 8: 
A bill (S. 8144) for the relief of Finetta Nalle; and 
A bill (S. 4756) for the relief of Michael McNulty. 
ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex- 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called to ascer- 
tain if a quorum is present. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cullom, Heitfeld, Pett 
Allison, Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Bacon, Deboe, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Bate," Fairbanks, Br Sh x; 
s go. oup, 
Berry, Foraker, McBride, Stewart, 
Burrows, „ Mallory, Teller, 
Butler, Gallinger, ley, 
Caffery, Gear, Money, arren, 
Cannon, Hanna, Morgan, Wetmore, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Morrill, ilson. 
Clark, Harris, Nelson, 
Cla: Hawley, Perkins, 


y, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are fifty Senators present. 
Aquorumispresent. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in the midst of war between 
the United States and the Kingdom of Spain the project of an- 
nexing the Hawaiian Islands to and incorporating them within the 
body politic of the United States is seized on as a war measure. 
Twice before in the history of our country has the project of the 


annexation of those islands to the United States been brought to 
Ae 3 of the country. and twice the project has met with 
efeat. : 

Mr. President, this project involves, in my opinion, a new and 
a dangerous departure from what has heretofore been the settled 
policy of the United States. The policy now pro is to incor- 
porate into our Union as bone of our bone and flesh of our flesh 
transmarine possessions at along distance from our borders, in- 
habited by a population heterogenous, alien, and unassimilable. 
We are called on now, during a time when the public mind is nec- 

rily occupied with the exciting theme of war, to deliberate 
upon this measure fraught, in my opinion, with dire consequences 
to the people of the United States. 
_ Mr. President, the project of annexation is by and through a 
joint resolution. The yo of a treaty between the United 
States and the Hawaiian Republic, so called, has been discarded, no 
doubt, on account of a want of the necessary votes in this Cham- 
ber to ratify that treaty. 

This propa takes a most peculiar form, in my opinion. The 
preamble to the joint resolution sets out that there has been and 
is a willingness upon the part of the Hawaiian Republic to be an- 
nexed to and incorporated into the United States, and we resolve 
in the joint resolution that that proposition be accepted, and the 
consequence is drawn or attempted to be drawn that the proposi- 
tion amounts to an executed contract and the cession is in point 
of fact made when the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. President, this resolution involves the salient points of the 
treaty which failed of ratification in this body. The first provi- 
sion of any moment is that the existing laws of the United States 
relative to the public lands shall not apply to such lands in the 
Hawaiian Islands, and that the 1 may make special laws 
relative to the management of such lands, with a proviso that all 
proceeds from the sale of those lands, if the islands are in 0- 
rated, shall be applied for the benefit of the Hawaiian Islands for 
eđucational and other public purposes, except only such of them 
as may be needed for military pes. 

_ There are provisions, then, for the exercise of the civil jurisdic- 
tion of those islands as it is now established until the United 
States shall make other laws relative to their municipal control 
and government, 

The public debt of the islands is assumed by the United States 
with the proviso that that public debt shall not exceed the sum of 


$4,000,000. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me 
Y. Certainly. 


to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFF. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I understand the limitation of $4,000,000 
applies both to the postal accumulation as well as to the public 
debt of Hawaii. I should like the Senator from Louisiana to 
state to the Senate whether there has been any official information 
laid before Congress as to the amount that is now due from that 
postal service to the people of Hawaii; what at this time is in fact 
the public debt of those islands; and, further, whether, notwith- 
standing that limitation of $4,000,000, if we incorporate those 
islands into this nation as a part of our territory, we do not be- 
come responsible, no matter what amount may actually be due? 
Mr. CAFFERY. In other words, I understand the Senator to 
inquire whether the $4,000,000 assumpsit of the debt of the Ha- 
waiian Islands is not limited solely to the bonds, and does not in- 
clude the debt due to the depositors of the postal savings bank? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Les. 

Mr. CAFFERY,. I will read that clause and state the conclus 
sions that I draw from it: 


The public debt of the blic of Hawaii, lawfully existing at the date of 

the sage of this joint — . — including the amounts due to depositors 

in the Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank, is hereby assumed by the Government 

of the United States; but the liability of the United States in this regard 
l in no case exceed $4,000,000, 


Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator did not catch the point of my 
questions. The questions I submitted were: First, whether there 
is any official information in the possession of the Senate as to 
what are the liabilities to-day of the Hawaiian Government as to 
its postal service and as to its bonded liabilities; and, secondly, if 
the two exceed $4,000,000 and we incorporate those islands into 
our territory, whether or not we do not assume any liability that 
exists to the creditors of those islands at the time of the inco 
ration, notwithstanding the limitation provided for in this joint 
resolution? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not aware that any official communica- 
tion is in the possession of this body from Hawaii relative to the 
bonded indebtedness of Hawaii or the indebtedness of the postal 
savings bank to its depositors. 

I will say to the Senator, in answer to his inquiry, that in my 
opinion, if the joint liability arising from the bonds and from the 
deposits in the savings bank exceed 84, 000, 000, according to the 
plain and, I think, a strict contract construction of the clause 
the joint resolution I have read, no legal liability will be on 
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United States in excess of $4,000,000 if the joint liability should 
exceed that sum. X 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It ought to be, if it is not. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator certainly does not claim that one 
government can annex another 

Mr. FAULKNER. And incorporate it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without becoming liable for its indebtedness? 

Mr. CAFF ERV. I do not, but—— 

Mr. SPOONER. It takes it with all of its indebtedness, 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not. Our incorporation of the islands 
could not cut off the debts of individual debtors there to any 
amount; but the contract liability of the United States would be 
limited to the $4,000,000 named. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the government of the country annexed 
ceases to exist by virtue of annexation, does the Senator claim 
that the annexing government does not become liable for the debt, 
whatever that debt may be? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not think we would be realy bound, 

Mr. FAULKNER. The point of my question was whether, un- 
der international law, no matter what was the liability or what 
was the limitation in this joint resolution, this nation would be 
responsible to the full amount of that liability, having incor- 

rated that territory, and that government having surrendered 
ts sovereignty? Ishould like any Senator to answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will ae the Senator that I do not know 
whether the amount due to the depositors in this sayings bank is 
a Government obligation upon the part of Hawaii or is an indi- 
vidual obligation upon the part of that savings bank. I do not 
know anything as to that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Nor do I. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But I did presume in my reply that that was 
purely a personal credit, and that the debt springing from deposits 
in the Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank was a debt due ye bank 
to the depositors, with which the Government of Hawaii had 
nothing whatever to do. 

Mr. PAU LKNER. I should like to ask any Senator on the floor 
whether he has any official information as to what is the liability 
of the Government of Hawaii as it exists now as to these liabili- 


es 

Mr. MORGAN. What would the Senator from West Virginia 
re as official information? 

r. SPOONER. Accurate information. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isupposed that when there was a negotiation 
between this Government and the Government of Hawaii that 
matter was presented to this Government in an official form as to 
its liability on these two accounts; but it has never been laid be- 
roe 75 Senate or the House of Representatives, so far as I have 

eard, 

Mr. MORGAN. Information, I have no doubt, isin the posses- 
sion of the State Department. If the Senator from West Virginia 
will simply ask for a statement from the minister from Hawaii, 
that information could be very easily obtained, if it is not already 
in the State Department. In that way we can get accurately at 
the situation there. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator, who is one of the 
most distinguished members of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, whether, in the examination of this joint resolution and the 
determination of that committee to recommend it for the adop- 
tion of the Senate, they did not investigate into this question and 
ascertain what were the liabilities of the Republic of Hawaii 
which we were assuming to incorporate into this nation? 

Mr. MORGAN. I can not say that the committee as a body 
investigated into all these items, but I can say that members of 
the committee have investigated it. Iam entirely satisfied that 
$4,000,000 will more than cover the postal liabilities and all other 
liabilities of the Hawaiian Government, including, if you please, 
the claim setup by Japan. The items can be very easily produced 
showing the exact situation of the whole subject, and there is no 
difficulty in that at all. 

Four million dollars will cover all of the indebtedness, and more 
than all of the indebtedness, that Hawaii possibly can have to her 
own people or to foreign countries; and the property to be con- 
veyed is public property, not that encumbered with the provision 
that it shall be applied to schools, but public property which be- 
longs to the Government of Hawaii, including buildings and 
wharves, which are leased for a large sum of money, and can al- 
ways be leased for a large sum of money, and other public prop- 
erty, amounting to between eight and nine million dollars, which 
would be a clear gain. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will t me, I will ask 
what valuation per acre does he put upon those public lands so as 
to reach the sum of $8,000,000 in the aggregate? 

Mr.MORGAN. Not the public lands. ey were not included 
in my estimate. The public lands have nothing to do with the 
question. They are set a for purposes of education and the 
improvement of the people of Hawaii. I am speaking about the 


public property which belongs to the Government of Hawaii, dis- 
associated from the ownership of the public domain, 

Mr. FAULKNER, Public buildings and things of that sort? 

Mr. MORGAN. A great number of items. I can show them to 
the Senator if he would like to see them. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think that is the difficulty and the disad- 
vantage under which we are laboring. There has been no written 
report from the Commitiee on Foreign Relations, and we have 
heard no remarks from the Senators who have investigated this 
matter. We gagat to have a full statement before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. There has been an elaborate report, but it did 
not touch upon that topic, because it was understood, of course, 
that the Government, in taking care of its own interest in this 
annexation matter, had provided for a limitation of $4,000,000, 
which would cover every possible contingency, and it will do so, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I did not 1 the bear- 
ing of the question of the Senator from West Virginia when he 
first propounded it, but, after the colloguy we have had, I now 
see its full scope. It may be, or may not be, that the bonds of the 
Hawaiian Republic and the debt of the postal savings bank exceed 
$4,000,000, answer was predicated upon an 5 that 
the bonded indebtedness did not exceed that amount and that the 
debt of the Hawaiian postal savings bank was a debt of a private 
institution, for which the Government of Hawaii was not re- 
sponsible. 

But, Mr. President, this very incident right now in this discus- 
sion shows the blind and eager haste by which we are attempting 
to annex these islands. We do not even know the amount of lia- 
bility that we are contracting. If this debt exceeds $4,000,000 and 
the debt of the Hawaiian l savings bank to its depositors is a 
governmental debt, and it exceeds $4,000,000, then annexation, 
having accomplished the submergence of that Republic into the 
United States, its ae obliteration as an independent sover- 
eignty, where would the creditors, the holders of the bonds, and 
the depositors in this bank get their money? Could we, in the 
face of an implied moral obligation, shelter ourselves under the 
technicality that we fixed the limit of our liabilities at $4,000,000? 
That, in my 8 sir, would be as gross a violation of a moral 
obligation as the overthrow of that Republic by the military arm of 
the United States was a violation of another moral obligation. 

Again, reading this resolution further, there is a prohibition of 
any further immigration of Chinese, 

Mr. FAULKNER. But none of Japanese, is there? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No; not of Japanesa, but only of Chinese, 
That, in brief, is a summary of the points of the joint resolution. 

Mr. President, a question arises upon the face of this document, 
a question of the vest character, a question that heretofore 
occupied the attention of the Congress of the United States for a 
longer period than the debate upon this proposition has oceupied— 
I refer to the admission of Texas under a joint resolution. We 
are told that this constitutional question that has arisen and that 
we are now debating is a mere quibble. 

We are told that any delay in discussing this question, any de- 
bate upon this matter, imperils the lives of our soldiers in Manila. 
Sir, does this war of humanity that we are against Spain 
depend for its solution upon a violation of the titution of the 
United States in regard to Hawaii? Does the flag of humanity 
that we have raised, this white flag of humanity that now floats 
side by side with the star-spangled banner, i ek a blot upon 
our Constitution in order that its beneficent folds may she!ter our 
soldiers and bid them Godspeed to a humane victory? 

I say, Mr. President, that no graver question has eyer arisen 
before the Congress of the United States than that involved in the 
admission of Hawaii under the joint resolution now pending. 

But there is another question of far more transcendent moment, 
and that is the policy involved in the matter of annexing these 
trans-marine possessions. There is another matter involved, in my 
mind, of no small moment, as to whether or not, under the con- 
ditions of the establishment of the Republic of Hawaii in 1893, the 
United States Government can, with good faith and with a clear 
conscience, take possession of the territory and enfold it under the 
flag and incorporate it into the Union. 

Mr. President, in approaching the discussion of this question, I 
can do no better than quote the patriotic and statesmanlike lan- 
guage of the distinguished and venerable and venerated Senator 
from the State of Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Isend to the Secre- 
tary’s desk and ask to have read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECO- 
ORD of June 20, 1898, the extract marked on page 6889. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


At my time of life, having no higher ambition than to be right, I greatly 
regret to find that on question of the annexation of the Hawaiian 

I can not quito ee with some of my associates here with whose opinions 
T have rarely differed, and while knowing how impossible it is to change the 
views of any Senator, I hopa they will pardon my desire to present in open 
session of the Senate my reasons for opposition to a measure he ore 
always rejected by the United States, and, as it appears to me, never 80 
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much deserving of rejection as now. I am not unwilling the record should 
show, if the consisten 


of th doors, 
session of the Senate for the admission of a State 


into the Union. That is too important to be wholly concealed from the p 
peop 


Mr. CAFFERY. I commend the sentiments expressed by the 
Senator from Vermont to the careful consideration of those 
tors whose eager haste to annex these distant isles of the sea to 
the United States has made them forget not only the constitu- 
tional barrier, but the powerful arguments that have been ad- 
duced in regard to the ger of these foreign acquisitions. At 
the time of life of that venerated Senator he raises a note of alarm. 
His ambition, Mr. President, is to be right. Notwithstandin 
these isles may be tempting; may be as fascinating as the fabl 
isle of Sappho; may have every allurement to capture the imagi- 
nation, that distinguished and able Senator sounds a note of 
warning in this Chamber, to beware, lest this kind of acquisition 
endanger our own institutions and by their acquisition we incor- 
porate into our midst a dangerous element. 

Mr. President, I shall devote myself to a brief consideration of 
what I consider to be the constitutional points involved in these 
resolutions. The Constitution provides that the President of the 
United States— 
shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur. 

That is the second section of the second article of the Constitu- 
tion. The third section of Article IV reads as follows: 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but no new 
State shail be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State; 
nor any State be formed a two or more States, or parts of 
States, without the consent of legislatures of the States concerned as 

- well as of the Congress. - 

Mr. President, it would seem from an analysis of the Constitu- 
tion and a consideration of the powers vested in the different 
branches of the Government that the executive power, by and 
with the conjunction of the Senate, is the power exciu- 
gively with the acquisition of foreign territory. It would seem 
further that the Constitution in the matter of authority given to 
Congress to admit new States must be construed with reference 
to the facts and circumstances surrounding the country at the 
time of the formation and adoption of the Constitution. After 
providing for the admission of new Congress, there is an 
inhibition against the formation of new States out of a conjunc- 
tion of ive or more States or to be carved out of the territory of 
one State. 

Mr. PETTUS. Without the consent of Congress, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Without the consent of both—of the legisla- 
tures of the States and of Congress. 

Mr. President, what is necessary to be done in order that the 
United States may acquire territory? Itisn to enter into 
a contract with the state whose territory, in whole or in part, 
the United States seeks to acquire. In order to form that con- 
tract there must necessarily be the state agencies to negotiate that 
contract. 

What other branch of the Government has the necessary agen- 
cies to enter into contracts than the executive branch of the 
Government? What department of the Governmentisit that has 
exclusive control and jurisdiction over our externalaffairs? What 
department is it that can send and receive ministers and appoint 
these necessary and usual agencies whereby treaties are negotiated? 
Did anybody ever before suppose that the legislative d 
of the Government, which enacts laws to be the rule of conduct, 
could make the contracts which the laws authorize to be made? 
The idea of power to make contracts lodging in the legislative 
branch of the Government is utterly foreign to a due conception 
of legislative function. The legislative branch of the Government 
lays down rules; it dictates the course of action; it prescribes the 
condusi of pe citizen. It thin 8 it never can e ee A 

t not the n: ow can a con involving 
the cession of 5 be negotiated between the Con- 
13 — of the United States and one of the foreign states of Europe? 

ere are its yee It can not appoint ministers. Itis bereft 

of the power, of the machinery to contract. Such contracts are 
of a high and extraordinary c ter. It has never been con- 
tended and it can not be successfully contended that the Congress 
of the United States can usurp the Executive function of dealing 
diplomatically with foreign nations, and unless there is in the 
Constitution of the United States some express power or some 
power flowing as a necessary consequence from an express power 
to enter into contracts for the acquisition of territory or to 


ad- 
just or settle any foreign relation or business, the proponents 
of the joint resolution stand without the slightest constitutional 


ground to warrant their contention. 

We are cited to the case of Texas. We are told to look at that 
enormous domain which has come under the juri ion of 
the United States by virtue of a joint resolution, and then say 
the argument against admission of foreign territory has any 


weight. I confess that if any foreign country were annexed to 
the United States—say, Russia or England or Ireland or Ger- 
many—by the of the United States, and it was an accom- 
lished fact, the judicial power of the United States could not 
inquire as to the yalidity, the constitutional legality of any such 
acquisition; and just precisely because there is no tribunal before 
which this question can be brought, being of a political character, 
for that very reason the consciences of Senators ought to be quick 
and alive to the necessity of observing the constitutional limita- 
tions in this d over legislative power. 
Mr. WART. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 
_ Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator doubt, if we should pass the 
joint resolution acquiring the Hawaiian Islands, that it would be 
Does he know of any power in this Government or of any 
officer in the Government who would question it after the act was 
passed? Would it not conclude both the judicial and the execu- 
tive departments of the Government and be final if we passed the 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not a question whether Senators under 
their oaths can do it, and not a question whether if we do it some- 
ers can raise a question? 

. STEWART. There are two separate questions. If it is 
conceded that when it is done it is an accomplished fact and can 
not be questioned, of course we need not go any further in argu- 
ing the constitutional question. Then it becomes a question of 
discretion, a question of judgment. Will the Senator from Loui- 
Ar CAFFERY. Certainly, I am always glad 

X $ inly. am alwa; to hear the 
Senator from Nevada. $ sb 

Mr. STEWART. I read from the opinion of Chief Justice 
Taney, 19 Howard, Dred Scott vs. Sandford, The ion of the 
decision I shall read has never been questioned. It does not re- 
late to the status of Dred Scott. It relates to the power of acquir- 
ing territory, and Judge Taney was as competent to pass on that 
question as any judge probably who has been on the bench. 

peaking of the power of Congress to acquire territory, he says: 


And, in the power exercised Congress to 
establish a government there 8 to its own tion was 
viewed wi of the day. And in the 


t jealousy by the statesmen A 
Federalist (No. 38), written Mr. Mad 
— Fer (No.3) pA 88 ison, he 1 of the acquisition of 
exercise of 
wer not warranted by the Articles of Confederation and dangerous to the 
iberties of the le. And he urges the adoption of the Constitution 
securi Api seeen such aoe Fe 


and si 
acquired to become a State, and not to be held asa colony and b 
Congress with absolute authori ; and asthe ty of 9 
ted to the sound on of the power to acquire 
territory for that purpose, to be held by the United States until it is ina 
suitable condition to become a State upon an equal footing with the other 
States, must rest upon the same di 


That is unquestioned; and in the case of Rhode Island against 
Massachusetts, in regard to the boundaries, these questions were 
discussed in a collateralway. A fewsentences from that decision 
may be interesting. I rea from 12 Peters, page 737: 


A sovereign decides by his own will, which is the law within his- 
own boundary (6 Peters, 714; 9 Peters, 748); a court, or judge, decides accord 
ing to the law prescribed by the — n power, 2 t law is the rule 


for judgment. 


It is an absolute rule in a sovereign State. Then in the same 
case, page 752, the courtsays: 
Contests for rights of sovereignty and jurisdiction between States over any 
cular territo in th jects of - 
„„ßßßßßßßßFFßC (( 
therefore, not within the grant of judicial power contained in the Constitu- 


In this case the court finally decided that the controversy 
between States as to boundaries was within the Constitution, 
because the power was expressly given; but the question of the 
right of the United States to territory acquired could not be made 
a judicial question. That is a question to be decided by treaty 
or by war and is not a judicial question. So if we pass this joint 
resolution it will put an end to all controversy so far as the law 
is concerned. 

1 Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? ` 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the 8 the power of Congress 
to acquire this territor m the Scott decision? 

Mr. STEWART. No; J merely read from 5 5 (ope of it. 
It “ig e any reference to Dred Scott. I cited that to prove 
W. gai 
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Mr. SPOONER. The court says: 
The power to expand the territory of the United States by the admission 
of sew Donte is plainly given. 
There is no doubt about that. 
And construction of thi all the departments of the Gov- 
7 been held to a . ition of territory not fit for 
admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as its population 
tion would entitle Sa to 5 a is to — 
rn 
Nr sty of admitting a new State is commit to the sound 
Congress, the power to acquire territory for purpose— 
That is, the lesser power is exercised with a view to the ultimate 
exercise of the ter. 
Mr. STEWART. Oh, very well. 
Mr. SPOONER. Wait a minute 
the United States until it is in a suitable condition to become a 
Bate upon an Sasa footing with the other States, must rest upon the same 
discretion. 


What I want to ask is this: Is it the Senator's view that under 
the power to admit a Territory into the Union as a State Congress 
acquires this territory with a view tostatehood? _ 

Mr. STEWART. If it ever becomes in a condition fit for state- 
hood. That, anes. to the decision, must rest in the sound dis- 
cretion of Congress. It may take a century or two. It may come 
around some time. The decision holds that Congress must also 
exercise a sound discretion when it will cease to treat it as a colony 
or Territory. That is a question we may not live to see di of, 

Mr.SPOONER. Thatmaybe. I probably will not livea great 
many years; I hope the Senator will live a great many; but my 
question was whether he justifies, from the standpoint of the Con- 
stitution, the acquisition of this territory upon the theory that it 
is acquired, not being fit now for statehood, but ultimately to 
become fit for statehood and to be admitted into the Union as a 
State? 1 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think the question how soon it will 
be fit for statehood À 

. SPOONER. I did not ask that. The Senator evades my 


and as the 
discretion 


still higher ground. 
Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator does not rest at all upon 
Not exclusively upon it. 
Does he at all? 
. Itleans my way. 
. How much? : 
We have a right to acquire it. 
For statehood? 
. When it becomes fit for that purpose; when 
you get ready. So that does not make much difference. It leans 


my wa 1 

Nr. TELLER. should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, who is a very good lawyer 

Mr. SPOONER, Thank you. 22 

Mr TELLER. I should like to suggest that it is not necessary 
for the court in this case to decide any question of that kind. I 
think the Senator himself would not stand up in the American 
Senate and say that the power to take territory depends upon 
what disposition we are to make of it. The power must precede 
any intention to do anything with it. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator speak a little louder? We 
can not hear. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam speaking loud enongh. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is so much noise we can not hear, 

Mr. TELLER. The question of the power of our Government 
to take territory was thoroughly discussed in the early history of 
this country. Mr. Jefferson doubted whether there was that 
power. His trouble was not that he did not have the power to 
take it by treaty, but he doubted whether there was power at all 
to add to the territory by the acquisition of an outside of 
what they called the ancient limits. Thatwas position taken 
by agreat many. Mr. Jefferson said he believed that was the 
correct one. Yet, notwithstanding he so believed, he took in the 
Louisiana purchase. Then he said, after he had taken it, that he 
thought the proper thing to do was to provide by constitutional 
amendment to cover a lack of power to take it in. That can be 
found explicitly in his writings and also in his messages. There 
is not any question as to what the controversy was. It was not 
whether it came by treaty or by some other method, but whether 
we could take it at all. 

It was strongly contended, as I said the other night, in 1811, when 
Louisiana was being admitted, that there was no power to take it 
at all. On the other hand, it wascontended by a number of mem- 
bers of Congress that that was just as I claimed it was the other 
night, a power of sovereignty not denied to the General Govern- 
ment, and that the territory could be taken without relying u 
that provision of the Constitution about the admission of States, 


and situa 
hority; African lands for the deportation of Africans. 
i | within the power of the Government of the United States, 


which they said with great force referred simply to the territory 
included in the 800,000 square miles we then had. I regard that 
as one of the things settled. 

Mr. Lincoln in his first message raised that question, and said 
after sixty years the question of power to get foreign lands was 


not open to discussion. Evidently, then, when he was 
that statement, he was considering whether we should not buy 
i He said that was 


I do not care to debate the question, but merely wished to make 


this sug tion. 
Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a suggestion. 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 


Mı. STEWART. I want to make another suggestion. 

i Mr. SPOONER. I wish to say a word, if the Senator will al- 
ow me. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. I put the question which I did to the Senator 
from Nevada because he cited as justifying this acquisition the 
Dred Scott decision. I do say to the Senator from Colorado, al- 
though I do not think he ought to intervene in this business at 

Mr, TELLER. Perhaps not. 

Mr. SPOONER. This was not to be a debate. It was the dec- 
laration at the beginning that this was to be merely a symposium 
of negative views and nothing else, and so I think the Senator 
ought to keep out. j 

Mr. STEWART. Do not keep me ont of it too long. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido say to the Senator from Colorado, with- 
out any hesitation, as a lawyer, that if the right to take this terri- 
tory is based upon the power to admit a new State, which the 
court was dealing with in the Dred Scott decision, it follows in- 
evitably that it is a territory which must some time, in the con- 
templation of Congress, be intended for statehood. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to state my views? 
They are very clear, and I think I can make the Senator under- 
=a them. 2 am yet one of ge = lore nat asror can 

acquired by trea one. I think there m egislation. 

Mr. CU LLOM. Afterwards? 


Mr. STEWART. Before it is consummated—before you ac- 
quire territory. It is a sovereign power toclaim jurisdiction over 
territory. That is a sovereign political power. It takes the en- 
tire tical power of the Government, which does not exist in 
the ident and the Senate. That is only for certain limited 

; not for this purpose, surely. 

The President may inaugurate negotiations; may make a treaty, 
which gets the consent of the other party and the consent of the 
Executive and Senate, but it does not get the consent of the polit- 
ical power of this Government to make it apar of our territory. 
It may im a moral obligation, and it undoubtedly does create 
an obligation on the part of this Government to carry it out, but 
it requires legislation to acquire territory. 

Take Jefferson’s first purchase. He made the purchase, but it 
was not to become a part of the territory of the United States 
until Congress passed laws for its goroni for the appoint- 
ment of officers. The treaty by which we bought Alaska pro- 
vided that we should pay-$7,000,000 forit. It had to be carried 
out by legislation through Congress. If it stood on the treaty, we 
would not have had any courts there to-day. 

Mr. WHITE. How did the title pass from Russia in the case 
of Alaska—by our legislation or by the contract in the treaty? 

Mr. STEWART. our legislation we acquired jurisdiction 
over it. 

Mr. WHITE. How did the title leave Russia? 

Mr. STEWART. She might sell it to us a hundred times, but 
the title does not pass until it is accepted, and there is no power 
in this Government that has a right to accept the deed except the 
3 Wer to extend its jurisdiction. e title does not pass 

y zere eed. 5 we be delivered Moot ates There = a 
no delivery excep e power capable o on. e 
President could not take possession and es bleh “his courts. It 
N legislation. 

n this case we have had all the preliminary negotiation. All 
the President could dohe has done. They have done on the other 
side all they can do. The Senate has not acted. Now it is in 
shape to be consummated, and it is immaterial how the negotia- 
tions are inaugurated or how the condition of things has been 
brought about whereby it is proper for Congress to take final ac- 
tion. It is immaterial how the negotiations have been brought 
about. It is an act of sovereignty to extend jurisdiction over it, 
to accept the property. We can not accept it by any part of this 
Government except the legislative department. 

Mr. WHITE. ith the permission of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana and the Senator from Nevada, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Nevada whether he considers that the clause in the consti- 
tution of Hawaii providing how they can alienate the country or 
get rid of their own political existence is of any moment? 

Mr. STEWART. Itis of no moment whatever. 
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Mr. WHITE. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. STEWART. It is of no moment. If we claim jurisdic- 
tion over it, we claim jurisdiction of the country. Congress de- 
clares that it is our territory, and provides for courts for taking 

ion of the territory, and then it becomes a political ques- 
tion; and if Hawaii is going to resist it, she has to resist it by 
war. There is no other way. No court can decide it. We ac- 
cept it by passing the law. Of course Congress would not pass a 
law taking any territory unless preliminary negotiations had 
taken place, unless it was a prudent and decent thing to do, and 
with the consent of the 1 
If that was required, it would certainly be known to 8 
Con can ascertain that in any ef it pleases, but it is idle to 
say that the territory can be acquired by any department of this 
Government except the political power lodged in the two Houses 
of Con: andthe President. Territory never has been acquired 
until that was accomplished. Property never has been delivered. 
You have got to deliver the cession of the property. If it is real 
estate, you must have somebody to accept the deed and take pos- 
session of the property. Congress does it, and it has been delayed 
until that time. It never has been assumed that it was an accom- 
plished fact when the treaty was ratified. 

After a treaty is made the political department can repudiate 
the whole transaction and refuse to exercise jurisdiction and de- 
clare it is not a part of the country at all. Congress might pass a 
law after a treaty was made and abandon the whole enterprise. 
It requires an act of Congress. Why, if an act of Congress con- 
summates the act, and nobody can question it, is it not constitu- 
tional? Nobodycan question it after it is done. It is evidently a 

of the sove power, and has been so construed for the last 
undred years, and it is too late now to go back. Theconsumma- 
tion in this way is the natural and straight way to do it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. When the Senator from Nevada interrupted 
me with his question I had answered substantially before he ques- 
tioned me. Thad admitted, in the course of my remarks, that if 
territory was acquired by the United States by joint resolution 
that the question being of a political character could not be in- 
quired into by the judicial department; but that does not answer 
the question propounded by the Senator from Wisconsin. The 

uestion is whether the acquisition by joint resolution is within 

e limits of our Constitution. k 

The argument of the Senator from Nevada reminds me of 
the answer given by a celebrated exmember of the House to a 
question to him as to whether or not a certain act that he wanted 
to have done was constitutional. What was the reply of that 

mtleman? ‘‘ Why,” he said. what is the Constitution between 

iends?” What is the Constitution between the friends of this 
measure? What is the Constitution to the friends of this meas- 
ure who seek to incorporate this island into the United States by 
joint resolution? se | f 

Mr. STEWART. What is the Constitution between friends? 
It is very important. What is the Constitution between this 
measure and the people of the United States? They are all friends. 
The Constitution is silent on the subject of acquiring territory by 
the sovereign power. It has been decided for a hundred years, 
and we have continued to do it. The Constitution is not in our 


Way. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Constitution does warrant by the strong- 
est kind of implication the acquisition of territory by treaty. 
What, sir, is the usual business of treaties? What are treaties 
between foreign nations mostly made for? What has been from 
time immemorial, from the very foundation of civil government, 
the method of acquiring foreign territory? By treaty, by conven- 
tion, by contract, and that department of Government which has 
the authority to make and ratify treaties by an irresistible impli- 
cation has the authority to do what treaties usually do among na- 
tions; that is, to acquire territory. 1 88 

The Constitution is not silent. The Constitution speaks lan- 
guage so plain, so clear, in this regard that anybody can under- 
stand it. Not one single inch of territory of a character that you 
may call foreign has ever been acquired by the United States by 
joint resolution. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator, for information, 
whether he knows of a case in the history of any government in 
which foreign territory has ever been acquired by legislative 
enactment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have never in my life known of such a case, 

Mr, FAULKNER. Is not the distinction clearly this, not only 
in this but in all governments: The acquisition of foreign terri- 
tory is an executive act and has always been an executive act in 
every nation in the world. It has never been a legislative act. 
Our Constitution steps in and puts a limitation upon the exercise 
of that universal executive power found residing in all govern- 
ments by requiring the Senate to concur by a two-thi vote 
with the Executive in the formation of treaties that acquire 


Lag tig? 
Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 


Mr. FAULKNER. There is the fundamental distinction show- 
ing that it is an executive and not a legislative power. 
. STEWART. Will the Senator cite an instance? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. I just wish the Senator to cite an instance. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is the Senator from Nevada addressing me 
or the Senator from West 1 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to ask the Senator from West 

Virginia to state an instance where territory has been acquired by 
executive power, and where the legislative power has not also been 
invoked. Of coursein monarchies the executive embodies the en- 
tire political power of the state; but where the political power is 
lodged elsewhere than in the executive the executive can notcon- 
summate these political results. Where the Constitution is silent 
the political power should be exercised, and by custom and by the 
decision of the courts it is exercised by Congress. There is where 
the political power rests. The executive power does not exist 
here as it does in Russia or Germany, or in most of the monarchies 
where the executive can make laws. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Where does it rest in England? England 
is a limited monarchy. The political power rests in the Parlia- 
ment of England. No nation you can name, either absolute or 
limited in its functions, has ever been known to acquire territory 
by legislativeact. The simple reason is thatit is not a legislative 
function or power. 5 

It is purely an executive power. The framers of our Govern- 
ment, realizing the fact that we were placing even greater limita- 
tions op executive authority than any other form of govern- 
ment which ever had been organized, limited the powers of the 
Executive in that respect by requiring two-thirds of the Senate to 
concur with the Executive. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator has not read the history of the 
acquisition of India, That was originally acquired through a 
corporation organized under the laws of Parliament. It was done 
by the legislature constantly for a hundred years before it was 
finally consummated. It had executive approval, but it was not 
acquired by executive act without corresponding legislation. 
These things go slong pn passu. We have uired territory 
by executive acts and by legislative acts. The Executive inau- 
gurates it, but it has required legislative action all along. So it 
is with England. It is only in an absolute monarchy that the 
sovereign power to acquire territory and extend jurisdiction and 
establish courts is with the executive. That can only be done by 
an absolute monarchy, not by a limited government like ours, 

Mr. FAULKNER. With the courtesy of the Senator from 
Louisiana, I will say that the Senator from Nevada can not give 
an instance in which any territory has been incorporated in any 
other government, I care not what its form was, where it has 
not been done through the treaty-making power, and that means 
through the exercise of executive authority. There is not an in- 
stance to the contrary that the Senator can give to the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; India was acquired mainly by acts 
of Parliament, taking in additional parts without any reference 
to the rights of the natives. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And that was done by Parliament? One 
piece after another was taken in? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. In our country the Executive has in- 
augurated the proceedings and they have been consummated by 
the political power, by Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Executive has inaugurated it, but Con- 
gress could not add it, under the Constitution. 

Mr. STEWART. No; it is not provided forin the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Parliament is omnipotent. Does the Sen- 
ator claim that Congress is omnipotent? 

Mr. STEWART. Within the powers conferred by the Consti- 
tution and those necessarily implied. 

Mr. SPOONER. What powers of the Constitution does the 
Senator rely on as authorizing the acquisition by Congress of the 
Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. STEWART, I refer to the power which has been exer- 
cised as a part of the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. What power? 

Mr. STEWART. The power to acquire territory. 

Mr. SPOONER. But what power, exercised by the Executivo 
or exercised by Congress? 

Mr. STEWART. No; exercised by Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under what clause of the Constitution? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no clause in the Constitution. 
a sovereign power outside of the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. In what case? 

Mr. STEWART. Take Alaska. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was done by treaty. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was it not? 

Mr. STEWART. The contract was made by treaty and ac- 
cepted by Congress, s - 


It is 
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Mr, CAFFERY. It was done by treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Could it have been done without treaty? 

Mr. STEWART, Yes, if Russia had consented. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, does the Senator wish to be understood 
as saying that Congress could have entered into a contract with 
prion hag for the purchase of Alaska without the intervention of 
the Executive of the Government? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

Mr, SPOONER. I give it up. 

Mr. STEWART. You may give it up. I undertake to say that 
if Russia had not resisted we could have taken it in by an act of 
Congress, and the only remedy would be a resort to arms if the 
jurisdiction had been extended by act of Congress. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator understands, I assume, that where 
the President by a treaty ratified by the Senate enters into a 
contract to acquire certain territory for a certain amount of 
money—— ; 

Mr. STEWART. Congress passes an act to take the territory 
upon such terms and conditions as Congress may prescribe, and 
then this Government has nobody to deal with but the foreign 
country, and they can only prevent it by war. i 

r. . How does the Senator say that England acquired 
Indi 


a? 

Mr. STEWART. It was organized into a company in the first 
lace. 
Mr. ALLEN. Under a parliamentary act? a 

Mr. STEWART. Under a parliamentary act, which was mod- 
ified from time to time. Greater privileges were granted to the 
company; and when it acquired certain rights, the military would 
enforce them, and Parliament sanctioned it. So it followed on for 
a hundred years, step by step, the executive operating in the coun- 
try through the tary, and Parliament making appropriations 
and sanctioning the proceeding right along. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Parliament, in the first place, authorized by 
proper act the formation of the East India Company? 

. STEWART. Yes, giving it special privileges. 

Mr. ALLEN. Giving it special political privileges? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. ALLEN. And that corporation instituted a government 
and carried it on for a hundred years or more under parliamentary 
authority? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN, That acquisition, then, was one of conquest au- 
thorized by the yr authority? k 
Mr. STEWART. And sanctioned by the executive. 

Mr. ALLEN. And parliament under that form of government 
had authority to create the corporation? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator see any distinction between 
that case and a case where there is no constitutional power to 
create such an organization? 

Mr. STEWART. No; I do not. There is no lack of power to 
pass an act, Sup we should pass an act to-morrow extendin, 
our boundaries miles down into Mexico, our courts woul 
have to follow it. The only remedy Mexico would have would 


be war. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not understand that to be the law. 
Suppose the executive department does not recognize that as the 
limit of the country? 

Mr. STEWART. The executive department has got to obey 
the law. The executive department is bound by that act. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me to 
interrupt him? I wish to know how he proposes to extend those 
limits down 300 miles into Mexico. The Senator says, ‘Suppose 
we extend them.” I want to know by what rule. 

Mr. STEWART. We do not propose to do it. Ido not think 
Congress would commit such an outrage as that. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Exactly; but in the 3 case of the 
extension of territory 300 miles into Mexico, how would you do it? 

Mr. STEWART. It might be done by act of Congress, and if 
the President would sign it, he and Congress would be bound by 
it. Mexico would not be bound by it, but the judicial and exec- 
utive departments of the Government would be bound by it if 
Congress said that the boundary line should be in another place, 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be purely a peaceful act? 

Mr. STEWART. It would be purely a peaceful act if Mexico 
did not object. If Mexico did object, it would be a case for war. 

Mr, TELLER. Suppose Mexico agreed to it, what then? 

„ f Mexico agreed to it, that would be the 
end of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course, that would be the end of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. But suppose the Mexican Congress or the Mexi- 
can executive agreed to it, and that neither the Congress nor the 
executive had the authority to agree to it. 

Mr. STEWART. It would not matter whether they had any 
authority or not. If we took the territory inside of our boundary, 
Mexico would have no redress but war, 
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Mr. ALLEN. But, to carry out the Senator's simile further, 


suppose Congress should declare that it was a necessity to annex 
England and the President should approve it, would that annex 
England to the United States? 
r. STEWART. Yes, if 1 did not object. 
Mr. ALLEN. But suppose the le of England did object. 

. STEWART. Then we would have to fight for it. 

. ALLEN. Andif the English Parliament would consent, 
would that bind the people of England, though the Parliament 
lacked authority to consent? 

Mr. STEWART. If the people of England were not satisfied, 


o7 mighs fight, too. 
ALLEN. Then we can annex the world. 

Mr. STEWART. We can annex anything. But we do not 
suppose that Congress is going to do those things. The fact that 
sovereign power exists implies that it might be abused. It is not 
abused in this case, because we know that the people of the Sand- 

ich Islands want to be annexed to this country. a 

Mr. ALLEN. Where do you find the power to annex? 

Mr. STEWART, It is sovereign power. It is not written in 
the Constitution. 

Mr. ALLEN. If it is not written in the Constitution or is not 
implied to eat ont some written power, then it does not exist. 

„STEWART. We are doing things every day that are not 
written in the Constitution. We could not carry on the Govern- 
ment for a week if we had to look to the letter of the Constitution 


for Chl les we do. 

Mr. ALLEN, Does the Senator find any exception to this con- 
stitutional rule? 

Mr. STEWART. What rule? 

Mr. ALLEN. Can the Senator find any exception to this rule? 

Mr. STEWART. What rule? 

Mr. ALLEN. Either that the power must be expressly con- 
ferred by the Constitution or it must be necessarily implied to 
carry out some power. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PENROSE in the chair), Sen- 
ators will please address the Chair. Complaint is made by the 
Reporters that the Senators can not be heard, 

Mr. STEWART. It is a settled constitutional doctrine in this 
country that the power to acquire territory exists. It has been 
exercised for a hundred years, and it is settled. Some things get 
settled by practice, by precedent. It has been settled beyond con- 
troversy, and no court will ever deny it. Take the decisions of 
the Supreme Court and they recognize it as settled. There is no 
8 about the constitutional power, as far as that is con- 
cerned, 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. The power to annex territory exists, I under- 
stand the Senator to say? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY, Has not the method of exercising that power 
been defined? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided it. If the Senator will permit me, I will just cite an 
authority, the case of the Mormon Church vs. The United States, 
With that case the Senator is undoubtedly familiar. It is found 
in 136 United States Reports. 

The power to acquire territory— 

Says the court— 
other than the territory northwest of the Ohio River (which belonged to 
the United States at the adoption of the Constitution) is derived from the 
treaty-making power and the power to declare and carry on war. 

There the Supreme Court of the United States laid down dis- 
tinctly how the sovereign power of annexation was to be exer- 
cised, namely, either through the treaty-making power or else 
through the war-making power. ` 

Mr. STEWART. Well, it amounts to the same thing. The 
war-making power is the sovereign power. But that is rather a 
loose expression Y the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Supreme Court has distinctly stated how 
that sovereign power shall exercised, either under the one or 
the other head. 

Mr. STEWART. The Supreme Court was talking without any 
case before them. It wasobiter dicta. They happened to correct 
themselves by ary tay om it may be done by the war-making 
power. They might have said that in talking along, not having 
the question of that power distinctly before them. It was a side 
matter; it was not a case decided. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator will read the decision, he will 
see that it was very-pertinent to the case before the court. 

Mr. STEWART. It would require the war-making power. 
The treaty-making power would notdo. I undertake to say that 
it is the political power confided to the Government in the Legis- 
lature, and there is not any other power to annex territory. 

Mr. TELLER. The courts have frequently said that they would 
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not interfere with the political power; that they had not any right 


to do so. 
Mr. STEWART, Over and over again the courts have said 


that they had not any right to interfere with the political power. 


It is settled whenever Congress acts. As to the preliminaries be- 
fore there may be final action, that is quite ial, 
Mr. RY. If the Senator it me, the Supreme 


Court under the Constitution has the right to declare what the 
Constitution and law is; and in this case the Supreme Court, in 
discussing this sovereign prs, which it says distinctly is a sov- 
ereign power, says it can be exercised in two ways, which it there 
specifies. I understand the Senator to say that he differs with the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. STEWART. The Supreme Court has distinctly stated in 
a great many cases that it has no jurisdiction to inquire into the 


right of the United States to terri which the law says belongs 
to the United States; that they can not question the action of the 
tha They can not 


litical power, which is hier, ig in si es 
oit. They have repeatedly held that there is no judicial power 


involved. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the court hold this? Is not this the 
rule? Where the political power of this Government recognizes 
the entity of another political power, whether it arose by revolu- 
tion, ly or not, the Supreme Court is bound to recogni 
it. But the Supreme Court has never gone to the extent of hold- 
ing that it would recognize as final the mere annexation of terri- 
tory 


Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; they have nothing to do with an- 
nexation. They hold that wherever the puu power directs 
them to | abs rates the United States claims territory by law 
and establishes its courts, the courts are bound byit. They can not 
inquire into the act of Congress extending jurisdiction over the 


territory. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is simply a recognition of the existence of 
a de facto government. 

Mr, STE T. They can not inquire into that. It has been 
held over and over again that whenever the political power acts, 
that is the end of it. No other question can be raised by any de- 


power. 

Mr. CAFFERY. With the 
Nevada, I will resume, [Laughter.] The discussion of this con- 
7 et liaising arer territory, he ares uk 
arises from of o g foreign territory. o argumen! 
of the aone teak Aidi COA on Ccontent an unlim- 
ited despotism. All the checks and balances so nicely adjusted 
between the different departments of this Government would dis- 
appear and Congress would arrogate extreme and absolute sover- 
eignty. 

The Supreme Court of the United States have held in all these 
cases that the matter involved in questions of this kind would be 
a political subject. They have never held that the acquisition of 
territory by an act of Congress when that territory was foreign 
was constitutional. In the case cited by the Senator from Flor- 


ission of the Senator from 


ida . MALLORY] the Supreme Court have held that the only | Vi 


— ar of acquiring territory at all was by a treaty or by con- 
uest. The Senator from Nevada, in his excursions to find au- 
thority. has cited us the case of 5 of India by land. 
Sir, that was a pure conquest. 
England was the result of hostilities betw 
N ox ms t ival Those i 
erritory, representing two rival companies, 1 panies 
had been conceded a certain jurisdiction in India. The English 
triumphed under Clive and under Hastings. The French were 
driven out and the English obtained the territory. Whether it 
was done directly or indirectly through the East India Company, 


com 


it makes no difference; the acquisition was by war. 2 
Everybody acknowle that territory can be uired by con- 
quest, but we are not ing of questions of revolution, of ques- 


tions of war power, nor yet of the question of the power of the Su- 
preme Court to investigate whether or not certain i in the 
exercise of political power was acquired rightfully or wrongfully. 
We are discussing the question whether this proposed step is con- 
stitutional. 

Mr. President, if anything was needed to awaken the minds and 
consciences of the American people to the extent to which the 
Constitution has been obliterated, it would be the question now 
pending and this debate. The broad pretense is set up that we 
are sovereign; that the acquisition of territory is the exercise of a 
sovereign prerogative, and therefore, by a singular failure of 
logic, the Congress of the United States may acquire it. The 
proponents of this proposition must establish that sovereignty 


resides in Congress before they can set aside the Constitution and 
acquiro territory in any way not known to the Constitution. 
it is in the exercise of a sovereignty of the United States, every 


single department of the Government must join, the whole of the 
wers cf the Government contained in the three coordinate 
nches of Government—the legislative, executive, and judicial. 
Noone of those branches can travel outside of the Constitution and 
say that it can exercise sovereignty, like the contention that Con- 
gress can exercise sovereignty in this particular and that the other 
departments of the Government have no voice in it. Why not 
the executive, why not the judicial, if you please, as-well as Con- 
gress, if this power can be exercised indiscriminately without 
any re; to the Constitution by any of the coordinate branches 
of the Government? 

I do not pe my assent to these revolutionary doctrines. I be- 
lieve that they will destroy our constitution of government and 
that those volcanic islands had better be sunk 40 fathoms in the 
ocean than one jot or tittle of the Constitution be violated in their 


uisition. 

* the Senator from Nevada has told us that we acquired Alaska 
by the exercise of legislative power. Not only did we not acquire 
Alaska by the exercise of legislative power, but the interference 
of the legislative arm in the acquisition was thrust aside by the 
Senate of the United States when they attempted to incorporate 
even a treaty in the resolution whereby they agreed to pay tho 
money. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I did not know that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Les, sir. 

Mr. President, it did not need the Senator from Nevada to tell 
us thatin the eee ee . for the payment of 87, 200, 
000, the concurrence of the House of Representatives was neces- 
sary to make the appropriation for that purpose. But that is not 
exercising the power of nop maA that is not invading the prov- 
ince of the treaty-making department of this Government. t 
is fulfilling a moral obligation which rests on the legislative branch 
whenever the executive branch has negotiated, concluded, and 
ratified a treaty. So it was in the of Louisiana, when 
Mr. Jefferson agreed to pay the French Empire $15,000,000 for that 
vast territory. Asa matter of course the legislative function of 
voting the La apenas for that sum had to be exercised. 

It was beyond the power of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment after negotiating the treaty to pay the money; and that is 
the only opportunity, the only way, in which the whole legislative 
department can intervene in a treaty. They can intervene to ap- 
propriate the money stipulated to be paid by the treaty; and that 
Is all. They can not negotiate any of its terms; they have noth- 
ing whatever to do with that; and the Senator from Nevada and 
those who think with him would turn back the hands of civiliza- 
tion itself by employing the legislative arm to negotiate treaties. 
It would involve a total change of the Constitution of the United 
States; new provisions would have to be inserted in that docu- 
ment in order that the legislative branch should have the proper 
machinery whereby to negotiate treaties, 

Suppose the Parliament of land should = an act ceding 
Treland to the United States and the Congress of the United States 
should pass an act 5 that cession. Could that be consum- 
mated without long, t, and exhaustive negotiation? How 
long has this very its nding? What questions does it 
involve? The very question asked me by the Senator from West 

irginia 2 FAULKNER] in regard to the extent of the obligation 
of the United States in theassumpsit of the debt of Hawaii shows the 
necessity of negotiation, shows that treaty making is a diplomatio 
function, shows that it is necessary that the di ent of Gov- 
ernment with the control and the administration of ex- 
ternal affairs is, and ought to be, and is stated to be in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, the sole branch of the Government 
having the 1 power and necessary functions to conduct, 
negotiate, and ratify treaties. For the ratification the Senate in- 
tervenes and thus becomes yo of the treaty-making power. 

Why, sir, should we undertake to transfer to the legislative 
branch of the Government the treaty-making power, we would 
destroy the symmetry of our form of government and pave the 
way for a rapid ain Ga and imperialism, The power of Con- 
pem is great enough now. We have the power of the purse and 

o power of the sword; and the plea is now made that we must 
extend those powers to such an extent as to embrace every isle of 
the sea and every country on the globe u the broad and un- 
supported statement that this Government has all the powers of 
every other nation, that this is a sovereign power, and, being a 
sovereign power, the Congress of the United States can usurp it 
over the heads of all the other departments of the Government. 

That position is absolutely untenable, is absolutely unsupported, 
is absolutely repugnant to the genius and the spirit and letter of 
our Constitution. The essential idea and the fundamental con- 
cept of the Constitution of the United States is a separation of 

wers, and that document contains all the necessary power of a 

‘oreign character that a republic or any other government ought 
to have. The war power is given to Congress, the power of mak- 
ing treaties is given to the President and the Senate, and the ju- 
dicial power to the courts. Here is an attempt to amalgamate all 
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these powers under this specious plea of a sovereign and an in- 
e wer somewhere, in some Aretan, residing, as they say, 
in the Congress of the United States. I takeno part or lot in any 
such contention. There is no existence for it. 

Mr. President, I know it is a little threadbare to talk about the 
Constitution, but right upon the threshold of this very grave step 
that we are about to take I hope that I may be pardoned for point- 
ing to its and attempting to construe that language, and 
to get from that language the spirit of the framers of our grand 
instrument of government. The maintenance of that, the per- 
petuity of that, is greater, more transcendent, of much more im- 

tance, than the acquisition of little isles of the sea that have 
isturbed the domestic councils of our country for some years. 

This question, involving these grave constitutional questions, 
these graver questions of domestic policy, is launched upon us at 
atime of high excitement, when the patriotism of the land is 
aglow, when the military spirit burns like a consuming fire, when 
the illustrious deed of Dewey, the illustrious deed of Hobson, the 
magnificent spirit of our Army, the triumphant work of our Navy, 
all put the country in a state of mind not calculated to look at 

uestions of the kind involved in this joint resolution with that 
ispassionate calmness, that sobriety of judgment which the oc- 
casion and the resolutions require. j 

Mr. President, while we are on this branch of al prape in 

reply to a statement of the Senator from Nevada, I read from 
arton, second volume, chapter 6, section 131, page 21: 

ofa 

mds upon its action, cameagain into prominence in relation to the 

treaty of 1508 with ho cession of Alasi 


1867, 
ohn- 


£ riation came before Con; 
* 8 was a marked division 
Faby majori 
resentatives r 
The committee 3 to the House the following bill, making an appro- 
23 Aa ast the treaty into effect, with a recommendation that it be en- 
au nto a law: 


of opinion. 
of R 


4 bill to enable the President of the United States to fulfill the treaty be- in 
jen at of March 3), br. 


tween the United States 3 3 f 55 eee 

He it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, ere be, 
and hereby is, a < ted $7,200,000 in cof te fulfill the sti tions con- 
tained in the sixth article of the treaty with Russia concluded at Washing- 
ton on the 30th day of March, 1807.) 
A minority rt was made, in which the worthlessness of the territory 
ceded was ,and in which the rejection of the purchase was recom- 


mended. {i 

The ority report, while conceding that there were cases in which the 
assent 11 125 ouse to a treaty might be 88 withheld, limited such 
right to cases plainly inconsistent with the fundamental pencils, ur- 
poses, or interests ot the Constitution.“ It was further asserted that “where 
a treaty is limited to objects consistent with the interests of the Govern- 
duty is to enact such prore mir en cote 


carry into effect.” It was urged that as the Alaska trea’ in- 
fringed no pia Éra N sanction, laws to it into execution of bag be 
passed. (As to prior negotiation, see infra, 159. 7 
7q77...ͤĩͤ tor pep garro ingr Hah the 
„the on ar more e of the 
Howe in iasuce than as to the cy of the purchase of Alaska. 


such 
The tendency of the majority of the House was evidently to sanction the 
Alaska purchase, but to couple the approval of the 8 a reservation 
ve in all cases in Which the 
to execute a gery The following amend- 
opting sak view passed Committee of the Whole by a vote of 98 
to 49, and the House, on July 14, 1867, by a vote of 113 to 43: 


“ Whereas the President of the United Sta’ on the 30th of 1867, 
entered into a treaty with the Emperor of R by the terms of which it 
at in consideration of the of 


was stipulated th 

tothe United States of certain territory therein described, o Unte 
that the United States 
tants of said territory 


tions of said treaty are 

e United States are sub- 
has jurisdiction; 
Co: shall be 


the payaient of money and the incorpo- 
for in atreaty. This conflict of on 
sent to a conference com- 
that the House was abso- 


is 
tion of territory, when provi 
. 


“An act making an a tion of mone: $5 erty inke off the trea 
a Se eee a ean th 
thi 

on a treaty the of pon by tie niet ee 


trea 
acce r le 
shall be tted to the enjoyment of all the rights and immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States; and 
‘Whereas said stipulations can not be carried into full force and effect ex- 
cept eee to which the consent of both Houses of Congress is neces- 
: Therefor 


sary e, 

He it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in assembled, That there be, and hereby is, a ted, 
from any mon the Treasury not otherwise approp ted. eT. 000 in 
coin, to fulfill ulations contained in the sixth article of 
Russia concluded at W. 


Mr. President, not only is the case of Alaska not a case to bear 
out the statement of the Senator from Nevada, but that case cuts 
down and curtails the power of the legislature to the mere enact- 
ment of a bill to pay the money stipulated to be paid in a treaty 
for the acquisition of territory. The Senate declined, after a long 
debate, to incorporate a provision setting forth the right of the 
House of Representatives to consent to the appropriation of money 
and the incorporation of the territory as being necessary to a 
consummation of the treaty. It finally wound up by the passage 
of a bill to pay the money. The Senate made the fight and tri- 
umphed. e contention of the House was that its consent was 
necessary to the treaty in order that the territory be incorporated 
into the United States. That contention was destroyed, and the 
treaty was ratified exactly as it was negotiated. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion on that point? 2 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Congress had refused to make the ap- 
propriation or to take any action whatever 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pertus in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada 5 to comply with the parliamentary 
form of first addressing the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. I thought Thad. Iwill now. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? a 

Mr. CAFFERY. I yield to the Senator with great pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART. I have gone through the forms now, I believe. 

I will put this question to the Senator: Suppose Congress had 
refused to take any action, to make any appropriation to pay for 
Alaska, or to pass laws with regard to it, of to authorize the tak- 
ing possession of it; would we have had Alaska? 

. CAFFERY. Why, Mr. President, I am astonished at the 
Senator from Nevada asking me such a question. Of course we 
would not have had ion of it; but the ter fact would 
have stood out that the House of Representatives of the United 
States had violated its constituti oath in not sanctioning a 
constitutional treaty which had been ratified within the limits of 
the Constitution, and the Congress of the United States would 
have set an example to the pee of the United States of a most 

t ee ol their duty. 
. STEWART. That was not the question I asked; but if 
they had disregarded 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada must 
observe the rules. 

„Mr, STEWART. Mr. President, will the Senator from Loui- 
siana allow me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. With great pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART. I su to the Senator that he is not an- 
swering the question I I asked if we would have had the 
Territory of Alaska if Congress had taken no action? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Clearly not. And if this Congress, composed 
of the Senate and the House of Representatives, sits down here 
day after day and wastes time, without performing its ordinary 
acts of 1 tion, without passing bills appropriating the neces- 
sary amounts to carry on the Government, or without doing its 
constitutional duty as required, why, sir, the Republic itself 
would dissolve. The Senator has asked me a question, which has 
been propounded long ago, whether there was any power to com- 
pel the President to execute laws except that of impeachment, or 
to compel the Congress to enact laws except the wrath and ven- 

ce of the constituents of Congress. It is a moral duty. There 
is a higher sanction attached to the performance of our duty than 
any power to coerce us before a court and stand in judgment for 
violated duty. 

It is that moral sanction, Mr, President, that keeps this country 
alive, that keeps the Constitution quick, that controls and 5 5 in 
motion and keeps in motion the vast and complicated machinery 
of this ublic. There is no reply to a question as to what may 
happen when members of the Senate and members of the House 
of Representatives violate their duty. It shows a decadence of 
pantie spirit; it shows a want of appreciation of our republican 

stitutions that either fits us for anarchy or for empire. 

Whenever the Supreme Court of the land decides a question in 
a number of decisions, in the form of stare decisis, I always bow 
my head with deference to those decisions. I believe that the last 
arbiter of interpretation of the Constitution and the laws made 
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under it is the Supreme Court of the United States. Whenever, 
by a bare majority, a political question has been determined one 
way or the other, and there are grave constitutional doubts as to 
the correctness of the decision of the legislative branch, I feel my- 
self perfectly free to dispute its validity and correctness. j 
In the case of the ission of Texas as a State the majority 
was only 2. It was conceded and is now conceded that the ques- 
tion of the admission of Texas as a State by a joint resolution was 
decided in the affirmative on account of the desire of the Demo- 
cratic party, the slave-holding party at that period, to incorporate 
into the Union more slave territory. Under the conditions under 
which Texas was admitted, considering the height and intensity 
of feeling growing out of the slave issue, I hardly believe that the 
vote in Con admitting the State is entitled to that considera- 
tion to which an isolated judgment of the Supreme Court is enti- 


tled. 

I believe that the article of the Constitution providing that Con- 
gress can admit new States, although there is no qualification in 
the language, although there are no conditions to it, relates to the 
territory surrendered to the old confederation by certain States 
belonging to that confederation—Virginia, Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, and I believe New York. I believe that the Constitu- 
tion, so far as that article is concerned, and I believe it would be 
a safe rule to adopt in all cases, must be construed with reference 
to the facts and circumstances surrounding the period of the for- 
mation of that instrument. 

The Constitution of the United States was made for the United 
States. Ido not believe that it is a rash assertion to say that the 
framers of our Constitution had not the slightest idea of ever in- 
corporating foreign territory under the article authorizing Con- 
gress to admit new States. I believe that the States referred to 
were to be carved out of the territory ceded to the old Confeder- 
ation by the old States, That cession was made for the identical 
purpose, the exclusive pu e of States being carved out of the 
territory to be incorporated into the Union of States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me to in- 

him. 


rrupt ; j 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The draftsman of that article was 
Gouverneur Morris, and he stated in his letters that he expected 
that under it we might admit territory like Canada and Louisiana 
and govern them as provinces. I will give the Senator the refer- 
ence if he will wait a moment, 

Mr, CAFFERY., Iwill be much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Louisiana, while he is waiting, that the State of Mississippi, per- 
haps not all of it, but I think so, was ceded to the Government of 
the United States after the adoption of the Constitution. That 
is my recollection. I do not think I can be mistaken. That was 
included in a State. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Randall's Life of Jefferson, vol- 
ume 3, contains a reference to this matter, in a note on page 79, 
as follows: 

A spark of light falls on the constitutional question in a letter from Gouy- 
erneur Morris (the draftsman of the Constitution), in a letter to Henry W. 
Livingston, December 4, 1803— 

Then he copies from Morris's letter, as follows: 

Talways thought that when we should acquire Canada and Louisiana it 
would be proper to govern them as provinces and allow them no voice in our 
councils. In wording the third section of the fourth article I went as far as 
circumstances would permit to establish the exclusion. 

Then he says: 

Candor obliges me to add my belief that, had it been more pointedly ex- 
pressed, a strong opposition would have been made. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
to look at the volume? [After examining.] I can not gather 
from the language of Gouverneur Morris any other conclusion than 
that in his opinion the third article of the Constitution did not 
warrant the acquisition of Canada or Louisiana or any other ter- 
ritory than the territory we already had as States. He went as 
far as he could in exclusion.“ He intended to exclude even ter- 
ritory coterminous, as Canada and Louisiana, from admission as 
States, being willing only to hold them as provinces. 

The Northwestern Territory adjoined the old States. It had been 
largely settled by our people. In Tennessee, the State of Franklin 
had been roughly constructed by hardy pioneers. There was no 
danger to our institutions in admitting States to be made by 
Americans out of the ceded territory, a country inhabited by our 
own kith and kind and blood, a country co inous, a country 
right at our doors, a country which we held as a Territory and 
could admit as a State. 

But the “new States” spoken of in the Constitution, in my 
opinion, relate to such States as were to be carved out of terri- 
tories which had already been given to us, and which we knew 
would be peopled by inhabitants imbued with the same spirit of 
liberty as the original thirteen colonies from whom they sprung. 
It could never have been the intention of the framers of the Con- 
stitution to give Congress power to grasp territory beyond the 
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sea, or admit territory inhabited by people not homogeneous un- 
der the power to admit new States. 

Mr. President, where is the limit to admitting States with any 
kind of institutions, under the extended authority contended for— 
to incorporate any State, situated anywhere, with institutions of 
any kind they may choose to adopt? Is there any limit to it? 

A State is a political entity governed according toits own polity, 
There is no qualification or restriction in the new doctrine as to 
whether or not the State shall be republican in form of govern- 
ment. We may live to see the day when a triumphant majority, 
impressed with ideas of military aggression, will seek to incorpo- 
rate into the United States a State under a monarchical form of 
government. I believe the Constitution never contemplated the 
acquisition of any State as a State other than the States to be 
carved out of the territory ceded to us under the original cessions 
to the 2i United States or States, formed out of territory to be 
acquired. 

r States and Territories have been expanded by conquest and 
by purchase until they are washed on the one side by the ocean 
that roars and on the other by the ocean that sleeps. 

The northern frontier is the Great Lakes, the southern the 
Great Gulf. Are we, in our earth hunger, in this insensate greed 
for additional territory, to stretch the Constitution till it cracks 
when we have got this magnificent domain to develop, this splendid 
region to gladden with American institutions and to T with 
American industry? We are invited to take these islands of the 
sea, 2,100 miles from our frontier, inhabited by the most degraded 
of the Asiatic population, by an effete native race now fast disap- 
pearing, all under the doubtful authority of a joint resolution to 
O pala i patie 5 

President, the gentlemen do not even comply with the 
edent they cite. They abolish Hawaiis statehood by the act by 
which they seek to acquire Hawaii. The State of Texas came in 
full panoplied, with every institution of a republican form; with 
her executive, legislative, and judicial departments modeled pre- 
cisely after ours. It was a continuation of her statehood. All 
she had to do was to acknowledge the suzerainty of the United 
States, and she did it. She retained all of her statehood save 
what was necessary to be delegated to the United States for pur- 
poses of general government, 

_The precedent of Texas is cited to sustain the acquiring as ter- 
ritory of a volcanic-formed island in mid-ocean, peopled with a 
heterogeneous mass of Asiatics, Portuguese, Kanakas, and adven- 
turers of every description. There is no parallel between the 
case of Texas and the case of Hawaii. There is no analogy what- 
ever. Texas wasa State. It was the closeness of that State to 
us, it was the character and kind of its population, it was the 
heroic fight which they had made for liberty, that caused us for a 
moment to lose sight of this article of the Constitution which, in 
my opinion, did not arr any other than the territory orig- 
inally ceded under the different acts from 1780 up to the forma- 
Son of the Constitution or to territory acquired afterwards by 

reaty. 

Texas could not have made a better constitution if she had been 
admitted as a Territory and then allowed to frame one. They 
were our people; and What man is there so rash as to claim the 
two or three thousand American citizens in the Islands of Hawaii 
as being such a class of people, imbued with such ideas of liberty, 
having such republican institutions as the State of Texas had? 

Mr. President, something has been said about Mr. Jefferson’s 
ideas. Mr. Jefferson, in the acquisition of the Louisiana Territory, 
thought he had transcended the Constitution. He was so strict 
in his construction of that instrument that he did not perceive 
that the natural and irresistible implication of the treaty-making 
power was that that power could embrace everything within the 
legitimate scope of treaty making. But he insisted on having 
territory through which the great Mississippi River flowed. 

The evident need of that vast expanse of territory to the United 
States convinced him, as strict a constitutional constructionist as 
he was, that the time had come for the United States to break 
through the barrier of the Constitution, from violent, vital, over- 
whelming necessity, and take this country, without which he saw 
the United States could not expand to the glory and the grandness 
which was hers byright. But he became convinced in after years 
that his position was entirely correct; that under the treaty-making 

wer he had the right to acquire Louisiana. I will read a letter 

om Mr, Jefferson to Mr. Nicholas, which I find in the Congres- 
sional Globe of 1844-45, page 281: 

Iam aware of the force of the observations 
by the Constitution to Con; to admit new States into the Union without 
restraining the subject to the territory then constituting the United States. 

It appears that Mr. Nicholas had given a broad construction to 
this p of the Constitution, that it was without any limita- 


ou make on the power given 


tion or qualification, allowing the admission of new States, but 
surely to be made out of territory acquired as Louisiana was—by 
treaty. 

But when I consider that the limits of the United States are precisel: frog 
by the treaty of 1783—that the Constitution expressly declares itselt to 
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permit Congress the U States witch should not be 
to t Co: to admit into the Union new which should no 

formed out of the territory for which, and under whose authority alone, they 
were then acting. Ido not believe it was meant that they might receive 
8 Ireland} Holland, etc., into it, which would be the case on your con- 
ction. 


The construction that Mr. Jefferson placed upon this third sec- 
tion of the Constitution, which I have quoted, was that the cre- 


made for the United States—I can not help believin 


ation of new States was limited to the then territory belonging to, 


the United States. That did not at all impinge upon the idea that 
we might acquire foreign territory other than the territory pos- 
sessed at that period and in due time carve that territory into new 
States. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Eighteen hundred andthree. The letter was 
written at the date of the purchase of Louisiana. It was con- 
temporaneous with the treaty between France and the United 
States. Here is Mr. Jefferson’s construction of section 3 of the 
article of the Constitution. I do not agree with him in the prop- 
osition that we can not acquire territory and make States out of 
it, but Ido with him in the contention that so far as the 
admission of States is concerned, mentioned in the Constitution 
as States, the Constitution limits the power of Congress in that 
regard to new States made by themselves, by automatic move- 
ment, out of the Territories belonging to us, coterminous with us, 
inhabited by our blood and our bone and our flesh. _ $ 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senator from Louisiana if it will be 
entirely convenient to him to yield to a motion for an executive 
session? 

Mr. CAFFERY, Certainly. 


THE HUBBARD COLLECTION OF ENGRAVINGS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 139) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to accept 
the collection of engravings 7 8 785 to be donated to the Library 
of Congress by Mrs. Gertrude M. Hubbard. 3 . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 
` Mr. HOAR. It has already been read. I move what I send to 
the desk as an amendment to the resolution. 

The SECRETARY. After the word stated,“ in line 7, it is pro- 


posed to insert: 


— 3 that instead of naming the lery in the Library as therein pro- 
Lf 


e collection shall be known and styled as the Gardiner Green Hub- 
d Collection, it not being, in the opinion of Congress, desirable to call 
ts of the public buildings after the names of individual citizens, and that 
the bust therein named be accepted and kept in a suitable place, to be desig- 
nated by the Juint Committee on the Library. 
The amendment was agreed to. 5 
Mr. HOAR. As I remember the circumstances, a motion to re- 
commit the joint resolution was pending when it was last under 
consideration. Iam authorized by the mover of that motion to 
ask that it be treated as withdrawn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair). The 
motion to recommit is withdrawn. i 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment, was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. y 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Minnesota if he will 
not yield to me that I may at this time have the conference report 
on the Indian appropriation bill considered. 

Mr. DAVIS. f withdraw the motion for an executive session, 
and yield to the Senator from Iowa, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6896) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other pupos, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair hears no objection, 
and the conference report is before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The report has been read, I believe, 

Mr. ALLISON. The report has been read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Iowa will 
consent thatthe report may be rejected and that the matter may 
go back to the committee for further conference. 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand that the Senator from Arkansas 
and other Senators object to one particular feature of this report. 
I should be glad, in justice to the conferees, that there should be a 
brief statement made respecting it, and I should like to make a 
oe ement I do not care to occupy a great deal of time in 

ebate, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned, the chief 
objection I have to the conference report is the provision allowing 
Indian tribes to lease mineral rights. There are other objections, 
I understand, but this is the objection I chiefly have to the bill 
and on which I hope the report will be rejec However, I do 
not want it understood that there are no other objections, Of 
course I do not consent that that is the single objection there is to 
the bill. I do not care to take the time of the Senate in discussion 
in order to show the reasons forit. I believe that the amendment 
as it comes from the conference comunittee is open to a point of 
order. The House having provided nothing whatever on the sub- 
ject of these leases and the Senate having provided that there 
should be no leases whatever, the conference committee had no 
right to come in and oe ah aprovision for leases which had not 
been voted for by the House and which had been voted against by 
the Senate. 

I do not care to argue the question. This, in a single word, is 
the objection I have to the conference report. It is very objec- 
tionable in many ways on this particular point. Other Senators 
object to the conference npon on other points, but this is the 

articular feature on which | object to it and on account of which 
hope the Senator from Iowa will agree that the report may be 
rejected and sent back to conference. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
make a point of order? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not make a point of order. I 
a stated that I believe a point of order would lie against it. 
If the order can not be made practically by general consent, I will 
make the point of order as well as present the other objections I 
have to that provision of the conference report. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas will see how diffi- 
cult it is for us to reject this report, which embraces every item 
in the Indian apropa bill in dispute between the two Houses, 
stating that he desires to have this action taken on account of a 
single item in the report. If that were the only item in the bill 
that is to be the subject of debate, the conferees on the bill would 
know the judgment and sense of the Senate respecting the report. 
But if the Senate should reject the report without knowing the 
grounds upon which it is to be rejected, there would be no special 
guide to the conferees in any future adjustment. 

As to the particular matter to which the Senator objects and to 
which he indicates his desire to raise a point of order as to the re- 

rt, I think. in justice to the conferees, it ought to be understood 

y the Senate that in securing the amendment which is embodied 
in the conference report the conferees believed that they were act- 
ing in the spirit of the amendment made by the Senate and the 
were securing valuable concessions from the House in the spirit 
of that amendment. We were confronted with a provision in the 
House bill which did authorize, under certain circumstances and 
conditions, the leasing of mineral lands. 

It is true that the House provision applied only to mineral lands 
owned by allottees and a certain class of allottees. The Senate 
inserted in the bill an amendment which provided that hereafter 
it should not be lawful for Indian tribes or individual Indians to 
lease Indian lands. To this the House conferees objected, on the 
ground that our amendment changed existing statutes; that under 
existing law a certain class of Indian lands were authorized to be 
leased, and that under our amendment that prohibition was taken 
away. 

It is useless to disguise the fact that the dispute on this subject 
relates chiefly to lands upon what is known as the Uintah Reser- 
vation, and the objection lies to the contest that is being made 
respecting those lands supposed to contain minerals valuable in 
commerce. The conferees on the part of the House said to us that 
they were willing the law should stand as it is now. and that the 
objected to ourchanging existinglaw. Thereupon we 8 
as far as we could, to so modify existing law as to protect, as we 
believe, the interest of the Indians upon the Uintah Reservation. 

Those who are more familiar than I, or perhaps more familiar 
than any member of the conference committee, criticise our report 
because they say it does not protect the Indians upon the Uintah 
Reservation as does the existing law. If that be true, then the 
purpose and aim of your conferees in regard to this particular 
matter fail to do what we desired to do as respects these Indians, 
Although I have consulted with Senators who are specially inter- 
ested in this matter, I can not be convinced but that the provision 
which we have inserted in the bill is a wiser and better provision 
for the protection of the Indian tribes occupying the Uintah Reser- 
vation than the existing law. If the House of Representatives 
shall persist in saying that they prefer the existing law to any 
ay! or propose, in the end, of course, this matter will be obliged 

o fall, 

1 do not know what can be done with the House. We never 
know what can be done in a conference with it until we make an 
effort. I should be willing to go very far in dealing with this 


question, if it is a question to be dealt with; but we have spent a 
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wisdom of this com: with existing 
ing and . of these Indians. I think it is fair 
to the conferees that we should know practically the ground upon 
which the action is to be taken. ö 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I make the point of 
order against this proposed amendment, and I wish to state the 
facts. ə provision as it came from the House was as follows: 
Provided, That hereafter, whenever it shall be made to appear to the Secre- 
of ‘eason of or disability any allottee of Indian 
—— 8 this or former acts of can d 


Dı 5 with 
occupy or improve his allotment or any part thereof, the 
same may be in the discretion of the 


scri 
purposes, or ten years for mining or 


That provision was stricken out by the Senate and the following 
provision was inserted: 


Provided— 


time. As I understand, the = is now rejected. Therefore, I 
saa — oe still further y 3 = e to 
whic ve been disagreed y the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and ask for a further conference. 
The motion was agreed to. j 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
ga the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 
T. PERKINS, and Mr, COCKRELL were appointed. 


BENJAMIN S. BARNES, 


Mr. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill 369. 

3 . Will the Senator state the Calendar 
num 

Mr. HOAR. I think the bill has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, but I have the assent of the chairman of that com- 
mittee and of such members as were to be found upon the floor to 
make the request I have made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will suggest tothe Senator 
from Massachusetts that the first motion should be to dischar 
the Committee on Claims from the further consideration of the 


Mr. HOAR. May I interrupt the Senator from Arkansas one | bill. 


moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I do it in the interest of the comfort of the Senate 
at this hour of a very hot afternoon. I wish to know if I correctly 
understood the Senator from Iowa as practically—not, perhaps, in 
so many words—assenting that the Senate might disagree to the 
report and send it back into conference. If that be true, would it 
not be well to let that be done and let the point of order be 
postponed? $ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is exactly what I proposed in 
the beginning, but I understood the Senator from Iowa to take 
ground squarely against that proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator from Iowa rather assented 
to it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not so understand the Senator 
from Iowa. The Senator from usetts knows him better 
thanIdo. If the Senator from Massachusetts understood him 
correctly, I will withdraw the suggestion and allow that course 
to be taken. , : ie 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator from Iowa, stating his indi- 
vidual view to the contrary, made a speech implying that he 
rather su the Senate would take that course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not so understand him. 

Mr. HOAR. If that were true, it would save all this time; 
that is all. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts for suggesting an interprétation of my observation. I 
am quite willing, if the T is to be rejected, that it shall be 
rejected on the grounds stated. The Senator will see that in a 
long report of many covering a great many items, if this is 
the matter of difficulty we pod per ps easily see whether it can 
be composed more in accord with the judgment of the Senate and 
whether the result of it will more nearly protect what the Senate 
desires to protect. But I did not want to go back with the report 
rejected upon one item and then have somebody come in and 
pro to reject it upon another ground, and thus form an endless 
circle as respects this important bill three days before the close of 
the fiscal year. That is the point I make. 

Mr. HOAR, I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas to reserve 
his point of order fora moment that we may have an understand- 


oe, Sars the subject. i : 
. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw it, Mr. President. 
Mr. HOAR. Let the question be taken now on a disagreement 


to the rt. 

Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the position of 
the Senator from Iowa as the Senator from Massachusetts did. 
Of course it is perfectly satis to me if the report be rejected 
on this ground. Itis the only ground of objection I have to it. 

Mr. TELLER. The report ought to be rejected, and we ought 
to see if we can not get it in better condition than it is now. It is 
in no possible shape for passage as itis. There may be a chance 
to get it in better shepe. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report. [Putting the question.] The report is ap- 
parently ee It is rejected. ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to say in this con- 
nection to the Senator from Iowa that Ido not want him to mis- 
apprehend or misunderstand my 3 I object to this rt 
because the Senate has receded from the amendment providing 
for free homes on the public domain, and I shall resist the adop- 


Mr. HOAR. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Committee on Claims be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of 
Benjamin S. Barnes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Now Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. À 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I rise to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for a word of explanation about this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill was before the Committee on Claims just 
before the omnibus claims bill passed. The chairman of that com- 
mittee investigated it with other members of the committee. 
They at first thought they would putit on the omnibusclaims bill, 
but they at last concluded that, it never having passed the Sen- 
ate, it would not come within theirrule. It provides for paying 
a very sum to a very old man. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Has the bill been favorably reported 
from the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HOAR. I have stated the facts about it. It was 
8 by the House Committee on Claims and came to the 

nate. 

The beneficiary is an old farmer in Boxford, Mass. The United 
States volunteer troops occupied his farm in the war of the rebel - 
lion, cut off trees, took down some of the stone walls, used them 
for purposes of their structures, and otherwise injured his farm. 
Thereupon the War Department and he agreed to submit the 
amount of his damage to the county commissioners of that 
county—which is a highly respectable tribunal in our part of the 
world, having charge of all county matters—and there were added 
to them two army officers. The county commissioners and the 
army officers agreed to $1,200 as the amountof thedamage. The 
old gentleman is a very simple-hearted old fellow, and he been 
writing ever since to the Department to send him the caret S On 
application to the officials by Mr. Moopy, my co league 
in the other House, a letter was written by the Department, saying 
that the claim is just and that it ought to be paid, but that they 
have no authority to make the payment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. o wrote the letter? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will find it stated in the report of the 
House committee. It was written by one of the officials of the 


Treasury Department. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not want to delay the bill, but 
I rather thought from what I heard of it that it did not come 
within the rule always adopted as to the payment of such claims. 

Mr. HOAR. It comes within the rule always adopted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am satisfied if the Senator makes 
that statement, and I make no further objection to the bill. 

The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GULF, CHICKASAW AND KANSAS RAILWAY. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4757) to grant the right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the Gulf, Chickasaw and Kansas Railway 
Company for the purpose of constructing arailway, and for other 
EA dok was favorably repor by the Committee on 


The company desires to enter upon the work of 
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construction at an early day, and I hope the bill will be passed at 
this time. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. DAVIS. If the bill does not lead to debate, I shall not 


object. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iam satisfied it will not lead to debate. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


3 ations to consider the bill, which had been 
the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. The 
first amendment Was, on page 8, section 6, line 5, after the word 
„lines,“ to strike out in the Territory;” in the same line, oa 
the word “thro ” to strike out the“ and insert ‘“‘said;” 
line 12, after the word “ that,” to strike out ‘‘ when;” and in the 
same line, after the word showing,” to strike out: 
Any portion of said railway’s located line is filed as herein provided for, 
— — commence Said located line within six months 
or said location shall eh or tg abn prowa 
bythe s Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles before th: 
any such section shall be begun. 
And insert: 


The entire line of the road in the Indian Territory shall be filed and ap- 
proved before the work of construction shall commence. 


So as to make the section read: 


SEc. a Ste said eer shall cause 
cated said Territory wry to be fi 
of the 2 5 and 


ol the nations or through whose lands said railway may be located; 
C.... S008 Tenge so ates Soe semen ee t and 
. right ot way shown — shall be valid as 

That a map entire line ot the 


road in 22 Indian . Territory 
construction shall commence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section, 10, on page 


comma 3 insert that may be 8 so as to make the 


section read: 
ecuted by such 

tion of ofits. ts ralway, wi with fis Franchises kone be constructed usted fa enid Indian 
thereof shall be notice and evidence of their execution, and — — convey all 
the rights, properties, and franchises of such company as therein expressed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate 5 until to-morrow, 
June 28, 1898, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 27, 1898. 
TRANSFERS IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Second Lieut. Malin Craig, from the infantry arm to the cav- 
alry arm, June 23, 1898, with 98 April 26, 1898, vice Linds- 
ley, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM, 
To be captains, to date from April 26, 1898. 
First Lieut. Edgar W. Howe, Seventeenth Infantry, vice Dough- 


, First Infantry, promoted. 
irst Lieut. W Black, Twenty-fourth Infantry, vice Lin- 
coln, Tenth Infantry, moted. 


First Lieut. John ewton, roa Infantry, vice Goodale, 
Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank P. abd G Third Infantry, vice Roberts, 
Seventeenth Infantry, promo 

First Lieut. Samuel W. Dunning, Sixteenth Infantry, vice 
Brinkerhoff, Fifteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Joseph M. T. Partello, >, Fifth Infantry, vice Thomp- 
son, Twenty-fourth sony 

First Lieut. William E. H. Nench. 1. Third Infantry, vice Bubb, 
Fourth Infantry, 3 

First Lieut. 3 H. Strother, First Infantry, vice Davis, 
Tenth Infantry, promoted. 


ys 


First Lient. Francis P. Fremont, Third Infantry, vice Bald- 
win, Fifth Infantry, eee 
First Lieut. Charles M. ion Twenty-first Infantry, vice 
Pe = 1 Infan romoted. 
Taat Se ae Third Infantry, vice Potter, 
Eighteenth Infan 
First Lieut. Charles esI. T., TF, Gurke, Tenth Infantry, vice Brown, 


Twelfth 1 

First Lieut. Warren i Cowles, Sixteenth Infantry, vice Mark- 
ley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John S. Parke, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, vice 


O’Brien, Seventeenth Infantry, prom 
To be first lieutenants, to date from April 26, 1898. 
Second Lieut. John J. Bradley, Fourteenth Infantry, vice Howe, 


Seventeenth Infantry, igas 
Second Lieut. Do een Tenth Infantry, vice Black, 
romo 


Twenty-fourth Infantry 

Second Lieut. John S. Switzer, Fourth Infantry, vice oie 

promo 

ferbert O. Williams, Eleventh Infantry, vice 
Avery, Infantry, promoted. 

Second Liat George D. Guyer, Sixteenth Infantry, vice Dun- 
ning, Sixteenth Infantry, Se moted. 

Second Lient. William ga Eighteenth Infantry, vice Par- 
tello, Fitth Infantry, promoted, 

Second Lieut. William H. H. Chapman, Twentieth Infantry, 
vice French, Third Infantry, 


omoted. 
Second Lieut. Herbert N. ee Twenty-third Infantry, vice 
8 First 5 Oted. 


prom 
eut. Isaac C. Jenks, 5 fourth ocr se ee 
Dowdy, erento Infantry, retired from active servi 
Second Alfred W , Twelfth 5 vice Fre- 


Lieut. 
mont, Third Infantry, plinth g 

Second Lieut. Hanson E. Ely, . Infantry, vice 
Truitt, Twenty-first sg Lay 

Second Lieut, Lewis rley, — Infantry, vice Bell, 
Third Infantry, 88 

Second Lieut. William M. Morrow, Twenty-first Infantry, vice 
Clarke, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin F. Hardaway, Seventeenth i: 
vice Cowles, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 


Second Lieut. J E. Brady, jr., Nineteenth Infantry, 
Parke, Twenty- first Infantry, 5 F ane? 


CAVALRY ARM. 


First Lieut. Frederick S. Foltz, First 33 to be captain, 
3 1898, vice Augur, Second Cavalry, retired from active 


P na Eik: Elmer Lindsley, Fourth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, June 23, 1898, vice Foltz, First Cavalry, promoted. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
TENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant, 


Joseph C. 2 of South Carolina. 

The nomination igen oa McClure, of South Carolina, for 
the above-named Sa was delivered to the Senate June 
22, 1898, is hereby withdrawn. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Second Lieut, Haydon Y. Grub hteenth United States 
Infantry. 5 N 


To be majors. 
Mark i Boatner ag Louisiana. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Paul J. Christian, of Louisiana. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain, 
William H. Cobb, of Florida. 
To be second lieutenant, 
Eddy B. Stevens, of Georgia. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Elbert S. Maloney, of the District of Columbia, 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 


To be chaplain, 
John C. Hall, of Iowa, 
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To be captains. 
Thomas R. Roemer, of Missouri. G 
Adolph J. Jacobs, of Missouri, 
James J. Mayes, of Missouri. 


EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 


William W. Purnell, of the District of Columbia. 
Joseph L. Bell, of Illinois, 


NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be first lieutenants. 


George N. Nelson, of Louisiana. : 

John T. Beckham, sergeant, Company F, Twenty-fourth United 
States 1 : 

Sheldon L. Johnson, of Louisiana. 


To be second lieutenants, 


Henry O. Franklin, of Louisiana. 
Edward H. Phillips, of Louisiana. 
John C. Allen, of Louisiana. 


TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
William R. Wharton, of Virginia. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 


To be captain, 


First Lieut. Archibald R. Livingston, First United States Vol- 
unteer Engineers, vice Arthur Haviland, declined. 


To be second lieutenants. 


Harry De Lano, of New York. 
Wolcott L, C. Beard, of New York. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captain. 
Howard A. Springett, of New York. 
To be second lieutenants. 


Josiah W. Howe, of Connecticut. 
Rodman V. Beach, of Connecticut. 


POSTMASTERS. 


A. H. Soekland, to be postmaster at Stuttgart, in the county of 
Arkansas and State of Arkansas, in the place of H. B. Dudley, re- 


moved. 

Edward Bush, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in the place of W. S. Staley, re- 
moved. 

Charles K. Bailey, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of C. J. Porter, 
whose commission expired March 9, 1898. ‘ t 

Sylvanus S. Thompson, to be postmaster at Marseilles, in the 
county of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in the place of P. M. 
McArthur, whose commission expired May 29, 1898. 

E. W. Scott, to be tmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Indiana, in the place of J. R. Heaston, re- 
moved. À 

Frank M. Hoeye, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa, in the place of Z. B. Dunlap, whose com- 
mission expired June 15, 1898. ‘SD 

James A. Arment, to be postmaster at Dodge City, in the county 
of Ford and State of Kansas, in the place of D. Swinehart, whose 
commission expired June 7, 1898. - 

William E. n, to be postmaster at Harper, in the coun 
of Harper and State of Kansas, in the place of H. C. Maxwell, 
whose commission expired April 18, 1898. : 

Rufus F. Bond, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Rice and State of Kansas, in the place of W. L. Brown, whose 
commission expired June 23, 1898. 8 

George B. Crooker, to be postmaster at Anthony, in the county 
of Harper and State of Kansas, in the place of J. W. Clendenin, 
whose commission expired June 7, 1898, 

Frank J. Davis, to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of 
Pawnee and State of Kansas, in the place of A. H. Jacob, whose 
commission expired April 18, 1898. 

E. P. Greer, to be postmaster at Winfield, in the county of Cow- 
ley and State of Kansas, in the place of S. G. Gary, whose com- 

ssion expired March 15, 1898. 

Martin L. Grimes, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of 
Rice and State of Kansas, in the place of F. N. Cooper, whose 
commission expired June 7, 1898. = 

R. C. Howard, to be postmaster at Arkansas ie fi the county 
of Cowley and State of Kansas, in the place of M. N. Sinnott, 
whose commission expired March 6, 1898, 


Joseph C. Kitchen, to be 
county of Finney and State of 
enson, whose commission expired May 15, 1898. 


tmaster at Garden City, in the 
sas, in the place of E. L. Steph- 


Frank A. Lanstrum, to be postmaster at Pratt, in the coor 
of Pratt and State of Kansas, in the place of H. H. Campbell, 
whose commission expired May 2, 1898. 

George W. Watson, to be postmaster at Kinsley, in the county 
of Edwards and State of Kansas, in the place of P. A. Pearson, 
whose commission expired June 7, 1898. 

George A. Ballard, to be postmaster at Fall River, in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of W. S. Greene, 


resigned, 

Charles T. Drake, to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of J. J. Ken- 
nedy, whose commission expired May 22, 1898. 

in Hickey, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Martin 
erti whose commission expires August 2, 1898. (Reappoint- 
ment. 

Allen T. Holmes, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of F, L. 
Churchill, whose commission expired January 12, 1898. 

Charles A. Wilbar, to be postmaster at Bridgewater, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
L. M. Keith, whose commission expired May 5, 1898. 

Charles Eichhorn, to be postmaster at West Hoboken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of Henry 
Schneider, whose commission expired June 16, 1898. 

Laban L. Jenkins, to be postmaster at Gastonia, in the county 
of Gaston and State of North Carolina, in the place of W. F. Mar- 
shall, removed. 

Jay Jackson, to be 53 at Pine Plains, in the county of 
= and State of New York, in the place of Fred Bostwick, 
resigned. 

Stephen G. Newman, to be postmaster at Haverstraw, in the 
county of Rockland and State of New York, in the place of H. G. 
De Baun, removed. 

Hamilton Schuyler, to be postmaster at Bellevue. in the county 
of Huron and State of Ohio, in place of Peter Brady, removed. 

Wilburn M. McCoy, to be postmaster at Guthrie, in the ea 
of Logan and Territory of Oklahoma. in the place of J. H. Larwill, 
whose commission expired June 23, 1898. 

Edward H. Graves, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the pace of O. C. Jack- 
son, whose commission expired March 29, 1898, 

James A. Grier, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of I. R. Stay- 
ton, whose commission expired March 21, 1898, 

H. G. Smith, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the county of 
Chester and State o n in the place of L. C. Moses, 
whose commission expired April 11, 1898. 

Seth B. Strong, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of 
Harris and State of Texas, in the place of D. C. Smith, whose com- 
mission expired September 28, 1897. 

Robert T. Bartley, to be postmaster at Ladonia, in the county 
of Fannin and State of Texas, in the place of Will Harkins, whose 
commission expires July 20, 1898. 

William T. Black, to be tmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the 
cor st Titus and State of Texas, in the place of Mira Johnson, 
remoy 

Charles A. Parker, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont, in the place of B. J. 
Copps, removed. 

renzo W. Shedd, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Vermont, in place of A, J. 
Sibley, whose commission expires August 4, 1898. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY, 


Naval Cadet Joseph W. Powell, to be advanced two numbers 
under the provisions of section 1506 of the Revised Statutes. and 
to be an ensign in the Navy, for extraordinary heroism while in 
charge of the steam launch which accompanied the collier Merri- 
mac for the p of rescuing her gallant force when that ves- 
sel was, under the command of Naval Constructor Hobson, run 
into the mouth of the harbor of Santiago, Cuba, on the 3d instant 
and dexterously sunk in the channel. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 27, 1898. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Artillery arm. 
Second Lieut. Walter S. Volkmar, United States Volunteer Sig- 
nal Corps (late t, United States Signal Corps). 
ona, W. Arnold, now corporal, Troop F, First United States 
valry. 
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Infantry arm. 

William A. Cavanaugh, now corporal, Company D, Twentieth 
United States Infantry. : 

George M. Grimes, now lance corporal, Troop B, Second United 
States Cavalry. è 

William C. Geiger, now first-class private, Company E, Bat- 
talion of Engineers, United States Army. y ; 

Thomas R. Harker, late sergeant, Company D, Twentieth United 


States Infantry. ó 
John F. Wil n, late corporal, Troop D, Fourth United States 


Cavalry. 
Artillery arm. 
Sergt. Harold P. Goodnow, Company H, Third United States 


Infantry. 
Seat Albert G. Jenkins, Company A, Eighteenth United States 

Infantry. 
P 880 Robert E. Wyllie, Battery L, Seventh United States Ar- 


tillery. 

tones Corpl. Patrick A. Connolly, Company F, Twenty-first 
United States Infantry. ‘ ; 
Corpl. William Forse, Company B, Third United States Infan- 


try. 
Corni Malcolm Young, Troop G, Fourth United States Cavalry. 
Corpl. Lawrence C. Brown, Battery D, Fourth United States 


Artillery. ; 

Borgt. Harty L. Steele, Battery A, Fifth United States Artillery, 
Infantry arm. 

Private John J. Boniface, Troop H, Fourth United States Cav- 


“Ta Ralph A. Clay, Company B, Fifth United States Infan- 


‘ance Corpl. John B, Schoeffel, Company B, Ninth United 
States Infantry. ; 
Sergt. Walter T. Bates, Company G, Seventeenth United States 


Infantry. 

Corp, Englebert G. Ovenshine, Company C, Twenty-third 
United States Infantry. f . 

Sergt. Percy M. Cochran, Company G, Sixth United States In- 
fantry. 

Private George N. Bomford, Company D, Fifth United States 
Infantry. 

Sergt Benjamin P. Nicklin, Troop I, First United States Cav- 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 
Capt. James Nicholas Allison, commissary of subsistence, to be 
commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department. 
First Lieut. Robert Lee Bullard, Tenth Infantry, to be commis- 
sary of subsistence. : 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
TO BE COMMISSARY OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 
William F. Dunn, of Wyoming. 
SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenants, 
Robert Stewart Brooks, of New Jersey. 
Townsend Lawrence, of New York. 
UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS, 
To be first lieutenant. ; 
Frank H. Bailey, first-class sergeant, United States 
Signal Corps. 


Volunteer 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Thomas McCormick Lippitt, a citizen of Virginia, to be an as- 

sistant surgeon. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 

Medical Inspector Joseph B. Parker, to be a medical director, 

Ensign Henry K. Benham, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 

Ensign Charles F. Hughes, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 

Commander John Schouler, to be a captain. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Edward Mills, of Everett, Wash., to be agent for the Indians of 

the Tulalip Agency in Washington. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Walter J. Reed, of Cle Elum, Wash., to be register of the land 

office at North Yakima, Wash. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Edward H. Graves, to be tmaster at Coatesville, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

James H. Grier, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. A 

H. G. Smith, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, June 27, 1898. 


Spee House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by the 
er. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senateannounced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the eein 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bi 
(H. R. 8428) making appropriations for sundry civil expensesof the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other 
purposes, and had further insisted upon its amendments num- 
bered 13, 14, 186, 221, 222, and 223, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives; had agreed to the further conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. , and Mr, GORMAN as conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6897) making ap- 

ropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and 
for other p , disagreed to by the House of Representatives; 
had disagreed to the amendments of the House to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 74, had receded from its amendments num- 
bered 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, and 128, had agreed to the further con- 
ference asked by the House of Representatives on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ag a to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 153) 
for the relief of Verona E. Pollock, asked a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. ALLEN, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. MARTIN as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 3596) to ratify the agreement between the Dawes 
Commission and the Seminole Nation of Indians. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the sone titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 

nested: 
. 4810, An act to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence De- 
partment of the Army; 

S. 4809. An act to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster’s 
Department of the Army; 

S. 4808. An act authorizing the President to appoint additional 
cadets at large at the United States Naval Academy; 

S. 4786. An act for the relief of Cassius G. Foster; 

z 5 4773. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah G. 
ong; 

S. 4742. An act providing for the appointment of a military secre- 
tary to the 3 ar; and 

S. 4713. An act relative to the Corps of Engineers of the Army. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3697) for the relief of Martha E. 
Fleschert. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

On June 21, 1898: 

H. R. 8226. An act to make certain grants of land to the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 9554. An act granting certain lands to the city of Santa 
Barbara, Cal. 

On June 22, 1898: 

H. R. 6209. An act to pension William Stephenson; 

H. R. 1801. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Clifford; and 

H. R. 5006. An act to increase the pension of Edward Starr. 

On June 24, 1898: 

H. R. 8541. An act to define the rights of purchasers of the Belt 
Railway, and for other purposes. 

On June 25, 1898: 

H. R. 9856. An act for the relief of Anna Merkel. 
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On June 27, 1898: 
H. R. 6148. An act to amend the charter of the Eckington and 


Soldiers’ Home Railway y of the District of Columbia, 
the Maryland and Washington Railway Company, and for other 


purposes. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4808. An act authorizing the President to appoint additional 
cadets at large at the United States Naval Academy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval i 

S. 4773. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah G. 
Strong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4786. An act for the relief of Cassius G. Foster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST, LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a Senate bill which is at the Clerk’s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a Senate bill which will 
be reported to the House. 

The bill (S. 3707) to amend an act entitled An act toamend an 
act to grant to ee Gainesville, Mae aae ahay Railwa 
Com; a right of way through the Indian Terri was r 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. WISE. L object. : 

Mr. DALZELL. Has a similar House bill been reported? 

Mr. BAILEY. A similar House bill has been reported. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. : 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will withhold his objection 
until I can make a statement, I think he will not object. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Virginia objected. 


Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Virginia consent to 
withhold his sis rae until I can make a statement? 
Mr. WISE. rtainly. 


The SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think if the gentleman will hear me a moment 
he will not object.. This Senate is identical with a bill which 
was introduced by me in the House, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and unanimously d. It amends the exist- 
ing law to this extent; It allows the railroad company to begin 
construction upon filing a map of definite location for a shorter 
distance than is now required. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, Ihave called up a bill on two different 
occasions, a bill which has the Senate and recommended 
by two Democrats of this House. The bill was ared by a 
Democrat at the request of two Democrats. I it up as a 
favor to them, but it was objected to on that side after my making 
this explanation, and I shall object to the consideration of this 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 

of the bill? ; 
Mr. WISE. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] to say that because somebody on this side 
objected a day or two ago to a bill of his, he intended to object to 
all requests on this side. While I do not believe in the doctrine 
of reprisals, if it is to be ey arcs to either side, it must be applied 
without discrimination to both sides, and I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. PITNEY. I trust the 3 from Texas will withdraw 
that request for a moment. I have a matter of public importance 
which I wish to have considered. I am not responsible for the 
objection to the gentleman’s bill. 3 

Mr. BAILEY. Go to the gentleman upon your own side. Iam 
entirely willing to withdraw it; but if it is to be brought to a 
question of 0 it must be upon both sides. : 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman will allow me, it will not come 
to a question of 1 risals unless the gentleman himself indulges 
in the practice. I have had nothing whatever to do with the ob- 
sO BAILEY. Tunderstand that perfectly, and Idid notobject 

S . Iunders an not objec 
to the gentleman’s bill. Isimply pose be d the order, so 
as not to make any discrimination among the That is 


all. 

Mr. PITNEY. Ihave a resolution of public importance which 
ought to be acted upon at once, I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw the objection, 


EXTENSION OF ELEVENTH STREET NW. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the District Committee, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, on the last District day, when 
the House adjourned, it was 3 upon the of the bill 
(H. R. 10474) for the extension of Eleventh street 4 

The SP The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10474) for the extension of Eleventh street NW. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the passage, 

The bill was 5 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PREVENTION OF SMOKE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5887) for the prevention of smoke in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after January 1, 1899, the emission of 
dense or thick black or — amos from any smokestack or chimney used 


in with any sta’ engine, steam r, or furnace of an 
description within the District umbia shall be deemed, and is — 
a to be a public nuisance: be 


5 y ided, That — 4 — in this act shall 
construed as applied to chimneys of buildings used exclusively for private 


ngine, or $ 
which there s be emitted thick or dense black or gray smoke 
within the District of Columbia on or after the day above named shall be 
deemed and held guilty 


of creating a public nuisance and of viola th 
provisions of this act. ore 1 


Sec. 3. That any person or persons violating the provisions of this act 
0 court of 


before th 


separa’ ense, 
SC. 4. That in order to provide for the enforcement of the 
this act there shall be detailed from time to time the 
District of Columbia an r or Ors 
the District of Columbia, w. duty it 
health officer of the I 
Mise nr the provisions of this act. 
Sec. 5. That no on shall be made against any method or device 
which ma: 5 for the prevention of smoke and which accomplishes the 
purpose o act. 
Sec. 6. Thatall aats or pertact acts inconsistent herewith be, and the same 


are hereby, repeal 
The Aay Anas gph recommended by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, were read: 
section 
f word „in lines 3 and 4: Jan- 
uary 1, 18%,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: six months from the 
1, section 2, line 1, strike out the word “and” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Cor.“ 
1, section 2, lines 2 and 3, strike out the following: or any person or 
Tsons having charge or control of any stationary steam boiler, engine, or 


ae strike out the comma where it appears after the word “ building,” in 
2 2. š 

Mr. BABCOCK., Icall for a vote on the amendments, 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not understand why there should be an 
exception made in the case of private dwellings. The nuisance is 
just as bad from private dwellings as from anything else, as I 
ha to know by experience. 

r. BABCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
CuRrTIS], who will explain the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, a draft of this bill was 
presented by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia early 
in the present session. Its enactment into law is not only urged 
by the Commissioners, but by a large number of prominent prop- 
erty holders and residents of the District of Columbia. 

Many letters were placed on file with the committee, a number 
of which are in inthe report. The committee, not feel- 
ing entirely sure that such legislation was required in the District, 
caused to be sent out a large number of letters with a request for 
copies of ordinances in force in the larger cities of the country. 
From a majority of these prompt responses were received, and all 
except the cities of Philad elphia and Louisville had in force ordi- 
nances of practically the same character as the bill which we here 
present, This bill is almost an exact copy of the ordinance in 
force in the cities of Minneapolis, Minn., and Indianapolis, Ind. 
In these, as well as in all of the ordinances, copies of which were 
received by your committee, private buildings are excepted. 

Your committee were of the opinion, as were also the Commis- 
sioners, that if private buildings were not excepted, a hardship 
might result to many poor people of the District, and that if the 
smoke nuisance could be abated as it applied to public buildings, 


hotels, and manufacturing establishments, all would be accom- 
plished that could be accompli i 


at this time. 
Mr. DALZELL. The bill I suppose, covers hotels? 
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Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Oh, P ler Mr. Speaker, I call for svoe 
The amendments recommended by the committee were 
The bill as amended was ordered to be for a ‘nied 
ene | and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an d passed. 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN FARMERS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I = for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution H. Res. 1 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 136) for the relief of farmers, eners, and truck- 
—— selling produce of ‘thes own on the south side 5 be- 
tween Seventh and Thirteenth streets, in the city of Washington, D. 
Resolved, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 

are hereby, authorized to lay off and mark in convenient spaces the side- 
tey on the south side of B street Srog 7 * Seventh and Thirteenth 

streets west, in the city of W. the sidewalk on the north side 
of said B street north, between Ten and Tareltth strocts west, w. spaces, 
with the abutting 15 feet of a carriage ways of the street, may be used for 
the 2 < —— produce. 

‘ae t ede s gardon —— hte s "Selling prod to 

0 eners, or n rođuce o 
cad pacos to 7 payee way, not — — 4 feet 

—.— for estrians 8 all be be jette on roe said sidewalk. 

BEC. 3. t no charge, license fee, or assessment of ay —— — 5 
cents for single teams or 15 cents for double teams for the A 
space on a market day and the evening previous thereto, shall bi be le 12 
said Commissioners upon any farmer or producer of vegetables bringing the 
same to market for occu a space with or without . 
carts used in np ge such vegetables or provisions to the market. 


watchmen as may be necessary for carrying out the provisions o SOS 
a salary not exceeding $45 . 5 — 8 — mon: , whose duty it shall 
be to collect the charges he: ed fi , to keep said space a ani 
in a sanitary condition, and to aged a and protect the of the 

belonging to the above-mentioned farmers; and that the charges colli 
under the provisions of this act shall be ap for the | pasen of thesalary 
of said watchmen and to defray the cost of keeping sai spaces clean. 


1 KER V. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill—— 

Mr. MUDD. I suggest that the Clerk read the report. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Very well; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask for the reading of the report of the com- 
mittee, Mr. S er. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will thegentleman from Wisconsin yield 
5 frs for a moment until I make a report from the Committee on 

es? 

Mr. BABCOCK. at the . will wait for a moment until 
we can get through e reading of this report. 

The report (by 1 5 was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 136) for the relief of farmers, eners, and truck- 
men selling uce of their own on the south ofB 5 8 


Seventh and Thirteenth streets. in the city of W. — D. C., after care - 
ful consideration of = subject, report the bill back to the House with the 


Columbia and introduced at their request. 
early passage of this 
ence to the same is a part of this report. 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
We January 26, 1398. 

DEAR SIR: The Commissioners have the honor to recommend the intro- 
duction and favorable action upon the inclosed draft of a joint resolution for 
the relief of farmers, gardeners, and truckmen selling produce of their own 
raising on the south side of B 8 between Seventh — Thirteenth 
streets, in the city of Washington. D. O. 

Last spring, when an effort was made to regulate the care and control of 
the . in business on the south side of B street, it was found 
that th oners had no over them, and this bill is in- 
tended to give the Commissioners the same control over the south side of B 
street from Seventh to 9 that the law gives them over the north 
side of B street between Tenth and Twelfth streets. The receipts from the 


— 8 for in the bill will be sufficient to cover all expenses for 
men, € 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 


President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 

Hon. J. W. BABCOOK, 

Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand from a statement made to me 
by the chairman of the committee in private that this joint reso- 
lution does not involve any charge on the Treasury and that the 
proceeds of the collections made under the resolution will be de- 
voted solely to the payment of the salaries of the watchmen au- 
ican and that the Treasury will not be liable beyond that 
amoun 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me that the language isa little 
ambiguous, somewhat hazy, and I desired the statement of the 
chairman of the committee to that effect. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, Mr. Speaker, a bill clearly states— 


That the collected under the this act shall be applied 
for Gs perro of the watchmen 3 po may — cost of keeping the 


There is no authority to use any money and no authority to pa 
any watchman except as they 550 Di as of the 3 — 1 


mmissioners are hereby authorized to a t such 8 


lected. It is not the intention of the committee that there shall be 


any moneys spent. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that, and I wanted to know 
whether the chairman of the committee had embodied his ideas 
clearly. It is a small matter, but you have left the matter of em- 
ployment within the discretion of the Commissioners, and you have 
given authority to make the collections and to use the money for 
inp 1 of the watchmen, but whether or not there would 
liability on the Treasury i is somewhat doubtful. But I 
— 8 assurance of the chairman of the committee that no lia- 
bility will be made on the Treasury 3 than the collections, 
and therefore I oe to his judgmen: 

Mr. BABCOC. I ask for a vote, fir, Speaker. 

The joint Te was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
e ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

TWELFTH CENSUS. 
a Mr. ee Mr. Speaker, I submit the following priv- 
repor 
e Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration resolution No. 
328, —— the 5 asa 2 with recommendation that it do pass: 
ved, That there shall be a select committee on the Twelfth Census, to 
be appointed by thes er, £0 consist of thirteen members, to which shall be 


Buus and 1 0 apportionment of . 99 in the House of Representa- 


The SPEAKER. The A ng mae te is on agreeing to the resolution. 
Mr. CANNON, I would like to ask a question about that. Is 


ected | it anticipated that this committee will go on and report a bill to 


the House for its consideration at this session? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I can not answer that question. The 
Senate has a bill on this subject; it is here, and no com- 
mittee to refer it to. The Committee on Rules thought a commit- 
tee ought to be appointed, so that ey can take the bill and con- 
sider it, and we will have a body of men who will be able to 
advise the House on that subject. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the appointment is apt, and this rule 
ought to be adopted, but I want to say, in that connection, that 
in my 3 the Senate bill is a good one, and I believe 

Mr. B . Ishould like to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Isay in my judgment the Senate bill is a good 
one; it is a matter of importance, and I believe there ought to be 
l tion at this session of Congress. 

. BAILEY. Whether there ought to be legislation or not at 
this time, it is absolutely certain a committee ought to be ap- 
pointed to which the bill Should be referred. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This is all that this bill does. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that is all that this does. 
eos CANNON. Does the committee have leave to report at any 

e 

Mr. BAILEY. No. This does not define the privileges of the 
committee; it merely authorizes the Speaker to appoint the com- 
mittee, and then, if it should become necessary, by general rule or 
special rule, special rule, 1 take it, of the aha Basi Rules, if 

y should desire to report at any time or to have other rights of 
consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no provision in therule as to the 
sgt al of the committee; itstands as does any other committee of 


Mr. CAN NON. If it is the intention under the rule as framed” 


to result in no legislation at this session, I see no objection to the 

appointment of the committee at the next session, but I have noth- 

= more to say, and no eg to say anything more. I have said 
I care to in fayor of early action. 

1 HENDERSON. I say that I have looked it up for the 
last four censuses, and I find that the last three had a select com- 
mittee; the one before that went to the Judiciary Committee. I 
introduced this rule for the appointment of a 2 committee, as 
I think it is the better practice, and the Committee on Rules has 
agreed to it. 

The resolution was 1 75 . 

On motion of Mr. DERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

; FINETTA NALLE. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reg A tna of the Senate bill 3144 for the relief of Fin- 
e a 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, interest, and estate of on ig ter 
States of America in and to all of original lots num from 2 to 
ae and from 15 to 24, both inclusive, in square No. 1107, in the = 97 
in the District of Columbia, be, an ‘the same are herso t- 
claimed unto Finetta Nalle, her heirs and pams, forever: Provid t 
all the taxes and assessments due the District of Columbia levied against 
such lots shall first have been paid. 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 92 byes of the gen- 
tlemanfrom Wisconsin? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I now yield to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr.S er, this bill quitclaims to the bene- 
ficiary the land described in the bill upon condition that all the 
taxes and assessments due the District levied against the lot shall 
first have been paid. The committee finds that all the taxes and 
assessments levied against the lot have been 7555 and the reason 
Congress is asked to pass this bill grows out of the following facts: 
Something more than Don years ago Thomas A. Gant acquired 
the title to the lot described in the bill, and entered into posses- 
sion of the same and erected buildings thereon; and during all the 
time he was in possession he paid his taxes and all assessments 
made against the property. He died suddenly in 1896, leaving a 
daughter, Finetta Nalle. Now, it appears, unfortunately, that 
Gant was never married, and the property escheated to the United 
States because the law in the District so provides. The commit- 
tee find no objection to the passage of the bill and recommend 
unanimously that the bill be passed as a simple act of justice. I 
ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It has been ested on the floor that a 
trifling amendment be offered in relation to the taxes—that all the 
taxes due and assessed 

Mr. JENKINS. We have examined that question, and there 
are no taxes or assessments against the pro: That provision 
was put in as a precautionary matter, but they are all paid. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read a third 
time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MICHAEL M’NULTY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, Lask for the present considera- 
tion of the Senate bill 4756, for the relief of Michael McNulty. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate ying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to Michael McNulty, of said District, 
prior to the e of this act, be relieved and exempted from the operation 
of an act entitled “An act to restrict the 1 of real estate in the Ter 
ritories to American citizens,“ approved March 3, 1887; and all forfeitures 
e by force of said act are, in respect of such real estate, hereby re- 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill may be con- 
sidered in the Honse as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani, 
mous consent that the bill may be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MCRAE. I are the gentleman will give some reason for 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr, JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman named in the bill 
as the beneficiary came to this country when he was 5 years of 
age, and after he arrived at manhood he 87 the property 
described in the bill. He was uncertain whether his father ever 
became a naturalized citizen, and shortly after he purchased this 

roperty he sold it to a maiden lady here by the name of Rowell, 
He was uncertain, as I say, whether his father was a naturalized 
citizen, and in order to make the matter certain he applied for 
naturalization and was naturalized, but his naturalization did not 
take effect until after the sale of this property to Miss Rowell, 

Now, if it was a fact that his father never was naturalized, the 
Hopen escheated to the United States. Of course it is unfair, 
under the circumstances, to take advantage of the matter, and 
the United States attorney has never taken advantage on the part 
of the United States to acquire the title, because they dislike very 
much to enforce forfeitures of this kind. Now, this man McNulty 
went into the service of the United States and served during the 
war 2s a soldier, and there is no reason why the bill should not 
pass and this woman be protected in her proper rights. As it 
stands now there is a cloud on the title. She paid for the prop- 
erty in good faith, and there never would have any 
if it had not been for the fact that McNulty appli for naturali- 
zation papers, and that called the attention of the officers to the 
fact that he was born abroad. 

Mr. MCRAE. Has he obtained his final papers? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes; I will cot Bes he has taken out his papers 
and became on the 4th of November, 1892, a naturalized citizen of 
the United States. Miss Rowell is an American lady, born in this 
country, and has paid her money for this land in good faith, and 
there is no reason why the title should not be perfected, 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not want to see the law relating to alien 
ownership of lands abused. If the beneficiary has since become a 
naturalized citizen I have no objection to the bill, but I do insist 


uestion arisen 
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that aliens coming into the District of Columbia shall abide by 
the co uences of that law. If they purchase and e t to hold 
property here they ought to first become American citizens. In 
this case I understand the gentleman tosay that the present owner 
and her tor are both citizens at this time. 

Mr. JENKINS. This is a very just case, and it will be exceed- 
ingly hard upon this woman if this bill does not pass. 

he bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly it 

was read the third time, and à 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


EXTENSION OF RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. [ask the present consideration of the bill (S. 
4571) to extend Rhode Island avenue, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and to acquire by condemnation, according to 
chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the bis 
trict of Columbia, for the opening of hways, the land necessary for the 
extension of Rhode d avenue from Florida avenue to Le Droit avenue. 

Sec. 2. That to pay the award of such condemnation $75,000, or so much of 
said sum as may be necessary, is hereby ee out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, one-half of the said sum to be 
charged to the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 10 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ a 
In line 12 strike out the word one half and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “all.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Imake the point of order that this bill must 
receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union (Mr. HEPBURN in the 
8 and proceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I ask that the general debate on th's bill be 
closed at half past 1 o'clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object at this time. We do not know what 
time will be necessary. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman. if I can have the attention of 

the House for a few moments I will make a statement in refer- ' 
ence to this matter. 
Rhode Island avenue, near where it intersects Florida avenue, 
is obstructed by one block and the corner of another block block 
9, near Le Droit Park. This, I understand, is the only obstruction 
to Rhode Island avenue across the entire city. To open this ave- 
nue requires that 81,000 square feet of ground be condemned. 
The committee, after giving the matter due consideration, concur 
in the report of the Commissioners, but cut down the amount of 
the appropriation suggested from $75,000 to $50,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this, in a nutshell, is about all there is to this 
bill. The measure proposed is one which is necessary and ought 
to be carried out, e question is whether the House desires to 
do it at this time. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOCKERY rose. 
one os elaine I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

OCKERY |. 

Mr. DOCKEBY, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the report 
read in my time. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia have considered H. R. bills 
ai 10383 and ME; being bills to extend Rhode Island avenue, and make the 

Ollowing report: 

The 9 find that the Senate has considered and passed, on quue 16, 
1893, a bill, being Senate bill No. 4571, for the same object and purpose, which 
said bill hasalso been considered the committee. The committee are of 
opinion that Rhode Island avenue should be opened and extended as provided 
in said bills. The C. i ers of the District of Columbia have considered 
these bills and have submitted to this committee a favorable report thereon 
in a letter of June 7, instant, to the chairman of this committee. Said letter 
is in the following words: 

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
e Washington, June 7, 1598. 

DEAR SIR: The Commissioners haye the honor to submit the following on 
H. R. bills 10883 and 10899, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, to extend 
Rhode Island avenue, referred to them by your committee for report: 

Rhode Island avenue is now open from its western end to Le Droit Park, 
and from Fourth street NE. to the district line. The portion covered hy this 
bill is the only part of the entire avenue which it is necessary to uire to 
open the avenue through subdivided land. As this portion is over subdivided 
land, held in small parcels and by different owners, it isevident that they can 
not afford to dedicate, since to do so would amount practically to surrender- 


their property without receiving equivalent return. 


d ese circumstances it would ap that condemnation proceed- 


nder 
i offer the only means of acquiring the land for the of the stree 
and as i is an ex y important thoroughfare, a favorn le 8 


on the 
The amount of land to be taken is $1,440 square feet. The value of land- 


1898. 
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estimated from recent sales as far as can be ascertained—is about $1 per foot, 
the estimated cost for the necessary land $81,440. 
A plat is inclosed herewith showing by red color the part of the avenue to 


be soquet: 15 
respec 3 yO 
= T reS JOHN B. WIGHT. 


President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 


Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


The committee report Senate bill 4571 with the recommendation that it do 
pass with the sigalg Saami ryt =a. 

In line 1 out the word seventy-flve“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ a 

In line 12 strike out the word “one-half” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word 3 
Thus amended, the committee recommend es the Senate bill do pass, and 


that the House bill mentioned lie upon the ta 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I can not say that I am at all 
rised at the appearance of this bill. I do not assert that it 
is the p of the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to Siar the vanishing surplus in the District 
treasury; but the bill which he is urging upon the House tends 
to accomplish exactly that result. I do not question in a captious 
spirit the wisdom and propriety of his judgment. I do not desire 
to be understood as assailing the District Committee in any im- 
proper way; but J am going to stand here, if I stand alone, for the 
integrity of the District revenues. 

Mr. MUDD. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he has been 
able to find out where this street is to be opened up? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I had that in mind, because a gentleman who 
owned the land up there came to me the other day and said he 
wanted the street opened. I do not remember his name. 

Mr. MUDD. I take it for granted it is not in the southeast por- 
tion of the 2 or in the northeast. 

Mr. RY. I think it is up in this direction somewhere 
[pointing northwardly]. 

Mr. B CK. I will say for the information of the gentle- 
man from Maryland that in a few moments there will be a lar; 
map here, from which the gentleman himself and others may 
able to locate this improvement. 


Mr. MUDD. I want to locate the chairman of the committee. 


1 

Mr. DOCKERY. The shadow of coming events cast itself 
across my pathway a few aa ago when one or two very worthy 
gentlemen appeared at my hotel and urged me to support this 
1 : 

r. COWHERD, The gentleman has said that he wants to 
„maintain the integrity of the District revenues.“ I should like 
to know whether his objection to the bill would be any less if 
half of this money was to be appropriated out of the funds of the 
United States Government? 

Mr. DOCKERY. My objection would be strengthened if it 
was pro to take the money of my people. 

Mr. COWHERD. Ifthegentleman preferred that arrangement, 
I thought we might accommodate him. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Still, as one of the aldermen of this city, I 
want to stand up for the interests of the good people of the Di 
trict as I understand them. 

By the way, I made a mistake in my figures the other day when 
I stated $800,000 as the amount to be expended in the northwest 
on improvements. Instead of $800,000 I should have said $990,000. 
Including the 8230, 000 to be paid under condemnation proceedings 
to reach Connecticut avenue bridge, including the cost of that 
bridge itself, including also the cost of the Massachusetts avenue 
bridge, and the $310,000 nec to extend Eleventh street, we 
have assailed the revenues of the District and of the people of the 
United States to the extent, in round numbers, of $1,000,000. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Will the gentleman kindly give the House an 
itemized statement of the $1,000,000 that has been appropriated in 
the way he states? 3 

Mr. KERY. I will do it. ° 

Mr. BABCOCK. I challenge the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And Iam going to meet the challenge right 
now; and it will be for the House to say whether I am right. 
Two hundred thousand dollars for the Connecticut avenue 
bridge—— : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Has that been appropriated? 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I said a day or two ago, you asked but 
$25,000 as a “starter.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentlemananswer my question? He 
said a million dollars had been appropriated. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwill amend my statement, as my friend is 
entirely technical and is obliged to resort to that to escape the 
unfortunate attitude in which he finds himself at this time. 
2 8200, 000 has not been appropriated, the District is involved 
in liabilities to that extent for the bridge. It is true that only 
$25,000 has been nagp Printed, and the gentleman knows why 
$200,000 was not asked, 

Mr. BABCOCK, The District Committee never supported that 
bridge at all. — 


Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman did. It was a Senate 
amendment. I am talking about the gentleman from Wisconsin 
now, not his committee. F 

Mr. BABCOCK., How about the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations? And I believe the gentleman himself is a 
member of that committee, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam talking about the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. If he desires any controversy with the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, he will find that gentleman quite 
able to take care of himself. 

In addition to the $200,000, for the expenditure of which the Dis- 
trict is involved for the Massachusetts avenue bridge, there is a 
liability of $230,000 to pay the awards under condemnation pro- 
ceedings to secure the land necessary to reach the Connecticut 
avenue bridge. Then you brought in a bill a few days since mak- 
ing r indefinite appropriation of $310,000 to extend Eleventh 
street. ` 

Mr. BABCOCK. But that has been entirely stricken out of the 
bill, at the gentleman's request. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iknowit was stricken out, because we wanted 
the chance to review the awards of the jury; but still the chances 
are that the gentleman's | giver will succeed in due time. Now 
he reports a bill to extend Rhode Island avenue, and his report 
says the Commissioners estimate it will cost §81,480. With that 
statement of the Commissioners, just how the gentleman is able 
to reach the conclusion that $50,000 will be sufficient I do not 
understand. 

Mr. COWHERD. I should like to explain that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CowHERD]. who will explain that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It certainly needs explanation. 

Mr. COWHERD. When the street is opened and condemned, 
itis expected that the property adjoining it will be very materially 
increased in value. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Especially in this case, 

Mr. COWHERD. Especially in this case, where the opening is 
badly needed; and it is said the value of the peonerty adjoining 
will be almost doubled. Now, the jury that assesses the damages 
and benefits will place the benefits accruing to the property as an 
assessment against the property, and we thought that even 
$50,000 was a large sum, and that after the condemnation pro- 
ceedings that much would not be needed. 

Mr. CKERY. If the gentleman thought so, why did you 
not say so in oor bill? 

Mr. COWHERD. We wanted enough. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The bill is amended to 850, 000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. You have amended it, but there is no provi- 
sion here that this whole proceeding shall fail in the event that 
the cost exceeds $50,000. You simply have made an initial appro- 
priation of $50,000. 

Mr. COWHERD. But the gentleman knows that if the assess- 
9 the District is less than $50,000, only so much as is 
asse: will be used. 

Mr. DOCKERY, That is true; but I suggest to my good friend 
from Missouri that I think away down deep in his heart he thinks 
it will eg et 881.440. 

Mr, CO RD. No; I do not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If it does not require that, then the Commit- 
tee on the District in their judgment are at variance with the 
District Commissioners, because the District Commissioners, esti» 
mating the value of the land at $1 a foot, say it will cost 881. 440. 

Mr. COWHERD. But the gentleman is unfair in his explana- 
tion to the House. Suppose it does cost $81,000, and $50,000 were 
assessed back as benefits on the adjoining land, then there would 
be only $30,000 to pay. ‘ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, if the beautiful theory of my friend 
is correct, that would be true, but he is dealing with a theory, and I 
am trying to work out something in actual practice. I think, as a 
matter of fact, that the opening of the street will call for the en- 
tire amount. I know that juries are fairly liberal, not only here 
in the District, but out in the county of Davis from which Í hail, 
and even in Kansas City. I do not complain of that. Juries are 
justly liberal to owners of land, and that is proper, because where 
land is taken for a public purpose or a purpose supposed to be 
public, the owner should have a liberal compensation for his prop- 
erty. But I suggest that the time has come—and I want the at- 
tention of the chairman of the committee—the time has come to 
call a halt on these appropriations. In all seriousness, if this 

Olicy is to go forward, it means simply a vanished surplus in the 
Distr ict treasury. Now, in addition to what you have appropri- 
ated, or at least what Congress has appropriated—— _ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Or what Congress may appropriate, you 
should say. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will put it this way, in order to be abso- 
lutely accurate: In addition to the liability that Congress has im- 
posed upon the District treasury, and in part, near. y all on the 

istrict, butin part on the revenues of the people of the United 
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States—in addition to that liability of a- million of dollars, we 
have in the District bill added $300,000 to be expended next year 
from the District revenues to begin the work of completing the 
Lydecker tunnel. 

It will require $350,000 more of the District revenues next year 
to complete the Lydecker tunnel at the estimated minimum cost 
of that work. Now, I know the pressure that is upon the District 
Committee, because I have felt some pressure from this quarter 
myself, but I suggest that the committee can very fairly let this 
matter go over until the next session and take it up after we have 
taken an account of stock of the money in the District treasury. 
I should like to know what the gentleman has tosay on that propo- 
sition. I want to yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON]. 

NI. CANNON. I want but a moment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. I 
yielded to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman makes that point, it is well 
taken. Iwished to yield to my friend from Illinois, z 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now Iwill yield to my friend from Ilinois 


[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. DOC Y. Oh, my friend from Wisconsin wished the 
honor of uag that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Well, one gentleman wanted to, and the other 
does, and I am satisfied and content either way. ughter.] 

Now, I wish to ask my friend from Wisconsin, the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, two questions. First, 
he thinks this work ought to be done? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Icertainly do, if the improvement of the city 
is to be carried out; and if the gentleman from Illinois will look 
at the map now on exhibition here, he will see that it is neces- 

and ought to be done. 

r. CANNON. Very well. The other day I voted with the 
gentleman on the matter of the extension of Eleventh street. At 
the beginning of the controversy I did not intend to do so, but, as 
in many other instances where the gentleman iven reasons 
from his committee, on inquiry I have found that the judgment 
of the committee was better than mine, and I assented. Eleventh 


street, in my judgment, ought to be extended, and is to be if the lar 


legislation su ted by my friend is enacted into law. 

ow, I voted with the gentleman on the Connecticut avenue 
bridge. It was presented in evidence to me that this work ought 
to be carried out, and I was ready to sustain him and his com- 


mittee 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, if my friend from Ilinois will allow me 
another correction there? 

Mr. CANN i 


ON. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman voted with his own commit- 
tee, not the District Committee. That was not a bill submitted 
by the District Committee at all, but came from his own Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. , 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it was a District matter, a Senate amend- 
ment, as 1 understand. ; 

Mr, BABCOCK. Yes; but on the District appropriation bill, 
which comes from the ittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman has full control of District 
matters practically, and I say that I have followed his committee 
generally. I followed the gentleman’s lead there, because he has 
charge of all District matters. I have voted many times at the 
instance of my friend from Wisconsin and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Curtis] in matters of this kind, although not always 
confirmed in that judgment by my friend from Missouri, who is 
one of the subcommittee having charge of the District bill. But 
in this case, as I have stated, I am not sorry that I did so. 

The Massachusetts avenue bridge was authorized by the House, 
and I am not sure but that it is apt, or at any rate the gentleman 
from Wisconsin and the gentleman Iowa, as usual, carried 
me with them in support of it, and that work has been author- 
ized. ` 

Now, then, there is an amendment which is appended to a bill 
now before the House, put there by the Senate, for scat? sed of 
paying certain damages for condemnation of land pr gs in 
connection with the Connecticut avenue extension. Is that cor- 
rect? S 

Mr. BABCOCK.’ Yes; that is correct. I understand $230,000 
is the sum required, ; 

Mr. CANNON. Well, that wasin pursuance of legislation that 
came from the gentleman’s committee, The gentleman thought it 
necessary. Atany rate, the condemnation proceedings were had. 
Damages have been found and the matter awaits appropriation. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, will the gentleman allow another cor- 
rection just there? i 

Mr. CANNON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The tleman is Contain, the action of 
his own committee with that of the District ittee, 
Anr OA ON. Well, this isa matter on the District bill, at 

even 


Mr; BABCOCK, Yes; on the District bill; but it did not come | justice. 


from the District Committee. We are willing to bear the burden 
of all that we do. But yours is a large committee, and we ought 
not to be ted to bear the burden of e ing. 

Mr. C ON. Well, at all events, if the gentleman will permit 
me, he and his committee are mainly responsible for the District 
appropriations. 

Mr. BABCOCK. But the Appropriations Committee, the gen- 
tleman must remember, has charge of the District bill. Itisa big 
committee, and we do not want to assume all of their sins, 

Mr. CANNON, Well, my friend was for it and took charge of 
the matter on the floor. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; not at all. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. We did not assume to take charge of that bill. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend is the strongest representative of 
the Appropriations Committee on the District appropriation bill. 
He has more strength in that connection than any half dozen 
members of the House who may be selected at large. Ordinarily, 
of course, the District Committee has charge of these appropria- 
tions, or rather the advisability of making them. Of course, the 
Appropriations Committee stands responsible for the appropria- 
tion itself. And Iam not complaining. The gentleman has charge 
of District matters. He has control of them in his committee. 
But I want to say I think, if he will counsel—I mean if he will 
take counsel with the members of his committee about it—that 
the conference committee should accept that Senate amendment. 
Am I correct in that? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think it ought to be accepted. 

Mr. CANNON. And the appropriation ought to be made. 
Now, if the extension of Eleventh street, and Connecticut avenue 
bridge, the Massachusetts avenue bridge, and payment of dam- 
ages are to be considered and acted upon—and the gentleman ad- 
mits they all ought to be carried intoeffect as legal appropriations 
by this Con, if these appropriations which have been made, 
and some other things, are to go on, and all are to be paid from 
the District revenues, and I understand that there is only about 
$600,000 left in the Treasury? 

Mr, BABCOCK., Six hundred and eighty-three thousand dol- 


— 
Mr. CANNON. Very well. Now, the things that I have men- 
tioned, without going into the consideration of other matters 
which the gentleman regards as necessary, will exhaust the Dis- 
trict revenues absolutely. Does not my friend think, in view of 
the fact that this extension of Rhode Island avenue is to be paid 
out ot the District revenues also, it had better wait until next win- 
ter, and ibly until next Congres, and let us reenforce this sur- 
lusin the District revenues? Otherwise I believe my friend will 
find we win ave to N 5 loan, me Government 
guaranteeing i r on, or have legislation brought in to pay h 
of this expense from the United States Treasury. ices 

My friend does not want that state of things in this matter, and 
it seems to me, in view of what I have stated, we can rest for this 
session of Congress from any further opening of streets and pay- 
ment of damages from the District revenues. I want to say it 

tfully; because I, in good faith, with reluctance, set up my 
iy eari against the judgment of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, that the District 
Committee has been very careful not to report bills carrying ap- 
propriations ifically except in connection with legislation. 

e eee ee avenue and Connecticut avenue matters 
were first referred to the District Committee, and by me re- referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, Which is charged, as we con- 
cede, with the appropriations of the District. If your judgment 
and we consider it requires all the powers and all the good judg- 
ment of both committees to look after this legislation, and I am 
willing at any time to accept ions of the gentleman from 
Ilinois—if it is his judgment and his opinion that this matter 
ought not to be considered at this session, and if any gentleman 
on the floor will say that he will raise the question of no quorum, 
I will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. That is putting it both ways. Now, Iwill say 
to my friend that after all it is the legislative committee that con- 
trols, because when there is legislation, appropriation must follow. 
The Committee on A) tions, reporting appropriations in 
pursuance of law, is the servant, so to speak, of the District 
Committee. It is the legislation that knocks the persimmon; and 
as this legislation is to be made, I am merely challenging my friend 
before it is everlastingly and eternally too late. I feel with great 
diffidence that we ought not at this time to go further in opening 
these streets and avenues, 7 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, I will agree 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to ask 5 if he then takes 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois and withdraws the 
bill: 


Mr. BABCOCK, Ihave not made that proposition. 
Mr. CANNON. No; I want to do the 3 just exact 
i say in his judgment 


He said: “If the gentleman woul 
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this ought not to be done, and then some other gentleman would 
say that he would not make the point of no quorum ”—— 
. BABCOCK. Both to happen. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that both of these things could hap- 
pen. The gentleman from Mlinois has said in his judgment it 
ought not to happen, and I could insist on the point of no quorum. 

x BABCOCK. I do not think the gentleman will do that in 
a measure of this kind. 1 want to suggest to the gentleman that 
Tam entirely willing to leave it to the House on the information 
they have now. If,in the ju ent of the House, without any 
filibustering or without any further argument, they think that 
this street should be opened, well and good, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to put a question to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. I want to know of him if he thinks it sound 
policy to pass this bill in view of the items of liability which the 

tleman from Illinois has just given the House and the further 
lability of $300,000 for beginning the completion of the Lydecker 
tunnel, which was not included in the statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? I know vay well that if this was a matter 
involving the private interests of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
Icould rely upon his judgment, because I know he would not 
mort; 
peieate affairs if it could be avoided; and if you pass this bill you 
Will exhaust the surplus of the District revenues, and thus com- 

I a loan. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am very glad the gen- 
tleman raised that point. I did not intend to refer to it, out of 
charity to him. Now that he has gone over the list of apponi 
ations, as he calls them, and these liabilities, he makes about a 
million dollars. From the last statement we have as to the sur- 
plus revenues of the District they amount to $683,000. Since then 
necessary appropriations have been made out of this surplus, asit 
has been called. Now, Mr. Chairman, the officers of the District 
and the people of the District realize and know that their taxes 
here are at the very minimum, that there are millions and millions 
of personal property to go on the tax roll, and it is not a question 
of appropriating $50,000, $100,000, or $200,000 to make a deficit in 
the District revenues. They are ample, and if not ample, there is 
abundance of property not on the tax roll now that should goon, 
and that all—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Who are the parties that a 
tion? Everything I hear is to the contrary. 
the taxes are ri 

Mr. BABCOC The District Committee have gone very care- 
fully over this matter. For three months they have had the Dis- 
trict assessors of these taxes and the rolls before them. They 
went over the property of the District to see what was listed and 
what not, and these are the facts. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ODELL] was chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. PITNEY. Were those facts reported to the House? 

Mr. BABCOCK, The facts have not been reported to the House. 

Mr. PITNEY. Simply to obtain facts to lay before the com- 
mittee? : 

Mr. BABCOCK. I never heard any gentleman dispute that 


aga 7 

. PITNEY. I do not dispute the 8 of the gentle- 
man; my opinion coincides with his. But it is disputed by every 
one by whom Ihave been approached. They claim that the taxes 
are too large. Ishould like very much to have the facts reported 
to the House by the committee. 

Mr. COWHERD, Thegentleman from New York [Mr. ODELL] 
is getting the facts in condition to report. a 8 

Mr. COCK. I think the gen from Missouri was on 
the subcommittee, and I yield to him to make a statement in ref- 
erence to that report as to the A aie borne on the tax list. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman has stated the facts properly. 
Thero is practically no tax in the District on personal property. 
A large part of the bank stock of the District is not taxed, an 
there has been no very urgent ‘effort, I think, to raise revenue. 
The statement made by gentlemen to the committee was that they 
raised more revenue now than Congress would appi te, and 
therefore there was no particular reason why they i attempt 
to raise more revenue. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Why has not personal property been on the 
tax list heretofore? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask that general debate be 
considered as closed. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I have no objection, but I want to offer an 
amendment to the committee amendment. I desire to move to 
strike out the word ! fifty,“ in line 10, and insert one.“ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 2, line 10, strike out the word “fifty” and insert the w. 
so as to read “one thousand.” 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Dockery) there were 9 ayes and 6 noes. 

So the amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to, 


ee to that propesi- 
hey complain that 


S, 
“one; ” 


The amendment as amended was to, 


his resources; he would not issue notes or bonds in his | passage 


“appr 


Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the word award,“ in line 9, section 2, and insert the word ex- 
penses,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on a second amend- 
ment recommended by the committee, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 12 strike out the word “one-half” and insert in lien thereof the 
word all.“ 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to discuss this 
amendment at any length, but I desire to enter my protest against 
the House agreeing to it. As the committee will understand, the 
pepon of the amendment is to require the local government of 
the District to pay all the expenses of this street extension ont of 
its local revenue. Iam opposed to doing this, and I am opposed 
to any such departure from the organic act of 1878, which requires 
that all such expenditures shall be paid for jointly out of the rev- 
enues of the District of Columbia and the revenues of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

I shall not, however, interpose the point of no quorum to the 
of this bill, as I did to another bill a few days ago, and 
which I am almost fully persuaded I ought to have done thismorn- 
ing to the proposition to extend Eleventh street; but Iwas unwill- 
ing, and Iam now unwilling, to be 9455 in the position of blocking 
District legislation by interposing that point of order. However, 
I will call attention again to the point, as Idid the other day, that 
we are appropriating money lavishly for one section of the city 
to the utter exclusion and entire disregard of other sections. 

I do not say that I shall vote against this bill, but I do say that 
it ought not to be passed in this way. There is some merit in the 
bill, While it is ge apace. hare money for the northwestern 
part of the city—it is not in the northeastern, as some gentlemen 
said—yet it is in a course which, going a short distance farther, will 
place the street in the northeastern section, and I am in favor of 
anything which tends toward the development of the eastern or 
southern portion of the city. I know it will be quite a time be- 
fore Congress will see any of its work actually done in the north- 
east or the southeast section. Therefore I will take hold of this 
little straw which, as I say, extends in the direction of and toward 
the development of the northeastern portion of the city, and ina 
few years will get into the neglected section, and I hope that in 
3 to come by some possibility we shall get some legislation on 

half of the southeast and the sonthern sections of the city. 

Gentlemen have asked me on the floor why I did not bring in 
individual bills for the opening up of streets in the southeastern 
section of the city and District, It is because I should never get 
favorable action on them. I do not mean tosay that the committee 
of this House of which I am proud to be a member would not re- 
port such bills, but under a practice which has grown up the 
would have to go to the District Commissioners for their approval, 
and I do not believe the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia would ever report in favor of any substantial improvements 
for the southeastern and southern sections. Why? That perhaps 
will seem a strong statement, but I will say that I do not believe 
that the Commissioners are appointed for the purpose of or with 
any tion that they recommend improvements of any 
able value for the eastern or southern section of this city. 
Practically they never have, and they do not intend to do it. 
Their judgments, we must assume and take it for granted, are 
—— the wisdom and the propriety of such action. They are 

ected through the influence of agencies of a tive charac- 
ter of the northwestern section of the city. ey are put there 
with that purpose in view by the ne who secure their appoint- 
ment, and they will recommend for that northwestern section 
right along in the future, as they have in the . i 
ow, out of the time I may have I want to put in the RECORD 


d | a statement which seems to be a very clear and strong statement 


by a gentleman of intelligence upon this discrimination between 
these sections. I will ask the Clerk to read between the points I 
have marked. It is taken from a letter I received this morning 
from a gentleman of this city, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The southeast section, which embraces 
of the Anacostia River, contains a 5 55 cos 


ritory within the District outside the original limits of the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown; in other words, one-third of the entire county. T 


same southeast contains, onesie to the police census of April, 1897, 
on r of the entire population of the county. By that I mean one- 
outside the boundaries of W. on and Georgetown. 

same southeast on pays yearly 10 per cent of all the county taxes. 


Now look and see what we receive: 
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br Of this ur section, the southeast, received the 
55 000, the balance $311,000 being allotted to the section of 
the county situated north of Boundary and west of the Anacostia River. 
Our section, containing as it does 33 per cent of all the territory of the 
county, numbering as its inhabitants 25 per cent of the Sire papais on of the 
county, and the residents paying as they do 10 per cent of the entire coun 
tax, is allowed 1.27 per cent of public money spent for making roads anc 
streets to 98.73 per cent to the northwest 
rageous discrimination no one can justify. 

Mr. MUDD. I do not know the gentleman who wrote that let- 
ter; I do not know his connection with this matter or his interest 
in it; but if the facts he states are true, they are well worthy of 
consideration, and I know nothing to controvert them; they are 
certainly in accord with the general public impression on this 
matter, and present an unwarrantable and outrageous condition 
of affairs. e 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the géntleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Mupp] has expired, ö 

Mr. MUDD. I ask unanimous consent to continue my remarks 
five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. i f 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. To correct a possible misunderstanding 
or misapprehension, I would like to propound this question to the 
gentleman. Does he say that the Commissioners of this District 
are appointed with the special view of improving the northwestern 
portion of the city, or that such is the case with the Committee on 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. MUDD. I said that the Commissioners are recommended 
by people who live in that section and who want improvements 
there, I did not mean to imply any reflection upon the commit- 
tee at all. I do not say a word against any member of the com- 
mittee. I want the House to understand that I feel great pride as 
well as pleasure in my companionship with the members of that 
committee. I think that as a general thing it has done as much, 
if not more, good work as any other committee of the House, 
with the exception of two or three having in charge the important 
general logislation of the country. 

I stated that the Commissioners are recommended—I want to 
be understood on this point—by people and interests favoring 
legislation for the northwestern section of the city, I do not 
wish, let it be further understood, to accuse the Commissioners 
of anything approaching corrupt action in this matter; but I say 
that the agencies and influences recommending and securing their 
appointment represent interests in the northwest and look out 
for them almost exclusively; the resultant of sucha condition isan 
undue and disproportionate consideration of the interests of that 
section to the neglect of others, and the proof of this lies in the 
fact that for years such has been the course of things in this Dis- 
trict. 

Now, one word as to the amendment. I desire to enter my pro- 
test empbatically against a departure from the system under 
which the General Government paid one-half of the expenses 
of the District of Columbia. In my view—from my papani 
it is awanton breach of faith for the Congress of the United States 
to make this radical departure. The organic act of 1878, under 
which the General Government took exclusive control of the in- 
terests of the people of this District, embraced a pledge that one- 
half of the expenditures for the benefit of the District, includin 
the opening of new streets as well as the repair of old ones, shoul 
be borne thenceforth by the General Government. à 

I belieye the General Government should contribute to this 
extent. In my a. aie there is every consideration of reason, 
justice, and good policy in favor of this arrangement; and for this 
reason Ientermy protest against this amendment—not pare palarly 
against the bill. I am in favor of improvements in all sections of 
this city and District. I want their growth to be continuous and 
symmetrical. And I want the National Government to keep faith, 
in order that there may be such growth. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is the gentleman aware that under section 2 
as now amended only $1,000 is appropriated, and that for the 
purpose only of paying expenses of the condemnation? 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that, but the principle remains the 


same, 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is all there is involved in this bill— 
merely $1,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the courts have held that an appropria- 
tion to that extent is sufficient to authorize the initiation of con- 
demnation proceedings and carrying them forward to a final issue 
so far as a judgment is concerned. 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that; and this very bill contemplates 
that an appropriation to pay the whole expense will ultimately 
follow. It is not the amount involved here that I am protesting 
against; it is the principle, or rather the wanton disregard of 
principle—the serious breach of the solemn com between the 


the last three yes Congress has appropriated for county roads and 


section of the county. This out- 


Congress of the United States and the District of Columbia made 
in the law of 1878, On that ground I oppose the amendment. 


Mr.DOCKERY,. Mr. Chairman, Imove that this bill be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that its further consider- 
ation be postponed until the first District day in December next. 
I do this in the interest of the public Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will submit the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend the motion 
by simply moving that the bill be reported to the House witha 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That motion would come afterwards. It is 
not in order now. 

Isimply want to say, in view of the fact that the surplus of the 
District treasury is already prao act exhausted by liabilities in- 
curred up to this time, as I understand it, and there being no 
surplus in the treasury, I simply move to consider this matter in 
December next, instead of now, when it is reasonable to suppose 
that the surplus will have increased. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
“ noes ” seemed to prevail. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the “ayes” have the most votes, but 
the ‘‘noes” make the most noise. [Langhter.] I ask a division. 

The aiaa was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 16, 
noes 25. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move now that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MUDD. But the amendment of the committee has not yet 
been voted upon, I demand a separate vote with reference to the 
question of requiring the expense of this work to be divided be- 
tween the General Government and the city. 

The CHAIRMAN, This amendment has not yet been acted 
upon, and the Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, after the word “appropriated,” strike out the word “one-half” 
and insert “all,” 

Mr. BABCOCK. But the committee amendments were adopted, 

The CHAIRMAN, Only one of them. Not this amendment, 

Mr. KING. Is that a committee amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. A committee amendment. 

155 MUDD, That is correct; it is recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment just read. ‘ 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the ayes 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. MUDD, Let us have a division. 

ss question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 80, 
noes 8. i 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The motion of Mr. BascocK was then agreed to. 

Mr. HANDY. I demand a division 
_ Mr. BABCOCK. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is too late 
in his demand. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the gentleman is too late. 
The Chair had announced the result of the vote before he heard 
the gentleman make a demand for a division. 

So, no further count being demanded, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the nion, 
having had under consideration the bill S. 4571, had directed him 
to report the same to the House with certain amendments, and, 
as so amended, that the bill do pass. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

WATER RIGHTS, GREAT FALLS OF THE POTOMAC, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to ask consideration 
of the bill S. 1754 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to interpose 
RETR 

he SPEAKER., The Clerk will first report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1754) to acquire by purchase or condemnation land and water 
rights at the Great Falls of the Potomac. 

Mr. PITNEY. Reserving the point of order that this bill should 
have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no question about that. 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). Iwant to ask the gentleman if he 
does not think that it is wiser to postpone its consideration until 
the next session of Congress? It is a matter of vast importance, 
involving the expenditure of the public money without any pres- 
ent necessity, and it is well, I think, that it should go over, so 
that members may be able to inform themselves more fully 


i about it. 
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Mr. MUDD. The motion is not open to debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the motion? 

ae 3 To consider the bill in committee, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. PITNEY. I have not received a reply to my inquiry as yet. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is a matter that ought not to be passed 
over. It has received the ep of the Senate, and I think the 
committee of the House would be subject to severe criticism un- 
less it gives the House an opportunity to dispose of the bill, or at 
least to discuss it at this time. 

Mr. PITNEY. I want to say to the gentleman in all kind- 
ness—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill S. 1754. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Great Falls bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

ir, PITNEY demanded a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 22, 


Mr. PITNEY. I fear there is no quorum present, Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no quo- 
rum. The Chair will examine into the matter. 

Pending the count, > 

Mr. PITNEY said: Mr. Speaker, I am constrained by the fact 
that other business of great public importance ought to comeup a 
little later to withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill (S. 1754) to acquire, by purchase or condemnation. land and 
water rights at the Great Falls of the Potomac, with Mr. PAYNE 


in the chair, 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR The committee will rise informally, to re- 
ceive a message from the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, b 
Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had sti 
further insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6897) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1899, and for other purposes, numbered 143 to 167, inclusive, 
esa AA to by the House of Representatives; had further disa- 

eed to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the 
Sonat numbered 12; had still further insisted upon said amend- 
ment; had asked a further conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
` and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr, COCKRELL 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

8. 873. An act to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin 


ggins; 

S. 1834. An act granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

S. 1361. An act granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Landon, of Leavenworth, Kans.; 

S. 1363. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvah A. 
Eaton; 

S. 1737. An act to correct the military record of Patrick Hanley; 

S. 1807. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham T. 
Casey, of Larned, Kans.; 

S. 2036. An act to increase the pension of Mary C. Cook; 

8. 2117. An act granting a pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of 
August V. Kautz, late brigadier-general United States Army, 

S. 2838. An act granting a pension to James C. Young; 

S. 3111. An act granting a pension to Cornelia M. Mason; 

S. 8169. An act granting a pension to John R. Bevan; 

S. 3506. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Kline; 

S. 3668. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim C. 
Baldwin; 

S. 4298. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Young; and 

S. 4489. An act to relieve the owners of mining claims who en- 
list in the military service of the United States for duty in the 
war with Spain from performing assessment work during such 
term of service. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, this conference report on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill is a matter that ought to be 
acted upon at once, and I should like to submit it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). The committee 
* informally to receive a message. 

. PITNEY. Yes; but I think there will be no objection to 


XXXI——400_ 


having this District of Columbia conference report acted upon at 
once. It is a report of a disagreement between the Senate and 
House conferees upon the remaining amendments to the District 
9 bill. I ask for the reading of the report. z 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. It can only be done by unan- 
imous consent. The Chair will put the request. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I ask unanimous consent that the House con- 
sider the District of Columbia conference report at this time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the con- 
ference ip so which the Clerk will report, if there be no objec- 
tion. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6897) making appro- 
C 
having met, after full and free conference haye bean unable 155 5 8 . 
MAHLON PITNEY. 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
’ S. M. CULLOM. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, there are only two subjects that 
remain in disagreement between the Senate and House on this 
appropriation bill. The one is the appropriation for the free pub- 
lic library, and the other is made up of a group of amendments 
which all relate to the appropriations for charities. The con- 
ferees on the part of the House were unwilling to take the respon- 
1870 either for the failure of this bill or for an agreement which 
should be in opposition to the repeatedly expressed views of the 
House of Representatives. The House has on previous occasions 
repeatedly voted aie this appropriation for a free public 
library, and it has repeatedly expressed its opinion about the 
appropriations for charities, 

The conferees on the part of the Senate insist that the House 
must recede on both these propositions or that the appropriation 
bill must fail. Your conferees therefore leave the matter to the 
judgment of the House of Representatives. I can only say that it 
is of the utmost public importance that this appropriation bill 
either pass or fail to-day. If it is to fail, some other provision 
must be made at once for th of the District government 
on and after the 1st day of July. Otherwise the District govern- 
ment must suspend operations. For the purpose of testing the 
sense of the House, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 12, 
being the appropriation for a free public library, and agree to the 
same, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
amendment No, 12 and agree to the same, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, the other amendments are 
numbers 148 to 167, inclusive, being those which relate to the much- 
disputed question of the District charities, Ican only say that the 
conferees on the part of the House haye made an earnest effort to 
secure an agreement in accordance with the wishes of the House 
repeatedly expressed upon this subject, and we have been unable 
to secure an agreement. The time has come when we think we 
ought to leave it to the judgment of the House as to whether it 

ill insist to the extent of defeating an appropriation bill. Ifany 
gentleman desires 

Mr. CANNON. Is this Senate amendment substantially the 
same as in the law for the current year? 

Mr. PITNEY. My recollection is that the Senate amendments 
make the same specific appropriations, substantially, and for the 
same institutions in the District of Columbia for which we have 
appropriated money for a number of years. 

. CANNON, The same as in the present law? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ithinkso, I think they are the same. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman will permit, this is the 
same question that has been fought over in the last three appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. PITNEY. The same question is involved. The only differ- 
ence in the status of the matter at the present time is that since 
the last District 5 bill was passed a joint committee, 
constituted a couple of years ago, of t Senators and three 
Members of the House, of which the gentlemen from Ohio and 
myself are two of the Members of the House, have completed an 
investigation and made a thorough and exhaustive report, which 

been printed both as a Senate and as a House report, and a 
copy sent to each member; and I may say that your conferees, or 
at least I, as one member, took the recommendations of the joint 
commission into the committee of conference (I being supported 
in this by the Senate District Committee) and urged that some of 
the results of the joint investigation should be embodied in the 
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appropriation bill. But in order to do so it was necessary to go 
to some extent into new legislation, aut poe of order was 
raised by the Senate conferees that they not permit legisla- 
tion to be introduced in the bill at this stage; and as the question 
of order was in their favor, we were o to confess that it was 
questionable whether we could legislate in that way. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If finally the recommendations of the 
joint commissioners are accepted, would it not obviate the diffi- 

. culties about sectarian appropriations? _ 

Mr. PITNEY. It will obviate the difficulties not only about 
sectarian appropriations, but the difficulties about the extravagant 
use and improper use of money in a number of instances in secta- 
rian and other institutions. 


W 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you believe it is better to accept the 


Senate amendment this year or not? 

Mr. PITNEY. I think the House of tatives can ac- 

cept the Senate amendment without any violation of principle and 
e the opportunity to consider the question of new legislation 
at its leisure at the next session of Congress, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is my idea. 

Mr. PITNEY. For the p of testing the sense of the 
House, I will move that the Howse recede from the former dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendments numbered 143 to 167, inclu- 

ve, and agree to the same. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I think that ought to be done. 

The question was taken, and the motion was to. 

On motion of Mr. PITNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House receded from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments above named and agree to the same was laid on the 


table. 
The SPEAKER 
session. 


WATER POWER OF THE GREAT FALLS OF THE POTOMAC, 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill (S. 1754) to acquire by condemnation land and water rights 
at the Great Falls of the Potomac. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


t (S. 1754) to uire by condemnation land and water ts at the 
chene Palen ve tea ne * 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of War is here under 
and with ‘the advice of the aware deal: to obtain title fur tee Und 
Ptah 5 omain, as herein to the lands upon 

0 


pro tempore. The committee will resume its 


4 — 5 —— enters the oo River, and extend- 
e waters o river upon each side not more than one-half 
eee ET 

t named, gran 
1 water rights at the Great Falls between said daries: 
That the canal and lands and water rights of the py om mien Ohio Canal 
Company; on eee Lg side of the river only, are 

m 

ss 2. That | the Attorney General within two months after the ap- 
EFF 
volte be taken to vest in the United States all of the water 


tioned are necessary to 
rights at the Great Falis of the Pi including the right to use the water 
wer pu The Secre of War shall, within three months after 
ö 2 cause . — to be made of the lands and islands 
mired to be taken, in the opinion of regi À neral, and such other 
lands within the general description in section 1 of this act as may be neces- 
for the erection and — of canal, power and other 


other purposes, and shall cause 
to be made thereof, clearly defining the boundary lines of all the lands an: 


water rights taken hereunder; an 
=e ‘the 8 ely wih 

Fairfax, Va., an e coun 7 

nhall be a taking b the United States of the lands, grants, water rights 

described and ‘4 in said 


ing, and the value of such 
for which they are taken or to which they may be applied under the provi- 


to the city of Washington for the uses 


sions of act shall 38 be considered. Attorney-General may appoin 


counsel for the United States familiar with the laws relating to ripa- 
rights and hydraulics. Said court shall enter Pope da pr the 
United States for the amount or amounts ascertained as af and for 
the coste of the „and said judgments shall draw interest until paid. 
Appeals may be taken from said ju: ents as in other cases. 4 
SEC. 4. That upon payment of the judgment rendered in pursuance of this 
act the title to the lands, 5 grants, and water rights condemned shall vest in 
the United States. Where claims are now pending in any court against the 
United States for compensation or damages for ping water at the Great 


£ 
may be heard and determined in the proceed: 
Sec. 5. That for 8 of 
ons of 


Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield fifteen minutes to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it is not my 
habit to take advantage of the freedom of debate in Committee of 
the Whole to impose upon the House my views upon a subject 
which is not before it, particularly such a crowded House as this 
is. But me jaguars from Pennsylvania [Mr.ApAms] a short 
time ago e a speech against some resolutions which I intro- 
duced, to exempt private property on the sea from ny a during 
this war, and I wish for a few moments to respond to his remarks. 
He was the chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, which had under consideration that resolution. 

The resolution simply provided that private property on the sea 
should be exempt from capture during this war, except when it 
was contraband or endeavoring to elude blockade; and in some 
remarks which I made in support of it it seemed to me I satisfac- 
torily established that that was in exact accord with the way war 
is conducted on land; that it was in exact accord with the spirit 
of international law, and also that it was in exact accord with the 
whole history of our country and with the contentions that the 
United States have made for over a century in their diplomatic 
negotiations and treaties, which our leading statesmen have been 
in favor of and which we endeavored to insert in the declaration 
of Paris in 1856; and 1 maintained that if now, when we had the 
opportunity, we did not put in practice a principle which we have 

ways insisted upon in ry, we were inconsistent and cowardly. 

In 2 to this, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, without de- 
nyi ese statements and admitting that these resolutions were 
in full accord with the spirit of international law, says that now, 
in a time of war, is not the time to adopt principles, but that that 
should be done by convention between nations before the war 
breaks out and that after war has once broken ont we must act 
upon whatever doctrines our opponents will accept or upon doc- 
trines that every nation accepts. That, it strikes me, is a prepos- 
terous theory. When we heard from Cuba that our soldiers there 
had been mutilated by the knives of the Spaniards, we did not 
say that because the Spaniards adopted this old barbarous custom 
of mutilation the United States would adopt the same practice, 

We said we are a civilized nation, and we will stand by civi- 
lized 5 no matter what our opponents do. It seems to me 
exactly the same logic is applicable to these resolutions. Those 
are our principles which we had declared through a century of 
peace, which we have insisted upon, and now in time of war, when 
there is an opportunity for us to put them in practice, it is not for 
us to say because the Spaniards do not wap that principle we 
will desert it. Most of the ameliorations of the horrors of war 


. | which have so signally marked the advance of civilization in the 


last three cen have come about not by conventions and 
treaties between nations in times of peace, but by the self-respect 
of the nations when at war. 

Moreover, we do not yet know that Spain would not adopt this 
resolution if we did. All we have to do is to declare thatit is our 


principle. If they do not adopt it, if they act in such a way that 
lands, grants 1 ue ae toned months after the bor yan peu we think they will not reciprocate, there is time for us to repeal 
the Attorney-Gen: ont g D Mi gars s a s 5 $ 
and statement, cause proceedings to be by pe’ in the name | it. I suppose it is with nations as with individuals, that their 
of tne United States, in the supreme opar? of tho District of, Columbia mak | virtue depends something on the test to whichit is put. In this 
isnot in the United States parties defendant; and all persons interested | war with Spain, if these 5 of ours were too much of a test, 
therein, but not known to the Ati T may bo made parties de- | we might be com to withdraw from them, though I think 
donans onan — 7 ae f Maina rt 8 —— — owners that highly improbable; for if there ever was a war when we can 
may — 2 any United States marshal in ary Judi ri where | afford to live up to our principles of a century it is this one, when 
such owner or owners reside, and to the “ unknown owners” by publication | the opposing nation is so weak. 
of a notice in newspapers, to be ted the court, pu in said 


and 

week for four consecutive weeks in said and 

the court may order. The court ma 3 t ad 
litem of minors or other under disability or le representatives 
of unknown owners. id court general rules of 
eee com to practice in cases, to owners a fair 

earing and y dete: tion of the rights of the and 
re of said court to hear said cause at a ; said 
court forth after tion of said notice, summon a 
jury, to hear and instructions of the court as in other 
cases, the compensation and any, to be paid the owners for such 
land and water rights; but such amounts there shall be con- 
sidered only the values of 


But the gentleman from Pennsylvania says Spain has not ac- 


cepted our proposition to give up privateering, and so has not 
shown any disposition to meet us halfway. After President Mc- 
Kinley issued his proclamation that we would not authorize pri- 


vateering, Spain, in her proclamation, said that for the present she 
would reserve the right to issue letters of marque, but she has not 
issued any; she has thus far lived up to our proclamation, and the 
= principle ers us past ad me wa en moa 5 
leads us logically to say we not cap private 

on the sea. We said we would not privateer without fret con- 


ulting Spain on the subject, and she has followed our lead. Why 
— ae = kindred subject of 


we not follow the same course on the 
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exempting private property from capture? It seems to me our 
action there is an argument in favor of these resolutions instead 
of against them. But, he says, it is not fair that our gallant sailors, 
who have taken these prizes, should not have their prize money; 
that the last clause of the resolution, which says ships already 
seized shall be given back, of itself condemns the resolution. 

There are two answers to that. In the first place, it is easy to 
strike out the clause; in the second place, if, as he says, the sail- 
ors have a vested right, then if these prizes are surrendered at the 
end of the war, we must make an appropriation and give the sail- 
ors what they have earned in prize money. But that very fact 
illustrates the unfairness and the obsoleteness of this practice of 
prize money. Why should the sailors on the sea 5 money 
when the soldiers on the land have none? Why should the sailors 
who manned the little Mangrove, a revenue cutter, and took large 
3 any great risk—why should they have thousands of 

apiece as prize money, while our soldiers, who are going 
to bear the real bruntof the war, do not get a dollar? It seems to 
= there is an inconsistency which of itself is in favor of this res- 
olution. 

Moreover, if any sailors are to get prize money, if anyone is 
deserving of compensation, I think it should be the ones who risk 
their lives, who are running some danger, and not those who are 
in comparatively safe occupations. The sailors of this war who 
will be in danger, who ought to be rewarded, are paten the 
sailors on the Indiana, the Towa, and the big battle ships who are 
going to be opposed to the forts in Cuba. ey are the ones who 
are risking their lives. 

They do not get a dollar of prize money in fighting these forts 
and subjecting themselves to the dangers of heavy while 
the men most likely to get prize money are the ors on the 
cruisers, who simply seize the foreign merchantmen. So it seems 
to me that this ent made against the resolution is really an 
argument for it. fact, it seems to me, as a matter of principle 
supported by our contention of a century, and as a matter o 
practice, and as a matter of fair play for the different arms of our 
service, these resolutions ought to have been acted upon favorably 
by the committee and so reported to the House. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, if there is any other gentleman 

who intends to oppose the bill now under consideration, I will 
now yield him time, in order that the proponents of the measure 
may know what questions need attention in the discussion. 
Mr. Chairman, this bill, as stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, has pen ae by the Senate upon two occasions. At 
any rate, it during this session and was referred to the 
House committee. There it received consideration, and a report 
was submitted recommending the passage of the Senate bill with 
certain amendments. 

The bill, after its reference to the committee of the House, was 
by that committee transmitted to the Attorney-General with the 
request that he offer any recommendations which were deemed 
necessary to improve and perfect the measure. After considera- 
tion at his hands it was submitted to the committee with a few 
verbal amendments, and those amendments have been accepted 
by the committee and are incorporated in the present bill. 

The importance of this measure none can deny. There may be 
a question as to whether or not it is expedient to the measure 
at 1 because of the fact that it involves some expense. This 
bill provides for the acquisition of certain land and water rights 
at Great Falls, on the Potomac River, for the purpose not only of 
furnishing water for domestic and culi purposes to the inhab- 
itants of this city, but also that a public utility, namely, a splen- 
did water power, may be proeured, by means of which, Whenever 
desirable, the city may be illuminated by electric power generated 
by water owned and held for the benefit of this city. 

Elaborate reports have been made by various officials of the 
Government, and particularly by members of the army corps who 
havo been detailed by their superior officers for the purpose o 
5 this subject. In the reports which have been sub- 
mitted by them the wisdom of this measure is clearly set forth, 
and any action which may be taken looking to the N into 
effect their recommendations will, it seems to me, be vindi- 
cated by the facts presented in the reports submitted by them. 

They report that the city has not sufficient water for domestic 
and culinary purposes; that by condemnation it has acquired 
about 25,000,000 gallons per day; that since these condemnation 
proceedings were instituted and terminated a conduit has been 
constructed and an increased amount of water has been diverted 
from the Potomac River and is now taken through the conduit to 
the city; that 75,000,000 ons daily are now used by the inhab- 
itants of Washington, all of which is taken from the Potomac 
River, and that the amount which has been acquired by the city 
through purchase, condemnation, and otherwise aggregates only 
25,000,000 gallons per diem. 

These investigations also reveal the fact that after the second 
appropriation of about 25,000,000 gallons per day was made by the 


claiming to be the owners of 

the land upon both sides of the Great Falls, and that suit is now 
pending, for, as I remember, about $500,000. 

After the appropriation of this second quantity of water a 

further appropriation aggregating from twenty to twenty-five 


city a suit was instituted by persons 


million ons per day was made by the city; and for this appro- 
priation another suit has been instituted by those claiming toown 
the land upon both sides of the river at the Great Falls. So that 
now suits are pending against the Government by the claimants of 
this land for amounts gating $600,000 or $700,000. 

Under the first adjudication, which was made by the Court of 
Claims of the United States, it seems to me the liability of the 
Government was established and fixed. An appeal was taken to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and the judgment of the 
Court of Claims was afi So the question suggests itself at 
the threshold of this discussion whether or not, if the Government 
is liable for water which has been diverted and used by the city for 
domestic purposes—and it is sig, 50,000,000 gallons daily for 
which compensation has not been made—and suits are pending to 
recover damages alleged to have been sustained, and remembering 
the further fact that as the city grows and the population multi- 
plies additional water will be required for domestic and culinary 
purposes—whether in the face of all these facts it would not be 
wise to have at once a finality to this question, to end this divided 
ownership of property, and vest in the city, or inthe Government 
for the use of the inhabitants of the city, the title to a sufficient 
quantity of water to last the city as long as time shall endure? 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. KING. Certainly. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman, I think, must be mistaken in 
his figures. He says that the present capacity of the waterworks 
is 75,000,000 gallons daily, which I understand to be correct. It 
is not at all true, however, that we are using 75,000,000 gallons 
daily. The amount consumed in the city is only about 45,000,000 
gales daily, and it has been shown by experiments conducted 

y the District Commissioners that this consumption is upon the 
basis of wasting about 3 gallons for every gallon legitimately 
consumed. In other words, the enforcement of any reasonable 
economy in the use of water in this District would reduce the daily 
consumption to much less than 25,000,000 gallons, with an abun- 
dance of water for all legitimate pps 

Mr. COWHERD. Ithinkthegentleman from Utah [Mr. KIxd] 
will admit that the city will never need all of this water for city 


purposes. 

Mr. PITNEY. Why, sir, the advocates of this bill are so anx- 
ious to find a necessity for the bill that they are talking about 
. water for power purposes, for lighting the streets, and 
all that sort of thing. 

But the point I am now making is that the water we are now 
using does not begin to reach the capacity of the present works; 
and if it is true, as the gentleman seems to think, that we have 
only paid the condemnation awards on the basis of 25,000,000 
gallons a day, that is more water than we need in this city to- 

y. The experiments of the District Commissioners with regard 
to the waste of water prove conclusively that the per capita con- 
sumption of this city nowis 170 gallons daily for each citizen. A 
legitimate per capita consumption would be about 40 gallons, or, 
at the outside, 50 gallons, and that would require far less than 
25,000,000 gallons daily. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what my distinguished 
friend from New Jersey has just stated, I desire to invite his at- 
tention and the attention of the members of this committee to 
some reports which have been submitted by various officials of 
the Government in connection with this matter; and especially I 
desire to invite the attention of my friend to the very elaborate 
and able report made by Col. George H. Elliott, of the Engineer 
Corps, which bears date h 20,1894. He there states that at 


f | that time the city of Washington was using 45,000,000 gallons per 


diem. — pg then the amount taken from the river has been 
in 5 “ 

Mr. PITNEY, That is just what I stated—the amount used 
and wasted. 

Mr. KING (continuing). Further statements indicate that the 
capacity of the conduit is 75,000,000 gallons per day and that more 
than 45,000,000 gallons flow through this conduit 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman from Utah is probably referring 
now fo the Lydecker tunnel. That tunnel, I will state to him, is 
not yet completed, and work was suspended because of frauds in 
connection with its construction, which were discovered as the 
work aera. : 

We have just now—only a few moments ago in coming toa final 
agreement with the Senate on the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill, made provision for the nditure of a large sum of 
money tò complete that tunnel. en thatis done we will prob- 
ably use a little more than 45,000,000 gallons of water daily—I 
mean use and waste it, because under the present arrangement 


6388 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 27, 


we may expect that most of the water that is provided at the fau- 
cets to the users of water throughout the city will be wasted, 
But notwithstanding that fact, I roper my statement, that the 
legitimate consumption in this city should not be over 20,000,000 

allons. Twenty-five million gallons would be an ey 
— estimate, and would allow nearly 100 gallons per day to eac 
man, woman, and child. 

Mr. KING. The report made by the District Committee and 
which accompanies this bill is founded largely upon the investi- 
gations and written statements made by various Government offi- 
cials charged with the responsibility of reporting all the facts to 
the Government. The results of these investigations can befound 
not only in the committee's report, but in the Senate report and 
the accom nying documents. ; 

Mr. PITNEY. There were hearings before the Committee on 
Appropriations only a few months ago, when reports were received 
from the District Commissioners on this subject of water con- 
sumption and waste. which embody the facts | have stated. _ 

Mr. McCULLOCH (to Mr. Kine). Do the District Commis- 
sioners recommend your bill? 

Mr. KING. Yes; it is recommended by them. 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not know how it can be that they favor 
this bill, if they do favorit. There is no present necessity for it 
whatever. My information is to the effect that a company was 
organized to buy up the land over there some time ago, and this 
company, in its own interest, is urging the passage of the bill by 
all the specious arguments that can be brought forward. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
New Jersey, when he makes a charge of that kind, ought to elab- 
orate it and give us all of the facts. He ought to make it clear to 
the members of this body who must vote upon this question when 
he makes a charge of this kind. 5 

Mr. KING. It ought to be done in all fairness to these people 
in the city of Washington who are interested in the water supply 


here. 

Mr. PITNEY. I am trying to do that very thing for their 
benefit. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is another question; but when the gen- 
tleman submits a statement that a land compy has been organ- 
ized, and characterizes their work as selfish, and that they are 
urging the p of the bill from private interests, he ought to 
give the facts, if he has any facts, for the benefit of the committee, 

This bill has been before the Congress ever since I was a mem- 
ber of this House— f 

Mr. PITNEY. And defeated over and over again. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Not at all. It never reached the stage where 
action could be taken upon it, as I remember. É 

Mr. DOCKERY. But substantially, if the gentleman will allow 
me, this bill was before the House two or three years ago for con- 
sideration. ; 

Mr, PITNEY. 55 ee l : 5 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. But objection was raised to its consid- 
eration at the time, if gentlemen will remember, and it was with- 


drawn, , 

Mr. BABCOCK. It was presented, I will admit, but it was 
withdrawn from consideration. ; 

Mr. PITNEY. Then, my statement was entirely correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was my recollection of it. 

Mr, CURTIS of Iowa. But it was only temporarily withdrawn 
from the consideration of the House, and not for any such reasons 
as have been assigned here. ? 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, if the gentleman will permit me— 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor, and I de- 
sire to refer to the unfounded statement of my friend from New 
rsey [Mr. PITNEY]. AA 
8 EINEN. it ihe gentleman will allow me to state, in fair- 

ness to the gentleman from Wisconsin, I do not desire to make an 
charge, as he seems to think was my intention. I make no suc 
charge on my own authority. I am just like nine of every ten 
mem of this House, possessed of but little information on 
these subjects and desirous of acquiring more. k 

But I do state that it was communicated to me, in good faith, 
that a company was organized to 9 4 these lands for an in- 
significant sum; that their intention was to make a large claim 
against the Government for water rights; that they bring suits 
against the Government for vast sums for alleged L ; and 
that the Government does not require and will not require to pur- 
chase their property; and what I have requested is that if there 
be evidence, an opportunity shall be offered to present it on the 
floor of the House, and that this measure may be postponed until 
that evidence is accessible. : 

Mr, BABCOCK, But this interest belongs largely, I will state 
to the gentleman, to the Butler estate. 

Mr. PITNEY. What Butler estate? 


Mr. DOCKERY. That is just the point. : 
Mr. BABCOCK (continuing). The estate of Benjamin Butler, 
of Massachusetts, And this has not been acquired lately, He 


purchased this property, I think, when he was a member of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. MUDD. And the Butler estate organized this Great Falls 
Power Company? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand that to be true. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, we will get at all the facts if we proceed 
long ees 

Mr. KING. Now, if the gentleman from New Jersey would not 
be so ambitious and eager to make charges which can not be sub- 
stantiated, he might obtain some information which would be 
some use to him if he is desirous of procuring the facts. 

Mr. PITNEY. Bring in all the facts you have. That is pre- 
cisely what I am asking for. 

Mr. KING. The gentleman was not satisfied with the state- 
ment he has made in regard to the consumption of the water in 
the District of Columbia, as supplied from the Potomac River, 
but he proceeds now to discuss another feature of the case. It 
seems to me that the proper way would be to consider the questions 
seriatim, And without, for the present, being diverted by the last 
charge of my friend, which I assure him is clearly without foun- 
dation, I shall proceed to a brief discussion of the matter first 
adverted to by him. Referring to this report, to which I have 
invited attention, I read: 

(3) The bill requires that the land and water rights at Great Falls are to 
be taken to the extent that may be deemed “necessary for the present and 
future su ply of said District of Columbia, the water so taken to be used for 
any and all purposes.“ This is not contained in the act which the bill pro- 


moe toamend. The present supply to the city is about 45,000,000 gallons per 


If provision is to be made for future supply, either in this bill or elsewhere, 
the amount should, I think, bestated at 200,000.00 ons per diem. This for 
the reason that from computations that I made after the last census of Wash- 
ington (1890) I found the supply per diem per capita to be about 200 gallons, 
and I am cf the opinion that if we are now to make arrangements for all time 
provision should be made for not less than 1,000,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. PITNEY. What report is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. KING. Ihave announced it severaltimes. It is appended 
to the Senate report prepared by Senator Procror on January 20 
of this year, when this bill was unanimously reported with a 
favorable recommendation. I stated to i ia that it was a re- 
port which had been prepared by Col. rge H. Elliot at the 
instance of the Government, pursuant, as I understand, to a reso- 
lution passed by the Senate requiring an investigation to be made 
to ascertain whether or not (1) any additional water rights should 
be acquired by the Government in the Potomac River, and (2) 
whether it was e ient and feasible to utilize the power which 
could be generated at Great Falls for the p se of lighting the 
public buildings and the streets, parks, etc., of Washington. 

Pursuant to this resolution investigations were made. These 
reports declare in favor of acquiring the land on both sides of the 
Potomac at the Great Falls in order to obtain the advantages of 
riparian gab abelar pin K and also that without acquiring additional 
water the supply for domestic 2 will be inadequate. 

Colonel Elliot also refers to the advantages which would acerue 
from an undivided ownership in the land and water and the vexa- 
tions and difficulties Which will constantly occur if private per- 
sons are partners with the Government in the stream. 

Mr. Chairman, there areother 1 here bearing upon this ques- 
tion, and I desire that they shall be considered by the committee 
before reaching a conclusion. The president of the Board of 
Commissioners, under date of February 2, 1897, writes to the 
chairman of the District Committee as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 2, 1897. 
DEAR Sir: The Commissioners recommend favorable action upon H. R. bill 
10133 “To amend an act approved July 15, 1882, entitled ‘An act to in- 
crease the water supply of city of Washington, and for other pu fois 
which was refe to them at your instance for their exaciination sod 
report, if the same be modified by sdding, after the word “ damage." in line 
16 of section 4 the words: Provided, That in making the valuations the 
j shall consider only the present valuesof the land and water rights and 


shall not consider their values to the city of Washington for the uses for 
which they are taken or to which they may be applied under the provisions 


of this act.” ‘ 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 


President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 

Hon. J. W. BABCOCK. 

Chairman Comm iltee on District of Columbia, 
Hause of Representatives. 

The bill to which this refers is one very similar to the one under 
consideration, the differences being verbal, not structural, and 
not affecting in the remotest degree the substantial provisions of 
the measure. The acting president of the Board of Commission- 
ers, Mr. Wight, under date of March 15, 1898, writes: 

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 15, 1898. 
The Commissioners have the honor to return herewith H. R. bill 7133, Fifty- 


fifth Co; „second session, to uire b rchase or condemnation land 
and water aser en at the Great Falls of the Bokor referred to them by your 
committee fo tion 


r examina’ and report. 
The object of the bill is of great importance to the people of the District of 
Columbia, and the Commissioners are heartily in fayor of a measure which 
will accomplish the desired results. 
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Commissioner Ross wrote to the chairman of this committee, 
when a similar bill was under consideration, as follows: 


OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Washington, April 13, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: The Commissioners have the honor to make the following. re- 
to your reference to them, for their examination and report, of bill 
R. 7666, to amend an act approved AE 15, 1882, entitled “An act to in- 
crease the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes.” 
The Commissioners deem it of the highest importance to the public inter- 
ests that the Government acquire the title to all the water rights in the 
ə Potomac River not now owned by it. All 


the acquisition of all those water rights by the Government. ety 
In the judgment of the Commissioners, the earliest action possible in this 
on is advisable. but as the Washington Aqueduct is under charge of 


Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 
President. 
Hon. J. W. BASο K. f 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, - 
House of Representatives. 


So, Mr. Chairman, I assert that this measure has received the 
approval of the Commissioners of this District, and, as I before 
stated, it has received the recommendation of officials who have 
been appointed for the purpose of making an investigation. Col. 
George H. Elliott writes, under date of February 5, 1897, to the 
chairman of the committee: 

1003 O STREET NW. 


Washington, D. C., February 5, 1897. 

Sin: I have read with t pleasure your omens printed in the Even- 
ing Star, on the bill for the acquisition of all the water rights at the Great 
Falls of the Potomac not now owned by the United States. and I write to ask 
if zon will garter E your clerk to send me a copy of the billas reported 
and of your re % A 

There is cae olab that I do not see in your report as printed in the Star, 
I beg to suggest, might have an influence on the passage of the 


and which, 
It is this: . 

‘ht thousand in number, now dimly 
lig agon and eee A of thehun- 
dreds of gaslights now very insufficiently ligh the public parks and other 
public grounds, and of the electric lights now a few of the streets 
and owned by private companies, can all be replaced re lights de- 


e public buildings 
can be so lighted with a sa 0 — FO a year of 
of this lighting of the streets and public b 
marked paragraph, page 10 of my tepore of July 
Senate Executive Document 154, Fifty-third Congress, second session, copy 
herewith.) And in addition to the 4 required for this lighting, there 
would remain at the lowest stage of the Potomac nearly 2,000 horsepower 
that could be utilized for pumping from the United States mains in the city 
to the extensive high- ice area of the city, and for other public purposes, 
replacing with great economy the steam power now used for all of these 


x Th a propose for the Uni 


0 
meth 


General oor. (See page 17 of same document). 
inestimable benefit to the 
shall regard it as one of 
the most important acts of my long career. in the service of the United States. 
With much respect, your obedient servant, 
GEORGE H. ELLIOT, 


Colonel of Engineers (Retired). 
Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, ; 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. Chairman, it would not ore serye any useful purpose 
to call attention in detail to all of the reports which have t 
made by the various officials who have investigated this subject, 
but suffice it to say that numerous reports have been made by per- 
sons ‘ho are familiar with this question and at the instance of 
the Government, with a view to ascertaining the necessity of the 
acquisition of this property and the expediency of the Government 
taking immediate steps in order to obtain it. 

Now, the questions that are presented, it seems to me, are as 
follows: First, does the Government or the District own a suffi- 
cient water supply to answer the present and immediate future 
demands of the inhabitants of Washington? If this question can 
be answered affirmatively, then it is clear it would be unnecessary 
and unwise to incur any expense for the purpose of securing 
more water. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is right. 

Mr. KING. But still it would be unjust to the proponents of 
this measure were I not to invite attention to another reason 
which is urged very strongly for the acquisition of the property. 
I do not know that it can be stated with greater clearness than in 
the Senate report, which was prepared by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. This report, which is dated 
January 20, 1898, employs this language: 

There can be n i 
city than that of solurtag A Bi cient supply of wacer pene te oao aon 
with a reserve in quantity ample for the damanda of the future. Here it is 
not merely a local question, but one of importance to the whole country as 


well. 5 the tem residence of thousands, and is ted 
annually by millions coming from all parts of the country. 
The United States owns a large share of the property. The public build- 


ings, parks, and grounds, as a whole, are the finest in the world. The demand 
for new buildings and other improvements will be frequent and imperative, 
as the machinery of government must continually and steadily increase with 
the increase of population of the whole country. tever concerns the 
welfare of this city, therefore, will become more and more of general interest. 


Mr. PITNEY. Who says it is not sufficient? 

Mr. KING. SenatorProcror. I have the report here and read 
from it; and he buttresses that statement with numerous reports 
made by officials of the Government. 

Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, brigadier-general and Chief of 
Engineers, approved a measure of this character, and N 
the findings of Colonel Elliott that the water supply of the city 
was inadequate. 

He states in one of his letters: 


I concur in the conclusions of the board that it is feasible to utilize the 
water power of the Great Falls as in the resolution, and that 
power will be insufficient to furnish light to private consumers. 


Now, Capt. John G. D. Knight and Colonel Elliott, by reason 
of a resolution passed on April 20, 1894, requiring the Secretary of 
War to make an investigation as to the expediency of acquiring 
this property, made an elaborate report; and in that report the 
acquisition of the property at Great Fallsis recommended. They 
considered the feasibility of generating electrical power for light- 
ing purposes, answering the question affirmatively, and also in- 
vestigated the question of the water supply of the city, and its 
probable future needs for culinary and domestic purposes. I in- 
vite my friend’s attention to this report in the executive document 
to which I have just called attention. 

Mr. Chairman, Edward Burr, captain, of the Corps of Engineers, 
mao submits a report favoring legislation of this character, and 

e states: 


There can be no question that the existence of the Great Falls of the Po- 
tomac, its water rights, power, and privileges, is of great value to the city 
of Washington and the District of Columbia. 

The United States, directly cough its ownership of large amounts of 
property in the District and indirectly shron the presence in the city of 
many of its officers and of many visitors, all brought here by reason of its 
being the seat of government, has certainly a large interest in all that per- 
tains to the welfare of the District of Columbia. 


He further adds: 


The United States first acquired land at Great Falls and the water rights , 
of gears thereto when the provision of the present system of water sup- 
was undertaken. When the increase of the water supply was under- 
5 Bes in accordance with the act of July 15, 1882, certain additional lands and 
water rights were taken. Thec of the parties owning these lands and 
water rights have not yet been settled. With each increase in the water 
supply the same difficulty will no doubt be encountered in arriving at a set- 
tlement with the parties interested for the land and water rights taken. 

It would seem to be but a wise business foresight on the part of the United 
States to acquire now, for the benefit of the District of Columbia, such lands 
and water rights at Great Falls as will suffice for all time. 
of all of the water rights at Great Falls will probably never be necessary for 
the supply of water, but it will be necessary in order to put an end to conten- 
tions arising from a divided ownership of these rights, and the excess above 
that necessary for the water supply can be used to very great advantage for 
electric lighting and power purposes. 


He further states: 


These reports show the desirability of sole ownership by the United States 
of all the water rights at Great Falls, and also show that the water available 
at the lowest stage of the river is sufficient to furnish a supply of %k),000,000 
gallons per diem, and in addition to furnish sufficient power for lighting all 
of the public Sulama, grounds, and streets in a much better manner and at 
a considerable annual saving over the methods now in vogue. 

The general drift in municipal lighting at the present time is toward 
municipal ownership of the plant for such lighting. Such ownership has re- 
sulted in an increase in both quantity and quality of the service. with a de- 
crease inthe cost. The lighting of public grounds and streets in the District 
of Columbia is at present very deficient—much below the standard set in 
other branches of municipal work—and the service should be largely in- 
c . By the use of the large water power available at Great Fails this 
service can be raised to that degree of efficiency that modern requirements 
demand, and a model service can be ata minimum of annual expense. 


In addition to this, Mr, Chairman, Brigadier-General Craighill, 
Chief of Engineers, recommends the passage of a measure of this 
character. 

A measure similar to the one under consideration, which has 
the same object in view, was referred to Captain Gaillard; and he 
writes as follows: 


The acquisition, 


OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT, 
2728 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 


Washington, D. C., April 22, 1896. 
Brig. Gen. W. P. CRAIGHILE, 


Chief of Engineers, U. S. A., Washington, D. C. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to return herewith H. R. bill No. 7606, Fifty- 
fourth Con first session, referred to me for report by Department letter 
of April 17, 1896 (E. D. 14877). 

The records of this office show that every 5 increase the water 
supply by operations on the dam at Great Falls has n the basis of claims 
or threatened suits against the United States by riparian owners either for 
the overflow of lands and property or for the diversion of a certain amount 
of the volume of flow of the river. 

Almost all of these claims remain still unsettled, and as the consumption 
of water by the city is rapidly increasing, and as it is but a question of a com- 
paratively few years before another conduit will be required, it would che) 
to be of vital op, or rears that the riparian and water rights of the United 
States at Great Falls should be clearly established and all existing claims 
definitely settled. 

The bill in question provides for the settlement of these claims, and fur- 
ther provides for the acquirement by the United States of all water rights 
not now owned by the United States at and in the vicinity of Great Falls 
and such land as may be necessary; and it assures to the city the control of 
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a supply of water far in excess of all probable ey eee rye g e for do- 


the surplus of which, it is stated in the the board 
convened by order No. 19, head: 5 United 
States Army, Washington, D. O., April 19, 1804, it is and advisable to 
utilize in lighting by e ty the pı buildings and grounds and the 
z It thi a — men — ob; to be accomplished by the bill should 
‘ore appears 
be beneficial — to the United States but also to all of the other riparian 
owners in the vici 
His communication also contains a few recommendations re- 
specting the form of the bill. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that all the that have been 
made, either by the representatives of the District or the repre- 
sentatives of the Government, have been to the effect that the in- 
terests of the city would best be subserved by the acquisition of 
the entire property. 

Now, my friend from New Jersey [Mr. PITNEY] says that he 
understands some land has been acquired, and the purpose of this 
measure is to enable ee owning the same to dispose of it tothe 
Government. Land has been acquired upon both sides of Great 
Falls. It was acquired many years before my distinguished friend 
came to Congress; it was acquired many years ago, long before 
there was any thought of the Government acquiring any of this 
property or before water was taken from the river for the benefit 
of the residents of Washington. 

As stated by the chairman of the committee, General Butler 
purchased from a number of persons who owned land on both 
sides of the river, and he organized a company, and that company 
subsequently transferred its interest to another company, which 
to-day claims to own the land upon the Virginia side which bor- 
ders on the river at and near the Great Falls, and also an undivided 
one-half interest in the land bordering the river on the Maryland 
side, 

Have we sufficient water for the t needs of the city and 
for its future requirements? I think the testimony that has been 
adduced compels us to answer this question in the n ive. 
Then how shall the requirements be met? Only by condemna- 
tion. Aside from the question of water for domestic purposes is 
the question of lighting. My friend seems to treat that question 
very lightly. 3 3 

But it does seem to me, in view of the fact that municipalities 


are acquiring public utilities and taking from private persons the 
authority to control the water supply and the plants and power 
employed in lighting the streets and public buildings, that it 


would be wise for the city now to acquire this property, before 
any valuable improvements have been made or any expenditures 
have been incurred by the present owners. 

Mr. Speaker, there are suits pending, and I assert that the de- 
cision of the Court of Claims, which I have before me, and which 
is found in the sixteenth volume of the reports of that court, in- 
dicates the liability of the Government for taking water from the 
river. This decision was affirmed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States (112 U. S.). So that the question of liability has 
been finally settled adversely to the contention of the Government. 

This city has taken, even according to the confession of my 
friend, 20,000,000 gallons per day to which it has no title. Asuit 
is pending for damages against the Government for the value of 
the power destroyed by this taking, and there is no question but 
that if the first decision was right, the doctrine announced will be 
confirmed when another case involving the same rights is brought 
before the court. Would it not be better, in view of the fact of 
the liability of the Government, to acquire all the water rights, 
so that for all time the question of an adequate water supply for 
the city need not concern the Government or the inhabitants of 


5 

Mr. BRUCKER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. KING. Certainly. 
Mr. BRUCKER. In what way is the water being used by the 


claimants? 

Mr. KING. They are not using it at all. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Under what theory, then, do they present a 
claim for damages against the Government for taking this water 
from the river? 

Mr. KING. Under the theory that if you deprive them of water 
from which power may be derived, you are liable for such diyer- 
sion. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Hereafter? 

Mr. PITNEY. Consequential or inferential damages. 

Mr. KING. That was the view I took. Iwas ised when 
I saw the decision of the court. I thought the damages 8 
to be only nominal. Of course there was a , and under 
the old riparian law if you divert water above a landowner you 
must return it to the stream before it reaches his property, undi- 
minished in quantity and undeteriorated in quality. 

This city has taken from the Potomac River, my friend con- 
cedes, 45,000,000 gallons per diem, 25,000,000 of which the Govern- 
ment has paid for, damages to the extent of $15,000 having been 
allowed the plaintiff in its suit against the Government for that 
taking. Since then, as I have stated, the Government has taken 


could show a real inj 


additional water, and suits arenow pending in the Court of Claims 
the ad damnum being $600,000 or $800,000 for such taking. The 
court seems to rest its determination upon the proposition that 
these owners had a right to have the water flow where it was 

Mr ROC R. Irrespective of th hether 

5 ive e question w. th 
were pecuniaril 8 or not? a 

Mr. KING. Yes, that is the theory that the decision of the 
Court of Claims seems to be predicated upon; and also upon the 
ground, perhaps, that there was a permanent diversion. 

Mr. B UCKER. The question is not a question of actual 
damages, the amount of sanaga that could actually be proved, 
but a mere question as to the taking of the water. 

Mr. KING. Letmesuggest this to my friend: Suppose that the 
riparian owners should prove tothe court that they could have ob- 
tained water power, and from the utilization of that water power 
they could have obtained a profit; does he not think that in a case 
of that character, where the proof was clear, they would be entitled 
at least to an injunction restraining the city from using the water 
where the statute of limitations had not run? 

Mr. BRUCKER. That is based on the supposition that they 
are using the water, or are about to use the water, and thatthe tak- 
ing of the water in this way is a peculiar and special damage to 

em. ~ 

Mr. KING. I think under the riparian law, whether a man uses 
> water 2 not, an injunction would lie to restrain a party from 

iverting it. 

Mr. PITNEY. Not in the absence of proof of substantial dam- 
age. His right could be preserved by getting a judgment for 
nominal damages. He could not get an injunction unless he 


jury. 
RUCKER. He would have to allege in the complaint 
damages and irreparable injury. 

Mr. PITNEY. A judgment for nominal damages would pre- 
vent the running of the statute of limitations, 

Mr. KING. ido not agree with my friend 

Mr. BRUCKER. Has the District to-day any ri rights, 
any frontage on this river at any point where they intend to take 
water? 

Mr. KING. Yes, the District owns jointly with the Great Falls 
Company an interest—the exact amount of which I am unable to 
state, for there seems to be some controversy—in a portion of the 
land on the Maryland side of Great Falls, But before my friend 
departs from the first question he asked me, I desire to say, assum- 
ing that there have been no and that only nominal dam- 
ages could be recovered against the Government, that would be 
an argument in favor of immediate acquisition, because if the 
owners are going to extend the system, the Government and Dis- 
trict would be required to pay substantial damages for the taking 
of the water and for the improvements made. 

So, whether the owners have been damaged by the subsequent 
taking is immaterial. I agree with the gentleman that the dam- 
ages ought to have been only nominal and that the decisions of 
the Court of Claims and of the Supreme Court of the United 
States are somewhat mysterious and unfathomable to me. I do 
not see upon what hypothesis they awarded $15,000 damages, 
unless it was for a permanent depreciation, but they did so. 

Mr. PITNEY. That was not for temporary diversion of the 
water, but for permanent impairment of the property rights, a 
very different thing. The question is whether any large claims 
ought to be allowed for temporary diversion of the water, as we 
take it from day to day or from month to month. 

Mr. KING. I do not know that an answer to that question is 
necessary to a determination of this matter or to reach a proper 
conclusion with respect to the course which we ought to pursue at 
this time. I agree with my friend from New Jersey and the 
ace ene from Michigan, that the coors a by our taking water 

rom day to day would be merely nominal. It would be a mere 
naked trespass, for which only nominal damages ought to bə 
recovered. 

But, as I stated a moment ago, if individuals go to the el ie 
of putting in a power dam and power plant, then if we desire to 
acquire additional water for domestic purposes or for other pur- 

ses beneficial to the city, we would have more than nominal 

ages to pay. We would have to pay whatever damages the 
parties had sustained by reason of being deprived of the power 
which they had developed by the expenditures made. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Would we not run up against the same ques- 
tion even though we should proceed to acquire e Te by 
condemnation proceedings? Suppose persons there had acquired 
property rights, had erected manufacturing plants, and were — 
the water for manufacturing purposes; if the Government shoul: 
then undertake to divert the water or to take the water from the 
stream, would we not run up against the same question? 


Mr. KING. After we acquired the property? 
Mr. BRUCKER, After we had e e riparian rights on the 
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Mr. KING. Perhaps my friend does not understand the locus, 
or the situation. This bill Oy ped to purchase land on both sides 
of the falls. If we acquire land on both sides, there would be no 
other place where power could be developed; the canal, dam, and 
the i must be placed there. So that if the city or the 
Government should now, under this bill, acquire land on both 
sides of the Great Falls, it would preclude any person from put- 

ing in a power tor developing any power. y 
BRU R. The Government would then acquire all the 
site, with all the riparian rights that could be used for manufac- 


turin ? 

Mr RING. Exactl So that if we only utilized 200,000,000 
gallons per day for pon, Oo purposes, and did not utilize the sev- 
eral hundred million gallons which would yet remain—sufflcient 
according to the report of experts to develop power to the extent 
of about 10,000 horsepower—the city later on could utilize that 
power if it desired; and no person could acquire any rights there 
in the meantime, because there would be no ground upon which 
they could place their power plant. ; 

IS Y. Does the gentleman know whatis the total flow 
of water in dry weather at Great Falls? 

Mr. KING. Ihave not the figures. 

Mr. PITNEY. It is more than 200,000,000 gallons? 

Mr. KING. Oh, yes; very much more. * 

Mr. PITNEY. Is it six or eight hundred million gallons a day? 

Mr. KING. Oh, yes; more than that—considerably more— 
sufficient to furnish 200,000,000 gallons daily to the city (which 
may be diverted absolutely and not —— to the stream), and 
then sufficient would remain to develop power enough to light the 
va ge the public buildings and streets—with electricity. 

A PITNEY. But has the gentleman any idea how large a 
ulation 200,000,000 gallons of water per day will supply? 
r. KING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PITNEY. That quantity would supply at a reasonable con- 

sumption 5,000,000 people; and in this whole city there are only 
000 


800,000. 

Mr. KING. My friend differs from numerous reports which 
have been made and on which the committee relied, stating that 
200,000,000 gallons would be sufficient for 1,000,000 people. ~ 

Mr. PITNEY. That is on the basis of 200 gallons a day for each 
person—man, woman, and child? 

Mr. KING. I think that is the basis. t 

Mr. PITNEY. There is not a city in the country whose citi- 
zens legitimately use one-fourth of that amount. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And there is not a city in the country 
aaria half as much as the city of Washington for irrigating 

wns, ete. 

Mr. PITNEY. I call such irrigation a legitimate use. Iam 
not talking about restricting the use of water for sprinkling lawns, 
streets, and so forth, Iam including that when I speak of legiti- 
mate consumption. And I say that the legitimate consumption 
of water in our cities can not exceed 40 gallons, or at most 50 gal- 
lons, per capita a. day. f 

Mr. KING. did not yield for a speech. I will undertake to 


answer ra ae? . — 8 

Mr. PITNEY. The question I asked in the first place has not 
been answered. What is the total daily flow of the Potomac 
3 at the Great Falls not in the time of a freshet, but in a 

y time? 

Mr. KING. I can not state exactly. According to my recol- 
lection it is several billion gallons per day. 2 

It is sufficient, as I have already stated, to furnish all of the 
water that is necessary for domestic purposes in the city as well 
as for all ee purposes, 

Mr. PITNEY. And the proposition is to condemn it all? 

Mr. KING. Yes; it provides for the condemnation of the rights 
of all persons claiming interests either in the land or water at the 
Great Falls, The rt of the engineers states that it will save 
$100,000 per annum if the city will, by the utilization of the power 
which the water at the Great Falls will produce, illumine the 
streets and public buildings. That is, $100,000 can be saved each 
year, by the city taking from the hands of private persons the 
duty of lighting the public streets and buildings and undertaking 
this work under the direction of the city officials. 

Jreserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman will withhold a moment, I will 
yield first to my friend from Maryland, who, I understand, desires 
to make an inquiry. 

Mr. MUDD. My purpose was to take the floorin my own right 
against the bill. 

Mr: KING. That is the gentleman’s right. 

Mr. MUDD. But I will ask the gentleman, however, this oa 
tion with his consent: He said, in answer to an inqui the 


gentleman from [Mr. Brucker], that if we could go 


‘the right to the Great Falls 


i and so forth, at the ex- 
e water rights, that we 
much higher to 
them. Now, who do you mean by “them?” The power company 
or the Government? 

Mr. KING. I refer to the company and their successors—any- 
a may acquire the right. 


ahead and construct the plant, 
pense of the cost of the acquisition of 
are now talking of, that expense would be 


Co 5 el of all en 5 colon e 
mpany, 0 e pri ere . 

Mr. G. So far as the committee is advised or the report 
exhibits, and so far as the decision of the Court of Claims is in- 
volved and the findings of fact as reported by it, the — 
company owns all of the land bordering on the river on Vir- 
ginia side, as well as an undivided interest on the Maryland side. 

Mr. MUDD. But the gentleman will concede, I presume, that 
the title to the bed of the river is in the State of Maryland. 

Mr. KING. Well, there may be some question as to that, but 
if so the State of Maryland, by a t in 1854 and by a subse- 
quent grant in 1894, gave unlimited ited and unreserved power not 
only for the construction of dams, aqueducts, canals, and what- 
ever was required to divert the waters of the river at the point 
indicated, but also granted the right to divert water from the 
Potomac for other purposes, 

Mr. MUDD. Ionly wanted your theory of the matter, I am 


content. 

Mr. KING. So whether or not the fee to the bed of the river is 
in the State of Maryland is entirely immaterial, in view of the 
grants which have been made by the State, 

Mr. MUDD, Thatis what I wanted to hear from the gentle- 
man. Now I would like to have time in my own right. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Before the gentleman proceeds, I wish to 
ask the gentleman from Utalrto whom this grant was made by the 
State of Maryland of the right of the diversion of this water for 
power and culinary purposes in the Potomac River—whether to 
the Government itself or to the Great Falls Power Company? 

Mr. MUDD, To the Great Falls Power Company. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Was it made to the District of Columbia 
or to the Great Falls Power Company? 

Mr. KING. I could give the gentleman the exact facts by ref- 
erence to the statutes of Maryland. The object was to supply 
the city of Washington with water 

Mr. NEW. To the exclusion of the Great Falls Power 


A KN 
Mr. G. The act was passed in 1853, and subsequently a grant 
was made to the Great Falls Power Company of a somewhat sim- 
ilar character, as I remember it. If the gentleman will pardon 
me a moment, however, think I can refer to the matter in detail, 
which will be more satisfactory than mere recollection. 

Mr. MUDD. The grant was made to the Great Falls Power 


Company. 
Mr. KING. In 1894 the legislature of the State of Maryland 
passed the following measure: 


The Great Falls Power Company are 5 the right to erect 
such dam or dams or other structures in the River in this State, be- 
tween the Great Falls and the United States Government aqueduct 

as may be necessary to use the water and water power at or near Great Falls 
for those purposes and objects set forth in this measure. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Did that t interfere at all with the 
previous grants to which the gentleman has referred? 

Mr. PITNEY. By its terms it seems not. It only permits the 
construction of power dams near the Great Falls or between the 
Great Falls and the aqueduct dam. 

Mr. KING. I do not think it did, but I will state to the gentle- 
man from Nevada, if there is any conflict the first grant, I think, 
would take precedence over the other. 

But if the Government ba by condemnation proceedings 

ower Company, any right acquired 
by the company from any grant made by the State of Maryland 
would pass to the General Government, and it would be in the 
power of Congress to prevent the making of the improvements by 
any private co tion whatever. 

Mr. NEW. Mr. Chairman, dol understand thatthe time 
of the gentleman from Utah has apen 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May L ask unanimous consent for an exten- 
ar of dive minutes, so that I can put some questions to the gen- 
eman? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
KINO] be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KING. There will be no objection to my friend from 
Maryland [Mr. Mupp] having time later on. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to inquire further as to whether any 


dam at t exists there? 
Mr. RING. Yes. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Erected by whom? 
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Mr. KING. B 
Mr. NEW 


company? 

Mr. KING. No. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Has it been deemed advisable by the Gov- 
ernment to raise that dam? 

n two occasions. 
. Do the District Commissioners advise the 
raising of that dam still farther? 

Mr. KING. Yes. ; 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will that requireownership of poth banks 
of the Potomac River in order to accomplish it? 

Mr. KING. Well, I think that perhaps under the condemna- 
tion proceedings initiated a great many years ago we have aright 
to the banks for the erection of the dam as it was then constructed, 
but we have no right to increase the height of the dam, and there- 
fore I am compelled to answer the question of my friend affirma- 
tively with this modification, that on the Maryland side it is con- 
ceded that the Government of the United States is a joint owner 
with the power company. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. On the Maryland side? 

Mr. KING. On the Maryland side. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. On the Virginia side it has no rights. 

Mr. KING. On the Virginia side it has no rights except such 
£8 were acquired under the first condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And in order to raise the dam higher it 
would be necessary to acquire rights on the Virginia side. 

Mr. KING. I think that is unquestionably true. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is not the point of this condemnation now 

roposed. It is not for the purpose of raising the dam higher, 
: ut 705 is for the purpose of diverting from the river the whole of 
ts flow. 

Mr. KING. If need be. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And that means raising the dam. 

Mr. PITNEY. Raising the dam higher increases the reservoir. 

Mr. KING. But it overflows land on both sides. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It enlarges the reservoir. 

Mr. KING. And diverts a greater flow of the river. 

18 8 PITNEY. Lou can not divert more than the entire flow of 
the river. J 

Mr. KING. You can divert more than is now being taken. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do I understand the gentleman to claim 
that the present dam will enable the diversion of the entire flow 
of the river? 

Mr. PITNEY. I want to ask some questions myself about that; 
but I do undertake to say that the present dam and arrangements 
there permit the diversion of 76,000,000 gallons a day. 

Mr. KING. How many? 

Mr. PITNEY. Seventy-six million gallons a day, and the 
amount consumed, used, and wasted, of which three-quarters is 
waste at present, is only 45,000,000 gallons a day. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Utah a 
question or two myself, if the gentleman from Maryland will 

rmit. 5 
Tip. MUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. PITNEY. I want to inquire whether the waterworks dam 
is above the Great Falls? 

Mr, KING. Yes. 

Mr. PITNEY. How far above? 

Mr. KING. A short distance, a few hundred yards. 

Mr. PITNEY. And there is no water power in use between the 
waterworks dam and tide water, is there? 

Mr. KING. No. 

Mr. PITNEY. There is no dam across the Potomac River below 
the Government dam by which power is stored and used for man- 
9 | or other purposes? 

Mr. G. No. : 

Mr. PITNEY. So that this present proposition is to condemn 
the right to construct, if necessary, another dam at the Great 
Falls, instead of above the Great Falls, where the present dam is, 
so as to divert out of the river the whole flow of the river, amount- 
ing to several billion gallons per day? 

Str. KING. This proposition is dual in its character. First, it 
is to enable the District to enjoy the use of that property free from 
the vexations of divided ownership; secondly, to obviate the ne- 
cessity of defending suits now pending, aggregating $600,000 or 
pane for the diversion, as my friend has conceded, of 75,000,000 

lons, 

Mr. PITNEY. No; I did not concede that. I say the capacity 
of theworks is sufficient to divert that much. 

Mr. KING, I understood the gentleman to say that the diver- 
sion was that much. 

Mr. PITNEY. Itis 45,000,000 gallons; but we could with the 
present works take 76,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ones “pie 


the Government. 
Has any dam been erected by the power 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oppose 


Mr. DOCKERY,. You have a right to be recognized, as you are 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the pur of 
this bill, it is not merely to increase the water supply of the Dis- 
trict in the ordinary sense of water supply. but the object of the 
bill as set forth in the substitute propo:ed by the committee is as 
follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War shall, within three months after the 
approval of this act, cause a survey to be made of such of the lands and 
islands within the general description in section 1 of this act as in his judg- 
ment may be required for the construction and maintenance of canal, power 
house, and other buildings necessary to the employment of the water rights 
and privileges aforesaid for generating electricity for use in the District of 
Columbia, and for other public purposes. 

In other words, the object of this bill is to provide a means by 
which the Government can generate and supply its own electricity 
for all public purposes in the District of Columbia. Now, the 
Government of the United States, acting for the District of Colum- 
bia, either has or has not a sufficient title to acquire and to exer- 
cise these water rights and privileges. If it has sufficient title 
under the cession made by the State of Maryland in the act of 1853 
or otherwise, 22 10 then the bill is useless. If we have not suffi- 
cient title, then the Government has to acquire the title. 

We may assume from the fact that the bill is here that the in- 
terests behind the bill, the District Commissioners and those who 
think this project feasible and desirable, concede that the Govern- 
ment has not the title necessary to control these water rights and 
to utilize the power and the privileges incident thereto. Now, if 
we have not these rights, we have got to get them; and the ques- 
tion is how to obtain them. The chairman of the committee and 
the gentleman in charge of the bill both claim that all the property 
rights at Great Falls are in the Great Falls Power Company; that 
that company is a corporation which has capitalized and owns the 
rights obtained by the late Gen. B. F. Butler alongside of and in 
the Potomac River. 

Gentlemen claim here that the Great Falls Power Company 
owns practically all the property at Great Falls, and my conten- 
tion is that the company owns practically nothing at Great Falls, 
Bear in mind that Great Falls are not in the District of Columbia, 
but are situated between the State of Maryland and the State of 
Virginia, in the Potomac River, about 10 miles or more from this 


city. 

Now, if the Great Falls Power Company owns all this prop- 
erty, including the water and the water rights and the bed of the 
river, then of course we can condemn and acquire those rights; 
but if it be established that the State of Maryland owns and con- 
trols the bed of the Potomac River at this point and is the onl 
power from which title can be obtained to the water rights inci- 

ent to it, then we are confronted with another and very serious 
matter. Then, if we propose to go on and condemn the bed of the 
Potomac River, we must get over or get away from the generally 
accepted theory that you can not suea State. Now, let us look at 
the language of the Maryland legislature in the grant to the 
Great Falls Company, made in 1894, The language is this: 


The right to erect such dam or dams or other structures in the Potomac 
River in this State, between the Great Falls and the United States Govern- 
ment aqueduct dam, as may be necessary to use the water and water power 
at or near Great Falls for the purposes and objects set forth in its charter: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to give said Great Falls 
Power Company authority to interfere with 3 right ot the United 
States or ot any rson or corporation in said Potomac River or the waters 
thereof: Provided, That the acceptance of this act shall oblige and bind the 
said Great Falls Power Company to take, occupy, use, interfere with, or 
damage no property or right vested in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canai Com- 
pany, acquired as the successor of the Potomac Company or otherwise, and to 
er, no part of the canal or works of said canal company in any degree 
by liability to flood, except by or under written agreement or agreements be- 
tween said power company on the one part and the said canal company and 
the trustees for the time being as the bondholders of said canal company un- 
der its mortgage of 1848 and 1878 on the other part, and approved by the board 
of public works, 


In other words, the Great Falls Power Company, by the express 
language of the act of the Maryland legislature, have powers to 
‘use the water“ of the Potomac River at Great Falls for the ob- 
jects of the charter of that company, said objects being, in general, 
as set forth in its charter obtained from Virginia, the acquisition 
and use of water rights and water power, using the same for man- 
ufacturing and other purposes and for generating, transmitting, 
selling, and leasing electricity. Now, it would seem that that was 
a pretty broad power, and yet my contention is, and it is borne 
out by the authorities, that the language of the act conferred 
upon the Great Falls Power Company no ores rights at all, 

Mr. BABCOCK, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


question? 
Mr. MUDD. Certainly. ; 
Mr. BABCOCK. If they buy and own all property that abuts 


on the river, will they have no property rights? 

Mr. MUDD. Riparian rights, but not ownership of the river 
bed and the rights incident to it. ‘They would not have the right 
to take all the water that they could use, without stint or limit, 
under riparian rights. The right to the control and use of the 
water in the manner and to the extent that is needed and desired 
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by a power company and for the purposes of this bill, involving 
in its exercise, as it does, the erection of dams and structures 
across the stream, is a thing thatisincident not to SY pric owner- 
ship, but to ownership of the bed. Now, I have read thelanguage 
of the Maryland legislature that conveys tothe Great Falls Power 
Company the power that is granted by it. The gentleman who 
pre =f the report now seeks to sustain the title, as he indicates, 
in the Great Falls Power Company, and he calls attention to the 
case of the Illinois Central Railroad ore the State of Illinois, 
which is reported in 146 United States Reports. 

In that very case, which is relied upon here as sustaining the 
proprietary rights of the Great Falls Power Company, it was ex- 

sly laid down and set forth that language similar to this, 
fans uage broader and more comprehensive than this, which was 
used in the grant of the State of Illinois to the Ilinois Central 
Railroad, conveys not an easement, not an indefeasible proprie- 
tary right, but simply a revocable license to the use of property 
which the State can recall and take charge of at any time it sees 
fit. The same decision was made in a Pennsylvania case, reported 
in 86 Pennsylvania, being the case, if I recollect aright, of the 
Barclay Railroad Company vs. Ingham. In that case, also, it 
was said that language similar and stronger than this, conveyed, 
not an easement, not any 99 65 in the fee, but simply a revocable 
license which the State could take back at any time it saw fit. 

Now, the language used by the Great Falls Power Company is 
not as strong, is not as comprehensive, as that used in the two 
cases I have referred to. My contention is, and it is one which 
will not be seriously controverted, that all the Great Falls Power 
Company has is a revocable license to use the water of the Po- 
tomac River for the purpose of generating electricity and other 
similar and kindred purposes incident thereto and essential to the 
usufruct thereof. it is a license, it is not transferable; it is 
not assignable; and that being: true, then the Great Falls Power 
Company have no lad right whatever which can form the 
subject-matter of condemnation proceedings, 

Of course gentlemen will answerme at once that it matters not 
who owns the yy eile because the condemnation proceedin 
will act upon the title and the interest of all parties concerned, 
whoever they may be; but I say it does matter, because if the 
Great Falls Power Company has no proprietary right, then the 

right is in the State of Maryland, and those rights can not be ob- 
tained by condemnation unless you are prepared to assert and to 
hold that the United States Government can condemn apik 
belonging to the State of Maryland or any other State. Itis well 
known in the House that the Potomac River belongs to the State 
of Maryland. 

By the original grant from Charles I to Cecilius Calvert the 
boundary of the State of Maryland runs to the south bank of the 
Potomac River, so that the State of Maryland owns the whole 
Potomac River. That is admitted by decisions of the court of ap- 
peals of our State, by legislative proceedings, and it has, if I mis- 


take not, Congressional recognition. The State of Maryland is. 


the proprietor of the bed and of the stream. Not only is the bed 
of the river in the territory of Maryland, but it actually belongs 
to the State as public property, and before you can condemn that 

roperty you must admit that youcan sue aState, which nomem- 
— of this House will hardly contend for. 

My contention is that the Great Falls Power Company has no 
transferable rights, has no rights that can be acquired by con- 
demnation, and that you can only acquire the property from the 
State of Maryland by agreement with the State, through her legis- 
lature, or by making her, with her consent, a party to proceedings 
which are tantamount to a suit. 

In 1853, when Congress desired to acquire rights in the river— 
and this is exactly in line with the theory that I am advancing—it 
did not provide for the acquisition nor make the necessary appro- 
priation for putting it into effect until it had obtained the consent 
of the State of Maryland. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. s $ 

Mr. HEPBURN. How did the United States obtain the rights 
which it now has? 

Mr. MUDD. The rights the United States now have in the 
Potomac River, outside of the unimportant incidental riparian 
rights growing out of the land condemned by the side of it, were 
obtained through the joint operation of an act of Congress of the 
year 1852, I believe, and an act of the Maryland legislature of 
1853. Congress d the act for the acquisition of these rights, 
but said it should not go into operation, should not take effect, 
until the State of Maryland had assented to it, and the State of 
Maryland did assent in the act of 1853. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What was the extent of that consent? Was 
it not to all the rights the United States contended for? 

Mr. MUDD. My answer is this. The rights acquired by that 
act were these: It gave the United States the power to acquire 
such rights there as were needed to supply the citizens of Wash- 
ington with water for ordinary purposes. My contention is that 


the supplying of water for such purposes as are contemplated by 


this bill must be differentiated from the supply of water for ordi- 
nary domestic purposes, such only as co ave been contem- 
plated at the time of the acquisition of the rights now 8 by 
the United States, and that the newly develo highly and 
financially valuable use of water power, which an advancing 
science has evolyed and made known, as the use of it for gener- 
ating electricity, could not have been thought of and could not 
have been conferred by the mere grant of a right to a supply of 
water for the purposes then in vogue. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the 3 concede that the United 
States has the right there for domestic consumption of water? 

Mr. MUDD. I would assume that; yes, sir. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If it has, how has the Supreme Court of the 
United States rendered judgment in favor of parties for water 
taken for domestic purposes, and why are there suits upon the 
feces for three-quarters of a million dollars for taking additional 
water 

Mr. MUDD. I am not familiar with those suits. We all know 
that it is a fact that the State owns this river. The act of the 
Maryland legislature conferring the right of domestic consump- 
tion is referred to in the report accompanying this bill which you 
acquiesce in. I do not know precisely the ground on which 
those 8 were awarded. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman contends, as I understand, that 
the Government has not the right to use this water for domestic 
purposes, because the Supreme Court has rendered judgment for 
water taken and because a few more suits are pending on ac- 
poet new dams which have been put in to obtain additional 
water 

Mr. MUDD. I say that if the United States Government has 
not been.able effectually to acquire rights in pursuance and by 
the aid of an act of the F of Maryland, I think it may be 
much more strongly held thatit can not doso without such an act, 
The Government comes in and undertakes to acquire property 
rights on the Potomac River which you say it has not now, Ifit 
must acquire those rights, it must acquire them from the people 
who own them. 

Mr. PITNEY. But the Maryland legislature has ceded the 
right to these other parties. 

r. MUDD. The act of the Maryland legislature on this sub- 
ject was passed in 1894. By that act it granted a right, which the 
United States Supreme Court, in the case of the Illinois Central 
Railroad, has said is only a revokable license—nothing more; and 
if it is a revokable license, and nothing more, it can not be the 
foundation of a right which those ple can convey to another 
party. They can not convey a right greater in extent than that 
conferred upon them by the act of the Maryland legislature. 

Mr. PITNEY. It has been stated that the Supreme Court of 
the United States, affirming, on appeal, the finding of the Court 
of Claims, has given acertain judgment against the United States 
in behalf of these property owners for damages. Does the gentle- 
man know the amount of this judgment? 

Mr. MUDD. I do not. 

Mr. PITNEY. The amount has not yet been stated, but it is 
stated that claims are pending for a large amount. 

Mr. MUDD. I do not know the amount. 

Mr. PITNEY. Has the gentleman investigated sufficiently to 
know on what basis the Court of Claims and the Supreme Court 
of the United States have adjudicated that damages ought to be 
awarded for the temporary diversion of the water? 

Mr. MUDD. Iam not familiar with that decision; I have not 
examined it. I do not consider that it is material to the particu- 
lar matter now before us. 

lt may be contended that during the existence of this license to 
the Great Falls Water Power Company, so long as the license is 
unrevoked, acts may be done by the Government which may form 
the subject of damages. , But the State of Maryland can revoke 
that actat any time. The rights acquired under it constitute no 
interest which is assignable. That has been decided by the su- 
pee court of Pennsylvania and the Supreme Court of the United 

8. 

It may not enter into this controversy, perhaps, but it is not 
improper for me to mention that after the acquisition of these 
alleged rights by the Great Falls Power Company they came here 
to Congress and stated, with much innocence and an apparent 
desire to serve the Government, that if the Government wished 
to acquire the 9 —5 which this company claimed to have acquired 
under an act of the Maryland legislature in 1894, the Government 
might have them for the very inconsiderable sum of $500,000, 
How were these rights 1 by these parties? 

They went down to the Maryland legislature two or three years 
ago, and with much shrewdness—I remember to have heard some - 
thing about it at the time; I did not happen to be in the legisla- 
ture then—they went down there to the Maryland legislature and 
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talked about this iment in the domain of science which they | were held that they have title, which I deny, but which the gen- 
wanted to make. ey asked permission to use—that is the lan- | tleman asserts, then there would be some ground for their claim, 
guage of the grant to them—to use the waterof the Potomac River | Mr. KING. You contend that they would not be entitled to 
to experiment—to use that great water power in generating elec- 1 they had no rights that they could transmit? 
tricity, They did not pay a cent for this privilege; they have not Mr. DD. That is my contention. 
expended a cent—not a solitary dime in pursuance of this grant. | Mr. KING. Then, the proceedings would cost the Government 
They got from the Maryland legislature a right to use—only to oe the cost of a lawsuit. 
use— T Mr. MUDD. That is all. And it would be a useless proceed- 
Mr. KING. Does the gentleman say thatit iscustomary, when | ing. Of course, I apprehend that no court would take the mere 
legislatures grant to private persons a charter to operate somein- | expression of opinion of Congress as to the law as governing in 
dustrial enterprise, to make them ee fe it? any particular case. If it did that, I admit that this would bea 
Mr. MUDD. Oh, no; not in Maryland, not even in those days. | very dangerous proceeding, in case the bill were passed, with Con- 
I simply said that this privilegecost these parties nothing. Ihope | gress upholding claim of title of the Great Falls Power Company. 
it does not excite surprise in the mind of my friend to say that it did] Mr. KINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mary- 
not cost anything. fi land if the question of title was raised and litigated in the several 
Mr. KING. Oh, no; not at all. Now, one other questicn. Does | suits referred to where suits were brought to recover damages for 
my friend think it is very improper for a legislature to permit the | the use of the water? 
utilization of some of the agencies of nature to promote public Mr. MUDD. Idonotknow. ButImight say to the gentleman 
5 in answer, that nobody ever undertook to assert such a title to 
. MUDD. Oh, not at all. * s water rights at Great Falls, as might be asserted if we pass this 
Mr. KING. I thought the gentleman was declaiming against | bill. The assertion of title as against the State of Maryland never 
that policy. g could have come up to the extent that it will come up under this 
Mr. MUDD. Not at all. I claim simply that the State of bill. : 
Maryland granted to this company the right to use the waterofthe| Mr. JENKINS. Has Maryland ever made any claim whatever 
Potomac River for specific p , and if, inthe exercise of that | to thé property, or for damages against the United States for the 
power, while it is unquestioned and unrevoked, they constructed | use of the water? 
machinery and erected a plant by which they would generateand| Mr. MUDD. No; because we gave to the United States the 
transmit electricity for lighting purposes to the city of Washing- | right to use the water for domestic purposes, but not to generate 
ton, I claim it would be nothing wrong or illegal on the part of | electricity. In other words, the State of Maryland supplied the 
the company to furnish that electricity for the District of Colum- | city of Washin with water, and they are willing to supply 
bia for lighting purposes. But I claim, Mr. Chairman, that they | the city of Washington with a great many other things, but not 
ma its electric lights. 


could not go beyond that. They have not the power to divest 
themselves of therights granted to them by the State to transfer to . JENKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mary- 
others. j à land if he is not speaking largely in the interest of the State of 
T claim that they have nothing to transfer to the United States | Maryland rather than the District? 
or to anyone else; and in connection with that contention on my | Mr. MUDD. I undoubtedly always bear that interest in mind 
ETA psucie 


part, and as bearing upon it and bearing it out, I was proceeding a 
ther for his district than the District of Columbia. 


to say that it would be strange indeed if the people obtaining a 
Say Mr. MUDD. For the State of Maryland and the District of 


right to so use the water power of the State of land, by a 

license granted from that State, should undertake to capitalize | Columbia, too. I bear them both in mind as I go along. 

their good luck, and sell nothing—for they have nothing to sell— Mr. JENKINS. I wanted to find out whether the State of 
Maryland had ever made any claim whatever to this property. 


and should be allowed to sell it, for the sum of $500,000, I think 
Mr. MUDD. I do not know that it has. There never was any 


it strange if Maryland should be placed in such an anomalous 
ition, and the strangeness of it, fortifies my contention that the | reason for it as against the 2 rpe thus farclaimed by others, that I 
ee am aware of, e State of Maryland does not mind furnishing 


of Maryland did not mean the conveyance of a right to do 
any such thing, and did not in fact operate as any such con- the people of the District of Columbia and those temporarily livin 
vexance. z 5 here with water, but when it comes to water power for electri 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I claim, first, that the Great | purposes, that is a different matter, and if there be a source of 
Falls Power Company has no authority or right to sell or trans- | wealth in the bed of the Potomac and the water over it, which 
mit to the United States any grant which they have received from | nature has given and science has made known, the State of Mary- 
the Stateof Maryland. In that view of the case I claim that there | land is entitled to it, and it is just as well that the State of Mary- 
is nothing in the possession of the Great Falls Power Company | land should get the benefit of it as that some company should get 
that can te condemned for public use, and if that be true, andit | it which owns nothing, has expended nothing, cae yet claims 
is sustained by the decisions to which I have referred, the only | tremendous rights there. 
authority that can do anything ox can givea title to the ownership | Mr. JENKINS. If the State of Maryland is recognized as the 
of this property is the State of Maryland itself, and to do that we | owner of this right, you have no objection to the passage of this 
must go to the legislature of Maryland and get its assent, and | bill, and neither has the State of Maryland? 
not expect to = that right by the condemnation of something | Mr. MUDD, We will see about that when the Maryland legis- 
claimed to be held by this company at the Great Falls. lature meets. It is a little premature to talk about thatnow. I 

Mr. KING. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, if the | apprehend that the State of Maryland, in the exercise of the usual 
Great Falls 8 had no title, as I understand him generosity that has characterized her action toward the District 

Mr. MUDD. I do not say it has no title. Isay it has no trans- | of Columbia, might even do that. I would not undertake to guar- 
missible title. À f antee that. 

Mr. KING (continuing). Then it has no title and has nothing | Mr. JENKINS. I assumed that the gentleman from Maryland 
which in a court of justice could ba considered as of sufficient | was speaking solely in the interest of the title of the State of 
importance to 8 a verdict or award to obtain possession of | Maryland. 
the property. In other words, it has no title whatever under the | Mr. MUDD. I have an eye to the interests of the State of 
contention of the gentleman. : z Maryland always. I am not quite sure that the State of Mary- 

Now, if that be true, will it not make the proceedings against | land is ready to throw away any rightsorinterests of value, even 

the le who obtain title all the simpler, and the Government | to the District of Columbia or to the United States, 
— fave to pay just that much less for the and rae of acquir-| The State of Maryland will stand upon her rights in this mat- 
ing a title which is necessary for the public use? that be true, | ter to the extent that she has them, and if the Government of the 
if these people have no right that can be transmitted, the Govern- i 
ment can acquire the right they have and will have to pay them 
nothing for it, i 

Mr. MUDD. The gentleman’s contention may be true; but my 
position is that, it being clear that they have no right, and the 
only party having any right in the premises being the State of 
Maryland, and it being doubtful if you can proceed—if, indeed, 
it be not clear that you can not proceed—against the State, it is 
useless for Congress to make all this ado about nothing, when no 
proceedings of the kind ie: Sept here can have any avail, 

Mr. KIN G. Why, then, did my friend assert that these people 
would get $500,000 for the right? 

Mr. MUDD. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that state- 
ment, I did not claim they would, I say they want to, and if it 


United States is to expend large sums of money for the acquisi- 
tion of property rights sought to be obtained by this bill, I for 
one propose, as far as I am able, to see to it that the treasury of the 
State of Maryland shall not be overlooked in the distribution of 
funds in return for property rights which the State of Maryland 
alone can convey. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be heard for a 
few moments in opposition to this bill. I have not as much in- 
formation about the matter as I should like, but I probably have 
more than the average member of the House has. I am opposed 
to the bill, Mr. Chairman, because there is no present necessity 
and ho prospect of any public necessity in the near future for the 
condemnation of the water rights at the Great Falls. It is not 
pretended, and can not be pretended on an intelligent examination 
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of the statistics as to the water used by the District of Columbia 
or of the water that is likely to be used or needed by the District 
of Columbia in the near future, that we require to take any addi- 
tional rights at the Great Falls in order to get water for domestic 
Mr. 8. Will the gentl it me right there? 
Mr. PITNEY. Certainly. 
A gentleman interrupted me several times. I 
to have him do so. 
` Y. Iwill yield to the gentleman gladly. 
Mr. KING. My 3 says 1 — are takin g = To ri = 
„ an at we have no right 0 50. is 
5 remarks. 

Mr. PITNEY. I said something very different from that, and 
I should like to have my statement taken rather than the inference 
of the gentleman. I say it can not be pretended on an intelligent 
examination of the statistics as to the water we use and the water 
that we shall be likely to need in the near future that there is any 

t necessity or any likelihood of any necessity in the near 
ress for any os bard ae domestic purposes, whether 
for culi or for drinking purposes. 

Mr. KING. Does my friend think we do not need to exceed 
twenty or twenty-five million gallons per diem for culinary and 
domestic uses in this city? 

Mr. PITNEY. I mean to say that if any reasonable economy 
were enforced in the use of water here—I do not mean to restrict 
its use at all; I mean ; its use in the most liberal manner 
for household use for sprinkling lawns and street sprinkling, 
and other such purposes—if any reasonable economy were enforced 
in the use of water for these purposes, 15,000,000 gallons a day is 
more than we need. I shall not confine myself, however, to that 
statement. I mean to say that we now use 45,000,000 gallons a 
day, and we now can use 75,000,000 gallons a day without any 
additional liability, 

Mr. B Oh, no. 

Mr. PITNEY. There may be a nominal liability to pay some- 
thing in addition. There may be claims filed; but an actual pres- 
ent liability in a substantial amount does not exist. 

r. G. I agree with my friend that if this city does not 
need more than 15,000,000 gallons per day for present uses, having 
acquired by condemnation the right to use 25,000,000 gallons a 
day, we do not need to acquire any more, at least for some time, 
and if the District does not require the water for power purposes, 
and we do not look to the future and the future does not develop 
the necessity for a very greatly increased amount in excess of 
25,000,000 gallons, then I say we do not need to acquire the rights 


of the ee 
Mr. P I go further and say that if we undertake to use 
75,000,000 galions a day, we need not institute this condemnation 


at the present time. j ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me upon that 
question of needed supply, the report of Col. George H. Elliott 
upon this subject says: : 


: “other 8 of the 
of Washington will be necessary 
not less than 200,000,000 gallons per 


It is estimated, in the report referred 
amount of water required for the su 
from time to time, and it is estimated 
day will ultimately be required.” 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman refer me to the page of Col- 
onel Elliott's report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have not that report, but I have an extract 
from that report, on page 4 of ithe rt of the committee, made 
by the gentleman from Utah [Mr. G]. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am just as capable and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa is just as capable of making the calculation as 
Colonel Elliott. The gentleman himself can see the statistics 
from all over the country, and he knows that 40 or 50 gallons per 
diem per capita is a liberal allowance for all ordinary legitimate 
use of water for domestic purposes. He knows that 200,000,000 
gallons will supply a population of 4,000,000 or 5,000,000 souls, 
and we have not a oo of over 300,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. t will do for New Jersey. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman nods to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], who nods, assenting,in reply. The 
gentleman knows that when those statistics from Massachusetts 
were obtained it was shown that there were less than 40 gallons 
used per capita. 

Mr. MOODY. I think I know something of that subject. I 
should like to know where the gentleman got the statistics. 

Mr. PITNEY. They are from the official hearings of our com- 
mittee. The District Commissioners made a report to that effect, 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts did me the honor to agree 
with my conclusions on the subject at the time the District bill 


was hig Pear 
Mr, MOODY. That it was less than 40 gallons? 
Mr. PITNEY. In one case 27. 
Mr. MOODY. I very much differ from your conclusion. 


Mr. PITNEY. That is, where they undertake to use the water 
and refrain from wasting the water. 

Mr. MOODY. Ithink the gentleman is mistaken—I am quite 
sure he is as to the amount. 

Mr. PITNEY. Very well, I want to go a little further. The 
bill itself does not purport to supply water for domestic uses 


alone. The declaration is made that it is intended to establish a 
power plant, and collect water, not for aqueduct purposes, but 
for the purpose of running a manufacturing plant, an electric 
plant, and some other su pape There is no need of any 
such water rights to supply ington with water—none what- 
ever. Weare now taking 45,000,000 gallons, but could with the 
22 works take 75,000,000 without changing them in the 
east—I mean so far as the Great Falls is concerned—and then, in 
addition, when the Lydecker tunnel is completed, which gentle- 
men have just voted for, that will enable us to use 75,000,000 if 
we wish. 

Now, the gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kine] says we have only 
condemned the right up to 25,000,000 gallons 1 Very 
well; the contention I make is that there is no su tial liability 
for what we use in excess of this amount, unless the owners of 
the Great Falls could use in useful manufacture the water we are 
diverting. In that case they could call upon the United States 
Government for substantial dama As it is now the water 
would run to waste over the falls if the city did not take it, and 
so there is no liability for substantial ae by reason of the 
excessive diversion. The gentleman from Wi sah pt BAB- 
COCK] says that suits have been filed aggregating several hundred 
thousand dollars. 

lasked the gentleman from Utah how many claims had been 
allowed, and he tells me only one, and that was away back in 
the early part of the century, for about $15,000; and on investi- 
gating further I find that the $15,000 was allowed, not for diverting 
the water from day to day, but for taking from the riparian owner 
the permanent right of diversion. The water rights have been 
taken and paid for up to 25,000,000 gallons per diem, not on the 
basis of money lost by the property owners in the past because 
of diversion, but for diminution of the value of the pro 
2 reason of the Government perpetually taking the water in the 

uture. 

Now, an act was passed in 1882 permitting certain suits to be 
brought against the Government, and I had supposed the claims 
for water taken in excess of 25,000,000 gallons daily had been 
brought under that act of 1882; but I am now told the present 
suits were brought at about the time this condemnation bill be- 
gan to be mooted in Congress, 

Mr. BABCOCK. They never thought of it. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam speaking of the last three years. At any 
rate, the act of 1882 does not purport to give damages for the tem- 
porary daily diversion of water; and gentlemen on a little reflec- 
tion will understand the difference. A man who has a water 


pensation. - 
But that is because he may develop the popoy ia the future, 
and it has a future value for that purpose, and he is entitled to 
com tion if the water 5 a is taken away from him perma- 
nently and the diversion made permanent. Now, the act of 1882 
gives a right of action for compensation only in case the Govern- 
ment permanently dams back the water above or diminishes the 
flow to the land below. 

Now, we have not taken that, as I understand, and there is no 
basis in fact or in law for these pending claims. The gentleman 
from Utah [Mr. Kiva] admitted that the decisions of the Supreme 
Court were mysterious to him. So they would be if there is any 
foundation for the statement that they give hundreds of thousands 
of dollars of damages to people who 5 suffered no damage at 

If so, Congress had better busy itself in changing the law 
than to busy itself in passing a bill acquiring property for the 
Government far in advance of the n of the public and the 
cost of which can not be estimated. 

Mr. KING. Now will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr, PITNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. What I want to ask the gentleman is this: Ought 
not the fact that the owners of the land at the Great Falls, and also 
the right to the use of the water, that have not utilized the power 
for any purpose, to be considered when we come to determine the 
question whether we ought to acquire this property? Now, if we 
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do not acquire it, and the owners proceed and construct a plant 
by which ert can utilize the power and find a market for it, and 
then we suddenly awaken to a realization that we need more 
water, would not the District be compelled to pay heavy damages 
for the taking of the water and the deprivation of the power that 
would result, whereas now, according to the logic of my friend, 
and I think it is sound, if there has been no utilization of the power, 
the owners would be entitled to merely nominal damages? Is it 
not wise to condemn when the damages are nominal, instead of 
deferring until the pa has been utilized, as a result of which 
we would be compelled to pay substantial damages? 

Mr. PITNEY. There are two questions, which admit of two 
answers. We ought not to condemn any land, or pay for any 
land, a generation or two in advance of our need for it. In the 
second place, we ought not to condemn any water rights on the 

lea that they are necessary for the purpose of furnishing drink- 

g water, when in fact the purpose is to set up a project for a 
manufacturing plant, in order to get an excuse for unloading upon 
the Government property which the Government does not need. 

Furthermore, if there was a great value in the plant for power 


„ik it were capable of economical development and being | Col 


5 to the needs of the city of Washington or the public in 
general, it is very strange that in the hundred years the city has 
stood here and the country about here has been under develop- 
ment nobody has thought it worth while to build a power plant 
there. It may be valueless or it may be valuable some time for 
furnishing electricity to Washington; but if so, let the owners 
apply it to its legitimate purposes. 

Mr. KING. Niagara has been there more thana hundred years, 
and yet it is within a few years only that it has been utilized for 
the generation of 5 

Mr. PITNEY. Les; and if Niagara was as near to the city of 
Washington as the Great Falls are, there would be somebody pro- 
posing to Congress that the Government should buy it. 

Now, I do not want to talk long about this matter. I have 
already explained that we now have, and are now using, and have 
now the right to take, more water than the city of Washington 
needs. I have already explained that if we are taking more for 
the purpose of wasting it, we may continue to take it until some- 
body needs it for legitimate purposes, and when it is needed for 
legitimate purposes and a motive is given to the water commis- 
sioners to economize the water, we can reduce our consumption 
to 25 per cent of its present proportions, 

I want to say here and now, we are most liberally appropriat- 
ing for this water plant. We have consented to another expendi- 
ture this year, which will eventually amount to $1,000,000, for 
the completion of the Lydecker tunnel. Theappropriation, in all, 
will amount to $2,000,000. It will cost one million to complete 
the tunnel, and the reservoir will cost $900,000 in addition. it 
is no time for us to go into an improvement of the sort pro 
at Great Falls. There is another reason why this bill ought not 
to pass. The gentleman from Utah is mistaken in saying that 
the water of the Great Falls is to be owned by the District. He 
is mistaken in taring that the rights are to be acquired by the 
District. The bill does not say so. 

The bill proposes that the Federal Government shall acquire the 
right, and that every dollar shall come out of the Federal Treas- 
ury. It is true, in the first instance, that the waterworks were 
built out of Government money, built because the Government 
employees could not stay here without better water than they had 
from the wells. It is true that the Government has devoted the 
waterworks to the use of the people of the District upon terms 
which reserve to the Government buildings the free use of the 
water, with an understanding that the surplus revenues shall be 
applied to the development of the plant, and they have been so 


applied. 

7 submit to the Committee of the Whole that we ought not to 
call upon the Federal Treasury at this time to pay for property 
that we shall not need for a generation, while at the present time 
the revenues of the water department are taxed to their utmost 
for improvements to the plant already undertaken. What we 
are more in need of is the introduction of a system of economical 
management in the direction of preventing waste of water and 
the in uction of a filtering system to purify the water we use. 
For filtering can never be introduced at a reasonable expense until 
the consumption of water is reduced. We do not need to acquire 
this great water power, which would supply water for the con- 
sumption of Washington for domestic purposes if Washington 
e as many millions as it now contains hundreds of thou- 
sands. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Chairman, I have been much surprised 
at the information which I have obtained from members of the 
District Committee in this discussion to-day. We have been told 
by the chairman of the District Committee that only a small por- 
tion of the property of the District is found upon the tax list, and 
that even then taxes are down to the minimum of 14 per cent. 


from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] also a member of the committee, 
to confirm his statement, and I give Mr. CowHERD’s own words 
as taken down by the reporter: 

Mr. CowHERD. The gentleman has stated the facts rly. There is 

ractically no tax in the District on personal property. oy part of the 
nk of the District is not taxed, and there has been no very urgent 
efforts, I think, to raise revenue. The statement made by gentlemen to the 
committee was that they raised more revenue now than Congress would a 
propriate, and therefore there was no particular reason why they should 
attempt to raise more revenue. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, this member of the committee 
tells us that by the aid of the $6,000,000 per year which the 
people of this country contribute toward paying the taxes of the 
property owners of this District, they have more revenue than 
they know what to do with, and therefore do not need to tax per- 
eon property at all, and real estate only to the extent of 1} per 

n 


cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the ple of the city in which I reside 
are taxed 64 per cent upon their property, and yet by the vil- 
lainous law enacted by Con , they must also contribute 
powerd paying the taxes of the land grabbers of the District of 
umbia. 

Mr. Chairman, if taxes are only 1} per cent in this city, and onl 
a small portion of the property is ever found upon the tax list, 
way would it not be a good idea to have all the property listed 
and let the people of this city pay their own taxes? Why should 
the poor people of the whole country, who are already overbur- 
dened, be taxed to make contribution to the land grabbers of this 
District? And yet that is just what you are doing. You are put» 
ting your hands into the pockets of the poor all over this country 
to help pay the taxes of the property owners of this city to thé 
extent of $6,000,000 per year. 

Since 1878, when this villainous law was enacted, you have 
taken more than 8100, 000, 000 from the poor of this country to 
build up enormous fortunes for such men as John Sherman, whd 
has made millions in land grabbing in this city. He bought land 
here at $1,000 per acre, divided each acre into twenty lots, and sold 
them at $1,000 per lot; and the poor people of the whole coun 
have been paying his taxes. Had he been compelled to pay hi 
own taxes he could not have held his lots out of use until the ne- 
cessities of the ple compelled them to pay his price. It is be- 
cause of this villainous system that less than 1 per cent of the 
people of this District own their own homes, while the entire 
product of their labor goes into the pockets of the landlords. 

Mr. Chairman, it is pretended that the people of this District 

can not be trusted to govern themselves because of the large per 
cent of colored population, or“ niggers,” as they choose to call 
them. But I state here that it is my candid somes that you may 
turn the government of this District over to the ‘‘niggers,” allow 
none but “niggers” to vote, and they could not possibly establish 
a government a thousandth part as corrupt as the present one. 
There are many ‘‘niggers” with white skins, but with hearts as 
black as hell, and these are the ‘‘ niggers” who constructed and 
now maintain the present iniquitous government which taxes the 
poor people of this country $6,000,000 per year to pay the taxes of 
the landlords of this District, while they in turn filch ten million 
more from their tenants. [Applause.] 
- Mr. DOCKERY. Only a single observation. The statement 
which has just been quotes and which was made on this floor by 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia might 
seem to imply that the dereliction in the assessment of taxes was 
due to the law. In refutation of such an impression, if it ex- 
ists, I will say that if bank stock and other forms of personal 
property escape taxation in this District, it is not the fault of 
the law. It is because of official neglect. Some one earlier in 
the debate of to-day stated that bank stock and other personal 
property, in large part, escaped taxation. If that is true, it is not 
the fault of Congress 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is not the fault of the law, either. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Cerfainly it is not the fault of the law. If 
true, it is the fault of the officials. I do not know whether itis 
true or not. That statement has been made, and it is a very grave 
charge, of which the Commissioners of the District should take 
official notice. Congress has provided ample machinery to assess 
every dollar of property, real and personal, and has provided am- 
ple clerical force for the collection of taxes. If assessments have 
not been properly made, and if there has been a failure to collect, 
the fault is with the District government, not with Congress. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Permit me right there. A word should be 
said in explanation of this matter. The assessment of real estate 


.in this city is very ps Satie higher than is usual in most of 


our cities—running about 60 per cent of the market value; and 
for that reason it is not necessary to assess personal property to 
any great extent to raise the amount of money required. 

Ar. DOCKERY. But let me say 

Mr. BABCOCK, I am giving that as the reason; it is the argu- 
ment that is used. 


Not satisfied with this statement, he called upon the gentleman! Mr. DOCKERY. But the law commands the assessor to assess 
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personal property as well as real, and he can not exercise discre- 
tion under the law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not the present government of the 
District of Columbia, through Commissioners, practically irre- 
sponsible to anybody? Is not that the truth about it? 

z Mr. DOCKERY. Well, it is responsible to Congress and to the 
resident. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But Congress does not exercise the 
supervision over these officials that a local city council would 
exercise, does it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, that is in part probably true. I see 
what my friend is driving at. I am in favor of local self-govern- 
ment. But I will say to my colleague [Mr. CLARK] that every 
estimate of the Commissioners as to appropriations—I speak from 
the standpoint of personal experience—is carefully revised and 
investigated by the Committee on Appropriations at this end of 
the Capitol, and I have no doubt the same scrutiny is observed 
elsewhere. Of course I can not speak as to legislation except only 
in a*general way, but I know that the estimates of the Commis- 
sioners are revised with exacting scrutiny. 7 

I sympathize with the proposition to give the people of this Dis- 
trict local self-government, but it is a matter of history that by 
the act of June 20, 1874, the voters of this District were disfran- 
chised, when the party of which I am a member was not in power, 
when the party represented on the other side of the aisle controlled 
both bodies, as I remember, by substantially a two-thirds major- 
ity. For reasons obvious and known to the country, but which I 
will not now refer to for fear of precipitating a political discussion, 
the present system of government by Commissioners was then 
established. The Republican party had then an overwhelming 
majority in both the ate and the House, a 

Mr. MUDD. Lagree with the gentleman in the desire he has 
just now expressed that a political discussion should not be pre- 
cipitated. Ido not want to bring on any such discussion. But 
is it not a fact that the act of 1878 establishing a form of govern- 
ment for this District was passed by a Democratic Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is referring to the organic act 
which established the ratio of taxation between the United States 
Government and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MUDD. It not only did that, but it confirmed and made 

rmanent the present form of government for the District. The 
2 government here from 1874 till 1878 was only tentative and 
experimental. The act which finally fixed the present form of 
government as a permanent form of government, doing away 
with N here for all time, was passed by a Democratic Con- 
gress in 1878. 


Mr. DOCKERY. If so, it was only confirming the act of a 


Republican Congress, 
2 MUDD. A Democratic Congress ought not to confirm bad 
legislation. 
r. DOCKERY. The act of 1874—and, mark you, I am not as- 
serting that the act was not wise 
Mr. MUDD. I assume that a Democratic Congress would not 
have confirmed the action of a Republican Congress if it had not 


been right. ; 
Mr. POR RRV. I have not investigated the subject suffi- 
ciently to have a very clear judgment upon it; but I do say that 
the original act of 1874 was passed when there was an overwhelm- 
ing Republican majority in both branches of Congress. : 
Takarei in the judgment of the Republican party at that timo. 
They thought, in view of the action of the board of public works 
as it then existed, a system inaugurated under the then council of 
this city, that if the local government was to be continued for 
any considerable length of time, the taxpayers would have nothing 
to pay taxes with and property holders would become bankrupt. 
I suppose that was the reason why steps were taken to disfranchise 
the people. But whatever the Democratic party did by the act of 
1878 was done in harmony with what had preceded under the Re- 
ublican policy and asa result of thep ents established by the 
epublican ante : ; 
Mr. BABCOCK. Is that usual with the Democratic party? 
{Laugier 
Mr. DOC. Y. Oh, well, Mr. Chairman, we frequently camp 
on Republican ground. I hope that will be true in November 
Mr. HEPBURN. But you often camp where we do, do you 


not? . 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, certainly; when we have the Republicans 
‘fon the run,” we must do so occasionally. [Laughter.] But for 
myself, to be perfectly frank, I think it was wise. 

r. MUDD. And still you said a little while ago that you 
favored a local government here! . 
_ Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; Ihave not so asserted, or did not so 


intend, 
Mr. MUDD. I understood the gentleman to say that he thought 
the system of local government would be better. 
Mr..DOCKERY. The gentleman knew, and his party knew in 
1874, that they could not escape the responsibility for the scandals 


under that local government. The country had observed the pro- 
ceedings and knew that right under the very shadow of the Dom 
of the Capitol corruption was rampant in all the offices of the city 
government. 

Mr. MUDD, And that the Republican party wiped that all out. 

Mr. KING. We were calling it to the attention of the country, 
while you were charging the Democratic party with it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. atever may have been the cause, there 
was a strong sentiment in fayor of some reform in the city gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is it not true that mone matters are 
handled in the District with greater economy to the people and 
with better results for the amount of money expended than in any 
other city in the Union? Let us be frank about these things. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave found myself looking with favor on the 
local administration of affairsin the District of Columbia. I con- 
fess that I learn now for the first time, and with amazement, from 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia him- 
self, that in the assessor’s office of the District the high duty he has 
teen called upon by the people to perform has been disregarded and 
personal property, to a largo extent, allowed to escape taxation. 

Mr. BABCOCK, The gentleman must remember that that does 
not apply alone to the District, but nevertheless it is a fact. 

Mr. DOCKERY. However that may be, Iam an the gentle- 
man has called attention to it. In many, if not in all, departments 
of the District government wise business management prevails. 
But certainly, according to the gentleman's own statement, it 
does not prevail in the assessor’s office; and having had the notice 
given us, I think when we come to consider the District appro- 

riation bills hereafter, we will take note of the statements which 

ave been made; and if I do not mistake the sentiment of my 
5 we will make a careful investigation of this whole 
subjec ; 

375 MAGUIRE If the gentleman from Missouri will per- 
mit me 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, I understand the failure to properly tax per- 
sonal property in the District is the fault of the administration of 
the law and not of the law as it now exists. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. The law provides that every 
species of property shall bear its due proportion of taxation. The 
law assumes that taxes shall be levied impartially and that all 

sersonal and real property shall be ee And it came to me 

ere for the first time a few moments ago in this debate, with, as 
I have already said, some degree of amazement, that personal 
‘property escaped taxation. 

Mr. BURKE, Then, if that is true, to whom are the city offi- 
gials responsible if not to ea ye If they neglect or fail to do 
the duty devolved upon them by the law and under Congressional 
enactment, to whom are they responsible? 

Mr. DOCKERY. To Congress and the President. 

Mr. BUR Then why should not Congress assert its control 
over these officials who fail to discharge their duty? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have just stated that I hoped the chairman 
of the Committee ôn the District of Columbia would join with us 
in ae a careful investigation of this matter. For myself 
although I have been a member of this body for fifteen years, 1 
am free to say that this matter has not heretofore been brought to 
my attention. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the whole trouble arise from 
the fact that in the first place Congress is incapable of acting in- 
telligently as a council or governing body for the District of Co- 
lumbia, and in the second place that the only way Congress can 
remove an official is by the process of impeachment; and in prac- 
tice has that not proved to be an absolute failure wherever it has 
been tried? Now, does it not grow out of these two things? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no doubt that ordinarily a city gov- 
ernment selected by the people would pores be more responsive 
to their wishes and demands than under the system that prevails 
in this city, But I want to say that, having had some knowledge 
of the officials here for a term of years, I believed them to be ex- 
ceedingly efficient. I did not know until to-day that the assessor 
was inefficient, according to the testimony of the chairman of the 
District Committee. 

Mr. FARIS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr, FARIS, Is the District of Columbia the only place where 
the gentleman has ever heard of personal property escaping taxa- 
tion? It seems to burden the gentleman very much, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; I have no doubt that personal prop- 
erty escapes taxation in Indiana and in Missonri. 

Mr. FARIS. Is it not notorious all over the Union that it 
does so? 

Mr. DOCKERY. But in this case—and I am only a. 
upon the statement made by the gentleman who is at the head 
the District Committee—in this case property escapes taxation 
with the connivance of the officials, 
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h, no; I did not say anything of that kind. 
a large = aioa the personal 


Mr. BABCOCK. O 

I stated the fact, which is, that 
property in the District is not on the tax 
Mr. DOCKERY. I should be glad if the gentleman from South 


Dakota would read that extract, from the notes, : 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have never made the charge that it was by 
the connivance of officials at all. 8 

Mr. KNOWLES. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD] was entirely frank about it. He says: 

A large part of the bank stock of the District is not taxed, and there have 
been no very nt efforts, I think, to raise revenue.* 

There is y no tax in the District on personal property. 

And then he goes on to explain. He says: 

The statement made by the 833 a. that may 
raised venu than ropriate, there: 
there — tical — why they should — to raise more rev- 
enue. 


Mr. BABCOCK. That is the statement of the gentleman from 
Missouri . COWHERD], not my statement. 

Mr. KERY. You yielded to him. My colleague [Mr. 
CowHERD] is not here at this time. 8 

Mr. COCK. There is nothing there about any connivance 
of officials at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If bank stocks in this town escape 
taxation, it must in the 8 of the case be by the conniv- 
ance of the assessor or somebody else. A man might havea whole 
raft of bonds stuck away in some pigeonhole or saf t vault 
or something of that kind, so that you would not be able to ascer- 
tain it; but bank stock, in the very nature of the case, must be a 

uasi-public thing, and there is not a single county or town in the 
State of Missouri that does not get at the bank stock and tax it, 
and I suppose that that is true with reference to every other State 
inthe Union. There has been a squabble going on in some of those 
places as to whether bank stock should be taxed at its face value 
of 100 per cent, while other property was only assessed at, say, 
60 per cent; but the idea that the assessor can not reach the bank 


stock of the District to get at it to tax it is absolutely prepos- | adm: 


terous. 

Mr. PITNEY. Is there any more difficulty in getting at the 
stock of manufacturing corporations than at the stock of banks? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Not a bit in the world. Iundertake 
to say that any stock can be got at where the institution is located 
in the District. If a man in this District goes and buys stock of 
an institution in your town or in New York, he may stick that 
away and conceal it, but it is preposterous to say that you can not 
ae bank stocks and corporation stocks and everything of that 
kind located in this town, unless some official somewhere connives 
at it. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I think the committee ought to understand 
clearly right there and have no misconception of the facts. In 
the State where I live bank stocks and corporation stocks are not 
taxed at all, but the corporation as a whole is taxed. The corpo- 
ration pays the tax. I know that to have been a fact in Iowa when 
I lived there, having had some connection with one or two of the 
banks, that the were assessed as a whole and not the stock- 
holders individually. 


Mr. MOODY. National banks? 

Mr. BABCOCK., Yes. The pro of the bank and its capi- 
tal was assessed, and not the stock of the individual stockholder. 
As to how that assessment ismade here I am unable to state; but 
it is not a fact that in all places stockholders are liable to assess- 
ment of their stock, That is a mistake. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The stock is either assessed to the bank or to 
the shareholders. In my State shareholders are assessed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That may be. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the bank pays the tax for the share- 
holders. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is only a difference in method. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And it is charged up to the interest and ex- 
change” account as a rule; but at any rate it is assessed either to 
the bank directly or the individual shareholder. But, as I under- 
stood this morning, the statement was made, and I thought the 
chairman agreed with the statement, because he called upon my 
colleague to make the statement 

Mr. BABCOCK: He is a member of the subcommittee. 


under the law relating to 
that the property of every 


corporation has to be taxed and the stock representing the 
erty is also to be taxed? 858 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think not. I did not attempt to state what 
the law was y. I just called the attention of the com- 
mittee to the that the bank stock not being assessed did not 
necessarily mean the banks did not pay any tax. 

Mr. PITN EY. Inasmuch as the present discussion has been 

recipitated by the inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
pe. < to the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
n e as to the management of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, as I have taken a part in the previous dis- 
cussion, I desire to state that in my opinion their management is 
exceedingly good, and on the whole the Commissioners are entitled 
to great praise for endeavoring to secure the best business methods 
of management. If there is one general criticism that I think 
might be raised and is raised, it is this, that, like everybody else 
in the District of Columbia, they seem to be disposed to large and 
extravagant public expenditures. There is no public sentiment 
in the District to enforce economy of the public funds. e 

As I have said many times in 5 8 conversation, so far as 
public sentiment in the District of Columbia is concerned, public 
money wasted is deemed better than money saved. It does not 
come out of their pockets, except to the extent of 50 per cent, 
under ordinary circumstances, while under this bill the whole 
expense is to come out of the Federal Treasury. On the other 
hand, the city and the District thrive and prosper in proportion 
as the public money is mded here, There is no newspaper in 
Washington that will criticiso the most extravagant bill that 
Congress will pass; and there is no influential public sentiment 
here bringing pressure to bear either upon Congress or upon the 
Commissioners in the direction of economy. 

To that extent, in this matter, the District Commissioners, like 
all other governing bodies, yield to public pressure. They are 
servants of the le, whether elected by the people or not; but 
with that exception I think the District Commissioners give us an 

irable administration of the government, and are not subject 
to criticism. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How can you or anybody justify the 
8 that the people of the United States in general should 

taxed to pay one-half of the taxes of the people in the District 
of Columbia? 

Mr. PITNEY. I never have advocated that proposition. I 
have dissented from it, as applied to certain matters, very vigor- 
ously, on many occasions, and I think itis an arrangement in 
which the District of Columbia has the big end of the bargain. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Permit me to say to the gentleman that the 
two bills under discussion this morning, and the bill under dis- 
cussion before this, which the gentleman from New Jersey op- 

, and which gentleman from Missouri op , were 

ills where the people of the District of Columbia asked to have 

this appropriation made, and to pay it themselves; they did not 
ask the United States to do it. 

Mr. PITNEY. The gentleman is mistaken in saying I opposed 
the bill he referred to this 3 

Mr. BABCOCK. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. PITNEY. I advocated certain amendments, one of which 
was advocated by the gentleman himself. I donot think I op- 
posed the bill 


Mr. BABCOCK. Did the gentleman favor the bill for the ex- 
tension of Rhode Island avenue? 

Mr. PITNEY. I did not oppose it after the amendment was 
accepted proposing to cut down the amount to be expended, and 
provi that when the total award was made the matter should 
come to Congress for it to pass upon the appropriations to 


be made in the payment of the award. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I am glad to hear the gentleman make that 
statement. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to plead “guilty” to an attitude of 
hostility to the bill and to some other bills the effect of which 
would be to bankrupt the District treasury. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. PITNEY] stated that no answer had been made 
to the question propounded by the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. Bascock]. If I did not make a clear statement of my views 


will do so now. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the House understands the views of 
the gentleman from Missouri perfectly. 

Mr. DOCKERY, In my ju t the management of the Dis- 
trict Commissioners during ten years, in which I have had 
knowledge of District affairs, has been creditable; and I said that 


the fact that there had been an alleged failure to assess certain 
personal property was the first time a dereliction of duty had been 
called to my attention. I think the Commissioners have acted 
fairly and justly with the people of the United States and the 
a of the District as to the expenditure of public money com- 


e 
mitted to their care. The trouble with the District Commission- 


ers and the trouble with the good people of the District of Colum- 
Government is considered legitimate prey.“ 


bia is this, the 


1898. 


It is considered a sort of vast reservoir, and all we have to do 
is to “ask and it shall be given you,” forgetting for the moment 
that every dollar of money in the Fed Treasury comes from 
the pockets of the citizens of the United States. Therefore, the 
District Commissioners and the people of this District, in my 
judgment, are fairly subject to good-natured criticism for asking 
more in their estimates than the District is entitled to receive, 
But after we have made our appropriations, I think every District 
Commissioner within the ten years has honestly and economically 
disbursed the public money. 

Mr. PITN EY. That is the statement that I was about to 


make. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And if the assessors have not assessed bank 
stock, they are subject to just censure. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say that so long as the Govern- 
ment Treasury has such an able defender as the gentleman 
Missouri [Mr. Dockery] I do not think there is any danger of its 
ever being looted. s $ 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now rise and report 
the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is that? 

Mr. PITNEY. Idid not catch your motion. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That the committee now rise. 

Mr. DOCKERY. General debate has not been yet closed. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payne). The point of order is well 
taken. The general debate is not closed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, Mr. Chairman, I move that the general 


debate close in five minutes. s 

Mr. DOCKERY. Say ten minutes. I A eae to yield to the 
gentleman from Utah and one other gen eman. ms 

Mr. CANNON. Close the general debate in ten minutes? Oh, 
1 we can not do that. We all want to talk to-morrow on this 

Mr. BABCOCK. Do I understand that the closing of debate 


must be by unanimous consent? 
The CHAIRMAN. It must be. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I had the floor, and I do not | fire from 


quite see how | lost it. pe) l 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yielded, as the Chair un- 
derstood, to the gentleman from Wisconsin, who asked unani- 
mous consent for the closing of debate. 

Mr, CANNON, - Mr. Chairman, if this bill goes over without 
being disposed of now, it goes over until next District day, does it 
not? 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would go over until 
next District day. 

Mr. CAN. NON. I think it is an important bill, and we shall 
have something to say about it further. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray], as I understand, would like to talk sixty 
minutes or so. a 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. r 

Mr. BABCOCK. The ruling has been that the District Com- 
mittee had no right to offer District bills except on District day. 
That was the case last District day, when we were dividing at the 
time the House adjourned, and I was unable to call up that bill 
again until to-day. We are exceedingly anxious to dispose of this 
bill to-night, and yet, of course, I defer to the opinion of the Chair 
that it would come up to-morrow. 

Mr. PITNEY. Thatwas not the ruling of the Chair. I under- 
stand, Mr. Chairman, that the Chair held that the bill would 
come up next District day. 

The CHAIRMAN, That was the Chair's response to the former 
inquiry, but, of course, the Chair can not bind the House. 

Ar. PITNEY . Ishould not appeal from that decision. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
nett yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts > 

oopy]? . 

Mr. DaB COck. I would ask, Mr. Chairman, that general 
debate be closed at quarter of 5. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I agreed to yield time to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. | and to 5 from Utah [Mr. 
KINd] and to the gentleman from ornia [Mr. MAGUIRE], but 
1 — to have been taken off the floor, andI 
yie 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman,I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kina]. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I want to make one observation in 
reply to my friend from New Jersey [Mr. PITNEY] in to 
the charge of the contemplated by this bill. Speaking for 
myself only, when port was drawn I was under the impres- 
sion that there was a general law that in all appropriations for 
the improvement of District of Columbia one-half was to be 
paid by the District and one-half by the General Government, I 


ve not any time to 
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a 
shall offer an amendment making provision that whatever award 
may be allowed under this bill shall be paid one-half out of the 
District treasury and one-half by the United States. 

Mr. PITNEY. When the gentleman does that he will provide 
for the payment of more money than the District treasury will 
have at its disposal and will subject himself to the very criticism 
indulged in by my friend from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 

IE DOCKERY. That is what this committee has been doing 
e time. 


Mr. PITNEY. That is true. 

Mr. KING. Such an amendment will simply entail upon the 
District the payment of one-half of the expense. 

Mr. PI Y. But the District can not pay it unless there is 
money a in the treasury to do it. 

Mr. KING. I concede that. But I think the investigation 


from | which has been made has demonstrated that a great deal of per- 


sonal pro has escaped taxation. 

Mr. DD. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole’ on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
Senate bill No. 1754, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


RICHMOND P, HOBSON. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


On the monunio the 3d of June, Assistant Naval Constructor Rich- 


mond P. Hobson, United States Navy, with a volunteer crew of seven me: 
in charge of the partially d collier Merrimac, entered the fortifi 
harbor of San‘ Cuba, for the purpose the collier in the nar- 
rowest of the channel, and thus in a serious obstacle to the 
egress of the Spanish fleet, which had recently entered that harbor. 
deman: judgment, and S amounting 
to heroism, was carried into successful execution in = face oe persistent 
ms on shore. 


commander in chief of our naval force in Cuban 
dated “Of Santiago de Cuba, June 3, 1808," and 


waters, in an official 
sarana to the Secre of the Navy, referring to Mr. Hobson’s gallant 
exp says: $ 

As stated ina recent before coming here I decided tomake the 
harbor entrance secure — 9 the 8. h ships 


against 
by obstructing the DATOE rS he) a mig pla nkk a collier at that 
point. bY apogee ong . Hobson for his essig ion as to a 
sure method of g the ship, he manifested a most lively interest in the 
proba After several days“ tion he presented a solution which 
e considered would insure immediate sinking of the ship when she had 
reached the desired point in the channel. * * The plan contemplated a 
1 seven men and Mr. Hobson, who begged that it might be in- 

sted to $ 

es soon as 3 Ae 9 = nee 
were commenced an rosecu comple 
and tide — g best the first nig 


ful n 
— 7 the plan for that morning, 

Mr. Hobson begged 555 

asa prompt start could be made, 

been y executed. + è A in- 

spection of the harbor from this ship showed that the Merrimac had been 


“I can not myself too earnestly express my appreciation of the conduct 
of Mr. Hobson and his gallant crew. I winter’ to say that a more brave and 
da: has not been done since blew up the Albemarle.” 

of the crew who were with Mr. Hobson on this memorable 
occasion haye already been for their services by advancement 
which, under the provisions of law and regulations, the Secretary of the 
Navy was authorized to make; and the nomination to the Senate of Naval 
trip tor the purpose of fesontug her Toran otter the BAKINA of tint reer ae 

p for the purpose er force r the of that v „to 
be ndavanced tu rank to the grade of ensign, has been prepared and will be 


submitted. 
Cushing, with whose gallant act in blo up the ram Albemarle durin; 

the civil war Admiral Sam: Mr. eae sinking of the Merre 
the thanks upon recommendation of the President, 
— — under the provisions of section 1508 of the 
e, such advancement embracing 56 num- 

owever, to line officers only, and Mr. Hob- 
of the N. avy, could not under its provisions 


Seine Hen ck Gn v cae oe ec ee ee 
e line o avy rom: su on therein as the - 
dent, y and with the advice and consent of the Senate, may determine. 


obson’s 
the necessary technical 
8 stood No. 1 in his class; and such action is rec- 
ommended, partly in deference to what is understood to be his own desire, 
although, he being now e in the hands of the enemy, no direct com- 
has been received from him, and partly for the 
abilities displayed by him oe a ne r 
e. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 27, 1598. 
FRANK H. NEWCOMB, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following m 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
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the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

On the llth day of May, 1898, there occurred a conflict in the bay of Carde- 
nas, Cuba, in which the naval torpedo boat Winslow was disabled, her com- 
mander 3 and one of her officers and a part of her crew killed by the 
enemy’s fire. 

In the face of a most galling fire from the enemy's guns the revenue cutter 
Hudson, commanded by First Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, United States 
Revenue-Cutter Service, rescued the disabled Winslow, her wounded com- 
mander, and 8 crew. The commander of the Hudson kept his ves- 
sel in the very hottest fire of the action, although in constant danger of going 
ashore on account of the shallow water, until he finally got a line made fast 
to the Winslow and towed that vessel out of range of the enemy’s guns—a 
deed of special rgd 

I mmend that, recognition of the signal act of heroism of First 
Lieut. k H. Newcomb, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, above set 
forth, the thanks of Congress be extended to him and to his officers and men 
of the Hudson, and that a gold medal of honor be presented to Lieutenant 
Newcomb, a silver medal of honor to each of his officers, and a bronze m 
of honor to each member of his crew who served with him at Cardenas. 

It will be remembered that Con; by appropriate action, recognized 
the 9 aes of ships of war for their services in the battle of 

The commander of the revenue cutter Hugh McCulloch, present and in 
active cooperation with the fleet under Commodore Bogor on that occasion 
(by Executive order under the provisions of section 2757, Revised Statutes), 
is the only commander of 4 national ship to whom promotion or advancement 
was not and could not be given, because he already held the highest rank 
known to the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Inow recommend that, in recognition of the efficient and meritorious 
services of Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, 
who eee e the Hugh McCulloch at the battle of Manila (that officer be- 
ing now in the sixty-third year of his age and having served continuously on 
—— duty for thirty-seven years), be placed upon the 3 waitin; 
8 or retired list of the Revenue - Cutter Service on the full duty pay o 


grade. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 27, 1893. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HITT. Iask unanimous consent to take up a bill 2 ela 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs to amend the Chinese 
exclusion act. Its passage is asked for by the Secretary of the 

Treasury in two urgent letters. 
Mr. BAILEY. I will ask the gentleman whether the matter 
which he now wishes to bring before the House has any connec- 
tion with the war? 

Mr. HITT. It has not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. S er, I feel constrained to renew 
the demand for the regular order which I made this morning. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to ad- 
journ, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BREWER, indefinitely. 

To Mr. BENTON, for two weeks, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. Jomxsox of North Dakota, indefinitely, on account of 
important business. 

o Mr. OGDEN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. VANDIVER, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 

ness, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

H. R. 8581. An act for the protection of the people of the Indian 
Territory, and for other par pase: 

H, Res, 221. Joint resolution for improvement of San Joaquin 
River and Stockton and Mormon channels, California; and 

. R. 5880. An act to vest in the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia control of street ape in said District. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 1787. An act to correct the military record of Patrick Hanley; 

S. 2338. An act granting a pension to James C. Young; 

Als: 4298, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
oung; 

S. 3596. An act to ratify theagreement between the Dawes Com- 
mission and the Seminole Nation of Indians; 

S. 4269. An act granting a pension to Margerett Ferritter; 

8. 4439. An act to relieve owners of mining claims who enlist 
in the military or naval service of the United States for duty in 
the war with Spain from performing assessment work during 
such term of service; 

S. 873. An act to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin 
8.1385 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alvah A 
Eaton; 


S. 1834. An act granting a pension to William J. Murray; 
S. 242. An act for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri; 
S. 3506. An act granting a pension to Mary E, Kline; 


S. 3368. An act extending the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak.; 
Fie! 1807. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 

„Casey; 

S. 3111. An act granting a pension to Cornelia M. Mason; 
Tarara An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim C. 

win; 

5. 2393. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hinckley; 

S. 2036. An act to increase the pension of Mary C. Cooke; 

S. 2813. An granting a pension to Barney Smith; 

S. 3110. An act granting a pension to Patrick Breen; 

S. 2117. An act granting an increaseof pension to Fannie Kautz; 

S. 4568. An act granting a pension to Jacob Miller; 

S. 2063. An act to authorize the White and Black River Valley 


adal paway Company to build a bridge across the Black River in 


kansas; 

S. 129. An act to amend an act for the correction of the mili- 
tary record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg, 8 July 21, 1892; 

S. 1361. An act granting a pension to John N. Landon; 

S. 3169. An act granting a pension to John R. Bevan; 

8. . An act granting an increase of pension to Joel Black- 
man; an 

es 4456, An act to designate Gladstone, Mich., a subport of 
entry. 
The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a 
bill to indemnify the governors of States for expenses incurred by 
them in aiding the United States to raise and organize and supply 
and eup the Volunteer Army—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissary-General of Subsistence, together with a draft of 
a bill relating to details in his Department—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Paymaster-General of the Army relating to promotions, and 
inclosing a draft of a bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
f RESOLUTIONS. 
_ Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles-were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
ae Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
ollows: 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10686) to increase 
the daily army ration, re the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1626); which said bill and report 
were refe to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10807) to carry 
into effect the recommendations of the International American 
Conference by the incorporation of the Internatjonal American 
Bank, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1627); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ouse Calendar., 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10829) relating to the 
exclusion of Chinese, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1628); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

n 1755 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 10805) to amend the act re- 
2 to pay of volunteer soldiers to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 10806) to provide for the relief 
of certain settlers u Wisconsin Central Railro ad lands for- 
feited under the act of September 29, 1890, which lands were treated 
x the Interior Department erroneously as Chi , St. Paul, 


eapolis and Omaha indemnity lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 
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By Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Banking and Currency: 


International American Conference by the incorporation of the 
eats sta American Bank (in lieu of H. R. 7341) to the House 
endar. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 10808) to create the army and 
navy supply board, to define its duties, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10809) to provide auxiliary volun- 
teers, authorizing the President of the United States to organize, 
arm, and 5 he such militia of the several States and Territories 
and of the District of Columbia as is composed of citizens of the 
United States, made such by the operation of the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States, said militia 
when organized to be mustered into the service of the United 
States and to be known as the United States auxiliary volunteers, 
and to be used for the occupation and defense of any island, 
islands, or any other territory under, or that may come under, 
fe control of the United States—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

ByMr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 10829) toamend an act approved No- 
vember 3, 1893, entitled An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to prohibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States’ 
a May 5, 1892 ”—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

y Mr. McDONALD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 288) to pro- 
vide for the mustering into the United States Volunteer Army of 
8 regiment of colored troops to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A joint resolution (H. Res, 289) di- 
recting the presentation of a first-class life-saving medal to Lieut. 
* S. Carter, United States Navy—to the Committee on the 

2 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A resolution (House Res. No, 331) for 
the relief of J. C. Hiatt—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. BAIRD: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Louisiana, forthe improvement of the Ouachita River—to the Com- 
inittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a memorial of the Louisiana legislature, for the improve- 
1 the Atchafalaya River to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A memorial of the 8. der of the State of 
Louisiana, for the improvement of Atchafalaya River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A memorial of the legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, for the improvement of the Ouachita 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAVEY: Memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Louisiana, for the improvement of the Ouachita River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of.Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: . 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 10810) to correct the mili- 
3 and grant an honorable discharge to Charles Stietlin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10811) for the benefit of William H. Miller 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10812) to correct the military record of Julius 
H. Rogge to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 10813) granting a pension to 
Charles C. Kilburn, late master of the United States tug Jesse— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine (by request): A bill (H. R. 10814) 
for the relief of the owners of the British ship Foscolia and 
cargo—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 10815) for the relief of Cor- 
delia Sessions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10816) for the relief of Shadrack S. Walker 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10817) panig 
an honorable discharge to John Fagan, late sergeant of Troop B, 
2 55 Cavalry, United States Army- tothe Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 10818) for the relief of the es- 
1 of William H. Gill, deceased—to the Committee on War 


aims. 
By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 10819) granting 
an increase of pension to John E. Higgins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 10820) granting a pension to 


Emma C. Nudd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10821) to remove the charge of desertion now | pe 


standing against the record of Alfred Reno—to the Committee on 
airs. 


5 5 
By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 10822) for relief of Mrs. Susan A. 
XXXI——401 


Dinwiddie, Campbell County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
A bill (H. R. 10807) to carry into effect the recommendations of the | Clai 


ms. : 
By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 10823) to remove charge of 
desertion against Adam R. Hartzell—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10824) to correct war record of Elijah I. 
Smith—to the Committee on Military i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10825) for the relief of William Blundell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 10826) to correct the military 
record of Duncan McCoy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10827) granting an increase of pension to 
Byron Slemmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 10828) increasing the pension of 
Thomas J. Myers—to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following poraa and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the Plymouth (Wis.) Dairy 
Board of Trade, to have American cheese placed upon the list of 
Army rations—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to nite ioe House bill No. 10453, granting an 
increase of pension to Franklin Snyder—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of B. L. Call and other 
citizens of the State of Maine, in opposition to the passage of the 
so-called anti-scalping bill or any similar measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ` 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Shadrack S. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Resolutions of the Travelers’ Protec- 
tive Association of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 7130 and Senate bill No. 1575, relating to ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Hance Bros. & White, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
asking that the time for the war-tax revenue bill with reference 
to stamping proprietary medicines going into effect be extended to 
August 1, 1898—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the American Federation of Musicians, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for legislation restraining the Marine Band from 
competing with musical organizations outside of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Susan A. Dinwiddie—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the American Federation of Mu- 
sicians, Cincinnati, Ohio, for legislation restraining the Marine 
Band from competing with musical organizations outside of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Musicians, protesting against the practice of 
allowing the United States Marine Band to compete with civilian 
musicians outside the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Travelers’ Protective Association of 
America, favoring the passage of House bill No. 7130 and Senate 
bill No. 1575, relating to ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Wilkesbarre. Pa, urg: 
ing the passage of Senate bill No. 3354, relating to extension of 
authority granted the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, June 28, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D, D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ceedings. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to state to the Senator from Minne- 
sota that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] who has the 
floor ons who will proceed with his argument this morning, is not 
now here. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the morning business be proceeded with. 

Mr. FAULKNER. With the understanding that the Hawaiian 
resolution will not be pressed before the Senator from Louisiana 
comes into the Chamber, the reading of the Journal may be dis- 


nsed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the further 
reading of the Journal will be dispensed with, The Chair hears 
none, and it isso ordered. 
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ALLEGED MUTILATION OF THE DEAD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 22d instant, the official correspondence and re- 
pn relative to the mutilation after death of the bodies of the 

nited States marines or sailors who were recently killed in battle 
at or near Santiago de Cuba by the Spanish soldiery, etc.; which, 
on motion of Mr. HALE, was, with the accompanying correspond- 
ence, referred to the Committee on Naval irs, and ordered to 


be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McENERY presented a petition of the legislature of Louisi- 
ana, praying that an appropriation of $15,000 be made for the re- 
moval of the drift in the Bayou Courtablean, in the parish of St. 
Landry, La.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 15. 


Whereas Bayou Courtableau, in the of St. Landry, has been dammed 
— 5 the past four years by accumulation of drift from Atchafalaya River; 


an 

Whereas the present appropriation for the removal of said drift is insuffi- 
cient: Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That our 
Senators and Representatives in Conesa be memorialized to use their best 
efforts to obtain an appropriation of $15,000 for this special purpose, and that 
a copy of these resolutions be sent to them. 


8. P. HENRY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


R. H. SNYDER, 
Lieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate. 
Approved June 23, 1898. 


MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr, McENERY presented a petition of the legislature of Louisi- 
ana, praying that an Sy eine ate be made for the construction 
of a system of locks and dams in the Ouachita River, Louisiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[House concurrent resolution No. 12. By Mr. Wooten.] 

We were a eye agor i a a a a locks and 


Jha sonal ret ening OE Mio order actos bear wdoboag waa; forwin 
in the Ouachita River, to insure slack-water navi therein, is well estab- 
lished, the same having been thoroughly demonstrated by examinations 
surveys by United States engineers, and in view of the importance of this 
great comme: waterway; and 
Whereas investigation has shown that such locks and dams can be con- 
structed at a low ex as compared to similar works on other rivers in the 
North and West of far less navigable and commercial importance; and 
Whereas the completion of such locks and dams 
iding in the fertile 5 insurin 
ear, with its consequent conveniences ani 


ore, 
sentatives of the assembly of 
Louisiana (the senate concurring), tour fh Reed pied tai 

are hereby 1 


fore Congress and the proper authorities at Washin; and that the ee 
rior advantages and commercial importance of the ta River, with its 
navigable len of more than 400 miles, be pointed out when compared to 
streams in other sections of the Union where similar improvements have 


been made. r 
Be it further resolved, That we, the general assembly of Louisiana, do most 
ialize to e the ap 


respec memor: propriation for 
the Construction of this work, and that our requested to join 
concerned 


with such other Representativesof the State of Arkansas as may be 

in pressing the claims of the said river, to the end that this just and advan- 
tageous public enterprise may at an early date receive the attention it de- 
serves. 


Be it further resolved, That our Senators and Representatives be furnished 
3 


S. P. HENRY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


R. H. SNYDER, 
Lieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate. 

Approved June 21, 1898. 

MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. McENERY presented a petition of the Grand Lodge, Knights 
of Pythias, of Donaldsonville, La., praying for the enactment of 
legislation declaring it against public policy for any contract for 
1 to stipulate that it shall be forfeited in case the as- 
sured enlist in the Army or Navy of the United States in time of 
war, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the New York 
Preachers’ Meeting of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying 
for the enactment of legislation granting a to the Wash- 
ington and University Railroad in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GEAR presented a resolution adopted at a joint meeting of 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen, Order of Henig gg eee Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, and Order of way Telegraphers held in 
Philadelphia, Pa., June 5, 1898, praying for the passage of the so- 
oe anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4823) granting an increase of pension to Phin- 
eas L. Squires, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. 4534) to grant a pension to Ovid G. 
Sparks, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted rts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9224) increasing the pension of David R. B. Harlan; 

A bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 

A bill (H. R. 6076) to increase the pension of Thomas B. Ham- 
ri CHL R. 7362) to J 

7362) to grant a pension to Junius Alexander. 

Mr. A, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Welles, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 


n. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1720) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. Bal- 
lard, submitted an adverse 5 or thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

TARIFF COMPILATION, 


Mr. MORRILL. Ireport from the Committee on Finance a 
comparison of the tariffs of 1897, 1894, and 1890, with index, to 
which is appended the administrative customs act of June 10, 1890, 
I move that the compilation be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THEODORE F, SWAYZE. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1004) for the relief of Theo- 
dore F, Swayze, administrator de bonis non of the estate of John 
S. P. Wheeler, deceased, to report it without amendment. As 
the bill conforms in all respects to the general usage, I ask to have 
it considered at the present time. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the ole. It instructs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue duplicates in the name of Theodore F. Swayze, administra- 
tor de bonis non of the estate of John S. P. Wheeler, deceased, in 
lieu of United States 4 per cent registered bonds issned under 
the acts of July 14, 1870, and January 20, 1871, No. 30854, for $50; 
No. 174652, 175652, 175653, 176085, 176086, 176740, for $100 each; 
inscribed in the name of John S. P. Wheeler, and alleged to have 
been lost. But Theodore F. — shall first file in the Treas- 
ury a bond in a penal sum equal to the amount of said missing 
bonds and the interest which would accrue thereon until the prin- 
cipal becomes due and payable, with two good and sufficient sure- 
ties, residents of the United States, to be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with condition to indemnify and save harmless 
the United States from any claim because of the lost bonds. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF ABEL ADAMS, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, From the Committee on Finance 
Ireport favorably with an amendment Senate bill 4583, a simi- 
lar bill, to pay for some lost coupons, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4583) for the relief of 
the estate of Abel Adams, deceased. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the legal representative of the estate of Abel 
Adams, late of the city of Poughkeepsie, State of New York, 
$2,300, in full for the following United States 6 per cent bonds, 
stock of the loan of 1861, issued under the acts of July 17 and 
August 5, A. D. 1861, namely: Nos. 10681, 10682, and 10683, of 
$100 each; Nos. 74385 and 74387, of $1,000 each, and in addition 
thereto the interest maturing on said bonds after January 1, A. D. 
1865, to the date when said bonds ceased to bear interest. 

The amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 8, 
page 2, after the word Treasury,” to strike out the words “ina 
2 double the amount of said bonds;“ so as to make the proviso 
read: 


Provided, That the legal representative of the estate of the said Abel 
Adams s give bond, with ties, to the satisfaction of the Secre- 
secure the United States harmless 

the said Abel 
une, A. D. 1888. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i y 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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J. AND W. SELIGMAN & CO, 


Mr. PLATT of Comerau, ie the Conies 8 naso 
I report favorably another bill of the same character, y for 
some lost cou A If itis not imposing upon the Senate, Ishould 
like to have that also considered. Immediate action is necessary 
in order to get it through at this session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
siderationof the bill (S. 4812) to pay J. and W. Seligman & Co. the 
sum of $1,794.56 for certain coupons detached from United States 
bonds, which said coupons were lost on the Cunard steamship 

on, sunk at sea March 14, 1886? i : 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en ae Loe A ee eee the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I unanimous consent to call up 
from the Calendar Senate bill 4807, reported by me from the Com- 
mittee on Finance a few minutes ago. \ . 

Mr. LODGE. Before that is done, I should like to submit a 
report from the Committee on Printing, if the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will allow me. ee 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Certainly; I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas 
withhold his request for a few moments. 

THE BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


Mr. LODGE. I report from the Committee on Printing an 
original concurrent resolution, and I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Ne to that of vol 1, of which 1 to 
0 5 mäin: 0 ume 1, 

be for the use o the Sonate, 500. ies for 5 
tives, and the ning 1,400 es are u of 
the American Republics to the presidents of the Republics composing the 
International Union of Ameri blics, to the executive departments of 


can 

the various Republics of the union, to the newspaper and for such other 
2 uses as may be deemed advisable. e Pu Printer is also author- 
and directed to print 10,000 copies of each issue of the Month! tin 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the first part of the resolution be read 
again. I did not catch the first part of it. 

Mr. LODGE. It is to print the second volume of the Commer- 
cial Directory of the Bureau of American Republics and their 
bulletins for the year. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

BILL INTRODUCED, 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a poo 4828) granting a pension to 
John Hunsberger; which was twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment relative to the 
appointment of a commercial commission to China, intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee on the Judi be authorized to sit during 
the sessions of the Senate for the remainder of the session. 
THE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to 
sit during the sessions of the Senate for the remainder of the session. 
C. C. SNIFFEN, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 4807) directing the issue of duplicate of lost check 
drawn by C. C. Sniffen, major, United States Army, in favor of 
Fourth National Bank, New York City. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The preamble recites that C. C. Sniffen, a paymaster, United 
States Army, did, on the 6th day of April, 1897, issue a check num- 
bered 715792, upon the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at New York, in favor of the Fourth National Bank of New York 
City, for the credit of the Pes exchange at Fort Grant, Ariz., on 
account of payment of officers’ pay accounts, on which said post 
exchange has advanced the money as an accommodation to such 
officers, which check is alleged to have been lost in transmission 


through the United States mails; and the porem of the act of 
Feb 16, 1885, amending section 3646, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, authorizing United States disbursing officers and 
agents to issue duplicates of lost checks, apply only to checks 
drawn for $2,500 or less. 

The bill instructs Maj. C. C. Sniffen to issue a duplicate of the 
original check, under such regulations in regard to its issue and 
payment as have been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions of section 
3646, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

PORT OF TITUSVILLE, PA, 


Mr. PENROSE, I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 10585) 
designating Titusville, Crawford County, Pa., a port of delivery 
in the customs collection district of Erie, Pa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BOOK TYPEWRITERS, 


Mr. GALLINGER, Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4717) authorizing the use of type- 
writing machines for the recording of deeds and other instruments 
me ee in the office of the recorder of deeds of the District of 

umbia. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not object to the passage of that bill, but 
after it is di of I shall call for the regular order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thank you. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, in line 9, after the word office,“ to insert on the apenas 
of the ee of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
or one o Sy 5 

Mr. Let the first section be read as it will read 
when amended. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
That the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia be, and he ishereby, 


machines, the expense of purchasing and main- 
to be paid out of the receipts or fees of said office on 


es 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
M hp pasina pe to be f d readi 

e bill was or: engrossed for a thir ing; and 
it was read the third time. 25 

Mr. I wish to ask if the bill has been reported 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It has been reported, I will say to the Sen- 
ator, after very careful consideration. 

The bill was passed. 

RICHMOND P. HOBSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yesterday a message came in from the Presi- 
dent recommending certain votes of thanks and other compli- 
ments and awards to Hobson, of Alabama, and other gentlemen 
connected with the ered ing of the Merrimac in the bor of 
Santiago de Cuba. I asked that the message might be printed 
and laid upon the table. The chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was not then in the Senate and I desired to delay 
it until he came in. I now learn that it is the wish of the com- 
mittee to have the matter referred to them, and I move that the 
President's message be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There were two messages laid on the 
table, the second message relating to the services of Lieutenant 
Newcomb and Captain Hodgsdon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well; let both messages be referred, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there any objection to the request 
that the two m from the President be referred to the Com- 
3 on Naval irs? The Chair hears none, and the order is 
made. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution, 
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Mr. CAFFERY. I desire, Mr. President, to submit some more 
observations on section 3 of Article IV of the Constitution: 


New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but no new 
State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State; 


nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more States, or part of 
States, without the consent of the legislatures of the States concerned as 


well as of the Con 
The Congress have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
ting the territory or other property belonging to the 


and lations respec’ 
United States; and nothing in this Constitution be so construed as to 


prejudice any claims of the United States, or of any particular State. 

Now, Mr. President, the first inquiry which suggests itself to 
the mind after reading this section is, What are new States? 
What does that term imply? Under this section of the Constitu- 
tion has Congress power to admit States which may be termed old 
States; and if so, what are old States? Could a state, for instance, 
of Europe, which has had statehood almost from the first records 
of history, be admitted into the Union as a new State under this 
section of the Constitution? Does that term refer to any old state 
in any country under any form of government? 

Mr. President, it is to my mind absolutely clear that it does not. 
The term new“ applies to such States, in my opinion, as may be 
carved out of the territories jurisdiction over which is given in 
the succeeding paragraph of this section. 

Is Hawaii a new State? Can Hawaii be admitted under this sec- 
tion of the Constitution as a new State? If it can not be admitted 
as a new State, how can it be admitted as a Territory except by 
treaty? Texas was, in a certain sense, a new State. It was carved 
out of territory belonging to Mexico originally and erected into a 
republic. It was a republic of very recent origin. It was in a 
sense new. It might have been admitted, possibly, under this sec- 
tion of the Constitution as a new State, provided it can be success- 
fully held that the term new States” embraces other than the 
States to be carved out of the then territory belonging to the 
United States by cession from various States. 

Hawaii has been a state since 1823, when we first recognized that 
island as a government by negotiating a commercial treaty with 
it. It has been a state ever since. In order to obviate the diffi- 
culty of introducing it into the Union under her nondescript con- 
stitution, which, in my opinion, is ublican in form, the ex- 
pedient has been resorted to of procuring the annihilation of that 
state and introducing it as a territory into the United States. 

When the negotiations between Hawaii and the United States 
were current Hawaii was a state. She could only contract to be 
admitted into the Union as a state. She made the contract in the 
capacity of a state—and quite an old state at that—and in order 
to obviate the objections that would have been urged to the very 
singular and phenomenal constitution that Hawaii possessed, they 
resorted to the e iency of annihilating themselves, committing 
a kind of state suicide, destroying themselves, and having them- 
selves admitted into the Union as a territory. 

Mr. President, I will advert again to the letter of the draftsman 
of the Constitution, December 4, 1803, at the time when the Loni- 
siana purchase by Mr. Jefferson engaged the attention of the 
statesmen of the country: 


I always thought when we should acquire Canada and Louisiana it would 
be p r to govern them as provinces and allow them no voice in our coun- 
cil. In wordin the third section of the fourth article I went as far as cir- 
rmit to establish the exclusion. Candor obliges me to 

it been more pointedly expressed a strong opposition 


cumstances would 
add my belief that 
would have been made. 

This distinguished man, Gouverneur Morris, anticipated the 

riod when we should acquire Louisiana and Canada, and in this 
otter he states that he himself in wording the third section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution went as far as possible to keep 
them from being States. He intended to keep them as provinces. 
The original thirteen colonies were jealous of their statehood. 
They had acquired it through war and suffering, and they were 
not disposed at that period of our country’s history to embrace 
within the Union any fresh territory that might spring up in any 
direction and erect it into a State. 

So this letter of Gouverneur Morris, in my opinion, isa full and 
clear commentary upon the meaning of the third section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution in regard to admitting new 
States. If he intended to keep these coterminous territories from 
statehood, with much more reason did he intend, and did the 
framers of the Constitution intend, to keep these transmarine pos- 
sessions from statehood. - 

It is abundantly clear to my mind, in considering the fact that 
after a cession to the United States by various States of the North- 
west Territory and the incorporation into the Constitution of the 
provision giving Congress the power to pass all needful rules and 
regulations concerning the government of those Territories, that 
thereby it was intended to erect those Territories into States and 
to place them beyond the treaty-making power. 


ow could we treat with our own Government? How could 


the United States treat for the admission of a territory with a 
government gee by the United States? So construing the 

the Constitution relating to the government of 
tories, together with the treaty-making power, it is ab- 


cession part o. 
the Te 


solutely evident and clear that the treaty-making power could 
only extend, and was intended to extend only, to matters external 
to the United States, to the foreign relations of the United States, 
and if it was wise to do so, by treaty power to embrace foreign 
territory within the United States. 

No foreign territory under this Constitution can be admitted 
into the United States by act of Congress. A provision relatin 
to the admission of States refers entirely to our own territory. It 
can refer to no other territory. It refers to new States. All 
States organized outside of the United States could never be ad- 
mitted as new States. 

Mr. Webster was not in public life during the debates upon the 
admission of Texas, but when he returned the session after the 
admission he made a speech in which he stated that Texas could 
only be admitted to the Union under the treaty-making power, 
He did not argue the question, but simply gave his opinion as that 
of a citizen that there was no warrant in the Constitution of the 
United States for the admission of Texas as a State by an act of 

mgress, 

Mr. Webster said: - 

Mr. President, I was not in Con a 
no opportunity to take part in . aE tho 8 Fg 
before been called upon to ge a public trust in regard to it. Icer- 
tainly did, as a private citizen, entertain a strong feeling that, if Texas were 
to be brought into the Union at all, she ought to be brought in by diplomatic 
arrangement, sanctioned by treaty. But it has been decided otherwise by 
... feel the ear aye. kow 
ts deckion of al branches 0 ie Go = rament. ves, nevertheless, bound by 

on ani U. 
have heard. And now, not bavi tien OVANA * the Cone} 
having, of course, taken no official part in the measure, and as it has now 
duty and full the expectations of tose ne plagen me here by firing own 
expression of their most decided, un en and 8 aa 


protest; and stating, as I have now stated, th 
pectoris ee sing, 5 e e reasons which have impelled 
with the unanimous opinion of the legislature of Massachusetts; I 
t mass of her people; I reaffirm what I have said and 
2 Rage resend 7oy 3 amas agai nst this 8 
00 on; an ere expre place 
on record also the dissent and protest of the State of Massac usetts. 


Now, going on to the admission of Texas, I desire to know why 
it is that the eres of Texas has not been followed, if itis a 
precedent? How is it that the consent of the people of Hawaii has 
not been sought in advance to the admission of that country into 
the Union? If the precedent of Texas is cited, that precedent 
must be followed to the letter, or at least the spirit of that prece- 
dent must be followed, and is, that the pepe of Texas in conven- 
tion assembled declared their willingness to enter the Union as a 
State, to give gears special statehood and be incorporated into 
the Union, and be mingled in a general statehood; to form one of 
a galaxy of States, not to shine alone on our western border as a 
single star. 

That is lacking in the case of Hawaii. It is not only lacking in 
the case of Hawaii, but itis impossible in the case of Hawaii. Tue 
people of Hawaii do not want annexation to the United States 
either as a Territory or as a State. When I s of the people 
of Hawaii I speak of the native Hawaiians and of the intelligent 
popolation of the country, and I have no hesitation in saying that 

rom the evidence before us the people of Hawaii will vote down 
the proposition to have Hawaii incorporated as part of the terri- 
torial domain of the United States. 

Why, sir, it has been contended that half a dozen or any small 
number of Americans going to any country in the world and by 
hook or crook obtaining the dominancy in that country have a 
right of themselves to ask the United States to take that country 
into its domain and to shelter it with its flag. 

I will read the first of the acts of Congress under thé old Con- 
federation, of date Tuesday, October 10, 1780, as found on page 
64, House Miscellaneous Document, second session Forty-seventh 
Congress: 

Resolved, That the unappropriated lands that may be ceded or relin- 
quished to the United States o 8 State, pursuant to the recom- 
mendation of Congress of the th day of September last, shall be disposed of 
for the common benefit of the United States, and be settled and formed into 
distinct republican States, which shall become members of the Federal 
Union, and have the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and independence 
as the other States; that each State which shall be so formed shall contain a 
suitable extent of territory, not less than 100 nor more than 150 miles square, 
or as near thereto as circumstances will admit; that the necessary and 
reasonable expenses which any particular State shall have incurred since 
the commencement of the present wur, in subduing any British posts, or in 
maintaining forts or garrisons within and for the defense, or in acquirin, 
any part of the territory that may be ceded or relinquished to the Unite 
States, shall be reimbursed. 

That the said lands shall be granted or settled at such times and under 
such regulations as shall hereafter be agreed on by the United States, in Con- 
gress assembled, or any nine or more of them. 


I desire to incorporate this into the RECORD and make it a part 
of my remarks, so that it can be seen that the territory ceded by 
certain of the original States was ceded for the express 8 of 
being carved into republican States with such and such dimen- 
sions, and it is those States, and those States only, which are new 
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States and can be called new States under the fourth article of 
the Constitution. a 

Mr. BATE. May Lask the Senator from Louisiana a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. Does that apply particularly to the Northwestern 
Territory ceded by Virginia, or to all the Territories after that act? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It applies to every particle of the territory 
that was then ceded or that might be thereafter ceded by Virginia, 
by New York, by Connecticut, by Massachusetts, by Georgia. 

Mr. BATE. And by North Carolina. 

Mr, CAFFERY. And by North Carolina. Every State that 
had uninhabited lands ceded them over to the United States, in 
order that out of the common fund proceeding from the sale of 
the lands the whole Union might be benefited and the expenses of 
the war in part reimbursed. i 3 b 

Mr. President, this inquiry, to my mind, is not only interesting, 
but very instructive. Take these cessions, take the article of the 
Constitution providing for the admission by Congress of new 
States, the article providing for the regulation of the Territories, 
the article providing for the power of making treaties, and the 
whole matter will resolve itself into the proposition that the orig- 
inal framers of this document had no other view, no other pur- 
pose, in granting the power to Congress to admit new Statest 
to grant the power to admit just such States—new, republican— 
as might be carved out of this ceded territory. 

I contend that the precedent of Texas is no precedent whatever. 
It is nothing more nor less than the precedent that a certain po- 
litical majority in Congress, having political purposes in view, 
voted as for a partisan necessity to take Texas into the Union 
under the clause of the Constitution allowing Congress to admit 
new States. That precedent has no judicial force or sanction; it 
is not supported by any, or if by any, by no strong argument. 


wards. They changed a feudal, tribal monarchy into a constitu- 
tional kingdom. They not only gave Hawaii its religion, but they 
gave it its laws. 

Mr. President, about 1843 this little Kingdom was disturbed by 


the hostile act of a British commander of a war vessel. On ac- 
count of some wrong, real or imaginary, he took ion of the 
poets buildings of Honolulu and erected the British standard. 

e attempted to collect, and did collect, the custom revenues of 
the island in order to indemnify a British subject for an alleged 
wrong. This act was complained of, and the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment sent commissioners to the United States. Those commis- 
sioners laid the complaint of the Hawaiian Kingdom before this 
Government. That was the first instance where this little King- 
dom was overawed by the show of hostile force by a foreign 
nation. The terror inspired by the taking possession of the pub- 
lic buildings of Honolulu by Lord George Paulet seems never to 
have been dissipated; it always lingered in the minds of the Ha- 
waiians. 

Again, some years later, the commander of a French frigate un- 
dertook and carried through the same hostile act, or about the same 
hostile act, as that perpetrated upon the Islands of Hawaii by the 
English commander. He took ion of the public buildings; 
he erected the French flag; and assumed charge and control over 
the city of Honolulu, the principal city of the Hawaiian Islands. 
That again was made the subject-matter of complaint upon the 

of the Hawaiian Government. They sent their commission- 
ers to the United States, 9 the intermediation of the United 
States in their behalf, and finally, through the exertions of our 
minister in France and the Secretary of State here, the act was dis- 
claimed upon the part of the French Government, and the wron 
8 remedied. There again was the Hawaiian, good-natur 
ocile, hospitable, unwarlike, terrorized by the force of the white 


If the proponents of this scheme rely upon this precedent as the | man. 


precedent, let them follow the precedent. They have not followed 
the precedent. Take Hawaii in her Statehood, such as it may be, 
if you want to follow the precedent; take Hawaii with the con- 
sent of the Hawaiians, if you want to follow the precedent. You 
have done neither; you Bee to annex it as territory under 
a legislative act, a law. hy, sir, there never has been so flagrant 
a violation of the terms of the Constitution, so flagrant a departure 
from the precedents set up for us to follow. 

Mr. President, I shall argue next that the Government of the 
United States owes it toi tolook into this matter of the annexa- 
tion of the territory of Hawaii, because the officials of the United 
States, civil and military,in my judgment, contributed to the over- 
throw of the old Kingdom of Hawaii and the establishment of the 
present so-called Republic of those islands. 

What, sir, is the history of those islands? As early as 1720 
they were discovered by an English navigator, Captain Cook. 
Long before the missionaries from New England went there, in 
1820, the islands were a necessary resort for the whaling ships 
that sailed from the Atlantic around the Horn into the Pacific to 
stop for supplies of water and provisions, At that period the 
North Atlantic and the arctic seas were filled with whales, and 
the Hawaiians were brought into prominence and into commer- 
cial contact with the United States by and through our merchant 
marine stopping at those islands in order to carry on successfully 
their whaling voyages. 

In 1820 certain devout, pious, educated, highly cultured gentle- 
men from New England undertcok to spread the light of Chris- 
tianity in those islands and to win the natives from their idola- 
trous worship. They were a set of men of noble purpose and, so 
far as history goes, they were men of exemplary lives. The native 
Hawaiian was a savage but little removed from cannibalism, but 
with an extraordinary docility of character, a wonderful hospi- 
tality of nature, and he accepted gladly the aid that the mission- 
aries gave him to see the beauties and the benefits of the Christian 
religion and of Christian civilization. 

History does not record, Mr. President, a similar class of Indi- 
ans to those that inhabited the Hawaiian Islands. There is no 
other record in history that Iam aware of where the white man’s 
religion and the white man’s civilization was cordially and gladly 
accepted by the natives. The North American Indians met our 
ancestors with the bow and with the arrow. They fought every 
inch of territory that the white man attempted to occupy. The 
scorned his religion and his learning. The only instance in all 
this North American continent where any peaceable means was 
exercised to obtain possession of lands from the Indians was in 
the case of Pennsylvania. These Hawaiians were a very docile, 
a very gentle, a very hospitable people. They numbered, it is 
said, at the time Captain Cook discovered the islands, about 
300,000 souls. 

After the New England missionaries had become firmly planted 
in the islands they gradually obtained the confidence of the 
Hawaiian chiefs, they gradually ingratiated themselves into the 
favor of the ruling powers, and they gradually shaped the char- 
acter and kind of government that fhe Tanda possessed after- 


At or about that time the King of Hawaii authorized a cession 
of these islands to the United States. That cession was made in 
view of 5 upon that Kingdom by the English and the 
French. There never has been any intention upon the part of 
Great Britain or of France or of any other power to take and to 
hold those islands as a dependency of their Government, but situ- 
ated as they were in midocean, weak as they werein point of mili- 
tary strength, unwarlike as they were from their nature, they 
were subject to these sporadic depredations of foreign powers. 

They became accustomed from these depredations to the irre- 
sistible power, of the white man; for be it known that these 
Hawaiians are a race of Polynesian Indians, a most unique race, 
intelligent, hospitable, accepting the white man and his laws and 
his religion, and yet they are devoid of that natural and innate 
ferocity and courage that characterizes the North American 
Indian. About this time Mr. Webster stated the principle that 
the United States would observe toward the Hawaiian Islands. 
This is the first friendly message. It is under date of December 
19, 1842, and is as follows: 

The Secretary of State to the agents of the Sandwich Islands. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 19, 1542. 

GENTLEMEN: I have received the letter which you did me the honor to ad- 
dress to me, under date of the 14th instant, stating that you had been com- 
missioned to represent in the United States the Government of the Hawaiian 
Islands, inviting the attention of this 8 relations between 
the two countries, and intimating a desire for a on of the Hawaiian 
Government by that of the United States. 

W Sony communication has been laid before the President, and by him con- 
ere 

The advan of your pce he the navigators in the Pacific, and in 
particular to the numerous vessels and vast tonnage of the United States 
8 that sea. are fully estimated; and just acknowledgments are due 
to the Government and inhabitants of the islands for their numerous acts of 
nome. to the citizens of the United States. 

e United States have ded the existing authorities in the Sandwich 
Islands as a Government suited to the condition of the poopie and resting on 
their own choice; and the President is of opinion that the interests of all the 
commercial nations require that that Government should not be interfered 
with by foreign powers. Of the vessels which visit the islands, it is known 
thata t majority —.— to the United States. 

The United States, therefore, are more interested in the fate of the islands, 
and of their Government, than any other nation can be; and considera- 
tion induces the President to be quite willing to declare, as the sense of the 
Government of the United States, that the Government of the Sandwich 
Islands ought to be respected; that no power ought either to take possession 
of the islands as a conquest, or for the purpose of colonization, and that no 
power ought to seek for any undue control over the existing Government, or 
any exclusive privileges or preferences in matters of commerce. 

tertaining these sentiments, the President does not see any present ne- 
cessity for the negotiation of a formal treaty or the appointment or reception 
of diplomatic characters. A consul or agent from this Government con- 
tinue to reside in the islands. He will receive particular instructions to pay 
just and careful attention to any claims or complaints which may be brought 
against the Government or people of the islands by citizens of the United 
States, and he will also he instructed to receive any complaints which may be 
made by that Government for acts of individ (citizens of the United 
States) on account of which the interference of this Government may be 
rogaestod; and to transmit such complaint to this re whey 

t is not improbable that this correspondence may be made the subject of 


a communication to Congress, and it will be officially made known to the 
governments of the principal commercial powers of Europe. 
I have the honor to be, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 


Messrs. TIMOTEO HAALILIo and WILLIAM RICHARDS, 
Washington, 
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Sir, I will have read what Mr. Webster saysin another commu- 


nication in regard to the position that the United States intended 
to hold toward those islands. I will send this up to the Secre- 
1 be read. . 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Mr. Webster to Mr. Severance. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 1h, 1851. 

SIR: I have written you a regular official setting forth the prin- 
ciples of poliey which will be pursued by the Administration here in what- 
ever respects Government of the Hawaiian Islands. 

I now write you a letter of private instructions, made necessary by sug- 
gestions contained in your communications by Lieutenant Johnson. 

In the first place, I have to say that the war- power in this Govern- 
ment rests entirely with Congress, and that the dent can authorize bel- 
ligerent o tions only in the cases expressly poras for by the Constitu- 
tion and the laws. By these no power is given to the Executive to oppose an 
attack by one independent nation on the ons of another. 

We are bound to regard both France and Hawaii as independent states, 
and equally independent; and though the general policy of the Government 
might lead it to take part with either in a controversy with the other, still, 
if this interference be an act of hostile force, it is not within tha consti- 
tutional power of the President, and still less is it within the power of 
any subordinate agent of government, civil or military. If the Serieuse 

attacked Honolulu, and thereupon the Vandalia had fired upon the 
Serieuse, this last act would have been an act of violence France not to 
be justified, and, in fact, if not disavowed at Washington, it would have been 
anact of war. In these.cases, where the power of Congress can not be exer- 
cised beforehand, all must be left to the redress which that body may subse- 
on authorize. This you will constantly bear in mind. But, at the same 
e it is not necessary that you should enter into these explanations with 
the French commissitner or the French naval commander. 

In my official letter of this date I have ‘en of what the United States 
would do in certain contingencies. But in thus gof the Government 
of the United States I do not mean the executive power but the Govern- 
ment in its general a; te, and especially that nch of the Govern- 
ment which possesses the Wär- making power. This distinction you will care- 
fully observe, and you will neither direct, request, nor encourage any naval 
officer of the United States in committing hostilities on French vessels of war. 

. Another leading topic in your communication is the proposed contingent 
surrender by the Government of the islands of their sovereignty to the 
United States or their annexation to this country. 

This is a very important 8 and one which you will readily see 
rises above any functions with which you are ch . It may, indeed, be 
very proper for you in this — Sa well as in all others, to communicate 
to your Government whatever the Government to which you are accred- 
i desire to have so communicated; but it is very important that on a 

uestion involving such deep interests, both domestic and foreign, you 
should yourself altogetiner forbear expressing any opinion whatever to the 
Hawaiian Government. You will see by my official letter, which you are at 
liberty to communicate to that Government, the disposition of the United 
States to maintain its independence; beyond that you will not proceed. 

The act of contingent or conditional surrender, which you mention in your 
letter as having been placed in your hands, you will please to return to the 
Hawaiian Government. In this case the Government of the United States 
acts upon principles of general Vay it will protectits own rights. It feels 
a deep interest in the preservation of Hawaiian independence, and all ques- 
tions beyond this, should they arise, must be considered and settled here by 
the competent authorities. S 

You inform us that many American citizens have gone to settle in the 
islands: if so, they have ceased to be American citizens. The Government 
of the United States must, of course, feel an interest in them not extended to 
foreigners, but by the law of nations they have no right farther to demand 
the protection of thisGovernment. Whatever aid or protection tunder 
any circumstances be given them must be given, not as a matter of right on 
their part, but in con: — with the general policy and duty of the Gov- 
ernment and its relations with friendly powers. 

You will therefore notencourage in 
idea or expectation that the islands will become annexed to the United 
States. this, I repeat, will be judged of hereafter, as circumstances and 
events may require, by the Government at W. i i 

I do not su’ there is any immediate danger of any new menaces from 
France: still less of any ESIDA attack on the islands by her naval armament, 
Nevertheless you will keep us constantly and accurately informed of what- 
ever transpires. ` 
Your account of the prosperity of the islands and the fiscal condftion of its 
Goreme is rosa and you can be hardly too full and particular in 
such statemen: 

Mr. Allen is at ee ae unwell at Boston. As soon as he is able he 
will return to his post. utenant Johnson will take this dispatch to Pan- 
ama, If Mr. Allen’s illness should continue for any length of time, which we 
nyt ag not be the case, Lieutenant Johnson will be directed to return with- 
out him. 


I have the honor, etc., DANIEL WEBSTER. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Secretary state to whom 
that letter was written? 

The SECRETARY. To Mr. Severance, under date of July 14, 1851. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it will be seen from this com- 
munication of Mr. Webster to the United States consul at Hono- 
lulu that he dwelt m three topics: First, that the annexation 
of those islands d not then be entertained; second, that 
the United States intended to maintain the independence of the 
Hawaiian Islands, and third, that any American citizen going to 
Hawaii and making Hawaii his home and domicile could not 
claim the protection of the United States as an American citizen; 
that he became a citizen of Hawaii. 

It had been well for this country had these precepts of Mr. 
Webster been followed by Minister Stevens, who was the resident 
minister of the United States af Honolulu when the Hawaiian 
Kingdom was overthrown by the revolution of 1893. Mr. Web- 
ster’s 8 was that of a broad statesman. While he expressed 
sympathy for citizens of the United States who had e their 
home in Hawaii, ere claimed 5 citizens of Hawaii and 
must look to Hawaii and not to the United States to protect them 
in resident citi p. . 

Now, Mr. President, we have heard a great deal ever since the 


m, nor, indeed, in any others, any 


Hawaiian question was thrust upon. the attention of the United 
States as to the duty of the United States toward resident Amer- 
icansin Honolulu, We have. been called upon to violate every 
pcos that has heretofore guided the American Government 

the case of resident Americansin Hawaii. We have been called 
upon to tolerate acts of war and aggression, nay, not only to toler- 
ate but to applaud acts of hostility and war upon the of Amer- 
ican residents of Hawaii inst the Kingdom of Hawaii on the 
Beppe that they were originally citizens of the United States and 

d large property interests in Hawaii. 

This doctrine did not obtain in Mr. Webster's time. He was 
one of the Greet men this country ever produced. There was 
no subject he touched which he did not illuminate with the light 
of an understanding unequaled not only in our own country, but 
in any country and in all countries, and he took the proper view 
of the question of American citizenship in foreign countries. 

Sir, while we sympathize with Americans who go abroad to bet- 
ter their fortunes, while we sympathize with their aspirations to 
establish in their new homes government fashioned after that they 
left behind, it does not devolve upon us to lend the military arm, 
this powerful arm, of the Government of the United States to aid 
American residents of foreign countries to overthrow the govern- 
ment of the country where they have chosen to reside, these 
invocations, therefore, in behalf of the American residents of Ha- 
waii for help, for 8 for support from the United States 
ought to go unheeded, Mr. President, so far at least as to pre- 
vent us from giving them any material aid to overthrow the 
e of the country in which they have established them - 
sel ves. 

If by reason of their own force, if by reason of their own cour- 
age—and the force and the courage of an American are not ex- 
celled by those of any other race on the globe—they succeed in 
establishing their republican idea of 8 in any country, 
in any isle, wherever they may be, I bid them God but do 
not let them go to the islands of the seas and there intrigue to bring 
about a cooperation of the military forces of the United States to 
aid them in the overthrow of the government where they have 
voluntarily chosen to reside. Such was the case in the revolution 
that effected the overthrow of the Kingdom of Hawaii in 1893, 

Now, Mr. President, Mr. Webster's ration in what I have 
just read amounts to a declaration of neutrality on the part of 
the United States. That is the proper position for the United 
States to assume. But further than that, sir, I will send to the 
desk and have read from the same book on page 97, a letter of Mr. 
Webster to Mr. Rives, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxxs of Arkansas in the 


chair). The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Mr. Webster to Mr. Rives. 
No. 28.] DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 19, 1851. 


WILLIAM C. Rives, Esq., etc. 

Sin: In the dispatch from this Department No. 15) of the 5th of qui 5 

you were instructed with reference to the app tion of Messrs. G. P. Jud 
James Jackson Jarves, special co oners of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment, for the mediation of the Government of the United States for the pur- 

usting the differences between that Governmen’ 
ce. In your dispatch (No. 49) of the 12th of September, you 
stated that you would avail yourself of the first suitable occasion toward 
bringing about an amicable ent of the controversy. It is believed, 

3 1 vou ne not since 8 22 Pwo a tts 
appears from accompan: letters addr e 
and to the Rev. Rufus Anderson Fr k- Judd. from Panama, that the French 
Government declined to accept the mediation of the Government of Great 
Britain, and dispatched an boop to the Sandwich Islands, whom Mr. Judd 
met at Panama, waiting for the arrival of an armed force from Callao, with 
which he intended to proceed to the islands for hostile purposes. The pub- 
since announced that he had reac his destination and 
had entered upon a 1 with the Hawaiian Government. This 
— ent much pata. It has 3 N 5 

Missions, whose corresponding secretary t t 
last autumn, ete. So with him the letter trom Sie Judd to the Rev. Me, 
d e referred to, and application for vessels of war of the 
United States to be sent to the islands for the protection of the persons and 


property of the missionaries there. 

Under these circumstances, if you should not already haye made the 
French Government acquainted with the interest we feel in the independ- 
ence of the islands, you will lose no time in taking that course. 

The proceedings of M. Dillon and the French admiral there in 1819, so far 
as we are informed respecting them, seem, both in their origin and in their 
nature, to have been inco: tible with any just regard for the Hawaiian 
Government as an independent state. They can not, according to our im- 
pressions, be accounted for 1 an 7 other hypothesis than a determination 
on the part of those officers to humble and annihi 


Department 


islands to the dominion of 


ce. 

A like this could not fail to be viewed by the 9 pr tem ce e Prea 
of the United States with a dissatisfaction which would tend seriously to 
turb our friendly relations with the French Government. isisa 
result to be deplored. If, therefore, it should not be too late, it is that 
you will make such representations u the subject to the minister of forei 
affairs of France as will induce that Government to desist from measures 
compatible with the sovereignty and independence of the Hawaiian Islands, 
and to make amends for the acts which the French agents have already com- 
mitted there in contravention of the law of nations and of the treaty between 
the Hawaiian Government and France. 

I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 


DANL. WEBSTER. 


CONGRESSIONAL” RECORD—SENATE, 


Mr. GAFFERY.. In this communication Mr. Webster distinctly 
places Hawaii within: the grasp of the Monroe doctrine. vee 
that doctrinethese islands stood until the revolution of 1893. 
United States Government declared through its great Secretary 
of State that the United States would not permit those pressing to 
be taken n of or destroyed by any foreign power. 

That declaration has stood from that day to this. That was a 

declaration. It comes within the meaning and intent of 
the Monroe doctrine—the doctrine which declares.thatthe United 
States can intervene to prevent the act of any foreign nation 
when that act, whatever it may be, may threaten the integrity 
and safety of the United States. Although those i are in 
midocean, 2,100 miles from the United States, they occupy such 
a position as that their permanent control and possession by any 
foreign power would materially threaten our western frontier. 

Mr. President, this is a clean-cut, statesmanlike declaration, 
warranted by American precedent, warranted 250 every law which 
a one nation to protect itself against the aggression of 
others. 

Another great Secretary of State, Mr; Blaine, declared that the 

licy of the 10 United States toward ‘those islands is one of benevo- 
Text neutrality. L-will send to the desk and have read a letter 
from Mr. Blaine to Mr. Comly, found in the same book, page 1157. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. Blaine to Mr. Comly. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, December 1, 1881. 

y that of the 19th ultimo, will have 

nited — tates observes the 


No. 113.] 


Sin: My late pp ener nen are d especial 
shown gon the deep interest t with which the Uni 
course of events in the Hawaiian Islands. The a disposition to ex- 
tend other influences there in lines parallel to or tting our own must be 
watched with care and met with omni? firmness. 
suggestive character of 7 recent — meaeT nátu- 


limited scope 
sarily confined to a consideration of the immediate 
treaty e: ment with Great Britain which would 
3 of extraterritoriality of jurisdiction 

eee of the islands to the other powers, and . the United 


tates. 
With the abandonment of feudal government by King Kameham: ha Iin 
1839, — 505 tho peg er of constitutional — eg the histo: 
—— rela a of n — 5 —— — e ed DA may ve prover 
on ndent sove: 
. 


8 reine tact on the —— from 1844. 
at that early day, before the United Bebe had become a power on the 
Pacific coast, the commercial activity of our la was manifested in their 
ore cee an urse with — islands of Oceanica, of w. the Hawaiian group is the 
northern extremi 
In 1848 the treaty of Gua Genter tg confirmed the territorial exten- 
sion of the Uni ific, and gave to the Union a coast 


line on that ocean little inferior 18 extent and er es 7 in natural wealth to 
the Atlantic seaboard of the original thirteen States. In 1848-49 the discover- 
ies of gold in California laid the foundation for the marvelous development 
of the western coast, and in that same year the necessities of our altered re- 
lationship to the Pacific Ocean found ee in a comprehensive 3 
of friendship, commerce, and navigation with the sovereign Kingdom 


waii. 

The: material connection between the Hawaiian Islands and the Pacific 
coast = the parr was natural and inevitable. But lately admitted to the 
family .. ee wn into 5 
with alltag. then just entering on arpal prosperity an 

whose ra) of development the letra ine — 4 — seen eq 
the movements toward intimate commercial he ty 
tries, which, after the ive — eT A VSA and 1869, 
nated in the existing reciprocity treaty of J of 3 1875, Which 
the United States in ‘Hawaii, and the United States, 

rights and — 5 in terms denied to other 8 


ha ve 1 55 5 g 
cession of California in 1848 as little inferior in extent and superior in natural 


a line 
— — 


ing lin 
Wardly from San Francisco to Honolulu marks the natural limit of the — 
belt within which our trade with the oriental countries must flow. and is 
moreover. the direct line of communication between the United States an 
Australasia. Within this belt lies the commercial of our Western 


coast: 
T have had recent occasion to set rien ie vitall 

our Pacific possessions in a circular lette: 

to our . in Europe, AeA — the necessary 

propose Canal as a purely American . 3 to So be. eee as 
rt of our own coast line. The extension of commerci 


— 


thirty years the United States has soqnired a legitimately dominant 
influence in the North Pacific, which it can never consent tosee decreased 
silan the intrusion therein of any clement of influence hostile to itsown. The 
Sinana of the Hawaiian Islands, giving them the strategic control of the 
c. brings their possession wi the range of questions of purely 

piein ——.— as much s as that of the Isthmus itself. Hence th 
sity, as recognized in our existing treaty relati of drawing the ee —— 

timate relationship between us and the waiian Islands, 

as a part ae the American system withou! 


The reciprocity treaty of 1875 has made of Hawaii the 3 
of tie Peada and gives to our therein the 


mannfacturers same free- 

dom as in California and Oregon. E EOE ATAD Hawaii its first great 
impetus in trade and developed that activity of production which has at- 
tracted the attention of European Lg oP og rs, anxious to share in the 
88 and advantages which the e l have created in mid- 
V 7 conclusion. of the reci+ 

m Ha to the United States nearly 


5 is, by the wise and beneficent 
brought wi in the circle of the domestic trade of t. 
in its friendly neutrality is akin to gh we feel in the 

RETAS — ol Panama. On the other hand, the interests of 
tably turn toward the United States in the future, as in the 


ovisions of the treaty, 
United States, and our 
nteed 
waii must 
esent, as 
e Pacific 


rvation, during 
ou vitality of the a sen 
Zon, the vit developed in I 
recognition of the needs — Ha as n member of rican syste: 
States Beeches than as a blind desire for a protectorate or ultimate annexati| 


to the American Union. 
This Government has on ee occasions been brought face to face with 
the Hawaiian group. It has, as o as 


policy try Po. ousting nen . 
ment to 215 3 licy. The history pean relations for 
.— shows thi ous concern with Which th the nies States has guard 
ts control of 0 — 3 interference, and this without extension 
of territorial on. mainland. It has always been its aim to 
preserve the friendly neu: Site of de TEE states and insular posses- 
sions. Its attitude out Cuba is in point. That rich island. i the key to the 
Gulf of Mexico and the field for our most extended trade in the Western 
ere, is, though in the hands of: oe part of the American com- 


ve, toward Cuba have never been 


W. the ist of December, 15 in rejection 4 the mo age tri- 
9 alliance to forever de 3 of the Spanish Antilles. 
response to the proposal 


Great Britain, and 

France should severally and collectively 5 forbid the acquisition of 
control over Cuba, by any or all ot them, Mr. Everett showed that, without 
forcing or even coveting of the i island, its condition was essen- 
tially an American question; that thes Aas og me forever by this Govern- 
ment of contin — 5 terest therein would be far broader than the like re- 


pean domination, and that the ceaseless movement of — on of Ameri- 
interests from control and unification in a broader American 
of con oat e could not and should not be checked by any arbi- 


— . 7 eran have demonstrated the wisdom of the attitude then 
Pi pharod a ve made its continuance and 
its 5 rican Atlantic system where a disturb- 


8 for ther control of an hia Phan route is but the Decal sequence of the 
resistance made in 1852 to the attempted pressure of an active foreign infin- 


ence in the West Indies. 
Hawaii, although pone the California coast than is Cuba 
from the Floridian. holds in. the western sea much the same pe 
tlantic. It isthe key to the maritime dominion ha 
isthe eae. 8 = E neem 3 3 


Cuba. But under no 
in the territorial con 
can system, whereto they both 
In this aspect of the — it is 
ernment must view any tendency toward 
elements destructive of its necessaril 
diminution of the native population of 
cent between 1872 and 1878. and still contin: 
alarm to the Government of the Kingdom, 
should be sought with eagerness in any seemingly practicable quarter. 
The problem, however, is not to be met . a nro agin of Mongolian 
supremacy for native control—as 10 7 — ible through the 
ection of the cooly clement, pro islands. Neither is a wholesale 
am ery. to afford 
Islands can 


— 5 what concern this Gov. 
troducing into Hawalf new social 
character. stead 


32 wi h somewhat of detail, into the real 


nature of our relations toward in order that intelligen 
construe recent instructions in the t of our tru 5 — 
on the 0. ENO your onr intercourse with the native 
government if you areina u — pe the . —.— ol its 1 7 
0 —— ‘trusive, or looks 
tho exclusive retention: of t advan’ “3 of 8 


. tod States was f the first 
ee the world to take an active interest in the ap 
3 — independence and the creation of a new and potential 


li forte poopie a oe tently endeavored, and with 
be equally ral 0 main 
— p the advantages which have accrued to Hawaii and to draw closer the 
—. imperatively unite it to the great body of Common- 
.. TTT . 
would bg inval . e ed in any movemen Í A ies 
woul vi UREA sponge any movement! mari a 
oe mer of those of alien and hostile in 
Fo tho Hawaiian Islands as a Key to 
5 American . neu 
which end it will 8 with the native Government. A: 15 
ity should be found by Hawailto be tispractiable, this Goverament wont 
ity should be by Hawaiito be impracticable, this 
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then 3 meet the altered situation by seeking an avowedly 
American solution for the ears issues presented. 
The communication to the Hawaiian Government of the views herein ex- 
essed is left, both as to manner and 3 your own discretion. If the 
ty relations with Great Britain, of which my last instruction treats, 
prove to be of such a nature as to require the communication of a formal 


protest in the premises to the Hawaiian minister of foreign affairs, it would 
robably be for you togive hima ey Re this dispatch asa just and 
operate ex tion of the intentions of Government, and a succinct 


explanation of the reasons which have induced such a protest. Even if the 

formal delivery hereof to the minister should not appear advisable, it would 

be well for you to reflect this policy in your conversations with the public 

men at Honolulu, who will, I am sure, find these views in harmony with the 

—— interests of the Hawaiian Kingdom as they are with those of the United 
tates. 


Iam, etc., JAMES G. BLAINE. 


Mr. CAFFERY. This letter of Mr. Blaine emphasizes the dec- 
laration of Mr. Webster that Hawaii is placed within the opera- 
tion and application of the Monroe doctrine; that, being the key to 
the Pacific, no foreign interference of a charactor to endanger its 
independence or in any way to control its destinies would be for a 
moment tolerated by the United States. He further says that the 
true position of the United States toward these islands is one of 
benevolent neutrality. He states that whenever the time came 
that the affairs of those islands would drift toward the East rather 
than toward the United States there might be then need fora 
closer alliance between Hawaii and the United States, 

But there is nothing of that sort which has ever occurred. It 
is boasted that the Hawaiian Republic is founded upon a sure and 
solid rock of security. The conspirators who established it vaunt 
their stréngth to hold their own not only against domestic foes 
but against any ordinary foreign interference. 

Now, when a republic, established upon the ruins of the old 
monarchy it overthrew, sets forth pretensions of such security 
and strength as the prog of Hawaii does, the contingency has 
not occurred when the United States, out of its own self-defense, 
and not for any protection of Hawaii, would be bound to draw 
closer the lines that connect the two countries together. 

Now, I will introduce, if I can lay my hand upon it—if not, I 
will ask it to be placed in the REcorD—aconvention between France 
and Great Britain in 1843, or thereabouts, whereby each of the 
high — Y parties agreed to maintain the independence of 
those islands. 1 will introduce this convention in order to dis- 
prove the constant assertion that if the United States does not 
take these islands France or Great Britain or some other power 
will. After these islands have lain in midocean from the time of 
their discovery, in 1720, down to date without any foreign power 
laying its hands upon them, or any foreign power manifesting any 
disposition to take them, the assertion is constantly made, in order 
to hurry us into schemes of annexation, that some foreign power 
covets these islands, 

The convention referred to is as follows: 

Declaration of Great Britain and France relative to the independence of the 
Sandwich Islands, London, November 28, 1843. 

Her ontana Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land, and His Majesty the King of the French, taking into consideration the 
existence in the Sandwich Islands of a government capable of providing for 
the regularity of its relations with foreign nations, have thought it right to 
engage, reciprocally, to consider the Sandwich Islands as an independent 
state, and never to take possession, either directly or under the title of pro- 
tectorate, or under any other form, of any part of the territory of which 
the ine undersigned, Her Majesty's principal secretary of state for fore 
affairs, and the ambassador extraoedinary. of His esty the King of the 
French at the court of London, being furnished with the necessary powers, 
5 aclaro ao consequence that their said majesties take reciprocally 

Inw — whereof the undersigned have signed the present declaration, 
and have affixed thereto the seal of their arms. 

14 duplicate at London, the 28th day of November, in the year of our 

22 8. ABERDEEN, 

L. S. ST. AULAIRE. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It has been a frequent thing for Senators of 
the jingo breed—and I do not say that with any disrespect to them, 
using a common term now that signifies a politician of a kind who 
wants to stretch out and embrace every portion of God’s habitable 
earth that the United States can lay its hands upon—I say it has 
been a favorite theme with them whenever they want to urge and 

recipitate this question of annexation to say that the British Lion 
= about to commence his land grabbing again; that heis covetous 
of Hawaii. But, sir, this convention between these two States, 
Great Britain and France, absolutely disproves any such allega- 
tion. No state in Christendom wanted the Hawaiian Islands, no 
state wants them now, because at any time in the past any of the 
foreign states, prior to the declaration of the United States in 1843, 
could have taken them. : 

After the establishment of a constitutional government in Ha- 
waii by and through the aid of American missionaries that Goy- 
ernment went on with a prosperous career. The affairs of the 
islands were well administered. They are islands of unequaled 
fertility. The climate appears to be of that character which, 
while it does not urge and incite to much energy, yet is so equable 
and mild and temperate as to be courted by those who are in 


search of a climate of luxurious ease. It does not appear to con- 
duce to the energy of the white man, but it appears to be precisely 
suited to the character and constitution of the black man. 

Down to the time when David Kalakaua ascended the throne of 
Hawaii that little Kingdom was as prosperous as ordinary com- 
munities in this world are, but at the advent of Kalakaua there 
was a movement put on foot of an insurrectionary character, 
The Hawaiians became tired, as it were, of the government of the 
white man, for, as I have before stated, the affairs of thos2 islands 
were largely controlled and administered by white men, white 
missionaries or the descendants of missionaries, and a revolution 
was concocted by the adherents of Queen Emma to oust from the 
throne David Kalakaua. That revolution was put down largely 
through the instrumentality of marines landed from United States 
and British war ships. They were called for by the King, and the 
landing of the troops immediately dispersed the insurgents and 
put down the insurrection. 

I state these facts in order to show the great effect that the 
landing of white troops has upon those native Hawaiians. They 
immediately subside; they immediately discontinue their revolu- 
tionary acts or other acts of violence and submit without a mur- 
mur, The troops landed at the request of the King preserved 
order and destroyed the revolution. 

Now, that effect was well known to Mr. Sfevens, the American 
minister at Honolulu in 1873, Kalakaua administered the affairs 
of that island down to the accession of the deposed Queen Liliuo- 
kalani. When she came to the throne she found a constitution of 
government which had been proclaimed by David Kalakaua, pro- 
claimed at the instigation of the whites, proclaimed in the interest 
of the whites, proclaimed in such way with such provisions as 
practically to place the affairs of the island in the hands of the 
white oligarchy and to deny the natives any material share in it. 
Qualifications were im on the electors of the nobles, and the 
appointment of the nobles by the crown was taken away. 

e nobles were elected. Very large qualifications were re- 
quired for a noble, and large qualifications were required for the 
electors of anoble. So the Hawaiian native population was prac- 
tically excluded from any administration in the affairs of the 
oa Islands by the constitution proclaimed by David Kala- 

aua. 

Kalakaua did precisely, at the instigat on of the whites, what 
the whites dethroned Queen Liliuokalani for threatening to do. 
She threatened to proclaim a constitution which restored the 
rights of the native Hawaiians as they existed before the procla- 
mation of the constitution by David Kalakaua, For that offense 
she was dethroned, and in order to dethrone her the United States 
marines were landed from the Boston at the request of the resi- 
dent minister, Mr. Stevens, on the specious pretext of preserving 
American life and property. 

I have narrated that in the difficulties between the Hawaiian 
hi beers and the French and the English, and also in the émeute 
led by Queen Emma, the Hawaiians were overawed, completely 
subdued by a display of foreign force, and this expedient was re- 
sorted to bruz Stevens and the revolutionists in order to over- 
throw the gdom of Queen Liliuokalani. 

Now, Mr. President, there is one act of President Cleveland for 
which the gratitude of the people of the United States is due him. 
There is one act of his which the impartial historian will here- 
after record as one of his chief merits to renown, and that act 
was the repudiation and the withdrawal of the treaty of annexa- 
tion sent to the Senate by his predecessor, and in the investiga- 
tion of the affairs of that island that led up to the destruction of 
the Kingdom of Hawaii and in his efforts to undo the wrong that 
had been inflicted upon that Kingdom by and through the instru- ` 
mentality of the United States forces. 

lt was a bold act; it was a statesmanlike act; it was a proper 
act, If the facts demonstrate, as I think they do, and as I have 
always thought they did, that the dethronement of Queen Liliuo- 
kalani was brought about by the use of the United States marines 
at the request of the United States minister, then I say the United 
States stands estopped from taking the territory 1 by the 
Government that overthrew the Kingdom of Hawaii dnd dethroned 
its Queen. In good conscience, we ought not and dare not take 
the territory when a suspicion of fraud and ay with reyo- 
lutionary designs and projects is traced home to the United States, 

It is true that we can deal with a government as a de facto gov- 
ernment without looking into the equities of the title of that gov- 
ernment, but when the very Government that proposes to trans- 
fer us the sovereignty of the Hawaiian territory was installed and 
brought into being by and through the illegal use of United States 
troops, I hold that the United States stands estopped from taking 
that territory thus tainted with its own illegal act. 

On the 14th day of J apie! 1893, it is said that Queen Liliuo- 
kalani from the portico or the front steps of her palace made a 
speech to her people in which she declared that she would pro- 
claim a constitution of government restoring them to their just 
share in the administration of their government. The island was 
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in profound peace up to that period. There was not a ripple of 
revolution. There had been some intrigues whereby it was at- 
tempted to vote a want of confidence in the ministry by the legis- 
lature, but the effort failed and the ministry retained their places. 

But, Mr. President, this act of the Queen was made the pretext 
of a conspiracy to dethrone her; and what was the Queen doing? 
In whose behalf was she acting? The Queen was attempting to 
restore the privilege of participation in the Government of Hawaii 
to the native Hawaiians. That is what she was trying to do. 
She was attempting to geen a constitution which allowed the 
‘Queen to appoint the nobles. It was known that the Queen would 
appoint the nobles, who constituted the upper house in the legis- 
lature, largely out of the native Hawaiian element. A 

It was a constitution which looked toward reducing the quali- 
fication of the electors of nobles, so that the native Hawaiian 
might vote, and the native Hawaiians were making this demand, 
They were the people who were attempting to be heard. They 
constituted the electorate of that Kingdom, or should constitute 
it. Queen Liliuokalani was their Queen. If the Americans who 
were there did not like that government they had no right to in- 
voke the aid of the military arm of the United States to effect 
their purpose to destroy it. That is what they did, and without 
having done that they would not have succeeded. 

There is no use to discuss the de jure or the de facto character 
of a government. If there is a suspicion that we have unduly 
dealt with these Hawaiians, if there is a suspicion that the title 
offered us by the present ea teen of Hawaii comes tainted with 
the illegal and oppressiveand unjust act of our own Government, 
I say in good conscience we can not take any cognizance whatever 
of the proposition to accept this territory. 8 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat there is no use to go into any 
question of dry law on this subject. It is not a question of dry 
law. The Republic of Hawaii is a de facto government. We can 
deal with them. If this treaty comes properly before us we can 
take cognizance of it. If this joint resolution is the proper way 
of annexing these islands we can do so legally, notwithstanding 
that there might be some question of the de jure character of 
that Government. But the question nearly relates to us. Com- 

licity with the revolution that overthrew the Queen and estab- 

ished the present Republic is directly traceable to us, and we 
must, therefore, look to it and see whether or not these allegations 
of the President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, whether or 
not the findings of fact by Commissioner Blount are true, before 
we go into the question of accepting the territory thus acquired. 

I will ask the Secretary to read peor the message of President 
Cleveland down to page 10. I will ask that the whole of it be in- 
serted in my remarks, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Arkansas in the 
chair). If the Senator from Louisiana will yield a moment, it is 
manifest to the Chair that there is not a quorum present in the 
Senate, and the Chair will order the roll to be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, Elk Kyle, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, Proctor, 
Baker, Faulkner, M de, Shoup, 
Bate, Foraker, ory, Spooner, 
Berry, ê, A Stewart, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Teller, 
Butler, Gear, Money, Ti 
Caffery, Gorman, organ, Turley, 
Carter, Hanna, Morrill, arren, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Wetmore, 
Gat Harris, Perkins, ilson. 
Cockrell, Hanley, Pett 
Cullom, Heitfe Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. There being a quorum present at this 
moment in the Chamber, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAF- 
FERY] is entitled to the floor. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 484) granting an increase of pension to Carlton W. 


uzzy; 
An act (S. 1475) granting an increase of pension to Elijah N. 
Parkhurst; 
An act (S. 2541) granting a pension to Clara R. Rodgers; 
An act (S. 2588) increasing the pension of Corrissanda L. Mo- 


uire; 
An act (S. 2678) for the relief of Lizzie Hagny, as administra- 
trix of the estate of Frank B. Smith, deceased; 
a act (S. 3350) granting an increase of pension to Blanche E. 
arlow; 
= act (S. 3515) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 


age; 
An act (S. 4583) to increase the pension of Lucinda Booth; 


An act (S. 4738) to authorize the Kansas, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Chilceco Indian Reservation, Territory of Oklahoma, and for 
other purposes; 

An act (S. 4750) granting right of way through the Pikes Peak 
Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to the Cripple Creek 
District Railway 5 an 

An act (S. 4759) to authorize the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 
Railway Company to eae ae and restore the channel of the 
South Canadian River, in the Indian Territory, at the crossing of 
said railroad. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. KYLE. I hold in my hand Senate Document No. 318, re- 
lating to the hours of labor for workmen, mechanics, etc., which 
consists of hearings before the Committee on Education and Labor 
proandcon. There are numerous calls for this document from 
manufacturers and members of labor organizations. I therefore 
ask consent of the Senate for the publication of 1,000 copies for 
the use of the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will it not be well, I will inquire of the 
Senator, to have some copies for the other members of the Senate 
who are not on the Committee on Education and Labor? I have 
had calls for this document. Why not make the order for 2,000 
ot aid for the use of the committee and 1,000 for the Sen- 
a 

Mr. KYLE. I will accept the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire and will ask that 1,000 copies of the document be 
. — for the use of the Senate and 1, 000 for the Committee on 

ucation and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. One thousand should be for the document 


room. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Can the Senator give any inti- 
mation as to what the cost of the printing will be? 

Mr. KXLE. I think it comes within the proper limits, what- 
ever that may be. I think the cost will be about 860. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it will come within the 
rule. The order for the printing will be made, in the absence of 
objection. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for an- 
nexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

= CAFFERY resumed his speech. After having spoken for 
one hour, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on amendments of the Senate numbered 13, 14, 186, 221, 222, and 223 to the bill 
(H. R. 8428) making appropriations for sundry civil orpine of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, hav- 


ing met, after full and free conference have been unable to 


— A. P. GORMAN. 


J. G. C. A 
WM. A. STONE, 
- JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are only fiye amendments in disagree- 
ment. I move that the Senate still further insist upon its amend- 
ments, and ask a further conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on a" of the Senate at the further con- 
e and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were ap- 
pointed. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Lask that the paper which I have sent to the 
desk may be read. 

sae PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

* Senate and House of Representatives: 

t l toth 
ations witi Kreer er fe 
formation on the subject when additional advices permitted. 

Though lam not able now to report a definite change in the actual situa- 
tion, I am convinced that the dimculties lately created both here and in 
Hawaii and now standing in the way ol a solution through Executive action 
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pe Sir eer oral 3 er it — aonan eek Se ae tion was ela on moral, political, and economical grounds. 
should be arte hbar saa and discretion of Ho rafore to the los to, o Hawaiian pe ao interests from the . — of 
nee p ng pe a the „FFT ar 
and a TF y action. 8 ve measure of relief is granted. He strongly i= 
I —— justice shoul: path to be followed | veighs against the waiian Government and empha’ po ere 

in trea’ : ate pe subject. if national honesty isto be 27 a yeris 5 He says: eee the monarch’ ee anach: 
territorial extension, or aform of government not | nism. as nothing on which logleall eee stands. The feudal 

Cer ir lap father gyorg misapprehended the banis cnr webich $$ one stood: mo Ion x yi a 


ger 
mission and character of our Goyernment and the behavior which the con- ors nt to ernment—an obstruction to prosperi 
science of our people demands of their public servants. pro: the Smeal or 85 "n nao 
When the present Administrati eee e Se acide DP msr rets tory of 
under consideration a treaty 5 for the annexation of the Hawaiian | the United States, the government — — could be made readil 
Islands to the territory of the Uni States. Surely under our Constitu- | good administration of the law secured. Destin ter- 
tion and laws the enlargement of our limits is a manifestation of the — ests of the United States in the Pacific clearly indicate who at no distant day 
attribute of sovereignty, and if entered upon as an Executive act all must be sible for the government of these islands. Under a Territorial ` 
relating to the transaction should be clear and free from suspicion. Ad government they could be as easily verned as any of the existing Territo- 
rapes 5 eee to this particular pan of 8 because ries of 0 United 58 5 —.— 
contem a departure from unbroken American tradition in provid- | wa e must now take road which leads to Asia, or the other Which 
on ttre for the ng to our own. of islands of the sea more than 2,000 | outlets her in America, sg gives her an American civilization, and binds her — 


JJC ot of themaelves call for interferenco C 
ese erations n e ves or “One o o courses seems to me a te to be follow 
the completion of a treaty entered upon-by a previous Administration. But | either bold and vigorous measuresfor N w*tustoms or oS yar 
1 a from the documents accompanying the treaty when submitted | oceancablefrom the Californian coast to Honolulu, Pearl Harbor 9 
Soe Senate that the ownership of Hawaii was tendered to us by a pro- | ceded to the United States, with an Pras 5 te but not expressly sti 4 
ent setup to succeed the constitutional — of the islands, | American protectorate over the islands. I believe the former to be the bet- 
er — been dethroned, and it did not a that such provisional goy- vee pal ch ee much the more advantageous to the islands and 


ernment had the sanction of either popular revolution or suffrage. 0 d least embarrassing in the end to the United Stat 
other remarkable features of the transaction naturally attracted attention. — — —.— for the United States through Secretary Marcy te erga 
one —— the extraordinary haste—not to say precipitancy—characterizing | ago to offer to expend $100,000 to secure a treaty of annexation, it certainly 


transactions connected with the treaty. can not be chimerical or unwise to e 000 to tion in 

It appeared that a so- called committee of safety, ostensibly the source of | the near future. To-day the United wea five tines the s wealth t she 
the revolt against the constitutional Governmen of Hawaii, was ized | possessed in 1854, and the reasons now existing for annexation are much 
on Saturday, the 4th day of January; that on Monday, the 16th, the United | stronger than they were then. I can not refrain m expressing the opinion 


States forces were landed at Honolula from a naval vessel lying in its har- | with emphasis that the golden hour is near at hand,” 
bor; that on the 17th the . vernment was perfected. These declarations certainly show a disposition and 8 of mind 
and a proclamation a its officers was on the same day pre and | which may be usefully recalled when interpreting the ificance of the 
read — eue Government iding; that immediately thereupon the United | minister's conceded acts or when considering the ne Nabil ties of such con- 
States minister recognized the provisional government thus created; that | duct on his part as may not be admitted. a 


two days afterwards, on the eh day of January, commissioners represent- In this view it seems to also quote from a letter written by th 
ing su sues sailed for this country in a steamerespecially chartered | minister to the Secretary of on thes 8th day of March, 180, nearly ae war 
for the occasion, snp San Francisco on the 28th day of 7 Saia and | prior to the first step taken toward annexation. After stating the pomdbitity 
in Washington on athe ror of 


imet A that on the next day they had | that the existing Government of Hawaii mi, ht be overturned by an apam mart 
their first interview with the Secretary — ee another on the llth, | and peaceful revolution, Minister Ste vens writes as follows: Ordinari 75 
when the treaty of annexation was aait os an that on the | in like circumstances, the rule seems to be to limit the landing and move- 
14th it was formally concluded and on the ally agreed itted to the Senate. | ment of United States forces in foreign waters and dominion exclusively to 
Thus between the initiation of the Are for a provisional government in | the 3 of the United koss legation and of the lives and copes ot of 
ae = the l4th day of January and Smale to to the Senate of the | American citizens. But, as the relations of the United States to Hawaii 
eens concluded with clo —— the entire interval | exceptional, and in former the United States officials hers took esi 
8 two days, fifteen of which were spent by the Hawaiian commis- | what exceptional action in circumstances of disorder, I desire to know how 
, their 3 ey to Washington. far the present minister and naval commander may deviate from estab- 
In the next sae ace, japo the face of the papers submitted with the treaty, | lished heei gore E rulesand st apna in the contingencies indicated in 
3 importance F eine th on 5 —— of this temper, fo full of zeal f 
the most $ e message o ent accompanying the ‘on 05 or e there seemed to 
treaty See ee t “the overthrow of the monarchy was not in ane way | arise in January, 1893, the opportunity for which he was watchfully 
Beeretary of —— this Government,” and in a letter to the President from the | waiting—an 3 * hich be by Auel deviation from established inter- 
, also submitted to the Senate with the treaty, the? follow- national rules and precedents” might improved to successfully accom- 


occurs: “At the time the provisional government took ion | plish the great aon in view; and we are quite prepared for the pi nee 
on the Government. buildings no troops or officers of the United fg? araires] Bn bs thusiasm with which, in a letter to the Stare 55 dated Fobruary 
present or took any part whatever in the proceedings. No public recogni- 1 1893, he declares: ‘* 


Hawaiian pear is now fully ripe and this is the 
tion was accorded to the provisional government by the United States min- * hour for the United States to pluck it.“ 


ister until after the Queen's abdication and when they were in effective pos- a further illustration of the activity of this diplomatic representativ: 
Hon to the barracks, stentbe t is called to the fact that on the day the ——— letter —— written, 
the police agen merge tential machinery of the Government.“ But | apparently unable longer to restrain his ardor, he issued a proclamation 
a protest also accompan sor ee signed: by the Queen and her minis- | whereby “in the name of the United States“ he assumed the protection of 
ters at the time she 8 ed toi the provisional government, which ex- | the Hawaiian Islands and declared that said action was taken pending and 
plicitly stated that she Ee to ioe superior force Sr the United States, subject to negotiations at W: ” Of course = assumption of a 
whose minister had caused — troops to be landed at Honolulu | tectorate was pro y disavow: 2 gur Government, but the Ame 
and declared that he abe eke such pier government. remained over y pepo nt uilding at Honolt u and the eee re- 
The truth or falsity of this protest was surely of the first importance. If ed on guard until A: and after Mr. Blount's arrival on tho scene, 
true, nothing but the concealment of its tr truth — —— induce our Government | when both were removi 
to negotiate Seith the semblance of a t thus created, nor could a A brief statement of the occurrences that led tothe subversion of the 
treaty resulting from the acts stated in the protest have been knowingly | constitutional Government of Hawaiiin the interests of annexation to the 
3 worth . Senate. Yet the truth or falsity of onnaa States will exhibit the true complexion of that transaction. 
e protest not been inyi 
1 8 it to be my duty, therefore, to withdraw the treaty from the | templating the proclamation of anew constitution, had. in deference to the 
Senate for examination, and meanwhile to cause an accurate, „and im- | wishes and remonstrances of her boca renounced the project, for the 
partial examination to be made of the facts attending the subversion of the present atleast. K asa basis of 
constitutional Government of Hawaii, and the installment in its place of the | of Honolulu, numbering from fifty toone hu: szndred, mostly resident aliens, oer 
a 3 I selected for the work of investigation the Hon. | in a private office and selected so- called committee of safety, composed of 
5 5 of Georgia, whose service of eighteen years as a member | 13 persons, 7 of hee wore: forei: ee. and consisted of 5 Americans, 1 
of the Ree: of Me tatives, and whose experience as chairman of the 3 and 1 committee, though its designs were not 
Committee on F. Affairs in that pe „and his consequent familiarity ealed, had in view 8 less than annexation to the United States, and 
with international topics, joined with his high character and honorable 1 9 Saturday, the l4th, and the following Monday, the 16th of January 
repu: 5 — seemed to render him peculiarly fitted for the duties intrusted though exactly what action was taken may not be clear] disclosed—they 
him. His report detailing his . — under the instructi 6 to him na were certainly in communication with the T nited States minister. On Mon- 
the conclusions derived es accompany: da, The Queen and her cabinet made public proclamation, with a 
‘These conclusions do not rest. for ir acceptance entirel and Impartiality Mr. | no’ which was specially served upon the representatives of all forei; 
Blonnt’s honesty and ability as a man, nor u his acumen and t 
as an investigator. They are accompanied by the —— yo thes provided 
are based, which evidense is also herewith 5 8 which it ee at the ca and under tle auspices of the committee of 
seems to me noother 8 could possibly be than those arrived | safo Sines manning of citizens was held on that day to protest against 
at by the commission the — n's alleged ill and unlawful and purposes. Even at 
The report with its ‘accompanying sea cto and such other evidence as is | this meeting the co: of safety continued to their real purpose 
now before the Congress or is here submitted, justifies inmy N smgrceoe en and contented themselves with procuring the passage of a resolution de- 
statement that when the President was led to submit the treaty to t nouncing the Queen and empowering the committee to devise wa = 
with the declaration that “the overthrow of the monarchy was not in any | means “to secure the permanent carr eg pms of law and order and t 
way promoted by this Government,” and when the Senate was induced to | tection of life, liberty. and a ec Hawaii.“ This meetin: 8 
receive and discuss it on that basis, both President and Senate were misled. | between 3; and 4 o'clock in 3 On the same day, and immediately 
The attem sp ag not be made in this nese panne to touch upon all the | after such adjournment, 155 9535 unwilling to take further steps with- 


facts which throw light fa ne the progress and consummation of os out the cooperation of the United States minister, addressed him a note, 
of annexation, A very brief and ect reference to the facts and evi- | representing that the publicsafety was menaced and that livesand property 
1 5 7 at hand will exhibitits and the incidents in which it had its | were in danger, and concluded as follows: 


“We are unable to roaa ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for 
It is unnecessary to set forth the reasons which in January, 1893, led a con- | the protection of the United States force. Whatever may be thqught of 
siderable on of American and other foreign merchants and traders re- the other contents of this note, the absolute truth of this latter statement is 
siding at Honolulu to favor the annexation of Hawaii to the United States. | incontestable. When the note was written and delivered the committee, so 
It is sufficient to note the fact and to observe that the project was one which | far asit 8 neither a man nor a gun at their command, and at ter its 
was FONT promoted hy the minister 5 z tho United States in covery. became so panic stricken at their position that they sent some 
that coun He evidently had an ardent desire that it should become a heir n r to interview the minister and uest him not to land the 
fact accompli by his agency and during his eee and was not incon- red States forces till the next morning. But he 8 thut the troops 
yeniently scrupulous as to the means employed to that end. had been 88 and whether the committee were gre bt not, the land- 
On thie 19th day of November, 1892, nearly two months before the first ae place. And so it happened that on the l6th day of January, 
e Hawaiian Government and between 4 Land 5 o'clock in the moon, a detachment of marines from 

the attempted transfer of Hawaiian — 1 to the United 3 ad the U. S. S. Boston, with two io pieces of artillery, landed at Honolulu. 
dressed a ong letter to the Secretary of State in which the case for annexa- The men, upward of 100 in all, were su with double cartridge belts 
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for its solution, so far as the complicity of the United States in 
the revolution of 1893 is con upon a fair statement of the 
facts and a proper deduction from the facts. On the 14th there 
citizens | was 5 meeting called to consider the matter of the at- 
temp 

committee appointed a committee of safety. They met frequently. 
mostly in the private office of a Mr. Smith, from the 14th to the 
culmination of the revolution. 

It was asserted by the witnesses who appeared before Mr. 
Blount that prominent ts of the revolutionary band had con- 
stant communication with Minister Stevens and that they were 
assured not only of his sympathy, but that he would land troops 
and would recognize a government the very moment the paper 


existing government, instead of requesting the presence of an armed force, 
protested against it. 

There is as little basis for the pretense that such forces were landed for 
the security of American lifeand property. If so, they would have been sta- 
tioned in the vicinity of such property and so as to protect it, instead of at a 
distance so as to command the Hawaiian Government building and pee. 
Admiral . the officer in command of our naval force on the Pacific 
station, has frankly stated that in his ponen. the location of the S WaS 
inadvisable if they were landed for the protection of American citizens 


— 5 ene wee — ae pama vise — 8 was announced in a gree manner. Knowing as 
te, were in a r s £ s 2 
F 5 — . Stevens did that the presence of the troops would intimidate 


and overawe the native Hawaiians, would overawe the little 
uard the Queen had under the command of her marshal, a Mr. 
ilson, all that was necessary for the revolutionists to obtain 


government. If any peril to life and property for any such martial 

existed. and other fore wers interested would 
wee hamt toon beind tho United States in — protect their citizens. 
But they aoa noem aa were landed, the city of Honolulu was in its cus- 8 . 4 
specious pretext of preserving American life. 

Mr. President, let us look at that proposition. It has been the 
uniform practice of the United States, as of all civilized govern- 
ments, in case of riot or commotion or disturbance in any foreign 
country, for the United States minister to call upon the United 
States military arm, if accessible, to protect American life and 


n 
tranquillity, ex the landing of the Boston's marines and their 
— — tha toe to the quarters assigned them. Indeed, the fact 
that after having called for the landing of the United States forces on the 
plea of danger tolife and property the committee of safety themselves re- 
quested the minister to postpone action, exposed the untrut ness of their 
representations bf present peril to life and property. The peril they saw was 
an anticipation growing out of guilty intentions on their and someth 
which, though not then existing, they knew would certainly follow their at- 
tempt to e the Government of the Queen without the aid of the 
United States forces. s 
22 err 
ces e consent or of the R A k 
any . — A far as shown, except the United States minister. and he knewit. He knew there was no use of doing anything 
Therefore the military occupation of Honolulu by the United States on | more than to land those troops under the specific request of him- 
the day mentioned was wholly without justification, either as an occupation | self and the specific orders given to the marines by the captain 


Hr consent or as an occupation necessitated by dangersthreatening American commanding, I believe his name was Captain Wiltse. All they 


other than themselves. only American life that could be 
threatened in this revolution was the life of the revolutionist; and 
when the American minister landed his troops to protect Amer- 
ican life and preserve order, it was the death knell of the monarchy. 


roperty. It must be accounted for in some other way and on some S : 
8 and its real motive and purpose are neither o nor far desired, 22 ey wanted, was the landing of the troops to protect 
to seek. American life. 


Mr. President, we have been buncoed time and time again; 
but can the American people be deceived by this shallow pretext 
of landing troops to protect American life, when American life 
could only be endangered by engaging in an effort to overthrow 
the very Government to which he was accredited as minister? 
He knew of the revolution; he says so; he says the air was fuil of 
revolution; he says every man, woman, and child in Honolulu 
knew there was a revolution; that there was no use for the revo- 
lutionists to tell him so. He knew it was a common rumor that 
the Queen was going to be overthrown, overthrown by Amer- 
icans, and the very Americans engaged in the overthrow were 
those he was to protect; and yet, under the shallow pretext of 
preserving order and protecting innocent American life and prop- 
erty, he ordered the landing of the troops, in order to intimidate 
and overawe the Hawaiians so that the reyolutionists could put 
in their work and effect the overthrow of the Kingdom, 

There never has been, and I hope there never will be again so 
long as this Republic endures, such an act.of unparalleled audac- 
ity and duplicity. American war ships land ata friendly port, 
and whenever the American residents of the country choose to 
overthrow the government, they can call upon the military arm 
to assist them to overthrow the government; and yet we say it is 
to protect American life and property. American life can be en- 
dangered, American life can be imperiled, in an enterprise that 


Mr, CAFFERY. For a masterly grouping of facts, and for a 
wise and just conclusion from them, this message fror which the 
_ Secretary has read is a paper of extraordinary merit. The Presi- 
dent of the United States could certainly have no animus in this 
matter. He was acting for the great Republic of which he was 
the Chief Executive. It could not have entered into his mind to 
“set down aught in malice” or to extenuate any fact in any par- 
ticular. Heconfined himself to the facts as con 3 by 
the examination into them by Commissioner Blount. ose facts 
have never been successfully rebutted; there has been nothing but 
general denial, and all along the line of this revolution, from its 
very inception until its culmination upon the 17th day of January, 
1893, we can trace the hand of the minister of the United States 
acting in conjunction with the conspirators in Honolulu. 

The minister seems to have forgotten that he was accredited to 
a nation as sovercign as that of the United States. He seems to 
have forgotten that between that nation and the United States 
existed the most intimate terms of friendship, He seems to have 
forgotten that the United States had taken special care to safe- 
guard the independence of the island and to protect it against the 
encroachment of foreign powers. It did not enter into his mind 
that any encroachment on the part of the United States was to be 
visited with any kind of resentment or that the complicity of the 
United States in the aid rendered by it to the revolutionary forces 
was 1 5 ng but a commendable act. 

Mr. President, the evidence upon which these allegations and 
charges in the message of the President of the United States are 
founded is absolutely incontrovertible. Mr. Minister Stevens ab- 
sented himself from Honolulu for a period prior to the 14th day 
of January, 1895. He had gone some two or three weeks before 
to visit a sanitarium in the Island of Hilo for the benefit of the 
health of some member of his family. He had conversed during 
that trip about the affairs of the island with the captain of the 
boat, Captain Wiltse, of the Boston. 

When he returned on the 14th, he discovered a commotion in 
the Island of Oahu, where Honolulu is situated, growing out of 
the attempt of the Quęęn, or the threatened attempt of the Queen, 
to proclaim a new constitution, whereupon he was placed imme- 
diately in communication with the revolutionists. He had con- 
stant colloquies and constant communication with the leaders in 
this movement, of whom the chief was Mr. Lorin A. Thurston, 
who has eyer since that period been the active agent of the Ha- 
waiian Government to procure annexation to the United States. 
From thé 14th of January down to the farce of the proclamation 
of the Republic of Hawaii, in front of Arion Hall, in the city of 
Honolulu, Mr. Stevens was in constant touch with the revolu- 
tionists and nobody else. 

Now, sir, all these specifications and charges of the President 
of the United States in the message read are met by no specific 
denial, are supported by no specific fact in such way as to induce 
a rational belief that the President of the United States might 
have been deceived in his statement of fact. This case depends 


half; but when they undertake to overthrow a government with 

which we are at peace, they must rely upon the vigor of their 

arms and the courage of their own breasts, and not bring in aid 

the powerful military resources of the United States; and that is 

just what was done in this particular. That is precisely what was 
one, Mr, President. 

Then, sir, after they had accomplished their purpose, showing 
their utter weakness, they wrote a note to Minister Stevens that 
they were weak and powerless and wanted the flag of the United 
States to be raised, and he raised it, and in order to clinch the 
revolution, in order to keep up the intimidation of these weak 
islanders, the flag of the United States floated over those islands 
for three or four months, until hauled down, ordered to be hauled 
down, properly ordered to be hauled down by Mr. Blount. 

Sir, partisan rancor never went further than in the attacks 
upon Mr. Cleveland and the attacks spr Mr. Blount for attempt- 
ing to undo a wrong of a character that makes me blush to ac- 
knowledge that an American committed it. It was simply be- 
cause Cleveland was the President of the United States, elected by 
the Democratic party, that this rancorous political attack was 
made upon his nonpartisan, his statesmanlike, his courageous, his 
bold, his commendable act in attempting to undo the wrong per- 
petrated upon that island by Minister Stevens and a band of rev- 
olutionists associated with hi 

Mr. President, this question ought to be looked at from a non- 
partisan standpoint. e subject ought to be handled by us as 
American statesmen and not as American politicians belonging 


proclamation by the Queen of a new constitution. That- 


was the promise of the landing of United ‘States marines for the. 


property against what? Against riot and commotion caused by - 


Americans undertake on their own account and for their own be- ` 
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to this, that, or the other party. Iams to see that it is largely 
a political question like the admission of Texas was made a polit- 
ical question. I do hope to live to see the day when questions of 
this character, great, broad, comprehensive, out of the pale of poli- 
‘tics, will not be voted on and decided by men’s predilections for 
one party or the other, but will be voted on and decided according 
to their fntrinsic worth and their real merit. 

I have always esteemed this act of Minister Stevens in lending 
the aid of the United States marines to the band of revolutionists 
which overthrew the Kingdom of Hawaii as afoul blot anda 
disgrace to the American Republic. That is my deliberate opin- 
ion, from reading over this testimony. It was a blow delivered 
by a powerful nation against a weak, powerless nation. It wasa 
fat delivered almost to a child of the Republic. Whatever that 
Kingdom was, whatever those people were, it was their kingdom, 
it was their government; they aright toit. The white men 
who went there either had to remove if they did not like it, or by 
their own arms and their own strength have overturned it and 
established a white man’s government. 

I believe in the supremacy of the white race over all other races. 
I believe that in time they will dominate every race upon the 

lobe. The dusky nations of the earth are bound by a decree of 
8 written upon their faces, to be subordinate to the dom- 
inating, aggressive Aryans; but, sir, do not let that dominance be 
accompanied with irresistible power ‘invoked in an illegitimate 
way and used for an illegitimate purpose. 

If these islands had by a natural revolution or a forced revolu- 
tion thrown off their allegiance to this dusky Queen, and had come 
with proper credentialsand asked admission into the United States, 
it would then be time to consider the policy of admitting her, the 
legality of admitting her; but right here at the threshold we are 
met with a consideration that must appeal to the sense of justice 
and honor and equity of the American people. If it be true that 
these islands were taken from their legitimate governor and the 

overnment established by the revolutionary force was so estab- 

ished by and through the aid and participation of the United 
States, I invoke equity and honor itself to say that the United 
States is estopped to take title of any such territory. It comes 
with a taint upon it. The foul blot upon it will not out. It will 
not be obscured by the passage of a joint resolution or any other 
measure by Congress admitting these islands. 

Mr. President, there were some participants in the revolution 
who testified before Mr. Commissioner Blount; and while I am on 
that point I will say that the record itself, in every line and sylla- 
ble of it, establishes not only the purity and integrity but the ca- 

bility and efficiency of Mr, Commissioner Blount. He is an 
eth man. He was upon an errand of great delicacy. He ac- 

uitted the task with equal ability and with equal integrity, and 

e work of his hands is before us in a report which for absence 
of any egotism or self-praise or self-consciousness upon the part 
of its author is one of the best that I have seen. 

With painstaking industry, in an unobtrusive way, in that 
quiet, gentlemanly spirit which marks the true Southern gentle- 
man, he approached his task and he completed it. There is no 
charge upon him of ity. When he went to the islands 
he was waited upon by the sugar oligarchy with coaches and the 
trappings of luxury and wealth. Like asimple, honest gentleman, 
he 5 the invitation to be the recipient of their hospitality 
and tock his lodgings at the common hotel where everybody went. 
guey he went about the streets of Honolulu, and all those he 

ought knew anything about the question he approached. He 
took their testimony, and it was put in this record, and that testi- 
mony is absolutely condemnatory of the manner in which the Re- 

ublic of Hawaii was made. Itcondemns it in every particular. 
wich to read the testimonyof some of these gentlemen, but before 
I do so I will go on with a little further narration of the facts 
attending this case. 

After the United States troops were landed and placed in a po- 
sition to command the , they remained there from the 17th 
of January until some time late in April, all the time for the coun- 
terfeit purpose of protecting American life and property, threatened 
by a lot of , who were intimidated and overawed by the 
bristling guns that commanded Arion Hall and the approaches to 
the Queen's palace. Then, Mr. President, after landing the troops, 
a few nien, one man with a at the start, by indirect roads, to 
escape observation, gotinto Arion Hall. Some gentleman—I think 
his name was Cooper—read a proclamation of government. There 
were perhaps twenty-five or thirty people present when he com- 
menced to read. They gathered in one by one, two and three, and 
four and five, until it is said about three hundred assembled. They 
made a paper government. They were not in command of the 
military forces or the barracks at the period of their recognition. 

The minister of the United States had sent an aide-de-camp to 
advise him of the proceedings of these gentlemen in this delicate 
task of making a government. He came back and reported that 
the government was made. Good Lord, Mr. President, was gov- 
ernment ever made soeasy? There is but one other governor, 


either in history or in fiction, who ever was elevated so high with 

‘so little effort, and that was Sancho Panza when he was made 
governor of the Island of Barataria. In less than a half hour after 
that proclamation was read at Arion Hall to this motley crew 
Minister Stevens acknowledged that the people of Hawaii had 
overthrown the prevailing Government of Hawaii. 

Hawaii is composed of seven islands, the principal one of which 
is that upon which Honoluluissituated. They are separated from 
each other by 10, 15, or 25 miles of water. It was not possible for 
him to know whether this revolutionary movement had any hold 
in the people or not. International law requires that before you 
acknowledge a de facto government it must be established by the 
consent of e with force enough to maintain itself against 
all comers. t is a de facto government. What sort of athing 
was that which Minister Stevens recognized? 

A paper formation, so weak that in less than ten hours after- 
wards its very originators wrote that they were too weak to su 

rt themselves and demanded a protectorate at the hands of the 

nited States. That is the kind of government they made in 
Hawaii. That is the kind of government Minister Stevens recog- 
nized—a government not based upon the consent of the gov- 
erned, for they dare not now in the Senate accept the amendment 
intended to be proposed by the Senator from Georgia, asking a 
vote of the people of Hawaii upon the question of annexation; 
and without the government being founded upon the apparent 
assent of the people, sustained by the people, with military and 
civil jurisdiction sufficient to constitute a government, can you 
say that a government exists? And yet Minister Stevens recog- 
nized this paper declaration as a government. 

Sir, that transcends the ingenuity of the ancient carpetbagger. 
He could make a government very easily, but this government 
was made easier than any government I ever heard of. No man, 
living or dead, ever heard of a government being made quite so 
easily, I imagine. Here is a government starting on the 14th of 

January, completely consolidated and formed on the 17th day of 
January, and in three days afterwards the formers of this govern- 
ment take ship and come to the United States with a treaty of 
annexation in their pockets, the flag of the United States flyin 
over the Island of Hawaii under the protectorate of the Uni 
States. That is the independent government proclaimed by Mr. 
Cooper or some gentleman of similar name on the 17th of {ed 
ary, 1893, and the title from which we are now asked to consider 
in the cession of the Islands of Hawaii. 

Mr. President, there are a great many facts surrounding this 
matter. I propose to look into some of them. A gentleman by the 
name of Damon, a member of the committee on public safety, one 
of the men who waited upon the Queen, who advised her to sur- 
render to superior force, is the gentleman whose testimony I 
pe to have partly read. I will state in this connection that Mr. 

amon and somebody else went to the Queen on the 17th of Jan- 
uary, 1893, and advised that, in view of the landing of troops and 
the display of military force, it would be better for her to resign 
and abdicate and transfer her claim to the United States for ad- 
judication, knowing that that had been done theretofore by one 
of the kings of the Kamehameha dynasty, when he offered to 
transfer the sovereignty of the island to the United States. 

When he advised this act, he thought as a matter of course that 
full justice would be done in the premises between the United 
States and the Hawaiian Kingdom. Although he was one of the 
original members of the committee on public safety, he a rs to 
be quite an impartial man, and his character is attested, I believe, 
to be good even by his political enemies in Hawaii. This gentle- 
man was the vice-president of the provisional government. I will 
ask the Secretary to read down to and including the larger portion 
of page 41, where it is marked, from page 39 of Executive Docu- 
ment No. 47, Fifty-third Congress, first session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

INTERVIEW BETWEEN MR. DAMON AND MR. BLOUNT. 


HONOLULU, April 29, 1893. 
Mr. BLOUNT. How long have you lived here? 
Mr. Damon. I was born here in 1845. Ihave been away several times— 
pans to the extent of three or four years in time. 
Q. Where were you on the Mth of January, 1893, at the time the procla- 
mation dethroning the Queen and establishing the provisional government 


was read? 
A. I was at Honolulu. I was one of the members of that body who went 


up. 

Q. The r was read by Mr. Cooper? 

6. 15 Jadgo Pooper: there in that body which went up—about? 

le many o u were ere W. 

a The whole body. There would be four of the executive and fourteen of 

e advisory. 

Q. Please look at this por and see if they are the persons (Senate Ex. 
Doc. No. 76, Fifty-second Congress, second session). 

A. Thurston was not present, and I do not think Wilhelm was there. 

Q Where did you start from? 

From W. O. Smith's office on Fort street. 3 
z Merchant street, 


And what street did you take going from there? 
We walked 1 ear heed Government house on 

It was su; ted t a part should go by the way of Queen street, but a 
majority of us went by way of Merchant street. 
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Q. What was the idea of dividing the committee? 
A. So that it should not attract so much attention, and it would be safer 
se to have it divided than going in mass. ere 
Q. : as it beca use it occurred to them that it might invite attack if they 
went in mass? 
A. That was partly the idea—that it was more 3 I think we, most 
of us, walked ther—not compactly, but together. 
Q: Any crowd following you? 
. No; the crowd was attracted to the corner of Fort and King streets, 
to the shot that was fired Mr. Good at a policeman. In fact, the 
crow from the Government house and was attracted there. From 
all directions they centered at the corner of Hall's store. 
Q. You found, then, scarcely anyone at the Government house when the 


committee arrived? 


A. Scarcely anyone there except porters. After Mr. Cooper to read 
the „ different ones came out of the offices - clerks and offi- 
cials—while the proclamation was being read. 

Q. Seme of the provisional government troops, or rather raised at 
the direction of the committee of safety, came on the ground before the 


reading of the proclamation was finished f 
A. When we arrived there was but one man with a rifle on the premises, 
= Oscar White; eae little 1 later they commence = come in from 
e armory, troops that were under the supervision lonel Soper. 
2 Was That before or during the * of the proclamation? 
. During the reading. Toward the end of it. 
bet 1 Sos came in? Do you have any knowledge of the num- 
r you enlisted 
i There were enough came in to make us feel more decidedly at ease than 
before they arrived. 
. You could not say how many there were? 
. No; they kept coming in right along. They got to be quite a boag. 
. After the reading of the proclamation the late ministers were sent for? 

After the reading of the proclamation we adjourned to the office of the 
minister of the interior, and then we commenced to formulate our plans and 
get ourselves into working order. Mr. Dole was at the head. e we 
were there in consultation Mr. Cornwell and Mr. Parker came up there from 
the station house and held a conference with us. 

. What was the purport of that conference? 

The result of that conference was that Mr. Bolte and myself were re- 
quested to return with Mr. Cornwell and Mr. Parker to the station house 
and recommend and urge u the parties in n power at the police station to 
surrender to the provisio! overnment. e had a conference with the 
ministers in the room occupied ee Mes egy: — marshal. There 

resent Messrs, Peterson, Colburn, T, Cornwell, Bolte, and later 
eumann, who was asked to come in. After consultation of the matter 
of their yielding up their power to the provisional government they asked 
to be let alone for a few moments, and I went into one of the rear cells in the 
corridor with Marshal Wilson and urged him very strongly to give up any 
ge or any. thought of making any attack, or resistance, more properly. 


were 
Mr. N 


reason did you give him? 

Ican not remember at the present moment giving him a reason, but I 
remember distinctly saying to him: “ Now, if you will cooperate with us, ifin 
future I can be of service to you, I will do so.“ 

Q. Was there any soggestion of sympathy on the part of the United States 

r in your movement? ; 

I was in the station house a man by the name of Bowler said to 

me: We are all pre but I will never fight against the American 2 

Q. Was there an in the conversation between you and him in which 

any intimation, direct or indirect, that the United States ter was in 
sympathy with you or the United States troops and officers? 

A. Ican not remember = definite thing, but from Mr. Bowler's remark 

they must have thought that the United States troops were here for some 


purpose. 
. Was Mr. Bowler with the Queen’s party? 
He was. He was part of the force in the Station House. 

Q. Did you say anything at all indicatmg an opinion that there was any 
8 on the part of Mr. Stevens or Captain Wiltse with the movement 
for the new government? 

A. Lean not remember. I may possibly have said so. 

Q Did you think so at that time? 8 

I may have had an impression, but I know nothing about it. 


2 7 was your impression? 
My impression was, seeing the troops landed here in this time of excite- 
ment and turmoil, that—well, I su ht say that they could not stand 


it any longer—the Americans could not stand it any longer. 

. Your impression, then, was that the American minister and Captain 
Wiltse and the troops were in sympathy with the movement of the white 
residents here in the pending controversy between them and the Queen? 

A. While we were in the Government building and daring the reading of 
the 8 and while we were all extremely nervous as to our per- 
sonal safety, I asked one of the men with me there, Will not the American 

support us?“ Finally I asked one of the men to goover and ask Lieu- 
tenant Swinburne if he was not going to send some one over to protect us? 
The man returned and said to me, Captain Wiltse's orders are, I remain 
passive.“ That is all I know of what between us. 

Q. You speak of your impression. at relates toa icular conversa- 
tion between two or three persons; but what was your impression as to the 
matter of whether or not the American minister and the American naval 
officers were in sympathy with the movement? 

A. I was perfectly nonplussed by not receiving any support. I could not 
imagine why we were there without being supported by American troops, 
prior to the troops coming from the armory. We were not supported in 
any way. 

N. You had not been in council with the Committee of Public Safety up to 

oe time? 


— 0. 
Q Well, the troops were—how far off from the reading of 3 
3 quey were over in that yard known as Gilson yard, in the rear of the 
music They were quartered there. 
V A howitze 
$ y had as n gun and ho r. 
2 Where were they 1 what direction? 


„ hey did into th ds 

. You were surpri t they did not come into the grounds while the 
proclamation was being read. Is that what you mean by not supporting 
you? 

A. I had no definite information what the movement was, as I told you 
before ina private interview, but knowing that they were on shore, I sup- 
posed that they would support us, and when they did not support us and we 
were there for fifteen or twenty minutes, I was perfectly astonished that we 
were in that position without any support. 

Q. How far would you say, in eee! h it was from where the proclamation 
was being read to where the nearest troops were? 

A. ee oe 75 eres: at fae 

as there a piece of artillery in the street bet the building 
troops were stationed in and the Government building? igi 


A. The only pes of firearms of — kind in that street was Oscar White's 
as we came un 


rifle. We met aro the corner. 
J ie at lat sure Wh One 
. We sto; ore turning e side gate to converse 
White, before proceeding into the Government building. 

S Are you sure there was not a piece of artillery in that street before the 
reading of the proclamation? 

A. 1 can not tell you; but the only gun I could see was Oscar White's. I 
remarked: “ Oscar, this is not so very prudent for you to be here with only 
one rifle in this street.” 

Q. Where did you see the troops first? 

A. I came up from Monolalua by a back street and turned into Nuuana 


street, one house above Mr. 553 as I turned the corner I saw the 
American troops up tow: Mr. Stevens's house, and directly in 
front of his house. 


+ Did you meet Mr. He Waterhouse? 
. I met him there at that time. 
2 What conversation passed between you? 
. 1 think I said. > What does all this mean!“ If I remember 
Tay now he said, It is all up.” 
. And what did you understand by the expression It is all up"? 
I understand from that that the American troops had taken possession 
oftheisland. That was my impression. 
Q. And was that favorable to the Queen or favorable to the other side, as 
you understood it? 
A. That was distinctly favorable to the ah ge element here. 
Q — mean the movement for a provisi government! 
es. 
Q: Did you see Mr. Stevens that day? 
No; 1 did not see him that day. 
2 What is Mr. Waterhouse doing now? 
Henry! He is a member of the council. 
2 Was he a member of the committee of public safety? 
. If I remember right, he was. 
Q. Is that his signature [exhibiting letter of committee of public safety to 
Mr. Stevens]? 
The letter is as follows: 
HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 


Sin: We, the undersigned, citizens and residents of Honolulu, respectfuil 
nt that in view of recent public events in this — culminating 
y last, the public 


in the revolutionary acts of Queen Liliuokalani on Sa 


safety is menaced, and lives and property are in Pa and we appeal to you 
assistance. 


and to the United States forces at your comman 

The Queen. with the aid of armed force and accompanied by threats of 
violence and bloodshed from those with whom she was acting, attempted to 
proclaim a new constitution, and while prevented for the time from accom- 
plishing her object, declared publicly that she would only defer her action. 
er circumstances 


This conduct and action was upon an occasion and 
which have created general alarm and terror. 
We are unable to protect ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for the 
protection of the United States forces. 
HENRY E. COOPER, 


F. W. McCHESNEY, 
. C. WILDER, 


BROWN. 
WILLIAM Ò. SMITH, 
HENRY WATERHOUSE, 
THEO. . LANSING, 


J. A. McCANDLESS, 
Citizens’ Committee of Safety. 
His Excellency, JOHN L, STEVENS, 

American Minister Resident. 
A. Yes, it is. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, this record is so full of these 
statements from reliable witnesses that I shall not take the time 
of the Senate to read all of them. There are certain portions of 
them that I think very material, and material for the presentation 
of this case. Ishall trespass upon the time and patience of the 
Senate in having some more of them read or reading them myself. 

I will comment upon this testimony to the effect that here is a 
witness who was present upon the occasion of the proclamation of 
the existing Government, who testifies that there was no armed 
force there of a character to overthrow a government of any kind. 
Mr. Damon saw but one man who had a gun, whereupon he asked 
that man whether it was not a little dangerous for him to come 
there with only one gun. This gentleman was vice-president of 
— 9 government before the time that he delivered his 

ony. 

There is the testimony of a gentleman by the name of Bolte, who 
was one of the committee of safety, and who addressed a letter to 
Minister Stevens to protect them and the ple of the island, 
as they were unable to protect themselves, Here is a confession 
right here in this demand for the landing of the troops that com- 
piety disproves the charge or statement iterated and reiterated 

y Mr. Stevens, by Mr. Thurston, and by all the revolutionists, to 
the effect that they were perfectly able to overthrow the Govern- 
ment themselves withont the aid of the American marines. They 
say they are not even able to protect themselves in the winding 
up of this statement: 


Weare unable fo ‘protect ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for 
the protection of the United States forces. s 


The gentlemen who proce’ to take that island, to dethrone 
the Queen, and establish another government; who said that they 
were perfectly able to do so, in their written request to Minister 
Stevens confess that they were unable to do so, and therefore 
er any statement that cag 3 have made to the contrary. 
President, I propose to show the peculiar farcical side of 
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this revolution, or it has a farcical side, a kind of fustian revolu- 
tion; it was an opera-bouffe revolution. The only substance be- 
hind it was the United States marines. This gentleman by the 
name of Bolte gives a very succinct account w they accom- 

ished the results there. The statement is very long and I shall 

ve to read a great deal of it. After stating that the business 
men down town came together and talked matters over on Satur- 
day evening, January 14, he was asked this question: 


. At what place? 
2 W. O. Smith's office. Thay came to the conclusion that if the Queen 
can alter the constitution to suit herself she might as well alter any other 
law to suit herself. 3 through altering the constitution alone she 
would get perfect control of the affairs of the country, because in this consti- 
tution it says—as Minister Colburn told us at this meeting—that she intended 
to appoint the nobles, which is one-half of the — body. We decided 
to let things go on for a while to see how it would end up. At 4 o'clock we 
had another maeting, which was largely attended. 
. At the same place? 
lace. It was then stated by Minister Colburn and Minis- 
e had not proclaimed a new constitution; had told the 
ple to go home, abide their time, be of good cheer, and she would give 
em a new constitution anyhow. At the first meeting Paul Neumann was 
resent and said the Queen was 3 going to proclaim a new constitution. At 
last meeting it was decided that the le who were there could not be 
satisfied with the Queen just withdrawing from this as if nothing had hap- 
ned, and they came to the conclusion that the ple must have guaran- 
fios for the future. and appointed a committee of Wirten people, of which I 
= a member, to devise ways and means by which such guaranties could 
gotten. 


The committee of safety appears to have been constituted, ac- 
cording to this witness, simply to devise ways and means by which 
a guaranty could be secured from the Queen that she would not 

roclaim a constitution, and the committee of safety was not 
erefore organized for the purposes of revolution, Indeed, it will 
appear from the es and resolutions at the public meeting, 

e mass meeting, in Honolulu, which took place, I think, on the 
16th of January, that they did not contemplate, so far as the reso- 
lution showed, any revolutionary movement, but simply called a 
meeting to denounce the illegal and unconstitutional acts of the 


If there was ever any motive or intention to destroy the Queen's 
government, it was not made apparent by the resolutions adopted 
at the mass meeting on the 16th of January. I will continue to 
read the testimony: 

This committee met several times at various places and decided that the 
only perfect future occurrences of this kind would lie in 
annexation to the U States, or in a protectorate, or in anything of that 
kind, but that we could not goon with the form of government as it was then. 
They decided to call a mass meeting of citizens on Monday afternoon at 2 
o'clock, and see what there would say about it. At this meeting were 
various speakers, some of the committee of thirteen and alsoothers. The 
people were asked by the speakers if they were satisfied with the promises 
the Queen had made and let the matter drop—let everything go on as it was 
before—or if they wanted a change and guaranties for the future. They de- 
sired guaranties for the future and appointed the committee of thirteen—or 
rather continued the committee—to take such further steps as might be 
necessary. 

I will say right here that in the resolutions adopted at this mass 
meeting, held on Monday, the 16th of January, 1893, there was 
nothing whatever, either in the resolutions or in the speeches, that 
they desired guaranties for the future. All that the resolutions 
contained was a denunciation of the Queen, They did not require 

any other guaranties that she would not proclaim a constitution 
in the near future. 


vernment. What the people meant I can not say, 
but I am fully convinced fiat they meant the same, as it has been very often 


ken of so often? 
Annexation to the United States has been advocated publicly in the 
papers—I meant of government. 


It is pretty hard to tell what this witness does mean. He gets 
annexation mixed up with nties for the future and the 
changes of Government, but the whole prevailing bent of his mind 
was that he wanted annexation, and he thought everybody else did. 

7 language that e d distinctly tho idea - de- 
3 e tothe’ Snited States? beset 5 

A. The Hawaiian Government, as it was then, was still in existence, and 
in stating there publicly we wanted to dethrone the Queen and have a gov- 
ernment of our own, with an intention of being annexed to the United States, 


ht be goinga little too far. 
. You mean you liable to interference on the part of the local 
sna * 


es. 
Q: And that you were trying to avoid at that time? 

. Yes; especially for reason: We did not know whether the action 
of the committee would be indorsed by this large majority of the people at 
the mass meeting. We thought it wo 

Q. Was there any e on in that meeting asking for guaranties for the 
future in a shape of a vote? 
A. Yes; the resolution was all prepared. 

. It was a resolu g the report of the committee of safety? 

. Yes; the meeting dispersed and the committee of safety went back to 
W. O. Smith’s office to talk matters over. 

iscontained in this answer 


The real purpose of the mass meeting 
of the witness. When he was asked why he did not incorporate 
the demand for guaranties or a change of government in the 
resolutions, he said: 


A. The Hawaiian Government, as it was then, was still in existence, and 
in stating there publicly we wanted to dethrone the Queen and have a gov- 


be ne to that period. 


ernment of our own with an intention of being annexed to the 
t be going a little too far. . Taua Bats 


You mean making you liable to interference on the part of the local 
i 7 


Les. 


Here is this vaunted revolution, that was said to be so strong as 
to be able to withstand the assault of the Hawaiian army, suchas 
it was, to overthrow it, to destroy it, and to wipe the monarch 
and the Queen out of existence, and yet it did not have the - 
hood, did not have the co e, to declare what its purposes were 
at the mass meeting. The whole purpose of this thing was to get 
the United States troops to overthrow the government, to start 
with. Their ulterior purpose was annexation, and it had been so 
from the start. 

They wanted annexation at that period particularly, because 
they were under the operation of the McKinley law. The Me Kin- 
ley law let in raw sugar from Hawaii free. Under the reign of 
Kalakaua, from 1874 to the accession of Queen Liliuokalani, the 
Hawaiian Government had the protection of over 2 cents a pound 
upon raw imposed by the act of 1883, That was a great 
bonanza to the Hawaiians. Under the act of 1890 their sugar 
of course came in free; but all other raw sugars came in free, and 
they therefore did not enjoy the protection that they had enjoyed 

„Hence these tears”—sugar in it, Mr. Presi- 
ent, sugar and annexation in it. 

All these conspirators were sugar men; and in the face of the 
fact that this scheme of annexation had its origin in the sugar in- 
terest, that it is pushed now by the sugar interests, that the 
sugar trust of Hawaii is not opposed, if it is not favored, by the 
great American sugar trust, certain journals of the United States, 
some of them in this city, are attempting to inflame public preju- 
dice against the opponents of this resolution by constantly 
charging and constantly iterating and reiterating the charge that 
1 to this resolution springs from the American Sugar 

ng pany. 

Tn the course oft my remarks, Mr. President, I shall attempt to 
show hereafter that the interest of the American Sugar Refining 
Company is better subserved by having Hawaii annexed than by 
having Hawaii as it is. I intend to show, if I can, that the Amer- 
ican Sugar Refining Company depresses the price of sugar here at 
home, made in my own State, and the sugar trust of the United 
States has no interest to oppose, but has some to favor, the scheme 
of annexation. 

The interests of the sugar trust are better subserved by Hawaii 
being a part of the United States than they would be by Hawaii 
being independent and free. These papers that cry “ Wolf!” 
“ Wolf!” are trying to hide their pol asari But I will go on 
with the reading of this testimony: 

. And that you to avoid at that time? 
s 2. Fes pci hy. for tits reason, we ia 2 know whether the action 
the mass meeting. We thought it ht PEE EW = 

Local interference had a 


t deal to do with it, you can see. 
This witness could see that, y 


t nobody else could. 
Was there an 


pression in that askin; 
8 ahape of a vote? meeting asking for guaranties for the 


A. Yes; the resolution was all prepared. 
22288 AAA 
es. emeeting Lan ety went 
W. O. Smith's office to talk matters over. : 2 

What time in the day was that? 

. About half 3. After talking matters over and 
een had concentrated her forces—meaning thereby that the so! 
in the barracks—the palace barricaded with — bags 

house barricaded 

27 exvcee main on toate, he vial 
idn't notice an on there. è station house has alwa 

been considered the stronghold of the Government. Itlooked ne if ers 
might be trouble. So we came to the conclusion to ask Mr. Stevens if he 
would protect the life and property of the citizens by sending some soldiers 
ashore, stating that we considered the situation very grave—even dangerous. 
After a short while Mr. Stevens sent his answer that he would. 


This witness was a member of the committee on public safety, 
a very great revolutionist, and he lets the cat out of the bag here. 
He never thought to send for troops, or that they were n s 
rather, until he saw these fortifications upon the part of the Queen 
to resist their attempt at revolution. 

Mr. President, all through this testimony, in every line of it, 
it crops out that sending for troops was not to protect American 
life and property, but that it was to destroy the power of the 
Queen to resist. When they saw the preparations to resist them— 
sand bags, barricades, Government buildings, and barracks—they 
sent for American dg 

Mr. FAULKNER. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 5 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Loui- 
siana to give us the information. if he has it, how many native 
Hawaiians were in that conference which established the Republic 


that the 
ers were 
and the station 


of Hawaii by indorsing the report of the committee of safety? 
Mr, CAFFERY. Nota single one. 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6415 


Mr. FAULKNER. Then it was American or European citi- 
zens calling upon the United States forces to help them against 
the native ulation to establish a different form of government? 

Mr. CARFERY. Precisel 


v. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And to overthrow the established form of 
government? o 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is just what it was, sir. The original 
committee was composed of thirteen members, Their names are 
attached to the document contained in the testimony of Mr, 
Damon, which the Secretary has just read. 8 

Mr. FAULKNER. My question would cover more than simply 
the members of that committee. I refer to the assembly of peo- 
ple who declared in favor of the report of this committee of 
safety. Was there a native Hawaiian in that meeting so far as 
the evidence shows; and, if so, to what extent were the native 
Hawaiians represented there? e 

Mr. CAFFERY. There was no Hawaiian so far as the record 
discloses present at the mass meeting on Monday, the 16th of 
January, 1893, but in the same town, about the same hour, and 
about a half mile distant, was a large mass meeting of the native 
Hawaiians indorsing the Queen’s action. 8 p 3 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let me ask the Senator if at this public 
meeting of conspirators anything whatever was said about c - 
ing the Government or about reyolution? 

Ar. CAFFERY. Nothing whatever. I was commenting on 
that before the Senator came in; and I further commented upon 
the fact that they did not even insist in the resolution adopted at 
that mass meeting, or in what was said, that they would demand 
a guaranty of the pees that she would not go back upon her 
promise not to proc a government, 

. How about the Government house? 

I didn’t notice an ing on there. The station house has always 
been considered the yee of the Government. It looked as if there 
might be trouble. So we came to the conclusion to ask Mr. Stevens if he 
would protect the life and property of the citizens by sending some soldiers 
ashore, stating that we considered the situation very grave—even dangerous. 
After a short while Mr. Stevens sent his answer that he would. 

Q. Sent it to the meeting? 

A. Yes: sent it to the meeting. and then at 5 o'clock the soldiers came 
ashore. They were quartered at various places. That same evening, Mon- 
day, January 16, the committee of safety had another meeting. 


. Where? 
At Mr. Henry Waterhouse's house 
He was another member of this revolutionary junta— 


They called in, besides the committee of safety, a few other gentlemen. 
. Who were they? 
Mr. Young, Fred Wundenburg, Cecil Brown, and John H. Soper. We 
talked matters over to see what would be best to do, and came to the con- 
clusion we would form a provisional government— 


These gentlemen were taking things very easy; it was no trouble 
at all to form a government 


and ask Mr. Dole if he would be the president, and that this provisional 
government should try to get annexation with the United States, because, 
so far as we could make out at that time, that was the only solid basis on 
which we could safely rely. Mr. Dole was_not at the meeting. Thad my 
horse with me. I was detailed to speak to Mr. Dole. Iarrived at his house 
about half past 8, I think. 

Itold him what decision we had come to, and asked him if he would ac- 
cept such an office. He was utterly surprised atit. He had had nothing to 
do with the affair before, only had been at second meeting at W. O. Smith's. 
He said he could not then quite see that the view we had was quite correct, 
matter much consideration. After a rig se 

to the meeting, so that he could 
what ef had ; Vi atthe m had been thoroughly 
explained to him and discussed with him he said that he felt it was his du 7 
as well as the duty of any other citizen of these islands, to do all they could 
to get pure and stable government, but he was not quite convinced then that 
it was necessary to take so radical a step as to overthrow the old Govern- 
ment. Later on, at about 12 o'clock that night, he had come to the conclu- 
sion we could not go on the way we were, but whether he would become 
president or not he would not say until 10 o'clock the next morning. A 

The next morning at 10 o'clock we met at W. O. Smith's office, and he said 
he had resigned his position as judge and would do what he was requested to 
ip — ethen proceeded to form the government. Ittook us up to about 

oc 


Nobody knew anything about it. This occurred in a private 
office of a lawyer. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator how many partici- 
8 the election of these distinguished officers from president 

own 


Mr. CAFFERY. Ican not answer that. There were some 30 
or 40 people in the office of W. O. Smith. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Only 13. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. The office was only a little back 
office. I suppose these gentlemen all participated, because they 
were pretty poet ns officers of the government. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. They appointed each other, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, 


At the Government house there was nobody, no armed men, supporters of 
the Queen, except Charles McC; who was doing some clerical work for 


the lately adjourned ture. He said he was waiting some 
come to help defend the Government house. talag 155 N 
N To you? 
0 


e 
m 
Q 4 did he tell? San = 
I think Andrew Brown. 


What does he do? 
He is a coppersmith. He worked in the Honolulu Iron Works. Lately 


became superintendent of the waterworks. At 2 o'clock when we arriv 
at the Government house there came our supporters—brought their riftes 
and pistols with them. 
. Do you mean at the same time, or do you mean that they got there a 
little before or a little after you? 
A. There was preconcerted action. We told them we would goto the Gov- 
ernment house at 2 o'clock. 


That is a very rapid piece of business. They met at 10 o'clock 
at W. O. Smith’s office; in two hours they had perfected a govern- 
ment. ahay adjourned until half past 1 o'clock, and at 2 o'clock 
they go to the public building; and there is nobody there. Then 
they waited a while. The solitary rifleman spoken of by Mr. 
Damon must have bristled on the scene some short time after 
this. Heconstituted the revolutio army at the critical period 
of bringing the new government into being. 


Y Had you commenced to read the proclamation before your troops got 
on the ground? 

A. I do not recollect distinctly. They were there before we finished read- 
ing the proclamation. The chief clerks at the different departments were 
called in to confer with the newly appointed ministers, among them Mr. 
Hassenger and Mr. They were told to go right on with their work. 
Letters were written at once to the representatives of foreign countries, 
informing them that the provisional government was now the Government of 
the Hawaiian Islands. After a short time they answered, recognizing this 

Q That same day? 

A. Mostly the same day. When we arrived at the Government house the 
ministers were not there. . Hassenger, chief clerk of the interior depart- 
ment, said he believed they had gone over to the . He teleph for 
them, but he got no answer, or they answered they were not there. Later 
on in the afternoon—I should think about 4 o’clock—Deputy Marshal Mher- 
ton came to the Government house to ask some question of Mr. Dole. I for- 

t now what the question was. He then said, incidentally, that the minis- 

rs were at the station house, and he was handed a copy of the proclamation 
to give it to the old ministers. They had not been officially informed of 
anything, because we could not find them. Also a verbal invitation was 
sent to them to come over to the Government house to talk. Sam Parker 
came over to the Government house. He said in effect this: “You have 


ssion now. We can not do angining He was asked to get his col- 
eagues. He said they did not like to come, but would some of us come to 
tho sea _— 1 45 there? e ae 
. Had you then been recognized e Un tates minister? 
A. No. We had not been . by anybody at that time. Sam Damon 
and I were 1, bee ep and we went there to talk with them. 
. To try to induce them to give up? 


es. 
2 What reason did you give them? 1 
. That we had possession of the Government house now, and that it would 
be useless shedding of blood if we got into a fight over this thing. 
Q Did you give any other reason? 
No; only just stuck to facts. 
Q. Any mention of United States troops on your part or the part of any- 
y during that conversation? 
A. No; I did not say anything about it. 
4 Did anybody? 
Ivan not say whether Sam Damon said anything. 
" Dia they say anything to anybody in your presence? 
0. 
T How did they answer you? Did you have no discussion? 
Not there. We invited them tocome to the Government house and 
talk with Mr. Dole. 
7 r they make any agreement with you, or did they postpone it and go 
to the Government house? 
A. Peterson said if we would guarantee him his liberty 


. Safe-conduct? 
3 Yes. We promised him that and all went together to the Government 
use. 
Q What time of day was this? 
About 5 o'clock. 


. What time is it dark at that season of the year? 

Between 6 and 6.30. At the station house was Ned Macfarlane. He 
said to me that he thought the old Government would give up or the Queen 
would give up if we would accept a protest of her. He said, I know sucha 

rotest does not amount to anything, but still she wants it and so you had 
tter acceptit.™ I told him that so far as I was concerned in the matter 
they could apos all the protests they wanted. 

4 Was this conversation at the barracks or Government house? 

A. At the station house. The four ministers, Sam Damon, and I took two 
hacks and went to the Government house. Al said about the same thing, 
that they would have to give up, but they wanted to enter a protest. Then 
Sam Damon went with the ministers to the Queen. He reported after he 
came back that the Queen had said in substance the same thing. 

Mr. President, I will skip a part of the testimony at this point, 
resuming at page 256: 

Q. Of course you made some estimate of your arms. How many men do 
you think you had and how many guns do you think you had? 

A. lcan say what I thought myself. My own opinion was that we could 
have three or four hundred easily. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will ask the Senator, if he will permit 
me, whether the evidence states how many of these three or four 


hundred troops were Hawaiians and how many were foreign citi- 


zens? 

Mr. CAFFERY, Those troops, as I understand—called troops; 
I think they were of the imagination; I do not think they ever ex- 
isted—were said to have been gathered up from some old organi- 
zations that had existed at the period of the revolution of 1887, 
when there was an attempt made on the part of the supporters of 
Queen Emma, I believe, to oust Kalakaua. 

The so-called troops, which they could have, but which they 
had not, were none of them Hawaiians. The Hawaiians took no 
part in this emeute. i a 

} it on Mr, Stevens an 
ve 925 appointed a committee to wal troops 
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Q. Who carried that communication to Mr. Stevens? 


A. [am not sure. Ithink Thurston and Waterhouse. I am not sure. It 
may have been somebody entirely different. 
1 = you see Mr. Stevens that day? 
No. 
g Who reported Mr. Stevens's reply about troops? 
. The same committee. 
Q What did they say? 

They said that Mr. Stevens had heard their * ewe and conversed with 
them about matters, and he considered that the situation was sufficiently 
dangerous to send troops ashore. 

. Was he informed of the 3 of the mass meeting? 


He did know about it. Everybody in town knew. 
2 And knew of the purposes of the movement? 
. I can not say. 


Q You say everybody in town knew? 
. That we desired annexation had not been said by us at the mass meet- 
ing. We said we wanted stable government. The committee was to devise 
ways and means to get stable government. 

G Was it known that one of the methods of getting it was to get rid of the 
Smeeni Was that the impression of the meeting? 


es. 
Q. That meeting was composed of a large class of whites, and it is a fair 
Si v5 that a white people here knew what it meant? 
À f n 


es 80. 
Rs The meeting that called for troops—they determined then and there to 
dethrone the Queen—the meeting after the mass 8 

A. After the mass meeting we said We have to decide what to do about 
this, and the first thing we have to do is to get things into safety,“ 


After the mass meeting they got things safe. Undertaking a 
revolution to get things safe!— 


and it was only in the evening on Monday, the 16th of January, at Henry 
Waterhouse's house, that we definitely made up our minds which course to 
pursue. 


They definitely made up their minds to pursue a safe course. 
His idea was to get the thing safe, and they did not make up Siete 
minds until Monday afternoon, at Henry Waterhouse’s house, 
when the troops had been ordered ashore, that things were quite 
safe enough to suit. 


2 What course! 
The course we have pursued—dethroning the Queen and forming the 
provisional government. 

Q. Your committee that met after the mass meeting were allin favor indi- 
vidually of dethroning the Queen? 

A. Yes, individually. 

akin did not you determine to do it then instead of postponing it until 

n ? 


A. Because we wanted to go home to get our dinner and come back after 
dinner. 


Mr, President, was ever a contented and well-fed set of revolu- 
tionists like this seen before? Not ordinarily are men fond of 
meals revolutionists, Cæsar did not like the lean and Boner? 
Cassius. Such men, he said, thought too much. The thin an 
hungry fellows sometimes have an idea of risking their lives; but 
these gentlemen who would not miss a meal, who would go to 
their dinner first, got things perfectly safe. They put their revo- 
lution on a safe basis, and then they went to their dinner. Shades 
of the Revolutionary fathers! Think of it. If they had known 
how easy it was to haye acquired American independence by 
making things perfectly safe at the start, how much scant fare 
would they have missed! How many good, square meals would 
they have eaten! 

But they had something more to do, these revolutionary sires 
of ours, than to make things safe. They made things very dan- 

erous to start with, and they declared their purpose in their Dec- 
5 of Independence. They did not hide their purpose, as 
these Hawaiian revolutionists did, for fear of local interference 
from a band of Hawaiians, whom they said they utterly despised, 
and van they could sweep out of their path without the slight- 
est trouble, 


Q. Then the night meeting was a continuation of the discussion which be- 
after the mass meeting, and concluded with the determination to de- 
hrone the Queen and establish the provisional government! 

A. The night meeting wasan adjourned meeting of the 3 o'clock meeting. 

What did you do at the 3 o'clock meoting? 

. We said we are a committee of safety. e must get pes © safe first. 

we. hte appoint a committee to wait upon Mr. Stevens and ask him to send 
soldiers ashore. 


That was about as safe a performance as they could have under- 
taken. Immediately it occurred to them that the only way to 
make things safe for them was to get the United States marines 
ashore to do their fighting for them if any fighting was to be done, 
And they got the marines. Things were safe. 


Q And having done that, you adjourned? 
We waited until the committee came back. The committee said Mr. 
Stevens was willing—the soldiers would come ashore at 5 o'clock. Then we 
adjourned to meet in the evening. 
. Was there any communication between . Bs the gentlemep who met 

at Mr. Waterhouse’s house that night and Mr. Stevens? 

A. None to my knowledge. 

9: Be committee went to see him? 


0. 
. Why did you want the troops to come on shore? What was the idea 
of the committee? 

A. The idea of the committee was this: The natives were armed—at least 
the soldiers and friends of the Queen were all armed—that eve . We 
didn't have any armed forces in readiness. Each individual had own 
arms, but we had no organized forces; so in case of a row we would not be 
able to resist anything. 


Q. Suppose they had made an attack on the committee of safety, what 
would you haye done? 


We could not have done anything. They would simply have caught 
us. We had our men out watching. We were afraid ofan attack. zi 
2 B 3 . e troops? th 1 8 

No, by the natives, because there were some among the natives who 
had been preaching for them to set houses on fire. = 

. You wanted troops to keep them from setting houses on fire? 

. Yes; as soon as the natives in this country know that there is a strong 
force anywhere which they can not subdue or will show real fight it is then 
their character to be very quiet and keep still. 

Q. If the troops had not been landed you would not have been safe? 
A. We would not have considered ourselves safe. 

. If you had not gotten a favorable answer from Mr. Stevens about the 
lan of the troops, what would you have done then? 

A. t is impossible to answer, because we had not made any plans. 
Q You were not zong to do anything until you got the answer? 


That is a question I can not give an answer to. We did not decide 
about it. 


. You said you met to do one thing—to ask for troops and to stay there 
unt y got Mr. Stevens's answer, and then you adjourned. Is that correct? 


A. . 

Having gotten that answer and the troops on shore, you assembled at 
nicht and at that night session you determined to 8 the Queen and 
. the provisional government? 

es. 

. You never took up that subject until you got the troops on shore? 

2 At previous meetings. Saturday afternoon we were: pointed. Sun- 
day we hada meeting. At this meeting we talked over mathers. The gen- 
eral feeling was that annexation to the United States would be the best solu- 
tion of the whole question, and this, of course, would necessitate the over- 
throw of the Queen's governm 


ent. 
Q ca was known at Saturday's meeting and at Sunday’s meeting? 
. Yes. 


Did you have any meeting before the mass mee on Monday? 
We Bad another meeting on Monday morning. * 7 


Mr. President, there is a great deal of this testimony in the 
same line and pretty much to the same effect. I will not read it 
all. But this testimony from a member of the committee of 
safety establishes beyond doubt the character and kind of revolu- 
tion that overthrew the government of Queen Liliuokalani. Here 
is this witness deliberately testifying that if they had commenced 
their revolutionary attack, an overt act, before the landing of the 
troops from the Boston, they would have been caught, because,“ 
he says, “there was no armed force on our side to resist.” 

It is manifest that he tries to cover to some extent the fatal 
statements he makes, An afterthought occurred to him to set 
up that the troops might be sent there to put out fires, and he 
testified that it was the habit of those people, when they could 
not meet openly a foe, to resort to arson; but he forgot that he 
had testified that the foe, as contemptible as it was, was armed 
and sufficient in numbers and equipment to capture the whole 
revolutionary band; and therefore it was this afterthought about 
fires, which had been made an excuse for the landing of the troops, 
was absolutely without wape This witness acknowledges that 
ay had no troops; he saysthere were twoor three hundred. Iam 
told by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] that 
Wor ksa only 60, but they had no organization of any kind. 

. PETTIGREW. Iwill state that the Senator will find that 

60 is the largest number Mr. Damon, who is now the minister of 

gnusno of this revolutionary Government, claims ever appeared 
ere. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is true. I remember that in Mr. Da- 
mon's testimony, but it is not material. The material point is 
that they had no organization of such a character as to resist the 
armed forces of the Queen—be it 60 or 300 men does not make any 
difference—and that they had to proceed upon a safe basis, and 
pee safe basis was the procuring of the presence of United States 

roops. 

Mr. President, the whole revolution is disclosed in the testimon 
of this man. There is no contradicting it, because the surround- 
ing circumstances and other witnesses bear him out. It is true 
that the revolutionists say that without the presence of the United 
States troops the revolution would have succeeded; but prophecy 
does not outweigh facts. What Mr. Thurston’s opinion is in that 
regard is a matter of no moment at all. The whole question be- 
fore the Senate, in my mind, as bearing upon the pending joint 
resolution is whether or not the United States had such part in 
the revolution as to taint the title of the Hawaiian Islands with 
fraud and with illegality, with unlawful, unjust conduct. If the 
United States had connived through its superior functionaries at 
this unlawful and cowardly use of its troops, it would have been 
such a blot that all the islands in the Pacific, with all the water 
surrounding them, would never have washed it out. 

There is some other testimony in this regard which comes from 
the memorandum kept by the revolutionary junta that assembled 
in the office of W. O. Smith, bearing pertinently upon the aie 
tion of the com ref of the United States troops in this ma ter, 
the aid of the United States troops, and the result of the landing 
of the United States troops, and I will read some of it. I will 
read from the same record, page 495. It is a statement of Mr. 
W. O. Smith of events prior to January 17, 1893. It is written in 
a kind of colloquial style, representing statements made by and 
among Messrs. Smith, Cooper, and Castle, all active participants 
in the revolution, Mr. Cooper being the gentleman who, from the 
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steps or the portico of Arion Hall, read the proclamation proclaim- 
ing the Government. 

Mr. Sur. Mr. Colburn overtook Mr. Thurston and myself returning to 
my office and told us the situation, how the Queen, in great anger, had stated 
to the le who were assembled that she had been unable to carry out her 
wishes and the desire of many; that it was her wish to promulgate a new 
constitution, but that she had been prevented, but she would shortly do it; 
and that we heard from various sourcesof the violent speeches of William 
hiai ine paneke from Lahaina, and others, threatening bloodshed and 
generally of a most violent character, and we returned and reported this to the 
meeting. My offices were crowded with people, so that it was with difficulty 
that we conld get into the room at all,and Mr. Colburn worked his way in. 
Mr. Peterson appeared about that time or a little later, and Mr. Colburn made 
thisstatement briefly. What occurred was about as has been published, and 
it was generally known. There were a few short speeches made by different 

present. I made some remarks, and one or two others, y Mr. 
Thurston ke very briefly, and then on Mr. Thurston's motion those present 
eee into a meeting. Mr. H. E. Cooper was chosen chair - 
man and W. O. Smith secretary. 


I will ask the Secretary to continue the reading of the extract. 


imminent. She had practicall: it in a few da 
action were very short—right tothe point; intense feeling and determination 


was 


g to serve. 
Mr. Cooper. After the committee was formed the other gentlemen were 
yey to retire. Then a message was sent for Mr. Glade and Mr. Wilder 
ey came. 

Mr. Sere. And they signified their bres Imam to serve on the commit- 
tee. After further dela , almost immediately the others present were re- 
quested to retire and the committee held a menne The situation was 
briefly discussed—the imminence of danger and the safety of the city; what 
action should be taken for protection was the main subject of discussion. 


And in view of the fact that at the station house there was a armed 
force and at the barracks, and that nearly all of the arms were in ion 
of the supporters of the Queen, and there was no ization at the time 


outside of those forces, and it was simply unknown how many arms were 
available, the question was at once d whether a protectorate should 
not be sought from the United States steamship of war Boston; that ques- 
tion was, of course, first raised, whether the United States would render 
assistance, or what their attitude would be, and then a ttee 
consisting of L. A. Thurston, W. C. Wilder, and H. F. Glade were appointed 
to wait upon Mr. J. L. Stevens, United States r, and inform him of 
the situation and ascertain from him what, if any, protection or ce 
could be afforded by the United States forces for the protection of life and 
property, the unanimous sentiment and feeling bei: t life and 2 
were in imminent danger. By that time it was so k that I lig the 
5 usut We had to have light before we concluded our meeting and 
eliberations. 

Mr. Cooper. My first uaintance with the affair was when I met Hart- 
well on the street. I met him coming out of his office. 

When this question came up as to whether or not what assistance the 
United States troops might give, I made the following statement to the com- 
mittee: That I had gone, at Mr. well's request, to see the captain of the 
Boston, Captain Wiltse, about half past 11, and I informed him of the situa- 
tion, and he immediately sent for Commander Swinburne, who, in turn, sent 
for the officer of the deck, and all necessary NUTRE À pre; tions were 
made, and that was Captain Wiltse's first news of it. He didn't know any- 
thing about it before 1 came there. And Captain Wiltse said that he was 
there for the purpose of protecting life and property of American citizens, 
and if called u he would doit. I afterwards came ashore and met Mr. 
Smith and Mr. Neumann and retired to Mr. Smith's office. 

Mr. SITs. During this meeting of the committee of thirteen and the dis- 
cussion of the situation, it was made manifest to from what had trans 
pired during the day and the action of the Queen, that she was in a condition 
of revolution; that is, her act was entirely revolutionary; that there was a 
feeling of perfect uncertainty of what would take place or how great the 
danger was, but we were simply convinced that esta ed government was 
at an end, that we were in a state of revolution, and with the forces in her 
command, and the utter for the constitution and laws, that we as 
citizens had uun got to look to ourselves for safety and protection, that 
the intelligent part of the community had got to take matters in their own 
hands establish law and order. The babilities of what the Queen 
would do were discussed; there was no ce ty in regard to that, except- 
ing. Gas she would undoubtedly persist in her revolutionary intentions; 
what would be done, how soon martial law . — be declared or any other 
course would be taken, what steps would be taken, we simply could not tell, 
and after discussion Mr. Thurston made the following motion: ‘That steps 
be taken at once to form and declare a provisional government.” 

The seriousness of the step was considered, but it was deemed, decided 
unanimously by the committee, that some such piepe had got to be taken for 
protection of life and property, and it was then and after Mr. Cooper's state- 
ment in regard to his visit to the Boston that the committee consisting of 
Thurston, Wilder, and Glade were appointed to meet the American minister, 
and were instructed to report the next morning at 9 o'clock, at a meeting to 
be called at the residence of W. R. Castle. 2 

I went home about dark or a little after, and just had dinner when Mr. 
Thurston called at my house on his way home, me to meet the com- 
mittee and one or twoothersat his house at 8 o'clock. Iwent there and found 


oston would be ready to land 5 to prevent the de- 
struction of American life and Property, and re; the.matter of 
establishing a provisional government they of course would recognize the 
existing government, whatever it might be. 

Mr. Thurston stated to Mr. Stevens the proposition that was under con- 
sideration of establishing a provisional government, and in case those steps 
were taken, he asked Mr. Stevens what his attitude would be, and Mr. Stey- 


XXXI——402 


ens had told him whatever government was established and was actually in 
on of the Government building, the executive departments and arch- 
ey an 


in possession of the city, that was a de facto 
ing itself as a government, would necessarily have to be recogn . Every- 
Sing haa culminated in a few hours, we were la under intense feeling, 
and it was arranged that different ones of those present should begin dratt. 
ing papers. Mr. W. R. Castle undertook to draft something in the nature of 
a brief historical statement, which would be for a preamble to the declara- 
tion. Mr. Thurston wasto work upon the matter of the form of the provisional 
333 Judge Dole quietly stated that he was ii ach ec take part 
the movement, but that he would assist, at Mr. urston’s request, in 
drafting the declaration. I was requested to draft papers to be submitted to 
the American minister request: landing of the troops in case it became 
necessary. At a late hour we ret „and the next morning at 9 o’clock the 
committee of thirteen met at W. R. Castle's residence. 

The meeting continued until noon. The committee appointed to wait on 
the American minister made a report to the committee similar to the report 
made to us the night before. Among the various propositions and matters 

was a matter of calling a public mass meeting, and it was decided 
to call a meeting at 2 o'clock in the afternoon of the next day, Monday, to be 
held, if ble, at the old rifle armory on Beretania street, near the corner 
of Punchbowl street. Mr. Andrew Brown was a ted a committee to 
procure the armory, make the arrangements for the meeting, and to see to 

e publication of the notice, which notice was N there during the 
meeting, and a committee of three, consisting of L. A. Thurston, W. R. Cas- 
tle, and W. O. Smith, were appointed to arenes a programme for the publie 
meeting and secure the speakers. During this meeting Mr. A. S. Wilcox 
stated that as he had deemed it important for him to return to Kauai that 
he thought it was his duty to resign from the committee. 

While he was in perfect sympathy with the movement, he felt that in 
the excitement which might be created it was very important for those 
who had their homes on the other islands to return and endeavor to main- 
tain pe and quietness in the other islands. His re: 
and Mr. J. Emmeluth was elected to take his place, 


vernment proclaim- 


tion was accepted, 
r. Glade stated that 


owing to tion as German consul he deemed under his instructions 
that it would be improper for him to continue a member of the committee 
and tendered his resignation, which was accepted, and Mr. Ed. Suhr was ap- 


ponien to fill his place. At this meeting Mr. L. A. Thurston was appointed 
draw the resolution to be presented at the mass meeting and the reportof 
the committee. 

Mr. Coorkn. That was just after Glade and Wilcox had resigned. Just 
when we were going to break up it was su ted as to whether we should 
not go on and perfect the organization of the provisional government and 
the form that it should take. Mr. Castle presented his historical preamble, 
which was not read, but Mr. Thurston had stated the general plan that he 
had in mind as to the form the provisional government should take, stating 
that it should consist of an executive council and an advisory council. The 
mention of names was suggested the meeting, that Mr. Thurston should 
bethe leader and the head of the government. . Thurston questioned the 
wisdom of that on two ds: t, he had business a: ents which 
might call him away. and on the further ground that he was considered such 
a radical mover that he believed it was wise to have some one who was more 
That was dropped right there. Mr. Dole's name was not men- 
tioned at that 7 1 3 

Mr. SMTTH. At that meeting and the previous and subsequent meetings 
most meager minutes were because of the ble danger of our being 
arrested and of these records used us, The night before Mr. 
Thurston requested Mr. Wundenburg to ascertain, as far as he could, what 
arms were available and how many men with arms could be depended upon. 
Just at the close of the mee on 3 noon, at W. R. Castle's, Mr. 
e ee came with Mr. * rted that the 38 oe 
obtainin, discouraging, after making a thorou, 
2 of the conn only sbout sixty stand of arms were found that were 106 


ter again and informed 
we talked over with him what had be 


gaye assurances of his earnest purpose to afford all the protection that was 
his power to protect life and property; he emphas: the fact that while 
he voa call for the United . oops sto pronase Ut aad property, he 
could not recognize any government un es . Here 

that the troops when ended would not take sities with either y, but 
would protect American life and prope’ Thurston and I began to arran; 
in to the speakers, who to see. said that he would see qui 


a number; among them was Mr. Swanzy, T. R. Walker, Cecil Brown, and 
some others. I rode down town and found James F. Morgan and asked him 
to be one of the speakers. He consented to be. And I saw two or three 
others and then went to the printing office and hastened up the matter of 
the 8 the 28 
At the mee g at Mr. Castle's there was considerable discussion in re 
to when to have the mass meeting; some were in favor of having it on Sun- 
day; a feeling, too, had been expressed at the meeting on Saturday afternoon 
that there should be a mass meeting called right off on Sunday, and at the 
meeting some peg om better to have the meeting early Monday morning, 
there being such a feeling of absolute uncertainty in to what course 
the Queen would pursue, whether she would proclaim the constitution and 
disorder and riot precipitated. It was finally concluded, however, that the 
merung should be held at 2 o'clock and that all business houses be requested 
ose, 


Sunday evening several of us met at Mr. Thurston's. Mr. Thurston 
did not return from his interview with Cecil Brown and others until about 
8 o'clock in the evening. Meanwhile a message had been left at my house by 

that the . would like to meet a committee of five from the 

thirteen. We were also informed that the ministers had had 

a meeting some time during the ay of Sunday, in which several of the citi- 

zens were present—Mr. F. A. Schaefer, Mr. S. M. Damon, and Mr. J. O. Carter, 

and one or two others. At this meeting in the evening the work was further 

arranged, the different parts of it assigned, and at a late hour we returned 
ome. 

The next morning, Monday, January 18, the meeting was held of the whole 
committee of thirteen at the office of L. A. Thurston over Bishop's Bank, 
corner of Merchant and Kaahumanu streets. Mr. Thurston was ill, suffer- 


of Mr. Thurston's health caused us a good deal of anxiety. He had been suf- 
fering before that with a severe cold u his 1 and from loss of sleep 
and mental strain he was weak and was attacked with dysentery. 
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132 and H. 
They retired, and during their absence 
neral matters were discussed. ormation was being received in 
to public matters generally. 

. CASTLE. Was Wilson's action there simply a protest? It went out that 

* 8 ase not to have = a Se 
r. SMITH. Thurston reported it as a pro against this meeting g 
held. Thurston asked him why, and he said that it 8 disorder. 
At this meeting we were informed of the fact that another mass meeting 
had been called for the same hour, 2 o'clock in the afternoon, to be held at 
Palace Square, the junction of Richard and King streets, Os by the com- 
mittee on law and order, and that many of those posters been placed 
over our posters, and that there was evidently an attempt to prevent our 
pees or —— ee and to mislead. Tarea 33 his own 
authority, before the meeting, prepared a and it was e process 
of being printed, ex ‘the fraud, and be had a copy of it then and sub- 
mitted it to the meeting, but it was of a nature which we considered inflam- 


other 


over the situation and showed our committee a proclamation 5 the 
Queen and the ministers stating that she would never again attempt to force 


mittee before proceeding to the meeting, and the request of Mr. Stevens was 

delivered to him before the mee was held. By 1 o'clock business 

to be closed. Before 2 o'clock a large number of had assembled at the 
and by 2 o'clock a very large number was there. After Mr. Thurs- 


armory, > 
ton had finished speaking at the mass meeting, and while others were speak- 
ing, the members of the committee discussed very earnestly what to do in 
sags Ts to this petition. 

f it was to be circulated for 
have to be given before the mee 
doubt, some being very earnest! 
oper poor f as possible, the opin: 


dispersed; 
the yay that the signed as 
being that they would be signed by nearly 
all of the 1,200 present, but it did not seem opportune and we waited. The 
meeting was fipally adjou: as it seemed to some of us sooner than we ex- 
pected, and nothing was done about the signing of the petition and the com- 
mittee felt somewhat at a losswhat todo, but word was passed around among 
us at once to meet at je aye again, and within twenty minutes after the 
8 of the meeting the committee met. 

. SurTH. There was a short and earnest discussion of what was to be 
done; it was then nearly 4; our plans had not been perfected. 
been completed, and after a hast: the 
was decided that it was im 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, that the House had agreed 
to the of the committee of conference on the di 


8. 1085) to establish a uniform system of bankraptey through 
8 ish a orm 0 te out 
the United States. si “ili 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the bill (S. 4571) to extend Rhode Island avenue; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


The further announced that the House had passed the 
following and jointresolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 5887) for the prevention of smoke in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
= (H. R. 10474) for the extension of Eleventh street NW.; 


an 

A joint resolution (H. Res, 186) for the relief of farmers, gar- 
deners, and truckmen selling produce of their own raising on the 
south side of B street, between Seventh and Thirteenth streets,in 
the city of Washington, D. C. 


EXTENSION OF RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
4571) to extend Rhode Island avenue. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4571) to extend 
Rhode Island avenue. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate nonconcur in 
the amendments of the House of Representatives and request a 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the pe of the Senate; and Mr, Hans- 
BROUGH, Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. Without displacing the unfinished business, I ask 
188010 5 Senate proceed to oe pom ig ie pe nae 7 (H. R. 

691) making a tions to supply deficien e appro- 
priations for a Rana sea ending June 30, 1898, and for —.— 
years, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 


r | pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be con- ` 


house, the United States legation, the case to him, and he said that as | Sidered as they are reached. i 
a precautionary measure, and to protect American life and property, he had] The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request? 
ordered the troops to be landed at B o'clock, and that they would como. It | The Chair hears none, and that course will be pursued. 
adjourn o mee ouse ouse a 2 
Delock in the evening. The meeting broke up, and some of us went down to | The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
ap oe a greg mh ty ad ak hey eater bre pl ti gga ~via 
e eve: . $ S 

ménibersof thecommitteo were present ana Wilder, . paa on a à after line 1, to strike out: 
the g ill. James ee ee ee place o That title “Eleven cler class 4,” Department! ‘ vided 
W. k. Catia; and C. L. Carter taking the place Thurston were also | for in the ve, executive, SA ju a r a, ho fiscal 
1 by invitation Alexander Young, J. H. Soper, Cecil Brown, H. P. 1899, is hereby amended to read: “One chiet of bureau of appointments, 

dwin, and F. W. Wundenburg. ; ten clerks of class 4.” 

Previous to this meeting, beginning with the meeting on Saturday after- 
noon, the suggestion of sending the Claudine toSan Francisco with tches| Mr. PETTUS. I wish to understand about amendments before 
to the United States Government was discussed, and at this meeting Monday | the amendments are adopted—that is, I want to know whether 

in 
was amend that action be deferred un tof the | amendments will be in order hereafter, although they might con- 
ernm en ent carried. alread 

PrN committee of two, consisting of C. Bolte and C. L. Carter, was appointed AL y 


an advisory 
that Judge 
vernment. some discus- 
committee to wait upon Judge Dole and to in- 


12 o'clock, the committee endeavoring to e him. He t 
the logical events and manifest destiny of the island was ann ion, but he 
did not know whether it was the wisest step now. There is no doubt that 
the Queen has yacated the throne. 

He said that if he did decide nigh tee WOA 0K 
supreme court. P. C. Jones, S. M. Damon, Cecil Brown, J. ng and 
W. O. Smith were su ted to serve on the executive council, which was 


nition N or otherwise procure the same. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator from Louisiana has been i 
mori supron ively zor a Seas pr ars him if he is i g to 
t may call up the gen ciency appropriation 
and have the Senate consider that measure for the rest of the day, 
Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 


adopted. 

Mr. HALE. After the committee amendments have been dis- 
poma of amendments pee by any Senator will be considered, 

o Senator is cut off by this arrangement. 

Mr. PETTUS. That has heretofore been the understandi 
E reee to such bills, and I wanted to have it underst: 
in case. 

Mr. HALE. That is the invariable practice on appropriation 


bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. The ques- 
tion is on ing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, in the item for the 
Nicaragua Canal Commission, after the date “ 1899,” to insert: 
Sista cles seman te AAEE Thay tere A R DAAT Soin 


5 for the 
completion of its work, and to pay to the two members of the Geological Snr- 
vey ed to the commission for duty such amount, not to exceed in 


each „in addition to their salary, as in the opinion of the 
pena pve cg new permis 8 z 
So as to make the clause read: 


Le e To continue the surveys and examinations 
V An act 
propriations for the civil expenses of the Government for the 
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The amendment was „ eh 
a next amendment was, on page 4, after line 6, to insert: 
tional Conference on a Catalogue of Scientific Literature: 228 ex- 


mses of 5 to the International Conference on a 1 of Scien- 
pens Literature to be held at London during the present year, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 11, to strike out 
9255 following: 
mmissi £ the United States 
7 pointed for th for the Ro adjustment D be- 


tween ae United States an in respect to nnan o of 
oe o se of of thee 


d “isbursed under the direction the 


Secretary of State, $50,000, to Td aral during the fiscal year 1899, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 22, to insert: 


F. 


oreign intercourse: 
To enable the Secretary of Hyped ar cent Ani rang mae te consul- 
at Havana, the amoun' ei by 0 him for clerk hire 
excess of his allowances — July 1. — and June 5, 1896, $2,222.08. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 4, to insert: 

To enable the ag eo T dE Diato %9 ps Joseph A. Springer, vice-consul- 
ral at Havana, the amounts y ex nded by him for clerk hire 

ea ne ae between October, 182, and June 80 1805, $200.54. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 10, to insert: 


Cont: mt expenses, foreign missions: To — — amounts found due by the 
eee officers of the Treasury on acegunt ot oie for Con- 


tingent expenses, foreign missions,” fiscal year 1897, 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 16, to insert: 
Contingent expenses, 5 States eonsulates: To — p ere amounts found —— 


he Treasury on 
—— expenses, United States — e p year 938.84. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page after line 22, to insert: 
Salaries, marshals for consular courts ee ee ee oe 
accounting officers of the Treasury on — ee for 
aries, marshals for consular courts," fiscal year 4557 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next 3 Was, under the nee of “Treasury Depart- 
ment,” on page 6, after line 3, to strike out 

of Internal 

peti mrt Dormi Co ea erga A 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 22, to insert: 


. 


107, fl. ff A 


To pay Ie — aa 


account oe the a 
Freight, te —— ete,” lor the Contingent expenses 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 3, to insert: 


sooo of the appropriation Contingent expenses, Treas 2 —— on 880.43. 


f the 

——— ear aA 

The amendment was penne to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 10, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That no sept clocks used for — —. clerks or 
8 T employees shall be purchased for use — the 
. — = at Washington, D. 05 except from moneys — — 8 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the amendment of the committee will 
not be agreed to. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine 


to this 
Mr. HALE If there is to be any question—— 
Mr. GORMAN. I trust 1 from Maine mania 


the bill will not insiston striking out this provision as it comes | W. H 


from the House. 
Mr. HALE. If there is to be any controversy about it, let it 


passed over. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust we shall dispose of it now, if we can. 
Tt seems to me the case is so clear that there ought not to be any 
hesitation about agreeing that the provision as it comes from the 
House shall remain in the bill. 


Mr. HALE. well; I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be disagreed to, unless there is objection, The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment i is rejected, 


The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 14, to insert: 


For the maintenance of the 2777070010... 
ury and Winder buildings during the fiscal year 1899, $2,625. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of assistant custodians and janitors for the - 
fiscal 1896 from $20.40 to $42.65 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Maine to con- 
sent to return to page to an amendment which was passed without 
my noticing it. It is the proposition to strike out the appropria- 
tion for the salary of the Depu Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, which is provided for e bill at $3,500. The Committee 
on Finance this morning by unanimous vote adopted a recom- 
mendation that this salary should remain at $3,500. Theincreased 
co — . —— of te ma a = Te- 
cently been of the y to rec- 
ommend that there shall be noreduction in hissalary at this time, 


and | when the duties are very much greater than they have been at 


other times; and I think the Senate ought to agree 5 let that pro- 
vision stand. 

Mr. HALE. IL think -x question Due better go into conference. 
There are several cases of increases of salary in the bill, and there 
can be no discrimination made in those cases. The committee 
have adopted one rule, and that is to strike them all out, — 
are some cases where amendments will be offered which are 
tinent and proper covering increases of salaries; but it is better, 1 
think, that all of them should go into conference. If the Senate 
restores the provision I certainly make a similar motion in 
all the other cases, because they are all meritorious cases. This 
year the Committee on Appropriations thought it was better not 
to increase salaries. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, But this is a proposition to decrease 
a salary, as I understand. 

Mr. . I have never heard of any case of decreasing a 


salary. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That was my impression about this 
rovision. 
5 Mr. ALLISON. The statutory for this officer is $3,200, 


salary 
Ai the amount appropriated for the current year is $2,250, and 
that has been 7 5 sum appropriated for some years past. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This simply restores the statutory 
salary to what it has been all along. 
Mr. TANE But it is an increase over what this officer is get- 


ting no 

Mr. JO JONES of Arkansas. I shall leave it with the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I think we had better put this into conference, 8nd 
consider all these cases sg 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the rp es on Appropriations was, on page 10, after line 5, to 
inse 
Costa Rican: To refund to the collector 


at New Orleans, La., for repa: ent by him to the person or 
ties entitled to receive the same the sam o 91, i portion ofa 
fine of $139.91 im: in the case of the Rican for vio- 
lation of section of the Revised 6 1 
of the , the original sum having been covered into 
prior to the remission. 
The amendment was 


agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 7, to insert: 
Tı ts found d 
2 ati ara eh Fea 
The amendment was 


to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 19, to insert: 
Revenue-Cutter Service: To pay amounts found cued oy. the (Atte 
fi f the Treasury of th 
seas of the Treasury, gn, scot ofthe appropriation "Expenses oÈ 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 11, to insert: 


Authori: 
ting o cers s of the Treasury reps, Fn 
55 
as follows: Capt. Edward Burr, 38; . D. W. Lockwood, 
Maj. Thomas Handbury, €73 68 Capt. H. F. Hodges, $238.80; Capt. 1 55 
Cape, W. Fe Fisk Finis siz; Lieut. Gol Amos Buckney, $17.50, and iode Gol 
A mt. 
H. Benyaurd, 4.840 75. in all, $1,684.04. xs 
The amendment was agreed to | 


The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 5, to insert: 
Payment to the 8 8 ay to tke The Secre of red 


Treasury is authorized and directed to py o the Venable 

Com 7 tho amount of the duty paid on A used Drees oe 
Seas e of gun e at Tybee Island. ene not toexceod tho 
sum of $4,088; and the amoun n required for such payment is hereby y appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury otherwise app: 


not 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 14, to insert: 


to Owen N. Denny: To enable the Secretary of the 
Bars Denny, formerly consul-general at Shanghai, China, 


to 
of 
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unofficial fees collected by him and under protest, into the Treasury of 
the United States, as sifono] by the Secretary of the Treasury in Senate 
Document No. 200, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, $04. 

The amendment was agreed to. pt reg 

The next amendment was, under the head of Public buildings,” 
on page 18, after line 22, to strike out: 

For the appraiser's warehouse at New York City, N. Y.: For completion of 

uilding, 12 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 19, to insert: 

For temporary building for post-office, Chicago, Ill.: To pay amounts found 
due by the accountin, officers of the Treasury on account of the appropria- 
tion Temporary building for post-office, Chicago, III.,“ $1,872.30. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 5 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 5, to insert: 

For office and court-house at Charleston, S. C.: To enable the Secre- 
tary of the ee to fully complete the approaches and grounds around 
the court-house an t-office building at leston, S. C., in the manner 

rovided by the fications on which bids were iien f taken, includ- 
Tag the following items of construction: Gilding on fence and fountain, arti- 
ficial stone walks in park, stone wall coping, stone curb, and l planong grase 
PAN: Provided, That no part of the appropriation hereby made is to 

or aay eee other than completing the approaches and grounds around 
said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. : z 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 17, to insert: 

Id post-office and court-house, Detroit: For chan alterations, 
aud 5 Stoft the building for the use of Government offices, $20,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be paid from the unexpended 
balance of appropriations for the new post-office and court-house at Detroit. 

The amendment was agreed to. X 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Mints and assay 
offices,” on page 22, line 23, to increase the reat ey ag for 
wages of workmen and contingent expenses at the mints in coin- 
ing gold and subsidiary silver during the fiscal year 1899 from 
$100,000 to $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Light-House Es- 
tablishment,” on page 23, after line 14, to insert: 

: T: unts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
acount of the appropriation “Expenses of buoyage,” for the fiscal year 
1896, $415.66. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 . 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 23, to insert: 

For repairs to light vessel No. 69, to continue available during the fiscal 
year 1899, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. f . 

The next amendment was, under the head “ Fish Commission,” 
on page 24, after line 6, to insert: 

For completing the construction of the fish hatchery at Spearfish, S. Dak., 

000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of District of Co- 
lumbia,” on page 26, after line 15, to insert: 

For rent of vault in panang on First street, between B and C streets 

W., from July 1, 1897, to July 1, 1898, $600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 2, to insert: 


For payment of the awards, under condemnation, for land taken for the 
extension of Connecticut avenue from Florida avenue to Waterside drive, to 
be charged wholly to the revenues of the District of Columbia, $230,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 19, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert “for 100 boxes for use in the outlying suburbs 
which have recently been thickly built up, and in unprotected 
parts of the city, $12,500;” and, on page 30, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘thirty-seven thousand five hundred” and 
insert fifty thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 


Tele: h and telephone service: For the complete equipment of the 
central station: of the Ben system, including provan or thirty box 
circuits and ten alarm circuits, equipped with modern appliances, to 
take the place of the present system. $21,500; 3 cabinet work for 
mounting the same, $3,000; storage - battery system, to e the paoe of the 
vity-battery system now in use, $3,500; replacing sixty old fire-alarm 
foxes, which have been worn out, with sixty new, modern boxes, $6,000; 
lacing in eighty boxes standard cut-outs, to eds their being destroyed 
lightning or other electrical disturbances, $1,000; for 100 boxes for use in 
the outlying suburbs which have recently been thickly built up and in un- 
protected ts of the city, $12,500; for twenty visual indicators, to be placed 
in the engine houses for 8 visually . —— received, to prevent any 


errors in responding to fires, $2,500; in all, $50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 2, to insert: 
Health d tment: For one sanitary and food tor, who shall act as 
inspector of live stock and dairy farms, fiscal year }, $1,200. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on e 80, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for amount requi for fuel for public schools 
from $1,500 to $2,700. í 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
“sixty,” to insert and in Senate 


31, line 8, after the word 
ent No. 299;” and in line 


12, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out “five thousand two 
hundred and eighty-one dollars and five” and insert ‘‘seven thou- 
sand one hundred and fifty-nine dollars and forty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Judgments: For the ent of ju ents, including costs, nst the 
District of Columbia, Ea — — 2 House Document No. 319, and in 
House Document No. 480, and in Senate Document No. 299, of this session, 
$7,159.40, fogether with a further sum to pay the interest on said 3 
as =o by law, from the date the same became due until date of pay- 
men 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 4, to insert: 

To reimburse B. Pickman Mann amount paid by him to the Fidelity and 
8 Company, premium on his bond as disbursing officer of the Board of 

dren's Guardiens, fiscal year 1895, said Mann haying served in that ca- 
pacity without compensation, $50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 2, to insert: 

Support of prisoners: For expenses of maintenance of the jail of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia and for support of prisoners therein, to be expended under 
the direction of the Attorney-General, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 14, to strike out: 

Hereafter in all 3 by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to commit resident indigent insane persons to the Government Hospital 
for the Insane, it shall be the duty of the marshal to impanel juries in such 
cases from the jurors in attendance upon the criminal courts of said District, 
pho 5 such service in addition to and as part of their duties in 
said courts. ° 


The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 5, to strike out: 

Hereafter the District of Columbia shall not be required in judicial pro- 
ceedings to 3 to the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia or of the court of ees of said District, or to the United States 
marshal for said District for the service of process, but the said District of 
Columbia and its Commissioners shall be entitled to institute and prosecute 
judicial Lider pone in said courts without the payment of fees, and shall 
also be entitled to the services of said marshal in the service of all civil proc- 
ess without the payment of fees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of War Depart- 
ment,” on page 36, to increase the appropriation to pay the amounts 
found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on account 


of the appropriation ‘‘Artificial limbs,” for the fiscal year 1896, 
from $48.78 to $98.78. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 17, to insert: 


t range, Jefferson Barracks, Mo.: That the appropriation of $18,000 
made for the purchase of land for a target range forthe use of troops sta- 


tioned at Jefferson Mo., is hereby continued and made available 
for expenditure during the year 1899: Provided, That any land pur- 
chased thereunder shall be unencumbered by any private or public ways or 


roads. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 4, to insert: 


Reservoirs at head waters of the * River: All unexpended bal- 
ances of money heretofore appropriated for the construction of reservoirsat 
the head waters of the Mississipi River are hereby made available and may 
be expended for the necessary renewal and re of the reservoir dams here- 
tofore constructed at the head waters of the ippi River. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 11, to insert: 


Improvement of Elizabeth River: The 68 of War be, and he is 
3 authorized and directed to proceed immediately to cause the chan- 
nel of Elizabeth River, from Hampton Roads to the United States Navy- 
Yard near Norfolk, Va., to be improved, widened, and d ed to a width 
of not less than 450 feet and toa ma of 28 feet, opening first a channel 150 
feet wide, so as to admit to the Norfolk Navy-Yard the largest vessels in the 
Navy, and thereafter, as soon as possible, completing the said channel to the 
full width of 450 feet as aforesaid. The said work may be let under contract 
after a ten days’ advertisement for bids, or,in the discretion of the Secretary 
of War, without any advertisement. And for the purposes aforesaid the sum 
of $360,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, 
to continue available during the fiscal year 1899. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 2, to insert: 
Yellowstone National Park: To pay amounts found due by the accoun: 


officers of the Treasury on account of the app tion rovement 
Yellowstone National Park,” for the fiscal year 1897, $93.75. z 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of Navy Depart- 
ment,” on page 40, after line 6, to insert: 

Payment to owners of steam yacht Nautilus: To compensate the owners 
of the steam yacht Nautilus for damages caused to that vessel by the United 
States to o boat Stiletto, $93.87. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ $ 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 10, to insert: 

Pa t to the Vallejo Land and Improvement Com: To co nsate 
the Vallejo Land and yoana Company for aromas peg a their 
wharf at South Vallejo by the U. S. tug Unadilla, as estimated by a board of 
nayal officers, $168.65. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 16, to insert: 

Pa pot the Na —.— balance due on certificate of the Auditor for the 

e Navy: vay ce 
N avy Department No. 58, volume 22, in favor of Albert Garrin, being a part 


1898. 
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of said certificate paid by Pay Inspector George H. G „United States 
Navy, and now D DA tA reimbursement, payable from the appro- 
priation “ Pay of the Navy,” fiscal year 1895, $27.19. 


The amendment was agreed to. 3 4 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 7, to insert: 
For pay of the Navy, 1897, $85,359.57. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 . 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 14, to increase the 

appropriation for pay of the Navy, 1895, from $113.47 to $169.34, 
e amendment was agreed to. f 3 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 23, to insert: 
For pay of the Marine Corps, 1897, $18,233.17. 

The amendment was agreed to. : A 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 2, to increase the ap- 
ropriation for pay of the Marine Corps, 1896, from $1,176.61 to 


1,460.31, 

The amendment was agreed to. : - 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 4, to insert: 

For pay of the Marine Corps, 1894, $196.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. à 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 7, to insert: 

For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance, $3.78. 

The amendment was agreed to. l 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent, Bureau of Equipment, 1897, from 
$51.30 to $63.90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 17, to insert: 

For equipment of vessels, Bureau of Equipment, $6,960.36. 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

The next amendment was to increase the appropriation for con- 
tingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 1897, from $258.97 to 
8262.62. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 43, to insert: 

For contingent, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $497.10. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 5, to increase the 
total appropriation for the naval establishment from $16,223.27 to 
$127,828.97. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Bureau of Equip- 
ment,” on page 48, line 20, to increase the appropriation for the 
fiscal year 1897 from $2,015.11 to 82, 403.89. 

The amendment was to, p 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 23, to increase the 
same appropriation for the fiscal year 1896 from $894.58 to $895.46, 

The amendment was agreed to. J , 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 4, to insert: 

For contingent, Bureau of Equipment, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Bureau of Sup- 
plies and Accounts,” on page 45, line 3, to increase the appropria- 
tion to pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury on account of the appropriation for Contingent, Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts,” for the fiscal year 1897, from $1,081.66 
to $1,487. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Bureau of Steam 
Engineering,” on page 45, line 9, to increase the appropriation for 
“Steam machinery, Bureau of Steam Engineering,” fiscal year 
1897, from 8276.52 to $446.59. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Bureau of Ord- 
nance,” on page 46, line 1, to increase the apropen to pay 
amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for ‘‘Contingent, Bureau of Ord- 
nance,” fiscal year 1897, from $2,223.92 to $2,649.59, 

The amendment was agreed to. i k 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 8, to insert: 


Marine Corps: 
To pay 1 due R accounting officers of the Tr 
sacon of the appropriation “Pay, Marine Corps.“ for the fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the sub-head Marine Corps,” 
on page 47, line 1, to increase the appropriation “to pay accounts on 
file for freight, cartage, oil, ice,” etc., for the fiscal year 1897, from 
$2,898.21 to $2,410.87. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘Interior Depart- 
ment,” on page 48, line 6, to increase the appropriation for Con- 
tingent expenses, Department of the Interior,” for the fiscal year 
1897, from $30.26 to $32.59. 

The amendment was to, 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 11, before the word 


on 


sr ime to strike out Lighting the;” so as to make the clause 
read: y 
SA and grounds: For lighting the Capitol and grounds about the 
same, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 24, to insert: 
For a public elevator. to be located at some suitable place in the northeast 
corner of the Senate wing of the Capitol, $8,000; for electrical engine, gen- 
erator, and switchboard, $12,000; in ali, $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 4, to insert: 
That hereafter in case of the absence or disability of the Architect of the 
United States Capitol, the chief clerk to the Architect shall have full power 
and authority to do and perform all the acts which the Architect of the 
United States Capitol might himself do, and in case of a vacancy the chief 
clerk shall perform the duties of the Architect until the vacancy shall be 
filled according to law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead of “ Public lands 
service,” on page 54, after line 2, to insert: 
To pay Winfield S. Collins for services and expenses in the survey of the 
town site of Basin, Wyo., $330.50. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 5, to insert: 
Boundary line between Idaho and Montana: That any balance of the ap- 
T tion of $7,650, provided for in the sundry civil act approved June 4, 
7, for surveying the boundary line between Idaho and Montana that may 
remain unexpended on the 30th day of June, 1808, is hereby reappropriated 
and made available for the fiscal year 1899. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 14, to insert: 
Payment to boards on town-site entries in Oklahoma: To pay the amounts 
which shall be found due, after proper audit in each instance, to the persons 
constituting the boards appoin to carry into effect the provisions of the 
act of Con approved y 14, 1890 (26 Statutes, page 109), entitled “An 
act to provide for town-site entries of lands in Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses,” and the joint resolution of Congress making the provisions of said 
act 1 to town sites in the Cherokee Outlet, approved September 1, 
1893 (28 Statutes, page 11), $3,854.95: Provided, That no payments shall be made 
hereunder to the disbursing agents of said boards until after the accounts of 
said agents shall have in each instance been satisfactorily adjusted by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office: Provided further, That on Janua: 
1, 1899, the boards of trustees for town sites, and each of them in said Terri- 
pact € shall cease and be abolished, and no compensation shall be allowed or 
3 anyone, member or trustee or disbursing agent, on or after January 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Geological Sur- 
vey,” on page 55, line 14, after the word “ bulletins,” to insert 
“under the direction of the Public Printer;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

ving the illustrations necessary for the mon 
3 the direction of the Public Printer, to 8 
the fiscal year 1899, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 17, after the word 
“ bulletins,” to insert under the direction of the Public Printer;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


For printing and binding the monographs and bulletins, under the direc- 
tion of the Public Printer, to remain available during the fiscal year 1899, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 20, to insert: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 


ma of the appropriation “ ogical Survey,” fiscal years 1895 and 
YEN 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘Indian affairs,” 
on page 57, line 13, to increase the appropriation to pay amounts 
found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on account 
of the appropriation ‘‘'fraveling expenses, Indian inspectors,” 
for the fiscal year 1897, from $107.50 to $174.41. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 14, to insert: 
3 3 „„ superin. 
tendent, 56 cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, in line 21, to increase the 
appropriation to pay the amounts found due by theaccounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for ‘‘ Travel- 
ling expenses, Indian school superintendent,” for the fiscal year 
1896, from $6.62 to $12.40. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 58, to increase the appro- 
priation to pay the amounts found due by the accounting ofticers 
of the Treasury on account of the appropriation ‘‘ Transporta- 
648570 Indian supplies,” for the fiscal year 1897, from $2,250 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 15, to increase the 
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appropriation to amounts found due by the accounting offi- 
a a the 0 on account of the a riation Indian 
school, Tomah, Wis.,” for the fiscal year 1897, from $26.90 to $74.02. 
The amendment was agreed to. f 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 16, to insert: 


To amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of tho appropriation Indian school, Tomah, Wis.,” for the fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to, . : 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 11, to strike out: 

To ounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
Eady ot the riation “Traveling expenses of Indian inspectors,” for 

fiscal year , $33.90, 1 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 17, before the word 
* E to strike out such;“ and in line 18, after the word 
Indians,“ to strike out ‘‘ provided for by this act;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For ex of tion of goods, provisions, and other 
aril for thu Yala tin e e Eme 
portation agents and rent of warehouse, being for fiscal year 1898, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, ? z 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 14, to insert: 

For the empl ent of a ph: for the Indians of the Walker River 
Indian 7 in Notak pce petits 1899, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. g 

The next amendment Was, on page 61, after line 17, to insert: 

That th ra h in the Indian a riation act for the fiscal year 1898, 
providing fart teat justment of the — of J. Montgomery Smith, late a 
member of the Chippewa Indian Commission, is hereby amended so as to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to adjust the account of said Smith, and 
pay him, out of the sum therein app: ted, for his services and expenses 


ber of said commission from llth day of June to the 23d day of 
July, 1S the last named being the date when his services on said commission 
termina 


The amendment was agreed to. f 3 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 3, to insert: 


ts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
Ready bf the appropriation ze Tncidentals in New Mexico,” for the fiscal year 
$13.95. 


The amendment was agreed to. i : 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 7, to insert: 


unts found due by the accoun officers of the on 
3 Uf the appropriation for Indian School, Carlisle, Pa.,“ Pg hes 
year 1897, $231.28. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 12, to insert: 
amou by the accou officers of the Treas 
. ue the enna OR 4 ee 8 for the f al 
year 1897, $277.47. 
The amendment was agreed to. i 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 17, to insert: 


ounts found due by the accoun: officers of the Treasury on 
475 yit the appropriation . Flatheads, and other 
Indians,“ $296.85. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Post-Office De- 
partment,” on page 63, after line 11, to insert: 

Advertising: For advertisin 6 on account of the fiscal years as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1898, $6,573.94. 

For the fiscal year 1897, $10.64. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 25, after the word 
“ nineteen,” to insert and Senate Document No. 302;“ and in line 
8, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five dollars 
and forty-eight "and insert “ eighty-eight dollars and eighty-two;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

1897, t ts set forth in House Documents Nos. 208 
Ki 3 Docum “4 Rent No. 902 of this session, $9,588.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 23, after the word 
‘ nineteen,” to insert and Senate Document No. 302;” and on 

age 05, line 2, before the word “‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘nine hun- 
d and thirty-two dollars and thirty-five ” and insert ‘‘one thou- 
sand and three dollars and eighty-four;” so as to make the clause 
read: 
1808, to ts set forth in House Documents N 
20d and Alb and Sonata Document No. S0 of this session’ $1,008.84 1 

The amendment was agreed to. i ; 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 16, to insert: 

To pay the St. Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company for amounts 
heretofore erroneously deducted from its lawful compensation for transpor- 
tation of United States mails in the Indian Territory, over railroad mail 
routes Nos. 145008 and 1 $36,222.60, said sum havi so erroneous! 
deducted on account of a supposed land grant atta 


to sai 
Indian Territory, but which land grant the United States Supreme 
Gout has since decided has no existence as to gaid line of railroad in said 
tory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead * tion 
of 


„on page 66, line 15, after the word “nineteen,” to 


inen) “and Senate Document No. 302;” so as to make the clause 


Compensation of postmasters: For amounts to reimburse the p postal reye- 
. — 


nues, Deisy the amount retained by tmasters in excess of 
ations, including the amounts set f. in House Documents Nos. 203 and 
and Senate Document No, 302 of this session, for the fiscal years as follows. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 19, to increase the 
appropriation for compensation of postmasters for the fiscal year 
1897 from $664,609.30 to $665,232.79. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 28, to increase the 
appropriation for compensation of postmasters for the fiscal year 
1896 from $178.61 to $241.26, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 24, to insert: 


To pay Horace A. W. Tabor the sum of $3,869.94, or so much thereof as 
shall appear to the proper accounting officer of the Government to have 


been paid by said Horace A. W. for ne Lead- 
ville posto ce ree and 1 6 made Lor that 2 — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Department of 
Justice,” on page 67, line 11, after the date 1807, to insert “and 
prior years;” so as to make the clause read: 

For miscellaneous expenditures, fiscal year 1897, and prior years, $158.44. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 68, to insert: 


For payment to Nathan Plummer for services as accountant during the 
month of April, 1883, 8150. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The nextamendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Court of Private 
Land Claims,” on, page 68, line 21, to increase the appropriation 
to pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury on account of the vo ee ‘Salaries and expenses, 
Court of Private Land Claims,” for the fiscal years 1897 and 1898, 
from $220 to $422.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 14. after the words 
Indian Territory,” to insert “at Muscogee, South McAlester, 
and Ardmore, respectively;” and in line 18, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out seventy-five” and insert forty-five;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Indian Territory jails: To establish sites to be selected by the Attorney- 
General, and for th: 


e erection thereon, complete, of three United States j 

one each in the northern. central, and southern districts of the Indian Ter- 
ritory, at Muscogee, South McAlester, and Ardmore, respectively, and for 
other pu incident thereto, to be e ded under the direction of the 
Attorney-General, and to be available until expended, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 1, to increase the 
Sppropreden to pay the amounts found due by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation “Rent 
and incidental expenses, Territory of Alaska,” for the fiscal year 
1898, from 890 to 8339.17. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for “Traveling expenses, Territory of Alaska,” 
from $500 to $344.75, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ Miscellaneous,” 
on page 73, after line 2, to insert: 

For re to the United States penitentiary at McNeils Island, Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes incident thereto, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Attorney-General, and to be available un expended, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 20, to insert: 

For payment, as approved by the Attorney-General, to the estate of G 
P. AA deceased, late United States attorney for the district of Massa- 
chusetts, for professional services performed and expenses incurred by said 
Sanger during the years 1481, 1882, and 1883, while such attorney, under the 
instructions of the Department of Justice, at the request of the late Prof, 
Spencer F. Baird, United States Commissioner of Fish and Fishe; in the 
matter of certain premises leased by the Fish Commission at Fort Wharf, 
Gloucester, Mass., and also in the matter of the Seq of certain prem- 
ises at Woods Hole, Mass., for the use of said commission, 8041.48. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 8, to insert: 

To pay the accounts of United States district attorneys for services as 

cial counsel in the circuit courts of appeals by direction of the Attorney- 
eneral, prior to July 1, 1896, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, è 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “United States 
courts,” on page 78, after line 2, to insert: 

That the salaries of Berry L. Priddie, Wilton rae ngs ge and Edward 8. 
Aleshire, 15 late office deputy m of the district of West V; for 
the period from July 1, 1897, to June 3, 1898, inclusive, or so much thereof as 
remains unpaid, shall be paid; and the expenses of said deputy marshals for 

i od n curred in the ‘ormance of their 

* 


said depu had been 
recom ed and had taken the oath of office peor law after the 
expiration of the term of office of the marshal who appointed them and the 
qualification of his successor. > 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 78, after line 15, to insert: 


To . T. Manning, late 5 2 States di 
A eer of fifteen days’ salary in August, 1897, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

3 next amendment Was, on page 78, after line 19, to insert: 

y J. B. Fortune 1 N 
one rom the 1rth da of July, 1897, to the 3lst day 
service being rendered under a en — 5 1 T . . 
service, such sum as may be found to be — 3 — w author: 
izing fees and compensation to the clerks the U nited S 
and the accounting officers of the E aie A —— 
count accordingly. 

Mr. HALE. There is a clerical error to be corrected. In line 
21, after the word “court,” I move to insert the words of the 
eastern district of North Carolina.” 

age amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

r 
insert March,” so as to read “the 8ist day of March, 1898.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 82, to increase the appropri- 
ation to pay amounts found due by th the accounting officers of the 
Treasury on account of the ap = riation ‘‘ Fees of commission- 
ers, United States courts,” for cal year 1896, from $1,546.35 
to $1,840.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, to increase the a 
ation for support of United States prisoners, etc., for 
year 1896 from 8668.85 to $2,453. 5 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on 84. Iine 6, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding — 5 
bailiffs and one crier in each oa etc., from $10,000 to $25,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on J aa Hae Peas 84, 3 20, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of su as may 
be authorized by the e for th the United States 
courts and their officers, etc., for the fiscal year 1898, from $25,000 
to $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
appr 9 for payment of su 
be authorized by the 55 etc., for 
1897, from $6,000. to 86, 178.68. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 85, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of su: miscellaneous mses as may 
be authorized by the Attorney-General, etc., for the fiscal year 
1895, from $519 to $594.08. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 4, to increase the 


5 


ropri- 
e fiscal 


e 84, line 2 to increase the 
as may 
e fiscal year 


appropriation for payment of such miscellaneous mses as may 
be authorized by the Attorney-General, etc., for the fiscal year 
1894, from $166. 53 to $241.53. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of such miscellaneous mses as may 
be authorized by the Attorney-General, etc., for the fiscal year 
1893, from $38.74 to 8113.74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, after line 7, to insert: 

For fiscal year 1892, $65.22. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next nepeg ee e Was, under the head of Legislative,“ on 
page 86, after line 4, to insert: 

For expenses connected with collecting oe iy > Telating to the use of 
alcohol in the manufactures and arts free of tax, from October, 1804, to De- 
cember, 1897, nyt el to be paid by the Secretary of tho Se the Senate to the 
ties designated b of the joint tee crea by 
joint resolution Pal 3, 1896, on vouchers to be approved — him, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 12, to insert: 

Improving Botanic Garden: to ge ei 5 e due Bev the accounting 
aoe of the Treasury on gy Improving Botanic 
Garden,“ fiscal year 1897, 8101.22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The — — amendment was, on page 86, after line 17, to insert: 


Sena 

PR bcd faei of — ee vets 1 8. r for the heating apparatus, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 21, to insert: 

To f ery, Secre A 
office, and Senators lavatory, and for senta around th the alls ot the Senate 
galleries, $1,414.43. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 87, to insert; 

For purchase of furniture, $7,302.20. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


HALE. In line 23 I move to ah oa out “December” and. 


The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 2, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 4, to insert: 


— * the ae 3 Sah — 7 418 70 2 and N ngrap of the 
or expenses incurred to 

hire and other extra Clerical services, 83.600 e 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 10, to insert: 
F. t to Clarence W. fi 

5 Naval ‘tars ot the Senate te tte debates on — the cost, and — 

arm: vessels, from 

Lo the Fifty- “fifth Congress, ——— Gaclusive, 8 ö . 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 16, to insert: 


To pay to Thomas Williams, for injuries rece hile in the discharge 
his Satis tn as an employee of the Scan te ee b * z 
The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 20, to insert: 


To pay to John Brady, for received while in the đischarge of his 
Gu ad a laborer tn e tie e the sum of $150. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 24, to insert: 
To pay to the clerk and the assistant — Senate Committee on 


Claims for the tion of the omnibus claims and report on the same, 
together with an index of pous a in addition to the work authorized by the 
general deficiency appropriation act of the first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HALE. E [Mr. BERRY] has an 


amendment which will come in here. If he will send it to me, I 
will offer it. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. hat is the amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Itis an amendment which I shall 
au er committee. At the end of line 5, on 

inse 


page 5s, move 


To pay Robert T., late clerk of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, of which —.— 18. Walthall was chairman, one month's salary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead House of Rep- 
resentatives,” on page 90, after line 15, to insert: 

To D. Gardiner Tyler, $593. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, to increase the total ap- 
propriation for allowances to contestants and contestees, audited 
and recommended by the Committees on Elections of the House 
of Representatives, from $69,711.47 to $70,304.47. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, after the word to,” to 
strike out April 15” aod ins insert July 1; * and in line 11, before 
the word “cents,” to strike out “one hundred and seventy- nine 
dollars and seventy-six and insert five hundred and thirteen 
dollars and eight;” so as to make the clause read: 

To pay Robert A. 8 for services rendered in the office of the Clerk 


of the House of from March 4, 1897, to July 2: 

and from zo of Reptes 1897, Sh 1898, hreh 81.513. 513.08. ae EE 
The amendment was a 
The next amendment was, a page 97, after line 4, to strike out: 

Li of Congress 

ie Htio Tiree cori at, $1,40 3 

vi or os ve, execu and ju a 

fiscal year 1899, is reby amended 88 On 8 on act fot a 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, under the head of “Judgments, 
United States courts,” on page 98, line 17, after the word “ ap- 
pealed,” „to insert “and Senate Documents Nos. 300 and 308;” and 
in line 20, before the word “dollars,” to strike out nine thousand 
and forty- -five” and insert “eighteen thousand and sixteen;” so as 
* make the clause read: 

t of the final ecrees, 

which — — — em tes provisions ot net pros Starch B 1587 
entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the 8 
of the United States.” certified to Con at its present session by th 
Attorney-General in House Document No. 225, and which have not been rr 
7 and Senate Documents Nos. 30 and 308, $18,016.63, together with suc. 

additionalsumasmay be necessary to pay interest on the respective judgments 
on atin & g wth ovided, That on oe the rele Ta eree ae 

1 

ed for shall be paid until the right of ——— shall eee * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Jud 
of Claims,” on page 99, line 5, after the name “Theodore Maj- 
theny,” to insert “and in Senate Document No. 303;” and in line 
9, 1 the word “cents,” tostrike out “four hundred and thirty- 
three thousand five hundred and one dollars and forty-two ” and 
insert seven hundred and fifty-six thousand nine hundred and 
forty-seven dollars and forty-six;” so as to make the clause read: 

For of the ts be ie red by the Co f 
— ees oes! e es 


r annum from 


ents, Court 
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dgment in favor of Theodore theny, and in Senate Document No. 
7 947.46: Paper TRAI none of the judgmen eres pronase for shail 
ppeal shall have pone Bo provided further, 
fund the oa ot Louis f E 3 — theref 1 
ft t: „the warrani ‘or 
to said —— or to one dr their number duly authorized to receive 


886” and insert 8331, 771.55; “ so as to make the clause read: 
For payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 


redation cases, certified to at its present session in House Docu- 
ment No. 92 of this session, and in Senate Document No. 301, $224,- 
885.55, and the further sum oi 000 to pay certain judgments of the Court 

f Claims in Indian depredation cases rendered in and 1893, and reported 


00 in 
ive Documents No. 7, 1 d No. 82 
and 224 Fifty-third Congress, second session; in ail, $051,171.85 ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The next amendment was, under the head of Naval Establish- 
ment,” on 102, line 13, before the word “‘ contingencies,” to 
insert N ” ia line 14, before the word constantly,“ to 
strike out that can not possibly be foreseen, but which;” and in 
the same line, after the word constantly,“ to strike out “arise” 
and insert ‘‘arising;” so as to make the clause read: 

tingencies tantly arisin 
under existing conditions for thash months beginaing Jaly 1, 1608 $10,000; 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Bureau of Ord- 
nance,” on ge 106, line 12, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out 
“ninety-eight and insert ninety-nine;“ so as to make the clause 
read: 


Ordnance and ordnance stores: For labor, munitions of war, and other 
material at navy-yards and stations, and gocan nses incident to im- 

roving and increasing the efficiency of ships and the Ordnance Department 
Lor the fiscal year 1899, $400,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Bureau of 
Equipment,” on page 109, line 4, to increase the appropriation for 
ocean and lake surveys, the publication and care of the results 
thereof, etc., for the six months beginning July 1, 1898, from 
84.000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment Was, under the head of War Depart- 
ment,” on 114, line 16, to increase the appropriation for the 
employment of such additional temporary force of clerks, mes- 
sengers, etc., from $120,090 to $207,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent of the War De ent and 
its bureaus, including purchase of professional and scientific books, 
etc., from $12,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for stationery for the War Department and its bu- 
reaus for the six months beginning July 1, 1898, from $10,000 to 
815,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 8 

The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 5, to insert: 

For 1 for the War Department for the six months beginning July 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Pay Depart- 
ment,” on page 121, line 6, before the word ‘‘regiments,” to strike 
out ‘‘nineteen” and insert ‘‘forty-one;” and in line 7, after the 
word “infantry,” to strike out “ $14,956,596” and insert “‘ $20,761,- 
865.75;” so as make the clause read: 

For 141 regiments of infantry, $20,761,865.75. 

The amendment was to. s 

The next amendment was, on page 123, line 2, to increase the 
total appropriation for pay of volunteers under act approved A 
22, 1808. and subsequent acts, for the six months beginning July 
1, 1898, from $25,026,266 to $30,831,535.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, line 20, before the word 
“regiments,” to strike out “seventy ” and insert twenty-eight;” 
and in the same line, after the word “infantry,” to strike out 
nine million nine hundred and twenty-eight thousand one hun- 
dred and ninety-three dollars and thirty-one” and insert four 
million one hundred and twenty-two thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-three dollars and fifty-six;” so as to make the clause read: 

For 28 regiments of infantry, $4,122,923.56. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pose 124, line 24, after the word 
all,“ to strike out ‘‘ fourteen million ninety-nine thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-one dollars and eighteen” and insert “ eight 


million two hundred and ninety-four thousand six hundred and 
eleven dollars and forty-three;” so as to make the clause read: 


For 20 per cent increase, $2,319,980.19; in all, $8,204,611.43. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 8, on page 128, in 
the one making appropriations for ‘‘purchase of subsistence 
supplies.” 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls attention to the fact 
that the word “post,” in line 3, on page 128, should be in the plural, 
so as to read: For expenses of expresses to and from frontier 
posts and armies in the field.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That change should be made, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will be made, in the 
absence of objection. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead Quar- 
termaster’s Department,” on page 133, line 20, to increase the ap- 
propriation “for all contingent expenses of the Army not provided 
tor by other estimates, and embracing all branches of the military 
service,” etc., for the six months beginning July 1, 1898, from 
$200,000 to $300,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Medical Depart- . 
ment,” on page 134, after line 9, to insert: 

For the purchase of medical and hospital supplies, including disinfectants 
for general post sanitation, 3 of medical-supply depots, pay of em- 
ployees, civilian nurses, medical care and treatment of officers and enlisted 
men of the regular and volunteer armies on duties at posts and stations for 
which no other provision is made, for the proper care and treatment of cases 
in the armies suffering from contagious or epidemic diseases, $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head “Treasury Depart- 


ment,“ on page 139, line 25, after the word ‘‘to,” to insert be 


available from the date of the approval of the foregoing act and 
to;” so as to make the clause read: 


For such additional temporar: 


force in the Internal-Revenue Service as, 
in the judgment of the Comm: 


oner of Internal Revenne, may be necessar 

to carry into effect the act to provide ways and means to meet war expend- 
itures, and for other purposes; the office force in the Internal-Revenue 
Bureau to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, on the recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; and internal-revenue agents 
and deputy collectors of internal revenue paid from this appropriation shall 
be neleoted ted and appointed, r tively, under the provisions of section 3152 
and section 3148 of the Re Statutes, to be available from the date of the 
approval — 1 the foregoing act and to continue available during the fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head Claims allowed by 
the Auditor for the Navy Department,” on page 145, line 4, after 
the word ‘‘cents,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That hereafter the Fails officers of the Treasury shall not 
receive, examine, consider, or allow any claim t the United States for 
difference between mileage and actual expenses which has been or may be 
8 by officers of the Navy, their heirs or legal representatives, under 
he decisions of the Supreme Court which have hertofore been adopted as a 
basis for the allowance of such claims, which accrued prior to J aly L isa 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Claims allowed 
by the Auditor for the State and other Departments,” on page 156, 

ter line 2, to insert as a new səction the following: 


SEO. 5. That for the payment of the follo claims certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appropria- 
tions the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under 
appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the sarvice of the 
fiscal year 1895 and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which have been 
certified to Con under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1484, as fully set 
forth in Senate sument No, 311, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session, there 
is appropriated as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
yore contingent expenses, Treasury Department: Freight, telegrams, etas, 
. 42. 


For pay of assistant custodians and janitors, $150. 

For fuel, lights, and water for — — buildings, 50 cents. 
For heating apparatus for 27 c buildings, $23.83. 

For suppressing counterfeiting and other 55 
For collecting the revenue from customs, $1,180.1 

For Tepe ent to 1 excess of deposits, $9,950.23. 
For Life-Saving Service, $245.30. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 


For on Shoes of the Army, 21. 

For subsistence of the Army, $249.77. 

For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, $11.80. 

For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s De ment, $1,531.96, 
For transportation of the fg Aga its supplies, $1,190.34. 

For barracks and quarters, $19. 

For artificial limbs, $100. 

For = and mortar batteries, 70 cents. 

For rd of Ordnance and Fortification, $3.43. 

For contingencies of fortifications, $1.52. 

For expenses of California Débris Commission, 40 cents. 

lost in the military service, $8,500. 


For horses and other propert 
Fe ornia and Nevada volunteers, $1,641.83, 


For traveling expenses o 
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For transportation of officers and their baggage, $101.95. 

For „ d. and organizing volunteers, $44.10. 

For pay of — ee ke war, 2888. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


For pay of the Navy, $1,999.27. 

pay, . 

For , Navy, Graham decision, $3,055.08. 

For „ $3,615.76. % 

For transportation, recruiting, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 


For outfits for naval apprentices, $45. 

For ponte moa Bureau of Equipment, $2.50. 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $1,280.05. 

For contingent, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $296.24. 

For steam machinery, Bureau of Steam Engin: g, $2.50. 

For enlistment bounties to seamen, $2.02.1 

For bounty for destruction of enemies’ vessels, $47.32. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


For contingent expenses, Department of the Interior, 39 cents. 
bursemen 


For reim t to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits, 
For surveying the public lands, $8,878.88. 
For trave expenses, Indian inspectors, $21.53. 


For traveling expenses, Indian school superintendent, $71.82. 

For telographing and 3 ol Indian —— $906.97. 

For transportation of Indian supplies, $192. 3 

For support of Sioux of different tribes, subsistence and civilization, $12.10. 
For support of Kickapoos, $70. 


For In schools. su 5 55 cents. me 
For incidentals in W: Eton, including employees, and support and civi- 
lization, $77.50. 


For fees of examining surgeons, army pensions, $125. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER 
DEPARTMENTS. 


For increase of Library of Congress, $67.84. 
For salaries of am ors an latara ble 2 
ü Kon gaisras of consular officers while receiving instructions and in transit, 
cents. 
For salaries of secretaries of legations, $135.44. 
For contingent expenses, fo: missions, $8. 
For salaries, cons service, 23 cents. 
For pay of consular officers for services to American vessels and seamen, 


For loss by exchange, diplomatic service, $8.31. 
For loss by exchange, consular service, $42.86. Z 

yey United States consulates, $20.45. 
A ropagation of food fishes, 68 cents, 


For vegetable pathol 

For investi eat tory and 

For irrigation investigations, $4.74. 

For general expenses, Weather Bureau, $273.37. 

Bor fare care Ge Sc 
‘or 0 assistant attorneys, Uni tes 

For eo of — — United States co , $99.50. 

For sup of prisoners, United States courts, $955.68. 

For rent of court rooms, United States courts, 882. 

For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, $417.70. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


For froe ne Ata $1. 

For clerk hire, 58. 

For rent, light, and fuel, $229.61. 

For compensation of postmasters, $674.55. 

: depredations and post-office inspectors, $555. 
‘or rewards, $550. 

For railroad transportation, $88.23. 

For star transportation, $55.90. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE, There are several amendments to be offered by 
Senators who desire the opportunity to-morrow morning, and the 
committee have some amendments to offer. Therefore, I give 
notice that I shall ask to have the bill taken up directly after the 
routine morning business to-morrow. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 5887) for the prevention of smoke in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

4 bill (H. R. 10474) for the extension of Eleventh street NW.; 
an 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 136) for the relief of farmers, gar- 
deners, and truckmen selling produce of their own raising on the 
south side of B street, between Seventh and Thirteenth streets, in 
the city of Washington, D. C. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was a d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spentin ex- 
ecutive business the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 41 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, June 29, 1898, at 11 o'clock a. m, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 28, 1898. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

James Campbell, of Maryland, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
Office created by act of Congress approved August 18, 1894. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Lieut. Commander Conway H. Arnold, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 11th day of May, 1898, vice Commander Ben- 
jamin P, Lamberton, promoted. 

Surg. Remus C. Persons, to be a medical inspector in the Na 
from the 18th ony of June, 1898, vice Medical Inspector Joseph 
Parker, promoted. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be captain. 

Harry Bingham, of California. 

The nomination of Harry Bingham, of Maryland, for the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 20, 1898, is 
hereby withdrawn. 

SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 


To be first lieutenant. 


David H. Gildersleeve, of New Jersey. 
The nomination of David H. Gildersleeve, of Pennsylvania, for 


the above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 


20, 1898, is hereby withdrawn. 
FIFTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 
To be major. 
James M. Liddell, of Miasiss 
The nomination of James M. 
above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 22, 
1898, is hereby withdrawn. 
FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS. 


To be second lieutenant. 


Harry C. De Lano, of New York. 
The nomination of H De Lano, of New York, for the above- 


named office. which was delivered to the Senate June —, 1898, is 


hereby withdrawn, 


TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTER, 
Washington Haverstick, of Wisconsin. 


The nomination of William Haverstick, of Wisconsin, for the 
above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June —, 


1898, is hereby withdrawn. 
SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 


To be second lieutenant. 
Rodmond V. Beach, of Connecticut. 


The nomination of Rodman V. Beach, of Connecticut, for the 
above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June —2 


1898, is hereby withdrawn. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Wade H. Westmoreland, of Georgia. 
To be first lieutenant, 
William Albert Jones, of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Edward Harolson, of Georgia. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains, 
Amos W. Brandt, of Iowa. 
Phillip Bernhardt, of New York. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be lieutenant-colonel, 
David M. Sells, of Iowa. 
To be captains. 
Walter A. Dayton, of Louisiana. 
Henry A. Chandler, of Texas. 
Clarion A. Windus, of Texas. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captains. 
Thomas B. Turney, ordnance sergeant, United States Army. 
Luther Sage Kelly, of New York. z 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 


Charles D. Webb, of New York. 
Charles I. Proben, of New York. 


ippi. 
. Tiddell, of Mississippi, for the 
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To be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. George Perrine, First United States Volunteer 
Engineers. 


To be second lieutenant. 
Percy R. Owens, of New York. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captains, 
Alexander W. Cooke, of Illinois. 
Burton F, Dickson, of Indiana. 
Alexander H. Weber, of South Carolina, 
Archibald O. Powell, of Minnesota. 
Tillinghast L'H. Huston, of Ohio. 
George A. Hurd, of Illinois. 


To be first lieutenants. 


William M. Venable, of Ohio. 
Frank H. Hamilton, of Illinois, 
Arthur E. Ballentine, of Ohio. 
Gates A. Johnson, jr., of Minnesota, 
Fremont Hill, of Illinois. 
Oscar S. Durfee, of Illinois. 
Maurice W. Cooley, of Ohio. 
Christopher C. Fi ld, of Indiana, 
Eugene Klapp, of IIlinois. 
Randolph E. Fishburn, of Illinois. 

To be second lieutenants, 


James E. Lawton, of Ohio. 
Frank S. Clark, of Indiana. 
David & Anderson, of Pennsylvania, 
Joseph R. McAndrews, of Illinois. 
Orville 2 of 3 EF 
George A. Purington, o 0. 
Clarence F. Jackson, of Indiana. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 
George E. Lyon, of Missouri. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 
Julius A. Schuelke, of Wyoming. 
John H. Gibbon, of Pennsylyv: 
TO BE COMMISSARY OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN, 
Edwin W. Hurlbut, of Colorado. Mr. Hurlbut was nominated 
-to the Senate June 8, 1898, and confirmed June 10, 1898, under the 
name of Edward W. Hurlbut. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Frank D. Wickham, of Missouri (now first lieutenant, Fourth 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry), to date from June 27, 1898, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 28, 1898. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
FOURTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 

Albert A. Franzheim, of West Virginia. 

Adam C, Carson, of Virginia. 

FIFTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be major. 
James M, Liddell, of Mississippi. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be major. 
James R. Branch, of Virginia. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Naval Cadet. Joseph W. Powell, to be advanced two numbers, 
under the provisions of section 1506 of the Revised Statutes, and 
to be an ensign in the Navy for extraordinary heroism while in 
charge of the steam launch which accompanied the collier Merri- 
mac for the pu of rescuing her gallant force when that ves- 
sel was, under the command of Naval Constructor Hobson, run 
into the mouth of the harbor of Santiago, Cuba, on the 3d instant 
and dexterously sunk in the channel. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Lorenzo W. Shedd, to be at Montpelier, in the coun’ 
of Washington and State of Vermont. s y 

Charles A. Parker, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 28, 1898. 


The House met at12o’clock noon. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. COUDEN, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 44. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That tho 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to t 2,000 
copies of volume 2 of the ublies 


ents 
and for such 


ot Ameri 
of the various Republics of the union, to the ne T 
"The Public nter is also 


other public uses as may be deemed advisable. 

authorized and directed to 1 10,000 © 

Bulletin of the Bureau of the American 

June 90, 1899, for the distribution by 
requisition from 


members of the Senate and House of Repre- 


The m also announced that the Senate has passed bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

S. R. 139. Joint resolution authorizing the Librarian of Congress 
to accept the collection of engravings proposed to be donated to 
the Library of Congress by Mrs. Gertrude M. Hubbard; and 

S. 4757. An act to grant the right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the Gulf, Chickasaw and Kansas Railway Company 
for the purpose of constructing a railway, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10585. An act 8 itusville, Crawford County, 
Pa., a port of delivery in the customs collection district of Erie, 


H. R. 1004. An act for the relief of Theodore F. Swayze, ad- 
ministrator de bonis non of the estate of John S. P. Wheeler, 


deceased; 

H. R. 369. An act for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes; 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6896) making “ig parma for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, and had farther insis 
upon its amendments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, had asked a further conference with the House on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, 
ALLISON, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolutions of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4757. An act to grant the right of way through the Indian 
Lee reat to the 5 ee en — Railway Company 

or the of constructing a railway, and for other purposes 
to the Conmmities on Indian Affairs. . R 

8. a 139. 5 1 the Librarian of Con- 
gress to accep collection of engravings proposed to be do- 
nated tothe Library of Congress by Mrs, Gertinde M. Hubbard— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Senate Con. Res. No. 44. Concurrent resolution relative to print- 
ing copies of the Commercial Directory of the pu 
lics—to the Committee on Printing. 

BANKRUPTCY, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I present a privileged rt, thé report 
of the committee of conference on tus 8 ill. bai 

The report of the committee, as published in the Senate pro- 


ceedings of June 24, was read. 
Mr. RSON. I ask that the statement accompanying 
the conference report be read. 


The statement was read, as follows: 
Statement of conferees on the part of the House to accom; conference r 
2 — N to establish Fo Boor r system of pan ie ca pi 
e Unt es. 


The conferees on the of the Senate, Senators GEORGE F. Hoar, WIL- 
LIAM LINDSAY, KNUTE 1 


ELSON, and the conferees on the part of the 
Representatives D. B. ERSON, GEORGE W. RAY, and WILLTAM L. TERRY, 
full and free the report filed herewith that the 
e from i t to the amendment of House, and 
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In substance and eff 
the H 


with a few changes to which attention will be 

he House bill, w was substituted for the Senate bill as an amend- 

ment thereto, is to by the conference committee, and attention will 

renee tothe changes in the bill as it passed the House and the effect 
e same. 


L In the House amendment to the Senate bill definitions were included in 
the 5 headed“ Bankrupts.“ In the as finally agreed upon, Chap- 
ter I is headed Definitions and devoted to subject. 


II. In 
“Courts. lode 
an 


Bankrupts . 
in Chapter 


upon ure therein“ are treated 
under Chapter IV, and this anta includes all the subjects treated of in the 
House amendment to the Senate bill in Chapter II under the head Courts“ 
excepting “Jurisdiction of courts of bankru: J 

V. In the bill as agreed upon by the ‘erence Chapter V is devoted to 
“Offi their duties and compensation” and treats of the same subjects 
contained in Chapter III of the House amendment tothe Senate bill. 

VI. In the bill as agreed of poe VI is devoted to “ Creditors" and 
treats a ya same subject as did Cha; IV in the House amendment to the 


Senate bill. 
VII. In the bill as upon Chapter VII is devoted to “Estates” and 
poate 755 oa e subjects contained in Chapter V of the House amendment 
e 
VIII. It will be noted that all these changes relate to matters of form and 
arrangement and that the chapters are increased from five to seven. 
IX. “Definitions” in the House amendment to the Senate bill are the same 
as “Definitions” in the bill as agresi npon, with the exception that in tho 
itor” may include the agen 


bill as finally agreed upon the word attor- 
ney, or proxy, whereas in the House amendment to the Senate bill the defl- 
nition s word should include the agent, attorney, or proxy. 

The definition of “defeat” is stricken out as unnecessary, the bill as 
upon using the words hinder, delay, or defraud” throughout the bill. 

The definition of the word insolvent!“ is chan so as to be in harmony 
with section 3, which describes acts of bankru „and is its 
mi soas to prevent a fraudulent debtor sho himself solyent when 

by counting or including y he had previously con- 


cealed or removed for the purpose of defrau rs. 

The definition of the word “transfer” in the bill as upon 
same as in the House amendment to the Senate with the exception that 
the words “and the creation of a lie 


n on an 
com nisor prosas cee prep p Aof 


ute! FCC 

necessary 50 o for reservation of the es e 
billas ini the aoe power to close el 
an n them cases. a wise a ‘ovision. 
Otherwise the bill as agreed upon and the House amendment to 15 original 
Senate bill so far as they relate to the jurisdiction of courts of bankruptcy 
are substantially identical. 

XI. The House amendment to the Senate bill, in d acts of bank- 
ruptcy, eight different acts, That bill made it an act of bankruptcy 
for a de FFC 
business, residence, or domicile, with intent to avoid the service of civil proc- 
ess and to defeat his creditors. The as —. 
himself, d. ted or remained awa: and proceedings are taken 

his property is 9 seized by a creditor, the failure of tho 
yor dispose: 


are made 5 
Under the laws of the several States (if there is an exception we are not 
aware of it) when a debtor absconds or conceals himself to avoid the service 
process and hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors, a suit may be com- 
menced, the property of the debtor attached and held, and eventually sold. 


Hence, in all cases, so long as the absconding debtor is solvent, the creditors 


rty 
Ksued 
ings if such attachments, or any one of them, are not released at 


days before a sale of the attached, 
rapt We ee 


more 
property. be 
jose the full benefit of his superior activity. If th 


the date of the filing of a petition 5 

this point, it is well to state that but few cases will arise where 

ing or concealed debtor may not be safely 
ms do notabscond or conceal th 


an abscond- 
: eda — meen po Solvent 
ves to avoid service process 
bscond or him 


tonal bankraptoy lew was that i+ was harali and extremely drasticin many 
In ng the House amendment to the Senate act, and in on 
the bill as now reported by the conferees, great care 6 
inate or modify every provision of this nature, and it is confidently asserted 
that no honest man need fear that tne opere- 
are 


ssary to the bill by reasonable involuntary provisions that 
will prevent debtors from running in debt, wasting the property obtained 
on credit, or applying it all to the payment of one or more special creditors, 
to the exclusion of others equal! 3 of protection. 

The House amendment tothe a also declared that it should be an 
act.of bankruptcy for a to suffer while insolvent an execution from a 
court of record for $500 or over, or a number of executions gating that 
amount, to be returned “no property found,” unless such Ps . — Should 
be paid before the filing of a petition 5 This is eliminated from 
pon; still the act is y declared to be an act of 


the bill as finally agreed u: 
bankruptcy, for the bill as page upon provides that if the debtor, while in- 
solvent, suffers or its any tor to obtain a preference through legal 


and U not remove or discharge such preference five days 

‘ore a sale or a disposition of the property to satisfy such lien or prefer- 
ence, it is an act of bankruptcy. 

difference in the two p: 


The princi t ropositions is that in the bill as agreed 
upon pro must have been seized and be in — — of sale, While under 
the House the mere return of an execution unsatisfied made the debtor 


liable to be adjudged a bankrupt, even th he was fectly solvent and 
35... 


had an abundance pa: his debts situate in some other 

jurisdiction. Thereturnof anexecution “no found“ may be prima 
acie evidence of insolvency, but under the as upon it is not an act 
of bankruptcy, and before the 6 a bankrupt in such a 
case it must a r that he is insolvent and that he 


de s 
be adjudged a bankrupt. It must be understood that this statement is made 
with the understanding that the debtor has been honest in all his business 


In other respects all acts declared to be acts of bankruptcy by the House 
amendment to the Senate bill are made acts of bankruptcy by the bill as 
upon. 


credi 
bankru; vided he is insolvent when a petition is filed inst him; 
the bill ‘provid it wt mitts 


reference, he is 
oad mt for the it of creditors is also declared to be an 
act of bankruptcy. 


the petition is filed is thrown upon such 


It will be observed that under the provisions of the bill as finally serene 
upon no person can be adjud; an involuntary bankrupt unless he is insol- 
vent at led, but in certain cases the en ison the 
other cases he is compelled to appear. and 


on this subject, 
that his debtor is insolvent when proven guilty 
of the acts to which attention has been called or when he has permitted a 
preference through legal ae or has transferred property with in- 
tent to prefer the one itor over another. 

It is eved that the provisions of the bill as agreed upon are sufficiently 
rigorous to protect the great manufacturing and commercial interests of the 
country who give credit. 

The provision compelling the petitioner in involunta’ 

5 to give a bond has been somewhat modified, under the provi- 
sions of the as d upon 5 not compelled to give a bond 
unless it is to interfere with the property of the all bankrupt 
before the final adjudication on the petition. It is certainly unjust to com- 
pel a creditor to give a bond before proceeding in bankruptcy where the 
P or business of the debtor is not to be interfered with, and the pro- 
ceeding can not be instituted unless the debtor is insolvent and has com- 
mitted acts of actual fraud, or has permitted one creditor to obtain a legal 
erence over another. No such provision has ever been incorporated 
to any statute in any State where an honest creditor is proceeding against 
a fraudulent debtor or one who is insolvent and is permitting his property 
to be taken by one creditor to the exclusion of others. 

XII. A change has been made in the bill as agreed upon as to who may be 
adjudged involuntary beg nd by including an unincorporated company 
and corporations engaged p! r in E friend pre i trading, printing, 
publishing, or mercantile pursuits. It is believed that such corporations 
should be subject to the involuntary provisions of this bill. In these times 
the formation of corpora for these purposes isvery common. The great 
railroad and transportation companies and banks incorporated under an 
la ware left to be dealt with by the laws of the State creating them. It wou) 
lead to much confusion and hardship and many complications should we un- 
dertake to subject the great railroad and transportation rations to the 
provisions of this act. It is believed that they can be better dealt with under 


other laws. 

XIII. The House amendment to the Senate bill vided that the bank- 
rupt should attend meetings of creditors when notified so to do by any cred- 
itor. The bill as . n provides that he shall so attend when required 
by the court; that he shall not attend at a place more than 150 miles distant 
from his home or principal place of business unless directed so to do by the 
court. and that his actual expenses shall be paid from the estate when re- 
quired to attend at a place other than his home. This provision is just and 
wise, as the bankrupt will, in most cases, be without means to defray his own 
expenses. 
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XIV. The phraseology of the section providing for the detention and Ree 
tection of bankrupts has been altered, but the true meaning and effect 

not been su ychanged. It is made clear that a court of bankruptcy 
can not arrest the bankrupt on a debt. He may be arrested for disobedience 
of its orders, for contempt, and on process issued froma State court on judg- 
ments not affected by bankruptcy proceedings when such arrest is permitted 
by the laws of the State where issued. 

The provision providing for the arrest and detention of a bankrupt when 
he is about to leave to avoid an examination, and thereby defeat the proceed- 
ings. is so limited that proceedings for such examination must be instituted 

thin one month after the trustee is chosen and qualified and that the bank- 
rupt can not be detained more than ten days. This affords reasonable time 
for such an examination, but will not permit persecution of the bankrupt or 
detention for an unreasonable time. The provision that the bankrupt shall 
not be imprisoned is retained. 

XV. Considerable change has been made in the form of the section relat- 
ang te “ Discharges, when ted.“ The House amendment to the Senate 
bill provided that the t might apply for his discharge two months 
after the ps Sey see and within the next four months. The bill as agreed 
upon fixes these dates at one and twelve montt respectively. 

The House amendment to the Senate bill provided that a bankrupt should 
not receive a discharge from any of his debts if he had within four months 
of the adjudication given a preference not surrendered to the trustee, ob- 
tained property by false statements or representations, made a fraudulent 
transfer o 8 transferred property in contemplation of bankruptcy 
otherwise than in the ordinary course of his business and in contemplation 
of bankruptcy. These provisions are stricken out, but in the bill as agreed 
upon the general discharge of the bankrupt will not release him from any 
peo eae by or judgment obtained and based on any of the acts re- 

e 0. 

Failing to disclose the fact that some alleged creditor has proved or at- 
tempted to prove a false claim against the estate is not made a ground for 
refusing a discharge. Making a false account or valuation of his Property is 
stricken out of the list of causes for refusing a d but by the as 
agreed upon such acts are made offenses punishable by imprisonmen 
ape provision is inserted that the rupt shall not be disc 

e has been guilty of any of the offenses specified in the bill. Int 
the billas upon is as effective as the House bill, for conviction of 
the offense is not necessary as a foundation for refusing the discharge. In 
substantial effect disc are to be refused when the bankrupt has com- 
mitted an offense against the act and when he has fraudulently failed to keep 
or has destroyed or concealed books of account. Discharges from debts 
created by wrongs, frauds, etc., can not be granted. 

XVI. The powers of and pi ure in courts are left substantially un- 
changed as fixed by the House amendment to che Senate bill, except in the 
matter of appeals where the procedure is made more definite and certain and 
appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States are limited. This isin 

e interest of a speedy determination of controveries and settlement of the 
estates of bankrupts. It is highly proper that the settlement and distribu- 
tion of the estates of bankrupts not be delayed by vexatious, expensive, 
experimental, and dilato: Bat 85 profitable 1 to the attorneys who ad- 
vise and promote them. itors should reap the benefits of bankrup 
proceedings at the earliest possible moment. Our circuit courts of ap 
are to be the courts of last resort except in extreme and particular cases. A 
general supervisory power over proceedings in bankruptcy is vested in the 
ar ae of appeal, and its exercise will expedite the proceedings and 
promote justice. 

XVII. Some changes are made in section 29, which relates to “offenses.” 

The obtaining of goods by false pretenses prior to being adjudged a bank- 
rupt is not an offense punishable by imprisonment under the provisions of 
the bill as finally — upon. The State laws will properly and severely 
deal with such an offense. Under the provisions of the House amendment to 
the Senate bill, ny accounting for or failing to account for prope: 


The bill is so changed that the mere 8 of a false claim for proof is 
The provision relating to the giv: 
y cting 


ground. cases. 
XVIII. Section 60, while chan; in form, has substan goe same effect 
ersa aens 


or pledge, ete., is deemed to have given a preference if its enforcement will 
ena debt 


greai 
of the same class. Payments to an attorney by a person in contemplation of 
bankruptcy for services to be rendered are subjected to the supervision of 
the court, but under the bill as upon payments made in good faith for 
services actually rendered are not tobeoverhauled. Thisis simply a reason- 
able modification of the House amendment to the Senate bill. 

XIX. By an addition to section 67, which relates to liens, the bill has been 
materially strengthened. All levies, judgments, attachments, and other 
liens obtained through legal proceedings against a person who is insolvent 
within the four months before a petition is filed, are declared null and voi 
in case he is adju: a bankrupt. Bona fide purchasers for value on a sale 
under such a lien, ete., are fully protected. In effect, liens of any d tion 
obtained upon the property of a bankrupt within four months of the adjudi- 
cation are made null and void, except when given for a new and fair consid- 
8 = a person who has no notice of the insolvency or no reasonable cause 

or inquiry. 

XX. The bill as b upon bogey po the time when the act shall become 
operative. It goes into full force and effect immediately, except that volun- 

petitions can not be filed until thirty days and involuntary petitions un- 
til four months after the passage of the act. Voluntary bankrupts will have 
its benefits almost immediately, and creditors will not run the risk of havin 
its provisions evaded by dishonest debtors who might give preferences an 
— 2 fraudulent conveyances or other tion of their property in defi- 
ance of the act and thereby defeat its operation as to them, were the time 
when it is to take effect postponed. 


D. B. HEND 
GEO. W. RAY, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, Judge TERRY, one of the managers on the part of the House, 
who does not concur in this report, has agreed with myself, sub- 
ject, of course, to the approval of the House, that this question be 
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debated for forty-five minutes on each side. Will the Chair sub- 
mit that question to the judgment of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that all debate on this question be closed after forty-five 
minutes have been 5 on each side, the time to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the statement just read is 
very full and enters eggs into an explanation of the changes 
which have been made by the conferees. As that will appear in 
the RECORD, the fullest information will there be found in regard 
to those changes. 

It may be well to state the general history or status of the bill 
in this Congress. At the extraordinary session last year the Sen- 
ate passed a bankruptcy bill. On the 19th of February of the 
3 year the House passed a bill as a substitute for the Senate 

ill and asked for a conference. The Senate disagreed to the 
amendment or substitute of the House and agreed to the confer- 
ence. For fully three months and a half the conferees on the part 
of the two Houses have been steadily at work—l say steadily in 
the sense of working as continuously as the circumstances would 

ibly admit—trying to reach an agreement. We finally, afew 
ys ago, reached an agreement. 

In justice to my associates on the conference committee, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire here to make public acknowledgment of the 
untiring energy and able services of my colleague from the State 
of New York [Mr. Ray]. We appointed, from the conference 
committee, a subcommittee, consisting of the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON], one of the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and Judge Ray, of New York, to take into consideration the 
matters involved and in dispute in connection with the bill now 
before the House. 

This subcommittee was appointed after many gatherings of the 
full conference and a pretty thorough consideration of the main 
issues. The work of the subcommittee was, of course, to be ten- 
tative and to be submitted to their conferees before anything was 
considered as as | been agreed to by the subcommittee. The 
patriotism, the fai , painstaking, and constant industry, and 
the energy of these two gentlemen on the subcommittee I feel it 
to be my duty here and now to acknowledge in justice to them 
and for the information of the 5 

Finally, after they had gone over the various parts of the bill 
and had come to the part where they thought there could be an 
agreement, they respectively referred the questions at issue to 
their co-conferees, and after consideration, with some sugges- 
tions, modifications, and changes, to make a long story short, their 
associates agreed to the recommendations submitted by the sub- 
committee. Wethen met again in full conference, fully discussed 
the variousitems at issue, and with some slight additional changes 
in the conference, reached a complete agreement, which is now 
submitted to the House for its action. 

The Senate, Mr. Speaker, have already agreed to the conference 
report, as, under the rules, that body was first to consider it, and 
by a vote of 43 to 13 they have ratified the action of the confer- 
ence committee without the change of a word. 

We have just made, on behalf of the House, as its managers, our 
report, which is the sameas that submitted to and ratified by the 
Senate. If this is approved without change, the matter goes to 
the President for his signature without delay. 

In this connection I want to say another word, personally, as to 
one of the other conferees on the part of the 8 the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Arkansas, Judge Terry. I feel war- 
ranted in putty Seige he is opposed to any kind of a bankruptcy 
bill and made his ition in reference to the matter clearly 
known not only in the House, but in the committee. But it is my 
duty and pleasure here to testify that during all of these three 
months’ labor that gentleman has ever shown himself in this work 
to be a faithful legislator and a gentleman who would scorn to 
resort to any of the tricks of the politician. 

In matters involving technical legal knowledge he has given 
us the full benefit of his large learning and wide experience as a 
lawyer 3 us to perfect the bill from the standpoint of 
the true la er, not withstanding his opposition to the meas- 
ure generally, and 1 can not fail here, in justice to myself and to 
him, to recognize his courteous treatment and faithful services 
which were pra to us at all times in perfecting the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the House could have heard our printed 
statement, just read from the desk, and which was prepared by 
my distinguished colleague, Judge Ray, of New York, who went 
over every detail of the bill and to whom I give the fullest credit, 
they would know exactly what we have done and why we have 
done it. Iwant to sayin brief that this bill as presented modifies 
or amends twenty-two of the seventy sections that were in the 
bill originally as it passed the House. 

Forty-eight sections in the House bill remain untouched. There 
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are really but eight sections of the House bill that have been full 
considered and that have received thorough treatment and amend- 
ment, and there were but three general themes that were the 


battlefield, I may say, of the conference on 1 of the two 
Houses: First, the grounds for involuntary uptey. Five 
conferences were held by the committee, with many propositions 
offered by each side, without result, although at the fifth meeting 
I thought. from what I had seen and heard, that an agreement 
between the two Houses was possible. Then we appointed the 
subcommittee to which I have referred, and the work went on. 

The grounds of 3 bankruptey amounted, I think, to 
seven or eight in the So ill, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Eight. , 

Mr. HENDERSON. My colleague aye there were eight 
a for involuntary bankruptcy. Under the conference bill 

ere are numerically five, although these five contain substan- 
2 as we believe, all the grounds of the House bill with the 
single exception of the first, which was: 

For concealing one's self or running away to avoid the service of civil 
process and to defeat his creditors. z 

Under the proposed bill fraudulent transfers, conveyances, or 
concealments with intent to hinder, delay, or defraud creditors, 
transfers while insolvent to prefer one creditor to another, prefer- 
ences given through legal p gs, general assignments under 
State laws, and a written admission that a debtor is unable to pay 
his debts and his willingness to be adjudged a bankrupt, are the 
grounds for involuntary proceedings and would seem to cover 
very fully the necessities of a good bankruptcy law. 

In the matter of discharges we made concessions to the Senate, 
so that some clauses formerly in the bill concerning the securing 
of discharges are removed to a certain extent; yet we have left 
thorough barriers to discharges on account of dishonesty or fraud 
on the part of debtors. The other questions at issue were the 
offenses, Some concessions were made by the House, but there 
still remains thorough protection against scoundrels, and po: 
ment is provided for those who would seek to destroy the just 
operation of the proposed law. 

The following are the sections amended by the conference, 
namely: Nos. 1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 21, 24, 25, 29, 39, 41, 44, 48, 
55, 60, 67, 70; in all, 1 But the substantial amendments 
were made only to the following: No. 2, acts of bankruptey; No. 3, 
who may become bankrupts; No. 5, duties of bankrupts: No. 8,detec- 
tion and detention of ba: pts; No. 13, discharges, when granted; 
No. 25, appeals and writs of error; No. 29, offenses; No. 67, liens. 

The sections of the House bill not amended are as follows: Nos. 
4,5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 17, 20, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 
86, 37, 88, 40, 42, 43, 45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54. 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 
62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 69. 

The original Senate bill was not pressed in conference, but a 
substitute to that bill was broughtin by the Senate conferees, but 
never serious] 7 poma, The House bill was then taken up and 
considered as ve just shown in my remarks. We make the 
bill operative in thirty days, or in four months for involuntary 


ptcy. 

I want the House to understand that in my judgment we sub- 
mit to you a bankruptcy bill which should find the approval of 
every member of this body unless he is opposed to any bank- 
sin ‘ae law at all. 

ence will doubtless show imperfections in the proposed 
bill, but I believe it to be the best that has ever been tendered to 
the country. It will bring ecg to hundreds of thousands of 
those who can neyer get from under a hopeless load of debt and 
will thoroughly protect honest men in preserving their rights 
against dishonest debtors and secure a fair distribution of the 
estates of insolvents. Time and experience will enable Congress 
to improve where improvement is needed and make a law that I 
believe will be retained upon the statute books of our country. 

And with these observations, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 5 : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied eleven minutes. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire in the beginning to express 
my sincere thanks to my distinguished colleague on the commit- 
tee [Mr. HENDERSON] for the very kind things he has been pleased 


to say with reference to my services on the Judiciary Committee 
and on the conference committee in the consideration of this con- 
ference bill, I very highly appreciate his graceful courtesy in 
that behalf. 

I believed from the very beginning, Mr. Speaker, that this Con- 
gress would in all probability pass a bankruptcy bill, and I have 
labored earnestly to remove objectionable or obnoxious features 
from such bill as far as I could, so that in case it did become a 
law it might not bear too heavily upon the debtor class of this 
country, who, unfortunately, are a very large class; and I feel 
that it is but just that I should now state that very many of the 
objectionable features have been removed from the bill, compared 
to what it was when originally proposed, 


Others have been greatly modified; but still, Mr. Speaker, it is 
not such a measure as I can conscientiously support. It is stillin 
effect a Federal attachment law. It still gives an extended juris- 
diction to the United States courts that may be used oppressively. 
It still has the involuntary features that I have always opposed. 
It deprives an honest debtor of the right to prefer one creditor to 
another. I have always believed that there was a difference in 
the matter of debts; that some debts should be preferred to others, 

I will not, on this occasion, enter into any extended argument to 
show that. I think every man’s experience will show that some 
debts are of a higher obligation than others. It was always a 
common-law right for a debtor to prefer one creditor to another. 
Itisa right that has been denied in quite a number of the States 
of this Union, but it is a right that has always been recognized in 
my State; and taking the involuntary features of this bill, the 
destruction of the right of a debtor to prefer one creditor to an- 
other, the fact that this bill is in effect a Federal attachment law, 
the fact that it opens wide the door of jurisdiction to the Federal 
courts in the matter of collection of debts, in many cases where 
they have no such jurisdiction now—those considerations, Mr. 
Speaker, are the main ones upon which I ground my opposition to 
the present bill. 

I have a 7 7 several times in this House against bankruptey 
bills, and Ido not care to take up any more of the time of the 
House than merely to make the brief statement that I have with 
regard to this bill. 

I ask my committee colleague on the other side [Mr. HENDER- 
son] if there is anyone over there who desires to use any time? If 
so, will he A5 7 75 use it now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, What is the remark of the gentleman? 

Mr. TERRY. If you have anyone over there who desires to 
submit any remarks in behalf of the bill, I should be glad to have 
him do so, and then I will yield to one of my colleagues on the 
committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, How much time has the gentleman from 
Arkansas occupied? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes. 

2 HENDERSON. I should prefer to have my friend go 
ead, 

Mr. TERRY, Will there be anybody else over there to speak? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ican nottellyet. There is one gentleman 
who desires to x 

Mr. TERRY. Well, I do not suppose it makes very much dif- 
ference. I yield to my colleague on the committee [Mr. DE AR- 
MOND] such time as he may desire, and I will then reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I have not the time and shall 
not make the effort to compare and contrast this bill as reported 
by the conference committee with the Senate bill or with the bill 
which passed the House. To my mind the main objections to the 
bill as it left this House may still be lodged against it as it comes 
back to the House from the conference committee. 

A proposition for bankruptcy legislation along the lines fol- 
lowed in this report was made to this House and to this country 
years and yearsago. Its origin was with the great credit-holding, 
credit-collecting organizations of thiscountry. The original bill. 
known as the Torrey bill, was drafted by a skillful lawyer em- 
ployed by the wholesalers of the country and was designed to 
afford an additional and, from their point of view, a very effective 
means of collecting debts. 

Of course it was presented to the Congress and to the country 
as a measure designed to relieveinsolvent debtors. If it had been 
presented in its true light, as a measure concocted by creditors for 
the benefit of creditors, it might have met some objections which 
it has escaped in the course of the discussion in Congress. Never- 
theless it is such a measure. No man can read a page of it with- 
out finding upon that indisputable evidence that the bill 
originated with those who have debts to collect, and to obtain new 
means for their collection, rather than with those who are over- 
whelmed with debt and are seeking an avenue of escape from the 
hopeless burdens which they can not otherwise lift. The bill is 
stringent in guarding the avenues of escape and release for the 
debtor. The bill is precise and minute and strict with the debtor, 
in providing how the creditor may secure from him, how he must 
yield to the creditor, all that the creditor demands. 

Scarcely can the insolvent get through under this law and with 
this machinery if those who take the other side—the creditors— 
choose to bar the exit and deny him a discharge. No longer will 
the creditor need to resort to the State courts that have been pro- 
vided for the protection of debtor and creditor. Here are pro- 
vided for him new and extraordinary Federal tribunals to which 
he may force the debtor at will. A man once assailed under this 
law, whether or not he be a bankrupt at the commencement of 
the proceedings, certainly will bea bankrupt in the end. Assailed 
as a bankrup, thrown into court asa bankrupt, there is no escape 
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for him from bankruptcy in fact. His credit destroyed, his prop- 
erty seized, his business broken up, however hopeful the outloo. 
before the 8 begin, after they are begun all will be dark, 
except for one possible ray of light—the hope that through the 
bankruptcy court he may secure a from his debt. 

The provision for the arrest of the hunted debtor when bank- 


lation is said to be, but is not, designed is the object and subject 
of suspicion from beginning toend. The real design is to ea 
bening of him of whoma creditor would have a bankrupt made. 

Another great objection to this bill, an objection that ought to 
be fatal to it anywhere and at any time, is that itis framed to 
establish permanently in this country a system which at best 
ought to be temporary. A bankrupt law sy toned the relief 
of those who could not otherwise be relieved, a t law con- 
ceived in mercy and to be executed in justice, ought not to be per- 


tual. 

T ought to bemade to apply only to the exigencies of hard 
times, ought to be designed only to set men again upon their feet 
and then leave them to walk the various paths of life as best they 
may. If this bankruptcy law were a hundred times as good as it 
is, if 99 per cent of the objectionable features of it were eliminated, 
still it ought not to be passed unless circumscribed and limited in 
its operations within a reasonable period of time. If there be 
need for this measure now, if it should pass now, why ought it to 
become a permanent feature of the jurisprudence of the country? 
Why not provide for the evils which at present exist? Why not 
deal only with the ills to be cured? 

Why would it not be enough to provide that for one or two years 
a bankruptcy law shall prevail, so that those desiring to take ad- 
vantage of it may do so; and then, at the end of that time, all pro- 
ceedings shall be wound up and no new proceedings shall be begun? 
Would not that be better and safer for the masses of the people 
than to establish a new, enduring system for collecting debts, 
with the power of the creditor to throw the debtor into the Fed- 
eral instead of the State courts? Can such legislation be in the 
interest of the masses of the American people? Is it in the inter- 
est of the debtors themselves? Is it not rather designed to trans- 
fer from the State courts to the Federal courts jurisdiction which 
now resides alone in the State courts, and which is ample, cer- 
tainly, for all ordinary times, and even for all general purposesin 
time of a as well as in time . : 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. Pos 

Mr, GAINES. Has the State court jurisdiction to enforce a 
Federal bankrupt law? 

Mr. DEARMOND. No. ; 
Mr. GAINES. How are you going to cure it, then? 

Mr. DE ARMỌOND. Iam not making a bill here. I have not 
time to do so if I could, and perhaps it would not be adopted if I 
did. The real objection, be it anal or large, goes to the system, 
and is that it changes aieea ay oy the American statute books 
the methods of doing business in this country between debtor and 
creditor, and takes away from the State courts a jurisdiction 
which now resides there, and which, under our system of govern- 
ment, ought to reside there. 

It transfers to the Federal courts jurisdiction which does not 
now belong to them, and which should not reside there perma- 
nently, if it should reside there at all. The result will be to mul- 
tiply greatly the numbers of those employed and those hereafter 
to be employed in the judicial service of the United States. Al- 
most before the ink of the Presidential signature to this bill is 
dry, a cry will be raised for the creation of new courts, the ap- 
pointment of new judges, for enduring additions to the machin- 
ery of the Federal courts, made necessary, it will be said, by this 
new and extensive jurisdiction conferred upon them. 

There has been enough passing away and drawing away of 
jurisdiction from the home tribunals of the people to the Federal 
courts. The people of this country—not those who propose and 
those who father and those who put through Co such bills 


as this, but those without influence here to voice their feeble | bee 


hopes and growing fears—seek not the enlargement of the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts, They desire rather the enlarge- 
ment of the sway of the local courts over which they have more 
direct control, where they feel that justice will be meted out to 
them with a more even hand than in the distant, lofty courts 
under the Federal judges holding office for life. 

The whole matter is this: In order to facilitate the collection of 
debts, because the creditor class of the nation have pleaded and 
schemed for it for years and years, there is now to be passed a 
bill in their interest, one that will bear hardly, in many instances 
cruelly, on the debtor class of the country, because they would 


rather go into the Federal court, where their power will be ter 
and where the victims will be more powerless than in mee the 
debtors and the creditors of the land face to face in the courts of 
the vicinage. This law is to be d. This legislation is to be 
adopted not as a temporary ient for temporary ills, but as a 
permanent feature of the jurisprudence of this country for the 
creditor class, who urge its ë 

In making these remarks, in trying to express myself strongly 
on this subject, because my convictions upon it are firm and un- 
shaken, I impute araga So evil to the gentlemen who have car- 
ried the involuntary b piy bill through the House. Ihave 
no strictures, no criticisms, for the gentlemen who served upon 
the conference committee. It is at the legislation that I strike; it 
is the legislation that I oppone. While realizing fully that the 
power which has pressed this bill, substantially in the same form, 
with little changes here and there, for years and years, is finally 
to have its triumph, is finally to the measure into the law, 
I am one of those who desire, in discharging my duty to my con- 
stituents, in discharging my duty, as I believe, to the plain people 
of this country, in be of fairness, to endeavor to characterize 
this bill as I believe it ought to be characterized—as a creditor's 
measure, for the creditor's benefit, as an exaltation and enlarge- 
ment of the Federal power for the sake of getting the courts far- 
ther away from the people. Instead of being a benefit, a boon, to 
the poor and helpless of the country, it is a greater menace to 
them, a greater danger to them, and a deadlier stroke at them 
than many may suppose, 

I do not go much into this business of prediction. Predictions 
often are worthless. But unless I greatly mistake, the time will 
come, and come speiir, when corruption of the worst kind will 
grow up around this law and be sheltered by it; when oppression 
there will find one of its citadels; when the power of the mightily 
rich will be magnified greatly by suchi legislation, and the weak- 
ness of the defenseless poor wi male manifest in the same 
proportion. There is a taking from the people of their home 
courts and of the opportunity to have their affairs adjudicated in 
their own vicinage. There is a carrying of the helpless of the 
land far away to the distant and mighty courts, where the wealthy 
have power and where the poor are comparatively defenseless. 
There is a pain of the officials of this land. There is an 
increase of the pay rolls. There is at once temptation to the dis- 
honest would-be bankrupt and danger of denial of relief to the 
real bankrupt who is honest and helpless. 

Here is a power for the mighty, when there is no need for it, to 
make bankrupts of those who otherwise would not become bank- 
rupt. Here is power for the wealthy at will totarnish forever the 
names of the honest and ho and, comparatively speaking, 
prosperous men who are indebted to them. Here is the power to 
strike down at will, and here is the poweralso to deny relief after 
the stricken debtor lies prone, his fortune gone, his business repu- 
tation scattered to the winds, and nothing but the relief of a dis- 
charge in bankruptcy in prospect before him. Here isathreat of 
the arrest of e man who does not dance attendance on the 
Federal court and help the creditors to make him more securely 
and more hopelessly ee 

Trial by jury is vouchsafed if he asks for it ogee Many a 
man will be thrown into bankruptcy and the time will expire for 
demanding the right of trial by jury before he learns that he has 
such a right. It is one that must be demanded quickly if it is to 
be enjoyed. The provisions in thisbill are such that purpose 
is not to give, but to deny, a trial by jury in most instances. 

The man thrown into bankruptcy is compelled to attend the 
meeting of the creditors—their servant, their lackey, their slave 
there at their bidding, as an abject creature owned by them. Yet 
this will be heralded abroad to the country as a supreme effort at 
l tive relief to those now bowed down with the burden of 
debt. The country may be mistaken about it now, but soon, I 
apprehend, it will ascertain and by bitter experience know what 
this measure is. The people will know what has from 
them, and they will know to what point it has passed. 

This bill ought to have been limited in time, It will take the 
power of legislation to get rid of it. The whole history of bank- 
ruptcy 1 ion has shown that these laws have become odious; 
that the robbers have gathered around the places where they have 

m administered; that the buzzards have preyed upon the car- 
casses of those who have been slain by them. And yet it has been 
difficult to ee rid of the other bad laws; and it will be difficult to 
get rid of this one. There will be powerful agencies to hold it 
upon the statute book long after the people of the United States, 
learning its character and effect, are pany ipa removal and plead- 
ing for the relief which that removal would bring. Why not put 
upon this bill a limitation of two or three or four years, or, better 
still, one year? Then, if it should prove a benefit or boon, with 
reasonable promise of continuing so indefinitely, as it will not, a 
very small amendment would continue it in force. But it is to bo 
fastened upon the people for all time, so far as its projectors are. 
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concerned. The people may get rid of it when they can and as 


they can. [Applause, 

Mr, HENDE ON, ] I yield fiye minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr, UNDERWOOD], 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, at all stages of the legisla- 
tion on this bill up to the pors time I have voted against it. 


My reason for doing so has been that I have always been opposed 
to an 1 bankruptcy bill and in favor of only a purely 
voluntary bill. 3 thoroughly with my 2 on the 
committee that if I had the writing of a bill I would make it a 
voluntary bill and limit its force to one, two, or three years’ dura- 
tion, and then have it wiped from the statute book. But I came 
here to legislate for what I may conceive to be the best interests 


of the people I represent. Ican not always get such legislation fi) ent 


as I believe to be perfect legislation. I must adopt for my con- 
stituents that legi 


tion that I believe comes nearest to filling the 
end that they desire. 


Now, the conference committee in the consideration of this bill 
had eliminated almost all the features which were objectionable 
to me. As I have said, if I could prepare the bill myself I would 
prefer a purely voluntary bill. But when the question was before 
this House several months ago I yoted for the Nelson bill asa 
substitute for the Henderson bill. The present bill in its inyol- 
untary features is substantially what the Nelson bill was at that 
time. 
voluntary 1 cases where the bankrupt has committed 
a fraud or where he given a preference, Now, I do not be- 
lieve that an insolvent man should prefer any of his creditors. 
So far as my own State is concerned, we allow no preferences. 
And when you come to a question of fraud, I say that the man 
who attempts to defraud his creditors carries himself beyond the 
pale that entitles him to the protection of the law. : 

Therefore, although the bill does not fully meet my views on 
these questions, I think it a bill that is nearer to what my con- 
stituents want than any that they will have an opportunity to get in 
this House. And when I realize that on accountof the depression 
of values in this country, on account of the great e of 
the property of this country in the last six or seven years, hun- 
— . in ny district and in your district have been made 


bankrupts through no fault of their own—men who with the 


shackles of debt hanging on them are unable to do anything fur- |- 


ther for their own benefit or the benefit of their families, men 
who have the capacity, the vigor, and the business principles 
which, if you would but strike these shackles from them, would 
enable them once more to make a living for themselves and their 
families and become live factors in the communities in which 
they live and good citizens of this Republic—when I realize that 
this is to beaccomplished by the en e of a bankruptcy bill with 
the involuntary features in it, then I say that, with my duty to 
my constituents before me, realizing the evils on the one side and 
the benefits on the other, I am bound to take this opportunity to 

ive relief to this class of people who have been crying at the 

oors of Congress for relief for the last ten years without i 
it. For this reason I shall cast 19 6 vote in favor of the bill as it 
is now pees to the House. $ pplause. 

Mr. TERRY. Iyield to my colleague . MCRAE] such time 


jpeaker, as is known perhaps to all the 
to all Federal bankrupt 
tleman from Missouri, Judge 


order to call attention to the very many powers conferred by it 
upon the courts of bankruptcy: 
as hereinbefore defined, viz, the dis- 


Mersey wih 
trict courts of the United States in several States, the supreme court of 
Terri ries, and 


„with such jurisdiction at law and in equi 
an in bankruptcy 


ess, 
isdictions for the 


who have been 
without the Uni 
er allowed or Wi 


of the 
punish officers, and other 
and the officers, par pm o the a direotors or prus 
tees, or r bodies, of eorporations for violations 
accordance with the laws of procedure of the United States now in 


In other words, it substantially limits the questions of in- | bankru 


force, or such as may be hereafter enacted, regulating trials for the alleged 
violation of laws of the United States; (5) authorize the business of bankrupts 
to be conducted for limited periods by receivers, the marshals, or trustees, if 


(11) deter- 
refuse 


ul party for cause, or in part against each of the parties, and against 
estates, in p: ptey; and (19) transfer cases to other courts 
of bankruptcy. 


powers not 


These and many other „Mr. Speaker, may be determined 
by the judges in vacation. e bill confers extraordinary and 
dangerous powers upon the Federal courts over the estates of 
debtors, and fairly bristles with penalties against those who may 
become subject to their jurisdiction. I predict, sir, that within 
less than six months after this bill goes into operation you will 
find that the honest trader will have no credit at home because 
this bill will not allow him to prefer or promot his home creditors, 
and the honest debtors throughout the country will be driven 
into bankruptcy by the nonresident creditors. It means absolute 
ruin to small traders who operate on borrowed capital, 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, Let meask the gentleman from 
Arkansas a question. 

Mr. MCRAE, Certainly. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Do you construe the provision to 
which you refer as creatin, ptcy courts and, as such, 
courts. distinct from the ordi Federal courts already pro- 
vided for by law? 7 

Mr. McRAE. Not at all. The bill declares what Federal 
courts shall become courts of bankruptcy and gives them the 
power to appoint referees in each county. 

Iam struck with the political cunning of our friends on the 
other side of the House which is exhibited in the last section of 
this bill, which provides that no petition for involuntary bank- 
ruptcy shall be filed within four months of the passage thereof.” 
It is strange, when so much has been said, here and elsewhere, 


| about its icon, liberality, virtues, and advantages—it is strange 


that the operation of its involuntary features should be med 
for a period of four months after it becomes a law. If Wen 
a thing, why delay it four months? The only way I can 
account for this is that those on the other side are unwilling to 
meet the wrath, the just wrath, of the people that is sure to be 
aroused by such an act until after the next November election. 
They have taken the precaution to say that the bill shall not go 
into effect for four months, and yet during this period acts of 
bankruptey may be committed. It operates on the business of the 
debtor, but the courts can not act until November. Ps 
Now, if the bill is what gentlemen claim for it, and if the peo- 
ple are demanding it throughout the whole country, as they in- 
sist, why do they close the courts against the E operation 
until next November? They know, as well as I know, and as well 
as can be known, that when the greedy creditors, aided by all of 
these courts and their army of officers and all the vast powers 
nted, shall commence to move against the millions of honest 
ebtors; when the dishonest debtors begin to use this act to rob 
honest people and get relief from just debts; when the exemptions 
allo by State laws to the people of the States are to be con- 
strued, and allowed or disallowed, by these Federal judges far 
removed from the people; when all of the attachment, assignment, 
and collection laws come to be administered by Federal officers; 
when all of the 2 rights of our people in relation to trade 
and business is taken from the State courts; when Federal courts 
have been given the power to set aside honest assignments and 
stand in the way of fair arrangements which would it debt- 
ors to continue their business—when the people begin to realize 


it fully what this means and what they must submit to and endure 


under this law; when they learn what is true, that this is nothing 
less than a national collection law, there will arise a storm of in- 

ignation that will demand its repeal and the rebuke of the men 
who have made such things possible. The people have but little 
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left, and I trust they will be allowed to enjoy that without the 
interference of the Federal courts. Mr. S er, in the light of 
history and in the light of experience arising from the bankruptcy 
act of 1867, passed by Congress, our friends on the other side have 
acted wisely in protecting themselves against the next elections, 
which come in November, but I hope that is not the only election 
we will have in this country. I now yield to my friend from Texas 
[Mr. BURKE], who has indicated a desire to ask me a question. 


Mr. BURKE. The gentleman from Ar seems to fear 
tly the present powers which are conferred by the bill on the 
Federal courts and 8 
Mr. MCRAE. I do. 


Mr. BURKE. Now, frankly, I would ask the gentleman if the 
powers conferred by the bill are not the inherent powers in all 
courts—the right, for instance, to punish for contempt of court or 
contempt of its orders, the right to sopan receivers or assignees 
to take charge of estates, and thi of that kind? In view of this 
fact, I ask if the gentleman from Arkansas is not sey ma of 
the authority proposed to be conferred by the bill on the Federal 
courts which is now an inherent power of the court? Why should 
we draw the line on this particular bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. The powers to which ay friend from Texas re- 
fers may pro ly belong to any court that is given such bank- 
rupt j iction. But what I object to,if the gentleman will 
bear with me a moment, is that Federal courts, presided over 
by judges not elected by the people, but appointed for life, should 
be given full and complete jurisdiction over the property of the 
people. This is not a temporary statute. On the contrary, it is 
intended to be permanent. That may do for a monarchy, but it 
is not suited to a dual government like ours. When such power as 
that is given, there should be some nsibility to the people of 
whose estates these officials are made the trustees and administra- 
tors. All such matters, in my opinion, should be left to the State 
courts and youcan safely trust the States to enforce the collection 
of debts F and cheaply. 

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman allow another question? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE. Does the gentleman from Arkansas include in 
his complaint the action of the Federal judge in his own district, 
Judge rs? 

Mr, McRAE. I make no complaint ig oe any particular 
judge, The judge of the district in which I reside is an able, up- 
right, honorable, incorruptible judge, and I would risk him as 
far as I would any judge so far removed from the people. He is 
my personal friend, and I think our people quite fortunate in 
haying him to administer this law if it passes; but that will not 
in the least prevent me from protesting 1 the wrongs and 
Maus tyranny made possible by the bill now proposed. [Ap- 

ause. 

2 I have a very high personal regard for many of the Federal 
judges, but I know they can not settle these matters as well as if 
they lived among the people. It is not a question of the political 

tions of the judge with me. It is a question involving the 
rights of the people which we should consider. I am opposed to 
giving such power to any Federal judge, whether he be a Demo- 
crat, a Gold 8 ora Republican. I warn our friends in the 
House against the dangerous pe which you propose to give 
these courts over the estates of our people who may have become 
involved in debt. An honest debt is no crime, and we should be 
careful not to injure those who may be in debt. : 

Mr. 5: er, Congress should not strike the struggling trader 
by providing new and extreme methods to harass and vex him. 
On the gther hand, let us elevate the standard of commercial in- 
tegrity, which is the strongest and most potent influence for 
good in this growing country. You can not promote honorable 
dealing among the people by granting discharges in bankruptcy. 
The merchants and business men of our country who are fighting 

ainst hard times want to be left free to continue as heretofore. 
There is more pride taken in their commercial See Bee and more 
credit extended upon it than in the possession of their 5 
This bill destroys such credit. You can not expect by law to 
make men honest, and you should not punish the innocent in a 
foolish effort to catch bad men. We can safely leave these mat- 
ters with the parties and the State courts. 

If a man honestly confesses his inability to pay his debts and 
makes a general assignment for the benefit of creditors with- 
out preference under a State law, by this bill it is possible to take 
his estate from the State court into the Federal court and have it 
administered. In other words, you will not let him do in the 
State court just what you say he must do in the Federal court. An 
honest, worthy act on the part of the debtor who finds himself 
unable to meet his obligations is made an act of bankruptcy, and 
he must forever after the stigma of being a bankrupt, and 
his property wasted in cost. Again, you make it possible for a 
debtor to conspire with some friendly creditor, who may be his 
child, his father, his uncle, or his aunt, to be put into bankruptcy. 


All that is necessary is for him to write a letter saying that he is 
unable to 7 60 debts and that he is willing to be put into bank - 
ruptcy, and the bankruptcy proceedings can be instituted, although 
he may have borrowed thousands of dollars from his neighbors. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You are altogether mistaken. 

Mr. MCRAE. I wish I was, but I am certain that I am not. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly you are. The possibility 
that what you have just mentioned might occur was pointed out 
and bad He upon the conference committee. So, if you will look 
at the bill as finally agreed upon, you will find it provides that a 
man may be adjudged an involuntary bankrupt when he makes a 
written statement that he is unable to pay his debts, and in the 
statement also says that he is willing to be adjudged a bankrupt 
on that ground. It must be a voluntary act on his part. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is exactly what I said. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What you said, as I understood it, 
was that if a man wrote a letter to his friend, saying that he 
could not pay his debts, that he could be adjudged a bankrupt. 

Mr. MCRAE, I said if he stated in that letter that he was un- 
able to pay his debts and was willing to be adjudged a herve 
all he has got to doin order to relieve himself of initiating the 
E is to write this letter and say that he is unable to pay 

is debts and that he is willing to be adjudged a bankrupt, and 
straightway his friend, his cousin, his uncle, or his aunt may pro- 
ceed against him, and his estate will be administered and honest 
creditors will be robbed, 

This is an easy way for a debtor to voluntarily select some one 
to put him into involuntary bankruptcy, and it is full of danger. 
I have endeavored during the whole time that this bill has been 
pending—and it has been here for ten years—to look somewhat to 
the interests of the people to whom the bankrupt is in debt, as 
far as Icould. I do not want the courts made the instruments 
by which deserving and confiding men and women are robbed. 
1 do not want to make it 1 8 5 for the dishonest debtor to de- 
feat the honest debts that he owes; and if the history of bankrupt 
laws is worth anything, it stands out in living letters and pane 
to be a warning to every man who intends to vote for this bank- 
ruptcy bill. The act of 1867 furnished the machinery by which 
more honest debts were wiped out and dishonest men set afloat 
as commercial pirates than any other law that has ever been 


There are features in this bill that demand our closest attention. 
It will, I believe, be the means by which the dishonest debtor will 
be relieved and permitted to repeat his thieving indefinitely, The 
best thing we can do for the dishonest debtor is to say to him, 
Lou must get rid of your debts as you made them—by contract, 
compromise, or otherwise.” When you let him understand that 
there are only two ways to get rid of an honest debt—to pay it or 
to compromise it—he will be careful about making it, and then 
you have commercial integrity and personal honor. That. 
as a general thing, is what the merchants of this countr ought 
to and dostand for. That is what we all want, but we never 
getit by putting the Federal courts of this country to issuin 
discharges and by giving them this immense jurisdiction an 
the dangers that 3 with it. The honest men in busi- 
ness will be ruined and the onest men who are in debt will be 
relieved of their debts. You make it possible to break one to give 
another who has failed another chance. Iam opposed to t 

icy. 

3 back to nra lleague the time which remains. 

. HENDERSON. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BURKE]. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr.S er, on a former day of this session I 
voted for the bill which was ey an and passed in 
this House, I voted for it because I believed that bankruptcy 
legislation was absolutely necessary for the best interests of a 
. portion of the citizenship of this country. 

. KING. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. BURKE. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Does not my friend know that instead of a large 
number of the citizens of this country pressing this legislation it 
has been persistently pressed for years by a strong lobby repre- 
nosing me creditor interests of the United States? 

Mr. BURKE. I will answer the gentleman from Utah by say- 
ue, that 8 to the report 3 this 5 ba 

udiciary Committee, accompanying this bill, approximately 400,- 
000 debtors were suffering des es cere standing in need of 
some beneficial legislation in this direction when this bill was 
presented. I think I am not mistaken in the number. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will my friend and colleague permit 
me right there to say that it is true that the clamor for bank- 
ruptcy legislation does not come from the great creditor classes of 
this country, as you term them—that is, the great manufacturing 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6433 


and commercial interests that give credit, The strongest com- 
mercial houses in the United States, those who give the largest 
credits throughout the United States, have opposed this bill and 
this legislation from first to last. 

Mr. BURKE. I thank the gentleman from New York for the 


tion. 

Ar. KING. May I ask the gentleman from New York, though 
I do not like to take the gentleman’s time, why do you so strongly 
insist on the involuntary feature if my friend inferred—and it is 
a reasonable inference from his statement—that it is the debtor 
class that want this legislation? i 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will answer in a few moments, if 
my colleague will permi me to do so right here. 

. BURKE. t the gentleman from New York go ahead, 
though not to come out of my time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, the gentleman does not appre- 
ciate the people of the United States; does not seem to understand 
them. We have really three classes. One, those who are so very 
rich that they live simply on the interest of their money, They 
invest in stocks and Government bonds; they do not give credit; 
they do not ask credit. We have another class, so very lazy and 
criminal that they do not get credit. They do not work, they do 
not ask credit, and they do not expect it; some steal, some beg, 
and some sponge. These two classes do not care anything about 
this bankruptcy legislation. Then we have the great mass of our 
people, rich people and poor people, manufacturing People, mer- 
cantile people, farmers, and laboring people; people of all classes 
that have money and property or who work and earn money and 
who invest it in business. 

Some have money, some do not have much money, but they 
labor, they work, and they have money or its equivalent coming 
tothem. They give credit. The day laborer —— credit; he be- 
longs to the creditor class. He waits until the end of the week 
for his pay; so that his employer becomes his debtor. The great 
mass of the people belong to the debtor and creditor class alike. 
They are both debtors and creditors; and these, the masses of the 
people, are almost unitedly asking for this legislation. because 
when one of them fails or when his property is not sufficient to 
pay his debts and he is and can not get out he wants to be 
relieved from the great burden of debt that is pressing down upon 
him. This law will help this class. In giving relief to that c 
of men we must be careful that we do not open the door to fraud; 
that is, for men who get in debt who 5 the idea that they 
will get all the goods or property or money or labor out of work- 
ingmen that they can on credit, then run away and cheat their 
creditors or use it all to prefer afew. We must guard all classes 
when we seek to benefit either. Hence it is that both voluntary 
and involuntary provisions are absolutely n 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Texas has 8 

Mr. BURKE. Now I ask the gentleman from Iowa to yield me 
five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will give you five minutes, but you must 
take care of it. 

Mr. BURKE. I will do so. I hope I will not be interrupted 
any more. 

-Mr. Speaker, I can only speak advisedly for one class of people, 
and that is my own people; and I know, sir, that there is no meas- 
ure that proffers greater benefit for the people of my State to-da 
than the enactment of a just and wise bankrupt law; and, accord- 
ing to the suggestion made by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY], a member of the conference committee, he frankly states 
to the House that many, if not all, of the most objectionable fea- 
tures contained in this bill when it originally passed the House 
have been eliminated from it by this conference committee. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman is stating my language a little 
too broadly. . 

Mr, BURKE. I will permit the gentleman to correct it in the 
RECORD. I do not wish to do my friend an injustice, even in quot- 
ing him. But let me make another gestion. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dr AnMonpD]—and Ialways listen to him with 
pleasure and usually with much profit, because what he says is 
usually to the point—seems to stand in t dread of the Federal 
courts of this country and the jurisdiction that attaches to those 
courts. Why, Mr. Speaker, that jurisdiction is constitutional. 
Why should the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] or 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] get ap here and decry 
to such an extent about the jurisdiction of the Federal courts of 
this country? No bankruptcy legislation can be had except by 
3 and Federal courts must construe and enforce such leg- 
islation. 

Isay, Mr. Speaker, in a spia of candor and of frankness, that 
I do not stand in dread of the Federal courts to such an extent as 
the gentlemen to whom I referred. They are courts of my coun- 
try, and I have never yet seen the time when I was afraid to trust 
the courts of my country. . Let them be Federal or State, I have 
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no fears of them. Why, Mr. Speaker, in my own State to-day, if 
you will pardon the digression, there presides over the circuit and 
district courts two gentlemen, one a Republican and the other a 
Democrat, and I venture the assertion upon the floor of this 
House that there is not a member of the House from Texas who 
would not be willing to trust his life and his fortune in the keep- 
ing of those incorruptible judges. 

1 have no fears of the Federal grases of Texas. I do not know 
how my friend from Missouri and my friend from Arkansas regard 
those in their respective States. Much has been said upon the 
floor of this House about the harsh creditor and the poor debtor. 
I zogut to you, sir, that the Congress of the United States can 
not afford to legislate in the interest of the debtor class to the ex- 
clusion of the creditor class. Creditors have rights in this coun- 
try as well as debtors, and Con should see to it that those 
rights are protected at least equally with the rights of the debtor 
class. At a former day in the House, at this session, when this 
bill was up for discussion, I attempted in my feeble way to a a 
out to the House that in two-thirds of the States of the Union 
to-day more grounds exist for the issuance of writs of attachment 
than exist for involuntary bankruptcy under the provisions of this 
bill. The chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Iowa 
18 HENDERSON], says that two of the grounds formerly in the 

ill haye been eliminated by the conferees, leaving now only six 
grounds for involuntary bankruptcy as contained in the conferees’ 
report, less than there are now in three-fourths of the States as a 
cause for seizing a man’s property under writs of attachment, and 
yet we hear the 1 gentlemen say nothing here about 
the issuance of writs of attachment or the attachment laws of the 

tive States —not a word. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL)., The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman from Arkansas use 
the remainder of his time now? 

Mr. TERRY. There was a gentleman that I wanted to yield 
some time to, but he is not now present. 

1 HENDERSON. We have nineteen minutes remaining, I 
jeve. 


The SPEAKER tempore. That is correct, 
Mr. tal IN. Iwill yield eighteen minutes of that to 
my co 


e = Ray of New York]. 

. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time I have 
I can not fully answer the objections that have been raised to the 
enactment of this bill into law, but I desire briefly to call atten- 
tion to some of them. The gentleman inadvertently gave the 
impression to the House that we are creating new and additional 
courts and additional officers, which, of course, the gentleman did 
not mean to say. Wesimply confer certain jurisdiction upon cer- 
tain of the United States courts. We do not confer jurisdiction 
so much as we declare jurisdiction. No new powers are created, 
excepting as necessary to administer the law, and almost every 
power specified in the bill is inherent in the courts, if they are 
given jurisdiction of bankruptcy cases. 

Now, the gentleman raised the further objection that the judges 
who preside in our United States courts are to be feared, and 
gave the impression that every bankrupt is to be tried before a 
judge, and that a judge appointed for life and not answerable to 
the people is to pass upon the merits of hiscase. Not so. We 
have provided throughout this bill that whenever a person is ac- 
cused of a crime, or charged with having committed acts of bank- 
fuptoy, he shall be entitled to a jury trial upon all the issues in- 
volved. On the question of whether or not he is insolvent he is 
entitled to a has feo 

Mr. LOVE. he have a trial at home or must he go to a 
Federal court? 

Mr. RAY of New York. In some cases he is entitled to a trial 
near home and in other cases he has to go to a Federal court. 
But there will be very few cases where an issue is raised. I desire 
to call attention to the acts of bankruptcy as finally agreed upon 
by the conferees. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman from New York allow 
me a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; but please do not take much of 
my time, $ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Why wasit you struck out of the bill the 
right of the jury to assess damages for a malicious attempt to put 
a man into bankruptcy? You do not allow the jury to assess the 


damages. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly, the jury may assess the 
damages. 

Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman will allow me, I think in the 
conferees’ report it 85 the damages shall be assessed by the court. 

Mr. RAY of New York. They may be assessed by the court, 
unless one of the 2g Sig demands a jury trial; and if he does, he 
is, I think, entitled to a jury trial. 

The gentleman says that we have provided that this bill shall go 
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into effect immediately. Who can complain of that, Mr. Speaker? 
pressing demand for bankruptcy legislation has 
come not from the East, not from the Northern States, so called, 


Mr. GAINES. Will the eman allow me a question? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; if you will not take up too much 
of my time. 


Mr. GAINES. Whenand under what circumstances do parties 
have the right to demand a jury trial? 

Mr. RAY of New York. enever an issue of fact is raised as 
to whether or not aman has committed an offense, whenever an 
issue of fact is raised whether or not heis guilty of anact of bank- 
ruptcy, or whenever an issue of fact is raised on any other im- 
uestion material to the administration of this law a man 


Now, we have brought the enforcement of this act to the very 
doors of all persons affected by it. Only two new offices are — 
vided for, one is the referee and the other is the trustee. e 
referee, appointed by the court, must live in thecounty where the 
parties in interest, the bankrupts, reside, and the trustees in all 
cases are elected by the creditors themselves, and the fees and 
charges for the administration of the affairs of the bankrupt es- 
tate are very light indeed. The court may appoint a trustee if 
the creditors fail to elect. 

Now, it is stated that we have had trouble with former bank- 
ruptcy acts. That is true, and the great objection to the last one 
was its severity. We have had the ience of more than one 
hundred and twenty-five yore and as a result of thatexperience, 
during a portion of which time we have had a bankruptcy law, 
but during the greater portion of which we have not had one, we 
have so grown in wisdom that to-day we think we can avoid the 
pitfalls into which our predecessors fell and can frame a wise, ex- 
pedient, and just law. And I assert here, Mr. Speaker, that under 
the provisions of this bill it will be absolutely impossible to do a 
substantial wrong or an injustice to any man. 

No State can pass a law to discharge a man from debts con- 
tracted before the enactment of thatlaw. The United States, in 
the exercise of its constitutional power, can do so. And owing 
to circumstances not within the control of man, we have to-day 
throughout the length and breadth of the country a great arm 
of formerly good, business men, who find themselves sad- 
dled with debt, and therefore powerless to do business. Every 
good citizen of the United States desires to see these men given a 
chance to get rid of this load of debt and start life anew. r 

In doing this it is absolutely essential that we against 
frauds and so frame our law that dishonest men s not have 
the benefits of it. Therefore it is that in the bill as finally agreed 
upon we have said that men who have transferred, concealed, or 
removed their property with intent to hinder, delay, or defraud 
creditors may be adjudged involuntary bankrupts if such acts 
have worked injury to their creditors. And who will complain of 
that? No man, except he be dishonest, can be reached by this 
provision. 


‘Mr. BERRY. Can not that be done under State laws just as | fer 


well in nearly every State of the Union? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Lou can attach the debtor’s property 
under the State law, but you can not secure an equal division of 
his perty, and you can not discharge him from his debts, which 
is 3 utely essential ; 

Mr. BERRY. Under the laws of my State you can discharge a 
man from his debts by taking his ity oa’ 

Mr. RAY of New York. m all ebts? 

Mr. BERRY. Not absolutely all f 

Mr. RAY of New York. I thought not, because it has been 
adjudged a dozen times by the highest court in the land, as I just 
stated, that no State can pass a law that will di a debtor 
from all his debts, only those contracted after the enactment of 
the State law, and then the discharge applies only within the par- 
Hoir ERY In State property be 

— è m a man's ma ues- 
tered or taken charge of and his debts paid, but he Seen wok Get A 
cionag in bankruptcy as he would under the laws of the United 


I understand the gentleman is asserting here that it is the 
perce ere oe mho are making 320 HB eee e 
understand it is the men who have claims who are seeking the 
e of such a bill as this, 
Mr. RAY of New York, The gentleman does not understand 


Ar. BER 

Mr. BERRY. Well, I heard the tleman from New York 
state just now that in the South and West there is an almost uni- 
versal demand for the passage of this bill, When he says that I 
think he does not know the sentiment of those people. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But Ido. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to know how the gentleman can 
know the sentiment of my people better than I do. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I know that I know the sentiment of 
the section of which I spoke, for the reason that representatives 
from the State of Texas have urged before the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and have also appealed to mein private, that we hurry up the 
passage of this bankruptcy bill, because it is absolutely essential 
1O Ee wei tara oE tao propin of tee gront Bisto Of TITA The best 
men of the delegation of the State of Mississippi haye made the 
same appeal, Men from all over the South haye made the same 
a 


. BERRY. The gentleman may know more abont the senti- 
ment of the State of Texas than I do, but he does not know more 
about the sentiment of the State of Kentucky, I know that the 
masses of the peonio there do not want any ptey law. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, Kentucky may be an exception; 
but I know that there area great many men in that State who 
desire a bankruptcy law. Senator Linpsay, one of the conferees 
on a bill, a Democrat, has urged the bill and favors its enact- 
men 

Mr. BERRY. Those are people who have claims against poor 
men whom they want to crowd to the wall. 

Mr. RAY of New York. My dear friend, you are mistaken; 
because, as I have already said, the great mercantile class—the 
strongest mercantile houses in the United States—are rer to 
this bill. And why? Simply because under the State laws they 
can operate to better advantage. When they see their debtor 
going to the wall they have their attorneys on hand ready to use 
the attachment laws of the State and to secure all the property 
oE e. failing debtor, to the exclusion of the great mass of the 

TS, 


Mr. BERRY rose, 
Mr. RAY of New York, I can not give the gentleman any 
more of my time. 

Now, we have provided further that if a man who is insolvent 
gives a preference to any one creditor over another, he may be 
thrown into bankruptcy; and we have provided here that no man 
can be adjudicated an involuntary upt unless he is insolvent 
at the time such action is taken spamas him. Therefore any hon- 
est man will be perfectly safe under the law, and no solvent man 
need have any fear of the operations of the bill. When men be- 
gin to cheat or defraud or give preferences, and are insolvent, it 
is time that proceedings are taken to protect all creditors. 

Reference is also made, Mr. Speaker, to the offenses created by 
the bill, and they are held up as terrors and objected to under the 
claim that honest men will suffer or be prosecuted unjustly. Now, 
we provide in section 29 of the bill for the punishment of embez- 
zlement by a trustee in a bankruptcy case. e provide as follows: 


BSEC. 29. Offenses.— A person shall be punished, by imprisonment for a 
— — not to exceed five years, upon conviction of the offense of having 
owingly and dulently appropriated to his own use, embezzled, spent, 
or unla e; any property or secreted or destroyed any docu 
ment bel toa estate w came into his charge as trustee. 
bA be imprisonment for a period not to exceed 
y f ha’ ly and fraudu. 


amount of property 
with intent to defeat this act; or (5) extorted or attempted t t any 
money or property from any person as a consideration for acting or forbear- 
ng to act in bankruptcy proceedings. 

c A person shall be punished by fine, not to exceed $500, and forfeit his 
office, and the same shall thereupon become vacant, upon conviction of the 
offense of having knowingly (1) acted as a referee in a case in which he . 
rectly or indirectly inte: 7- 


the court so to do. 
dA shall not be prosecuted f. ff arisin der this act 
unless the indictment is found or the information is filed in court wilhiin one 
year after the commission of the offense. 

We have also declared it to be a crime to embezzle or to extort, 
or attempt to extort, any money or other pro 


of person 
asa consideration for action or failure to aot in bankruptey ro- 
ceedings, This last provision does not hit the bankrupt; an there 
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are only a few criminal acts that pertain to the bankrupt him- 


self, ; 

This, Mr. Speaker, taking it in all, is in my opinion the most 
just and equitable bankrupt law that was ever framed; and it is 
a law that will operate most advantageously to that debtor class 
of our people whose circumstances are so reduced that they will 


need to take advantage of it. It is not a collection law—is not 
framed or intended as such. We have reduced the cost of pro- 
ceedings in bankruptcy—the and expenses—to the very 
lewest possible point, and the law been made just and equita- 
ble on that subject, so that no extraordinary or unusual charges 
shall be made against an estate in bankruptcy. The estate can 
not be eaten up either by lawyersor officers. Liberal provision is 
made for discharges. noe r 

The judges to whom the applications for discharge are made 
may refuse the discharge from on the following 
grounds: If the bankrupt has i an offense hable 
by imprisonment as is provided in the bill, or if with fraudulent 
intent to conceal his true financial condition, and in contempla- 
tion of bankruptcy, he has destroyed, concealed, or failed to keep 
books of account or records from which his true condition might 
be ascertained. That is a fraudulent act and one that ought to 
prevent a discharge. A debtor will not be discharged from the 
following: 

ke —aA disc in 

oot ant at ie Bi ee ae 


are due asa tax levied by the United States, the State, county, district, or 
municipality in which he resides; (2) are judgments in actions for frauds, or 


i or re tations, or for willful 
ontatning proporiy gy fae protos or property of 2 another; (3) haye not 
been duly scheduled in time for proof an wance, with the name of the 
a ok tie reao ADET ie PRAIS oe Ch) wen comet Oy kis 
DAGA: ee misappropriation, Er Natal on while acting as an 
officer or in any fiduciary capacity. 

Mees LOVE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption just 
ere? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. g 

Mr. LOVE. In the bill as it previously the House provi- 
sion was made that at any time within twelve months after a = 
rupt was finally discharged from his debt hiscase might be recon- 
E e at the instance of his creditors in view of indications of 
fraud in the distribution of the estate—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is retained with a modification. 

Mr. LOVE (continuing). Atanytime withinthetwelve months, 
then, he may be thrown back into the courts. : 3 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes. That provision is contained in 
the bill. We say in the bill that one month after a man is ad- 
judged a bankrupt he may apply for a final discharge from bank- 
ruptcy, and heis to be discharged if he is not guilty of the offenses 
specified or has not committed other acts specially provided for 
in terms in the bill. Reference has been made to other provisions 
in the bill where the bankrupt may be arrested and detained for 
examination, If he is about to leave the district, he may be ar- 
rested and held for examination, but such detention not be 
for a longer period than ten days; and there is nothing unjust or 
wrong in that provision. : 

The objections made to this bill by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DE ARMOND] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRak] are visionary, not real. Each demonstrates that he has 
not studied the bill as now framed with care and without preju- 
dice. 

Those who fail in business hereafter are as much entitled to the 
benefits and protection of a bankruptcy law as those who are now 
encumbered with debts they can not pay, Five or ten years 
hence we may not have as many people seeking the benefits of a 
bankruptcy law as now, but there be those who will need its 
3 and its benefits. In legislating to-day we are to legis- 

ate not simply for present conditions, but for those likely toarise 
in the future. If it shall so happen that a few years hence a bank- 
ruptcy law is not needed, it will be inoperative and only come 
into use from time to time when people are so circumstanced as 
to require its benefits. 

Under the provisions of this bill no man can be dragged far 
from his home, except in exceptional cases, and when his attend- 
ance is required at a point farther than his home his expenses are 
to be paid from the estate. The referee in each county is to act in 
nearly all cases upon all questions that can arise, and so the hear- 
ings and proceedings will be brought usually to the very doors of 
the bankrupts affected by the law. The gentleman says that the 
commercial honor and integrity of this nation and of its people 
should be maintained. I agree with the gentleman in that state- 
ment. The maintenance of commercial honor and integrity is 
just what this bill seeks to secure, and the law asks ty i and 
seeks nothing beyond that. The person who has maintai and 
who maintains his commercial honor and integrity will be un- 
ge by the severest and most drastic measure found in this 


There can be no combination of dishonest creditors that will 


harm any debtor. We have tried to so frame this bill as to pro- 
mote business intercourse and the giving of credit. Under its 
rovisions, when in operation, the manufacturer and merchantin 
ew England will not hesitate to extend credit to the trader or 
farmer in New Orleans, The merchants and traders in the great 
Northwest will not fear to extend credit to those asking it all 
5 great South. Under the beneficent influences of this 
bill, when it becomes a law, confidence will be restored and created 
where it does not now exist, and business enterprises of all kinds 
will be stimulated and strengthened, and the growth of the nation 
accelerated. 

If there is anything in this bill that is a terror to an honest man 
I regret that the provision is fonnd in the bill. I know no such 
provision can be found. If, on the other hand, there is one or 
more provisions in this bill that is a terror to the dishonest man, 
I rejoice that I have had a hand in framing the provision. No 
man — cane for ——— and 8 . of this 
country, or who cares for the prosperity of this people, desires to 
have it possible for the debtor to cheat his creditor, or havea 
creditor oppress his honest debtor. We have made it impossible 
for either of these things to occur. 

The interests of our people to-day are not only different, but far 

ter from a commercial and credit standpoint than they were 
y or seventy-five years ago. In thirty years our population has 
increased from thirty to seventy millions, and our commercial in- 
terests are far greater in proportion. Different sections of our 
country promote and carry on entirely different enterprises, and 
the manufacturers in New England exchange their products for 
those produced in the far West, and in carrying on this business 
it becomes necessary to give and receive credit. Any law that 
gives confidence to business men everywhere can not fail to be 
beneficial to all our people and can not fail to add to the glory 
and strength and prosperity of our common country. 

The founders of this 5 when they framed the Constitu- 
tion saw the necessi laws on the subject of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States, and they saw that it was necessary 
to put in the Constitution a provision that the Congress of the 
United States might exercise the power of enacting a broad, com- 
prehensive, and universal law on this subject. The true mission 
of a bankruptcy law is not to discharge debtors from their debts 
alone, but to protect also the t so-called creditor classes whose 
interest must be looked to and guarded when we provide for the 
absolute discharge of debtors from all their debts and obligations. 

The following persons may be adjudged bankrupts invol- 
untarily: 

Sec. 3. Acts of bankru —aAcis of bankru a person shall con- 
sist of his having @) pen ea transferred, 8 a 3 or per- 
mitted to be concealed or removed, any part of his property with intent to 
hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors, or any of them; or (2) transferred, 
while insolvent, any portion of his property to one or more of his creditors 
with intent to prefer such creditors over his other creditors; or (3) suffered 
or permitted, while insolvent, any creditor to obtain a preference through 
legal proceedings, and not having at least five days before a sale or final d 
position of any property affected by such preference vacated or discha: 
such preference; or (4) made a general ment for the benefit of his 
creditors; or (5) admitted in writing his inability to pay his debts and his 
willingness to be adjudged a bankrupt on that ground. , 


And the following may become voluntary bankrupts: 


Sec. 4. Who may become bankrupts.—a Any who owes Gebts, ex- 
cept a corporation, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act as a voluntary 


bankrupt. 
b Any natural , except a wage-carner or a person engaged chiefly in 
farming or the of the soil, any unincor ted company, and an A - 


ration engaged principally in manufacturing, trading, printing, publish- 
be PAE an EA p ren mde arem rdg mien yeep atA Ai en 
hall ba subject to the provisions and entitled to the benefits of this act. 
Private bankers, but national banks or banks incorporated under State 
or Territorial laws, may be adjudged involuntary bankrupts. 

No justclaim can be made that an honest man will suffer under 
these provisions. They are just, necessary, and in the interest of 
debtors and creditors alike. 

Mr. Speaker, I am convinced that under the provisions of this 
bill thousands of our good citizens, now hopelessly involved, will 
be benefited; that merchants, traders, and manufacturers will be 
protected, and that all our business interests will be strengthened 
anie HENDERSON, Mr Speaker, in th 

r. 3 i er,in theone minute remaining 
I desire to say that, with the consent of the House, I will in- 
corporate in my remarks in the RECORD the sections which have 
been amended and those which have not been amended by the 
conferees on the House bill. And I wish to make this further 
statement: While imperfections may be found in this bill, if it 
becomes a law, yet it is such a bill that, in my judgment, experi- 
ence will enable us to perfect it in such a way that it will work 
for the good of the greatest number of the people of this country. 
Let us now have a vote, Mr. § er. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON | asks unanimons consent to incorporate certain papers 
in his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent to insert in my remarks | Newlands, rague, Tongue, 
certain papers which I have not here, but which are not very long. | Norton. Ohio Russe Stewart, Wis Vandiver, 
Mr. HENDERSON. I hopo that will be granted, Ozden, r 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas | Otjen, Shelden, Strowd, N. G Wadsworth, 
makes a similar request. Is there objection? 88 areas cae Walker, Va“ 
There was no objection. Pierce, Te Skinner. Sutherlan ? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Iask unanimous consent that in my Prince, = Smith, Ey. Swanson, me Warner, 
à : 7 3 ý q „ W. r ’ 
risen byl may insert verbatim the sections to which I haye called Richar — smith, Wm. Alden Ta d Wester 
5 ver, g * 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York Robertesn, La Southwick, Taylor, ‘Ala, Wilber, 
there objection? Robinson, Ind. Spalding, Todd, or. 


makes a similar request. 

There was no objection. = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report, i 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
msi there were—ayes 87, noes 27. 

Mr. TERRY. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 53, 
answered present” 24, not voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—134. 
Acheson, Kans. Hull, Perkins, * 
Adams, Jones, Wash. Peters, 
Aldrich, Danford, e Pitney, 
Arnold, Davenport, Kirkpat 0 Powers, 
Baird, vey, Knowles, h, 
Baker, Md. Davison, Ky. Knox, Ray, 
Ball, yton, Lan ves, 
Barham, Dorr, Lentz, Ridgely, 
Barrows, Driggs, Lewis, Wash. Rixey, 
Belf os E io Shatroth, 
01 vans, ro 
Belknap, Fenton, Low, Shann 
ll, er, eas Shattuc, 
Bennett, Fle 5 7 A Showalter, 
es, PSO 
Bisho McCormi u 
Boutell, III. Gillet, N. Y. McDonald, Sperry, 
Brewster, Gillett, Mass. McDowell, Steele, 
Broderick, Graff, Mahon, 6 
Bromwell, Greene, Mass. ell, Stevens, n. 
Brownlow, Griffin, ercer, Stewart, N. J. 
Burke, Grosvenor, Mesick, Strode, Nebr. 
Burleigh, Grow, Milis, Sulzer, 
Burton, Hawley, Minor, Thorp, 
Butler, Heatwole, Mi Underwood, 
Capron, Hemenway, Moody, re 
Ca Henderson, Moon, Van Voorhis, 
cke: Henry, Conn. Morris, Weymouth, 
Clark, Iowa ¥ Henry, Tex. 8 orthway, 
3 born, 4 
Connell, i Packer, Yost, 
Cowherd, Hitt, Parker, N. J. Young. 
mp, How yne, 
Cummings, How Pearson, 
NAYS—53. 
© De Graffenreid, Kitchin, Rhea, 
Baker, Ill. ore, Kle 4 Robb, 
Barlow, Dockery, a Sims, 
Berry, F. Lam 3 
05 „ Lloyd. Strait, 
8 5 295 rato; 
no! u erry, 
Castle,” ine,” McRae, White, III. 
Gahran M Hepp; — Wiliama Mi 
0. epburn, 
Cooney, Ho „Ga. Marshall, Wilson. 
usins, Hunter, Meekison 
x, Kelley, Norton, 8. 0. 
De Armond, King, Osborne, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT—24 
Bankhead, De Vries, Loud, Slayde: 
Bartlett, Elliot Smith, Il. 
5 —— fi Niers. md Stark 
n. r, ers, 3 
“4 r, Wis. J T, Stone, W. A. 
Cu lowa Lester, 8 anger. 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Foote, Jones, Va. 
Alexander, penn, F Joy, 
Campbell, Fowler, N. C. Kerr, 
Bailey, Carmack, Fowler, N. J. Kul 
Barber, Clardy, Fox 
Barney, Clarke, N. H. Gardner, Latimer, 
Barre Codding, Greene, Nebr Lawrence, 
Beach, Colson, Grout, wis, 
Beld Connoll y, 
Benner, Pa. Cooper, Handy, Littauer, 
n Cor Harmer, ttle, 
` Cranfo: Hartman, rimer, 
er, Henry, Ind. udenslager, 
Botkin. Davidson, Wis, Hicks, McAleer, 
Boutelle, Me. vis, Hinrichsen, McCall, 
155 ver, Hopkins, Mor ti: 
„ T, n 
Brenner, Ohio Dovener, Howard, Ala. c. lin. 
T, Eddy, Hurley, Ys 
Ermentrout, e Mann, 
Martin, 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Mudd, 


So the conference report was agreed to. 


The Clerk announ 


the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
Mr, DovENER with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE, 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Cox. 


r. OVERSTREET with Mr. Mikns of Indiana, 


. Knox with Mr. MCALEER. 


. TAWNEY with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania, 


ALEXANDER with Mr. ELLIOTT, 


Mr. Maxx with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. FISCHER with Mr. SETTLE. 
. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. CARMACK, 
Mr. CHARLES W. Stone with Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. Davinson of Wisconsin with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 


. SOUTHARD with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, 


Mr. Foss with Mr. Surrn of Kentucky. 
Mr. CoLsoN with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD, 


PERPE 


e 


. PRINCE with Mr. HIN RIOHSRN. 
LORIMER with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
. ROYSE with Mr. ZENor. 


JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 

JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr, BRANTLEY, 
PEARCE of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 
SHELDEN with Mr, Topp. 

ROBBINS with Mr, BROUSSARD, 

Yost with Mr. LAMB. 

HENRY of Connecticut with Mr. BOTKIN, 
Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Wu. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SWANSON. 
STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr, Sms, 
SPALDING with Mr. BRUCKER. 

McCatu with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

MILLER with Mr. CLarpy. 

Loup with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

BOUTELL of Illinois with Mr. Griaas, 
BENNETT with Mr. GAINES, 

. CONNOLLY with Mr. LANHAM. 

. BEACH with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio, 

. DINGLEY with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

. SNOVER with Mr. HARTMAN, 

. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE, 


Mr 
Mr. QuiGaG with Mr. CRANFORD. 


E 


Mr. 
Mr. 


. WALKER of Virginia with Mr. OTEY. 
. CORLISS with Mr. Davis. 


SPRAGUE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 


. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Ropryson of Indiana, 
Mr, ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 


. BARRETT with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 


For this day: 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 
Mr. FOWLER with Mr. STALLINGS, 


Mr 


. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. CLAYTON, 


Mr. BARNEY with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Suirg with Mr. FITZGERALD, 
Mr. OTJEN with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. HaMILTON with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

Mr, JoHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. DE VRIES, 
Mr. HOOKER with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina. 


Mr, 


. KULP with Mr. VINCENT. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. OGDEN, 


Mr 


. WILBER with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 


Mr. Bascock with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Mr. Foote with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. BRADLEY, 
a BULL with Mr. BREWER. 

T. 


. FENTON with Mr. HAN Dx. 


On this vote: 


Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. STARK. 


1898. 
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Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague 
from Michigan, Mr. SPALDING, Not knowing how he would vote 


on this question, I desire to withdraw my a tive vote and to 
be marked present.“ 

Mr. SAYE Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. LANHAM, is 
absent on account of the serious illness of his mother. Hedesired 


me to say that if he were present he would vote for the conference 


report. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 


. last vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the number allowed under the rules of the House of this 
bill be printed and put to the credit of members in the folding 
room, so that each will control his proporcian share. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the number of the bill be printed that 
can be printed under the rule, and put to the credit of members 
in the folding room—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Just a moment, Mr. Speaker, I will 
amend that request so that it will apply to the law after the bill 
is signed by the President. I do that on the suggestion of my 
friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the number of copies of this bill, when it 
becomes law, permissible to be printed under the rules, may be 
5 0 75 and put to the credit of members in the folding room. Is 

here objection? 

Mr. MCRAE. I would like to ask the gentleman how many 
that will allow? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not know. I understand it will give 
us 19,000 copies, which ought to clothe us with a fair amount. If 
it does not, in a few days afterwards I will renew the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. MAHON. Mr.8 er, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up the bill H. R. 4936. My purpose is to send it to conference. I 
desire to nonconcur and send it to a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 4936 and agree to a con- 
ference. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOCKERY. What bill is that? 

Mr. MAHON. The Court of Claims bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, the understanding with the gentle- 
man was that he would yield the floor to me if consent is granted. 

Mr. MAHON. I will. 

Mr. HULL. Now, one question. If unanimous consent is 
granted it goes to conference, and there is no further question? 

Mr. ON. Tagreed that the gentleman should be heard. 

Mr. HULL. I will not consent to any debate upon the bill at 
all. How long a time was the gentleman to be recognized? The 
1 says he does not know how much time he will consume. 

object, Mr. Speaker, if it is going to take time. 

The SPEAKER ro tempore. Objection is made, 

Mr. HENDERSON, I offer a privileged report. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to say this to the gentleman: There will 
beno unanimousconsent or bills passed through without a quorum. 
I represent this bill, and 300 pene are interested init. It will 
not take more than a moment. e gentleman from California 
wants to make a statement, andI agreed, if you will give usa 
little time, so as to get it to conference, 

Mr. HULL. The threat of the gentleman that no business shall 
go through without a quorum has no fears for me. 

Mr. MAHON. The committee has rights, as well as others. 

Mr. HULL. But the bills that I propose to ask consideration 
of represent not myself or the committee, but the people of the 
United States. Let this bill go to conference with the understand- 
ing that five minutes be given to the gentleman from California 
for a statement. Now the gentleman declines to fix a limit, and 
says he does not propose to fix it. If it is five minutes or ten min- 


tutes—— 

Mr. LOUD. I want to say to the gentleman that I shall not 
take any unnecessary time. Iam not specially anxious; Lam not 
shedding tears about this bill going to a conference; but if unan- 
imous consentis given, the gentleman has stated that he will yield 
the floor tome. I may take five minutes, I may take ten minutes, 
or I may take fifteen minutes, 

Mr. BAILEY, Iwill say to the gentleman from Iowa that Iam 
perfectly sure the gentleman from California has no desire to delay 
the business or trench on the erg eed of the House. 

Mr. HULL, I do not see why he can not fix some time. 

Mr. BAILEY. You know the gentleman well enough to know 
that he will not go into unnecessary debate; 


Mr. HULL. There is no further yielding except to the gentle- 
man from California? 

Mr. MAHON. Thatisall. I will make this request, that the 
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments, to the confer- 
ence, and that the vote shall be taken after the gentleman front 
California has sporan 

Mr. HULL. Make that request and I will not object. 

Mr. MOODY. I should like to ask the gentleman if at some 
proper time he will allow the House to vote on the various amend- 
ments upon the bill, the one that I have particularly in my mind 
being for the payment of judgments on account of the French 
spoliation claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not know what the conference committee 
will do. I do not know who the conferees will be. 

5 McRAE. It is proper to say that there is but one amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PAYNE. If unanimous consent is given to nonconcur, we 
simply nonconcur in the Senate amendments without taking a 
vote on nonconcurrence on any of the amendments, 

Mr. MAHON, And agree to a conference. 

Mr. HULL, Ihave no objection to the gentleman making a 
statement pending that time. 

Mr. DINSMORE, There is only one Senate amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Submit your request. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Before that consent is given, I desire 
to ask the — if I understand that the French spoliation 
claims are out of the bill? 

Mr, MAHON, That is put on by the Senate. 

Mr. HULL. Ask unanimous consent in that way. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to renew my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in the 
Senate amendments to House bill 4936 and to a conference, 

Mr. MAHON. And I ask that a vote be taken after the gentle- 
man from California gets through with his remarks. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no vote on the question. 

Mr. HULL. It is 8 consent. 

1 n an I make that request so that the gentleman can 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that the gentleman from 
California be allowed to the House. Is there objection? 
[After a 555 Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LOUD. . Speaker, I have stood in the way of this bill 
going to conference for some days, and only at the solicitation of 
some of my friends who are as muchin inthis measure as 
I am, and N more, who have thought it was the best thing 
that could be done to have the bill go into conference, have I con- 
sented. So far as I am personally concerned, I believe this bill 
should never go a step further than it has gone. Iwanttocallthe 
attention of the House to possibly some unwritten history regard- 
ing this bill. In the early days of this Congress this House took 
up and passed what is known as the Grant claim. Evidently a 
majority of the House thought that claim had some merit. Ido 
not believe it had a particle; but however that may be, it passed 
the House. 

Subsequently the House took up the Methodist Book Concern 
claim, which was fought here for some days, and finally, to the 
disgrace, I think, of the country, passed it. It is true the Metho- 
dist Church have secured about an equal division of the plunder. 
It is true that those who are back of the claim gave the Methodist 
Church $188,000, in their liberality, and only retained $100,000 for 
their own services. Next came what is known as the Bowman 
Act claim, embracing in their number about 1,100 separate claims. 
There may be among those some meritorious claims—I do not 
know. about that, and very few members of this House know 
whether many of these claims have any special merit or not. 
Congress does know, and the country knows, that we have had 
three separate commissions during the last thirty-three years to 
investigate this class of claims. : 

The House and country know that rakes have been over the 
whole South to drag out claims that had merit or otherwise, and 
they have all been laid before Congress. At the time that bill was 
up I strenuously opposed the passage of claims of that character 
in that manner. I object to their passage as much to-day as I did 
then. I would have been willing to bear my share, however 
much odium might have been brought upon my head, to have had 
this House carefully scan every claim in that bill, and it is but 
an act of justice that this House should know something about 
the character of the claims that are embraced in a bill carrying 
about eleven hundred thousand dollars. 

Having had four years’ experience on the Committee on Claims, 
I know something about how claims are reported from the com- 
mittee. I know that an average Claims Committee report a claim 
because the committee preceding it had made a favorable report, 
and it calls to my mind my first session in Congress. Having 
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iven my assent to a claim for $40,000 for a claimant up in Mich- 


igan, Wisconsin, or some of those States near e lakes, for the 


but it did not pass, and it came 5 the committee 

I had occasion to go to the War Department on that occasion to 
investigate the claim, which had a unanimous report from many 
committees of this House, and what did I discover? First, that 
this claimant never had any title to the land; second, that the 
value of the land never exceeded $25, and again, that this man 
was the principal who was asking the Government to e 
some 850,000 to cut through the canal which benefited 
that he owned above. I simply recite that as a sample o 
that come from our Commi on Claims. 

Now, coming back to these 5 Act claims. Had some 
men been willing to have occupied the m in the House that 
I occupied, they would not have until the House scanned 
every claim in the bill, but to my surprise upon my return from 
lunch one day I found that they had all passed; and now a por- 
tion of the unwritten history in to these claims. I charge 
here that there was a compact entered into by members of this 
House on both sides, by which that claim was itted to pass 
this House with the agreement on the part of others that no other 
claims outside of the Bowman Act claims should k be attached to 
this bill. That is a bargain, if you please, that these claims shall 

ass; that youshall be itted to take eleven hundred thousand 
l out of the public Treasury if you will enter ae a 8 
agreement with us that no other claim shall be permi 
Principally on account of that agreement I have 3 to Lane 
passage of these claims up to the present time. 

Now, what is the condition? ere happens to be on that bill 
to-day a claim of the States of Oregon, ornia, and Nevada, ton 
much money for this House to pass in a bill by itself. Ore, 
California, and Nevada have not a delegation strong enoug to 
form any combination on this floor to pass its claim about ‘which 
there is no.doubt of loyalty. Nearly $4,000,000 for equipping 
troops to suppress the late rebellion, an was a compact en- 

into in this House, a solemn compact, if you please, where 
men have pled: ced or honor that that claim and like claims shall 
not pe this 

Mr. S PARKMAN. Was that agreement in writing? 

Mr. LOUD. I donot care to say whether it is in writing or 
not. Ihave charge and I can substantiate it. I can 
well understand that the agreement was made here in the inter- 
est of the publie Treasury, as I have supposed, and not to do jus- 
tice. 


the wartofind many thousands. Thirty-three years after the war 
has closed, and when nearly all the actors in that event have gone, 
5 is perfectly easy to prove that a man was loyal during that con- 


Ir. HENRY of ‘at subject? Do you not accept the finding of 


your own court on that 

Mr. LOUD. I say that of the Court of Claims as 
relating to a legal claim are 5955 worth the paper they are written 
on. Perhaps the gentleman does not know What the findings of 
the Court of Claims are. Let me illustrate by one case that is be- 
fore Congress to-day. 

A gentleman in wad is now Montana or Idaho bought in the 
early days a stage route from the Holiday Stage Company; he paid 
money for it; he had his s station there for a number of years 
(these are the facts as found by the Court of Claims); he resided 
there for some years, when it was found that the property he was 

supposed to have purchased was upon a Government reservation, 
and he was 5 off. The court found that the buildin s were 
worth so much; that the hay cut there was worth so much; that 
he had so many ‘cattle which were driven into the State of N evada, 
an ee which so many cattle were lost. The various amounts 


p $10,000. 

Now, that is a finding of the Court of Claims; and so far as 
concerns any action by House, it is not worth the paper it is 
written on. The court simply finds a condition of facts, but 
never attempts to say whether the Government is liable or not. 
In such a case the Government evidently is not liable. No man 
would assume as between man and man that if a person has pur- 
chased a bad title to real estate some innocent party must neces- 
sarily pay him for his laches. 

I have heard many people 5 the country declaiming 
constantly against the dishonesty of the Government in refusing 
to pay claims presented; sea ae during the last ten 8 m 8 
mittee room and my residence have been besieg 

“ patriots ” who are anxious to get their own 28 he e hands 
of their friends into the public Treasury, and who have been con- 
demning this great Government of ours as a robber of the mass 
of the people. If they could but know how often the Government 
itself is robbed, per they might change their tune. My ex- 

rience in this House been tnat claims of the greatest merit, 

wever, can not pass this body, but claims which are suspicions 
in their character and having bat little merit, if they . a 
great section of the country and can thereby command a great 
number of votes, have no trouble whatever in passing. 

I do not believe this bill will ever get out of conference. I ho 
to God it never may. A compact of this kind should never 
carried out if we have proper regard for the credit and honor of 


Now. while I believe that those claims are just and equitable— this House. 


Mr. KING. Do you mean the Bowman Act claims? 

Mr. LOUD. I refer to the claims of the States of Oregon, Cal- 
ifornia, and Nevada. Those claims must be just and equitable, 
because there is not a single State outside of those three that has 
not been reimbursed for equipping 5 during the rebellion. 
Another claim, too, from the State of of equal equity 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
the city of New York has se ghee been e. for the $2,000,000 
ia she spent in raisin. ing troops. 

LOUD. Let me — that. the. Stato of New York has re- 
aei some millions of d from the United States Govern- 
ment. Perhaps she has not received all that she ought to have 
received. I do not know anything about that. I know that these 
States to which Irefer have never received acent. And then there 
is this additional claim which gentlemen here have urged that 
Congress should not pass the claim known as the 5 per cent claim 
of the State of California. That State is the = one in the United 
States that has not received 5 per cent of the amount realized 
from the sale of her public lands. But gentlemen say that is not 
a good claim; that claim must not pass use it carries five or 
six million dollars, 2 

Again men say. Tou have no claim u 
ment, your State was not admitted an enabling 

act.” It is true we were not so admitted; but that was not our 
fault. California, as gentlemen will remember, was admitted in 
the days when the sea question was the great question before 
this country; and both parties were so anxious to add another 
State to the Union that they would not allow us sufficient time 
to come in under an enabling act. And then Congress stands 
back here and says, Simply because we took advantage of a con- 
dition that existed, you shall not have the rights enjoyed by every 
other State of this Union.” 

And let me say again a compact is entered into under which 
claims of this character 


the Govern- 


yalty in 
Three „ I spent in that section of the 2 I never ar found 
there. Yet Congress has been enabled since 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state to the House the 
amount of the claims added by the Senate amendment? 
Mr. LOUD. About $8, es 000, I think. 
Mr. V. the original bill carried 
= LOUD. About $1,000,000 
E Mr. DOCKERY. One million one hundred thousand dollars, I 
un 


erstand. 
Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the bill was carried through, as the gen- 
tleman affirms, by a compact? 

Mr. LOUD. . Kalke 

Mr. DOCKER I want to enter my disclaimer as to be- 


ing an 

Str. 5005. ‘tes It was carried h by a compact that noother 
claim should be added to it. And that is what I object to. Ihave 
never yet raised my voice or cast my vote against a bill that I be- 
lieved had merit. Ihave quietly sat here man e have 
seen claim after claim 5 have prevented, 
Gans which, in my — — were doubtful in their charac- 


g Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption 
just there? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the objection that the gentleman is 
urging; that a sufficient amount was not added to the bill? You 

that eight millions were added. 
. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Noware you finding fault because ten or even 
twenty millions were not added? 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. * gentleman is getting very facetious, 


a tly. 
| Nr, HEPB HEPBURNS Ta I ela like to know the gentleman's con- 
on. 

Mr. LOUD. ae „Mr. Speaker, sometimes stoo; 
to “ pettifi 8 state to my friend pve 
Towa, whom 1 i havo bject y zogàräeð as one of the clearest men m 

e House, 0 is a proposition which proposes to 
allow a claim of $1,000,000 and . 
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doubtful merit, with an ent that no other claim shall pass, 
no matter how much it may have 

Mr. HEPBURN (interru: ). That is just the reason that I 


stand it, ai the Clue TENS ware + on the bill. 8 
. LOUD. Oh, no; the gentleman does not seem to get it into 
his head yet. I will state publicly this, although privately I will 
say to the gentleman from Iowa that I know he fairly understands 
the situation. [Laughter.]  . : i 
Mr. DINSMORE. Does the gentleman from California object 
to the claims put on the bill by the-House? 
Mr. LOUD. I do not know more than the gentleman from 
Arkansas himself knows of the nature of these claims. 
Mr. 


decided on that with ref 
amount of the p 


know that to be the fact? : ` 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not know anything more abont it than the 
gentleman from Arkansas does, which is very little. 

Mr. DINSMORE. But the gentleman is making an argument, 
as if he did understand the facts. 

Mr. LOUD, If the gentleman is on the committee 

Mr. DINSMORE, Iam not on the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman knows how this claim was con- 
sidered by the House. The bill was read, it is true, while there 
were fifteen or twenty members present. I do not know even if 
the gentleman from Arkansas was present at that time, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman permit me an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. * : 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand this bill originally provided 
for $1,000,000 or $1,100,000 of claims under the Bowman Act, and 
that since that time claims aggregating about $8,000,000 have been 
added in the Senate by way of amendment. I understand the 
gentleman to allege that a compact, to which he has referred, was 
entered into in the House whic. 
the justice and merits of the claims passed by the Senate and incor- 
porated in the House bill. Is that true? : 

Mr. LOUD, If the conferees enter into a compact, which I will 
not admit or allege, because personally I do not think they did; 
but my point is that, to a certain extent at least, if the committee 
shall go into a conference now, they must practically go into it 
with their hands tied. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understand the gentleman criticises the 
validity of the claims presented to the House. Now, has he any 
doubt of the claims which have been added by the Senate, aggre- 

ting about $4,000,000, and due to California, Nevada, and Oregon 
for expenditures in equipping troops and munitions of 
war during the late war? 

Mr. LOUD. That is a question which I have not carefully in- 
vesti I can only e, as before, that every other State in 
the United States has received pay under exactly circum- 


stances. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Have you s doubt that this money was 
advanced by Nevada, California, Oregon? a 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly not. There is not a sane man in the 
world who can deny the fact. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr.LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have said all I desired to say, 
simply entering my protest against this method of transacting 
public business. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washi I would like to ask the gentleman 
from California if any Indian depredation claims are included in 
the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave not examined it carefully, but I think not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The will announce the 
conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. Manon, Mr. OTJEN, and Mr. RICHARDSON were appointed 
conferees, ; 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 


nounced that the Senate still further insisteå upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 8428) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1899, and for other purposes, numbered 13, 14, 186. 221, 222, 
and 233, disagreed to by the Honse of Representatives, had asked a 
further conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, 
and Mr. GorMAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 
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BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, | 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit for pres- ' 
ent consideration a privi report from the Committee on 
es. 


The SPEAKER pro tem . There will be read, 
The Chekiwatietolces port 


The Committee on Rules,to whom was referred the resolution of the 
Zoae 5 — = have considered the same, and report the following as a sub- 
e erefor: 
Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution it shall 
be in order for the House to with the consideration of ess re- 
by Committee on tary Affairs, and to continue such consid- 
eration for a period not exceeding two days. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I am not of the opinion that it is 


taken | necessary to adopt that rule. I believe, if it can be done, it is 


more desirable to reach an agreement without a rule, and I say to 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] frankly that there are sey- 
eral bills reported by the committee that some gentlemen in the 
House desire to antagonize, while there are others that I presnme 
riba gentleman in House will cheerfully support. I hardly 
think it necessary, therefore, to put the House in the attitude of 
having to adopt a rule to insure the consideration of desirable and 
necessary measures reported from the Military Committee, and I 
believe if the gentleman from Iowa will prefer a request 

Mr. HEND: N. Mr. Speaker, the effort was made twice 
2 House to reach an agreement by unanimous consent and it 

al 

Mr. HULL. It was made three times on several bills and three 
or four times on individual bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This proposition was made twice, and the 

chairman of the Military Committee says it was made at other 
times, and no agreement was arrived at. There are important 
matters pending which have been reported from this committee. 
We will all agree to that. My friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
I think will e that there are important bills that ought to be 
considered, Having made fruitless efforts to reach an agreement, 
this resolution was introduced and referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and the Committee on Rules have agreed to it, in view of 
the importance of securing action upon these measures, some of 
which are of great moment. If there are any bills that ought not 
passed, the House is able to protect itself. 
Mr. BAILEY. I believe an objection has been made on each 
side of the House, but of course that objection was directed en- 
tirely against some objectionable bill. I know that nobody on 
this side, and I am = sure that nobody on that side, has any 
objection to any bill which is necessary for the prosecution of 
this war. But there are some bills that I believe are confessedly 
intended to deal with the Army as a permanent regulation; and on 
this side of the House we hardly think that desirable at this time. 
If it is believed that there may happen to be individual gentlemen 
on the floor who would object, then, of course, the rule becomes 
a necessary resort; but I desire it understood, not merely for the 
benefit of one side, but for both sides, that there is no disposition 
on the part of any gentleman in the Honse to antagonize any nec- 
essary and 8 War measure. , 

Mr. HENDERSON, Let us have a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. KING. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa one ques- 
tion, with his consent. When will the two days expire? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That will have to be determined when the 
question is presented to the presiding officer, I suppose. 


Mr. KING. Would it be forty-eight hours from this time? 
À m Sr enact I can not answer that question. I am not 
n e chair, 


ea KING. Would not the gentleman consent to amend the 
rule 

Mr. HENDERSON. It allows two days, commencing at this 
hour; and the meaning of the resolution will have to be determined 
by the presiding officer when the proper time comes. It is nota 
8 that can be answered at this stage. Iam not here to 

urnish information for the officer who may preside. 

Mr. KING. It seems to me that the presiding officer will have 
to construe the two days as terminating to-morrow evening at the 
hour of adjournment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. KING. I think the rule in its present form ought to be 
voted down. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken; atid the Speaker pro temporeannounced 
that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KING demanded a division, but, pending the division, with- 
drew the demand. 


3 the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. BAILEY. Now. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a sugges- 
tion in all friendliness to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL 


I hope that the bills that wi i 0 Cre Will be Bok 
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disposed of, because there are perhaps one or two of the bills that 
will provoke controversy. : 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know how I can determine 
what bills will provoke opposition until they are taken up, but I 
will say that the Committee on Military Afairs and myself are 
anxious first to take up the bills affecting the business interests of 
the Army, the Quartermaster’s bill, the Subsistence Department 
bill, the Ordnance bill, and bills of that character. : 

Mr. HENDERSON. H hope the Engineers’ bill will be included. 

Mr. HULL. And the Engineer's bill. 

Mr. HANDY. And the Inspector-General’s bill. 

Mr. HULL, Yes; although I do not regard that as of special 
importance. But let the great business departments of the Gov- 
ernment be cared for first. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will instance a bill that I do not think ought 
to be taken up first, and that is the bill to create the office of 
Lieutenant-General. I think that ought to be deferred. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to my friend 

Mr. KING. And the military secretary. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not know about the military secretary, but 
there will be no bill creating rank brought up until the business 
bills are first considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. That will expedite the matter. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. There is a Senate bill relating to the Quartermas- 
ters Department on the Speaker's table. The House committee 
and I desire first to take up the House bill and perfect it, if nec- 
essary, and then move to strike out of the Senate bill all after 
the enacting clause and insert the House bill. To do that is it 


n first to cali up the Senate bill? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it is. 
TO INCREASE THE EFFICIENCY OF THE QUARTERMASTER’S DEPART- 
MENT OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. HULL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 4809. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 4809) to increase the efficiency of the Quartermasters Department 
of the Army. 

Be it enacted, etc., That during the existing war, and for a period not ex- 
ceeding one year thereafter, the Secretary of War may make such distribu- 
tion of the duties and labors of the Quartermaster's Department as may be 
deemed for the best interests of the service, and may assign a suitable officer 
in e of each of such divisions, and may assign to duty as special t- 
ors of the Quartermaster's Department not exceeding four officers, to be 
selected from the ar and volunteer officers of the Department; and such 
officers, and the quartermaster on the staff of the Commanding General of the 
Army, while so acting, shall have the rank next above that held by them and 
not above colonel. 

SBC. 2. That the President may nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, may appoint twenty assistant quartermasters of vol- 
unteers, with the rank of captain, in the Quartermaster's Department. The 
Secretary of War may assign such of the volunteer quartermasters, with the 
rank of captain, as may be deemed necessary to duty as assistants in the office 
of the Quartermaster-General, at the various supply depots, or on other im- 
portant and special work, and may continue such assignments for a period 
not exceeding one year after the close of the war, then to be discharged. 


Mr. HULL, Mr. Speaker, I 

Mr. HANDY. A parliamentary inquiry. Must not that bill 
be considered under the rules in Committee of the Whole? It 
carries, as [ understand, additional charges upon the of 
the United States. We might as well proceed in an orderly man- 


ner. 
The SPEAKER. Under the language of the rule it would be 
considered in the House. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the bill; and I will 
say that this amendment came to me from the Secretary of War 
to-day too late to consult the committee in regard to it or by 


person. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 2, by morog at the end of line 2, the following: 

Two chief quartermasters of volunteers with the rank of colonel; 

ae chief quartermasters of volunteers with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel; — 

Seele 8 bad — 88 d Ane Se en insert 
the word “ thirteen.” 
Mr. HULL. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that it is simply a change 
of the rank. The 3 in his statement said that he wauts 
one man to take charge of the transportation and another for 
some other purpose, and unless he gains some higher rank it will 
be Daaa to do so. I prefer the House bill to this, and Ishall 
afterwards move to strike out after the enacting clause and insert 
the House bill. $ 

Mr. KING. Ifthe gentleman would permit me one question, I 
would like to know why it is considered necessary that the men to 
be appointed in the Quartermaster'sestablishment should be civil- 
ians? Can not line officers be appointed colonels, and would not 
they be capable of performing the duties? The line officers will 
never haye a chance of recognition so long as these places are 
thrust upon civilians. 

Mr. HULL. I will say, in reply, that the gentleman will cer- 
tainly recognize the fact that a man can not leave his business 


— 


— ͤ —— . — — — . —— — — — — — — —ꝗ—äẽ— 


and take a temporary employment at a low rank and do the work. 
To have the work done you must give a better rank. Take, for 
instance, transportation and the purchase of ships. The Secre- 
tary especially wants a man who has had large experience, and 
even with the rank of colonel he will make business sacrifices if 
he accepts it at all. You can not ask a man of that character to 
step in and take charge of these large nea a heres at a low rank, 
For the good of the service you want the highest character of men 
you can get. ; 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. t 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Do I understand the gentleman 
from Iowa to say, in response to the inquiry of my friend from 
Utah, that a man who takes this place takes it as a matter of 
business, and that it involves no patriotism; and that he has got 
to have a rank that is to be given him here to be commensurate 
with the value of his services? 

Mr. HULL. Yon did not understand me to my tak I said 
m even with the rank of colonel he made a great business sacri- 

ce. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I understand that the Adminis- 
tration has found it necessary to S Mr. Blanchard, having 
charge of the freight, and Director Thompson, president of the 
Pennsylvania road, in the service of which you now come, and is 
it to give those gentlemen this rank? If so, will the gentleman 
do me the kindness to state whether the rank has been conferred 
on other gentlemen than those? 

Mr. HULL. I have not rp track as to what gentlemen are 
1 That is a matter of indifference to me. I have enough 
to keep me busy here, and 1 am willing to trust the Executive 
with 1 1 know that the retary of War himse 
regarded this matter of such importance that he came personas y 
to the Capitol to-day and gave me this amendment, with the re- 
quest that I offer it to the House and say for him that the best 
interests of the Government demanded that it should be adopted; 
and when I have said that, I have given the gentleman all the in- 
formation I have myself, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will state to the gentleman from Wash- 
ington that I understand that Mr. Thompson and Mr. Blanchard 
would not accept the position. One of them was getting $50,000 
a year and the other $25,000. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. We have 78 officers now. This is a total 
of 98, as against 568 in 1865, and we have 300,000 men now, and 
then about 1,500,000. In other words, the proportion—— 

Mr. HULL. Is less than one-fourth of what it was at that time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. A very moderate increase of number. 

Mr. KING. Will my friend permit another question? As I 
understand it, there are a great many line officers, men educated 
at the expense of the Government, that would be very glad to se- 
cure the promotion contemplated in this bill, Why should there 
not be power vested in the 3 of War or commanding offi- 
cers to detail some of those officers who have been educated at the 
expense of the Government to conduct the business of these de- 
partments, and take the rank which the performance of those 
duties would confer upon them? 

Mr. HULL. LIassume that where they have a man specially 
qualified for the discharge of these duties, he will be given the 
position. There is nothing in the bill prohibiting that. It gives 
the Secretary of War power to get the best man from the Army 
or civil life. It is the temporary rank that he gets for extra serv- 
ices. So far as the purchase of supplies, it is expected that it will 
be a promotion within the line of the Army. 

Mr. KING. Why not provide that the men shall be taken from 
the line? Why not have men that have been educated in that 
line of business? 

Mr. HULL. To-day the line of the Army has been drawn on 
until many of the companies have but one commissioned officer. 
lt is wrong to continue to take the officers away from the com- 
mand and give them staff positions. You have a man on the 
staff that is educated on this line and they have to have help. 
There are men in civil life that are better qualified for some lines 
of work than men in the Army would be. Take, for instance, 
the matter of transportation and the shipment of a large number 
of troops; you find men in civil life who have made a business of 
it, who have organized trains for moving large bodies of men, and 
who are educated to it. We leave it with the Department, not 
with Congress, whether they will take the men out of the Army 
or out of civil life, and let them get the best men they can. 

Mr. SULZER. I want to say to the gentleman from Utah that 
there is nothing in this bill that will prevent the Department from 
taking men from the line. 

Mr. HULL. Not at all; but I donot want to force them to do it. 

Mr. KING. Is it not regarded that this bill, as well as a num- 
ber of others that have been passed, is for the purpose of confer- 
ring positions on civilians in preference to those from the line? 
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Mr. SULZER. Not at all. This bill leaves it discretionary 
with the Department; and that is where the discretion should lie, 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman allow me a word or two? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to inquire whether the amendment 
suggested by the Secretary of War increases the number of quar- 
termasters provided for by the Senate? me 

Mr. HULL. It does not. It gives some of them additional 
rank with additional pay. . 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And you think that is required by the exi- 
gencies of the service? 

Mr. HULL. I mapy stated what they say to me. Ithink they 
ought to have the additional rank. The House bill gaye a higher 
rank than the Senate. The committee believed that where you 
want the increase is in the rank. The pay between a captain and 
a colonel is not very large, but it makes a big difference in the 
rank as to the character of men you get. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will you permit me to say a word or two 
further? 

Mr. HULL. Iwill. 3 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iunderstand a similar bill will be brought 
in with reference to the Commissary-General’s Department. 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I had a conversation the other day with | be 
Pacific 


the Commissary-General, who has served sing time on the P 
coast, on whose experience and capacity I place much reliance. 
He told me, in talking of the Commissary Department, that his 
department consisted, if I recollect right, of 22 officers in time of 
, but he said that in time of war the force was reduced to 
ess than 15; that those were all regular officers, and 5 or 7 of the 
officers in his department had been assigned to staff duty in vari- 

ous corps and divisions and given increased volunteer rank. 

That was carrying out the very suggestion made by the gentle- 
man from Utah, taking the officers graduated from West Point, 
regular officers, assigning them to duty in the volunteer corps and 
giving them increased rank and increased pay, and thus reducing 
the actual number of men employed in the regular Commissary 
Department here at the time when there was need for an increased 
force. He told me that a number of officers in his department 
had been desirous of securing these volunteer appointments with 
increased pay, and he had been Tara Ye to write them personal 
letters urging them to remain in the department; that they were 
familiar with their work, engaged in the purchasing of large sup- 
plies, involving large amounts of money, and he wished them to 
remain and he would in a recommendation to Congress request 
that a certain number, seven or eight, should be given increased 
rank, not greater than a colonel or less than a major. It seems to 
me that this applies also to the Quartermaster's Department and 
that the amendment should carry. 5 

Mr. HULL. All you say is an argument in favor of keeping 
the men in the position in which they are at present, and the way 
to keep them and save the Government money and transact the 
business of the Government properly is to give them the corre- 
sponding rank that they ought to have in these times. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] has 
offered an amendment to the Senate bill. 

Mr. HULL. I have. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the Senate bill already reported by the Clerk. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should offer the bill which he 
has in his hand not as a House bill, but as a substitute for the 
Senate bill; and if he desires to offer it, he should offer it with the 
amendment already in it. ; 8 X 

Mr. HULL. Very well; let it go. Ithink the bill is all right 
now. I call for a vote on the Senate bill. 

The question being taken, the bill as amended was ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, in order that, if the Senate 
does not agree to our amendment, we may have a conference at a 
very early date, I move that the House request a conference with 
the Senate. j 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HULL, Mr. 
Marsu, and Mr. SULZER as conferees on the part of the House, 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. HULL. There is on the Speaker's table a Senate bill in 

regard to the Subsistence Department. The Committee on Mili- 

Affairs this morning instructed me to ask to take up that bill 

and to move a substitute agreed upon by the committee. Will 
that be in order? 
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The SPEAKER. When the bill is before the House the gentle- 
man can offer any substitute which may be germane. 

Mr. HULL. Then I call up the bill (S. 4810) to increase the 
efficiency of the Subsistence Department of the Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That during the existing war, and for not exceeding 
one year the: T, each co: ry of subsistence who may be assigned to 
the duty of purchasing and shipping subsistence supplies at important de- 
pots, and the two co! es of subsistence who may be ed as assist- 
ants to the Commissary-General of Subsistence, and the commissary on the 
staff of the Commanding General of the Army shall, while so acting, have the 
rank next above that held by him and not above the rank of colonel. And 
the President may nominate and. by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, may appoint e Se near crag o commissaries of subsistence of volun- 
5 5 — the rank of captain, to be discharged within one year after the 
close of the war. 


Mr. HULL, I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
GRIFFIN] that he may offer a substitute. 
4 iy GRIFFIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


owing: 
“That during the existence of the 8 war, and for one year thereaf ter, 
every commissary of subsistence, of whatever rank, who shall be assigned 
to the duty of purchasing and shipping ot subsistence supplies at important 
8 kara ms zank of colonel, : t the poses no am 1 only 
such as may ound necessary, not exceeding 12; e 2 com- 

detailed as assistants to the 8 


missaries of subsistence, who may be 
have the rank of colonel: Provided, Tha 


sary-General of Subsistence, 


when any such officer is relieved from said duty his temporary rank, pay, 
ap paaa ep shall cease, and he shall return to his rank in the 
en 


“Sec. 2. Bhat there is hereby authorized to be added to the Subsistence 
Department in the volunteer service during the present war, and not to ex- 
ceed one year thereafter, 8 majors and 12 captains for the disc of such 
subsistence duties as may be assigned to them by the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. HULL. This substitute covers exactly the point which 
the Commissary-General made before the committee this morning. 

The amendment of Mr. GRIFFIN was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRIFFIN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. : 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House request a conference with 
the Senate on the amendment to this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HULL, Mr. 
GRIFFIN, and Mr, Cox as conferees on the part of the House. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HULL. I call up the bill (H. R. 10551) to increase the force 
of the Ordnance Department. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of chapter 458 of Statutes at Large shall 
be amended to read as follows: J 

The Ordnance t shall consist of 1 Chief of Ordnance, with the 
rank, pay, and emoluments of a brigadier-general; 4 colonels, 5 lieutenant- 
colonels, 12 majors, 24 captains, 20 first lieutenants; and all vacancies which 
may hereafter exist in the grade of first lientenant in said department shall 


e un 


Mr. HAY. Does not this bill increase this department of the 

ay not only during the continuance of the war, but for all 
e? . 

Mr. HULL. The bill increases the number of officers in the 
Ordnance Corps permanently by the addition of twelve. 

Mr. KING. What is the necessity of this increase unless you 
increase the standing army permanently? 

Mr. HULL. The necessity is this: The staff corps was fixed in 
1876, if I remember correctly, at its present size. Since that time 
we have built arsenals; we have gone into the coast defense, and 
we have more than quadrupled the labor of this department in 
time of peace. At the present time the evidence is overwhelming 
that it is impossible for the Ordnance Department to aar Ae 
near transact the business devolving upon it. The work is be- 
hind in every line. 

Mr. LACEY. What is the strength of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment now? 

Mr. HULL. Fifty-four officers. 

Mr. LACEY. And this increases the corps to what number? 

Mr. HULL. To 66—an increase of 12. 

Mr. HAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ consist,” in line 5, insert “during the present war.” 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia will not be adopted. This is the only corpsof 
the Army selected from the line officers by competitive examina- 
tion. It requires the ablest men and the very best talent that 
men can give to this branch of the service. They go before a 
board of officers and pass the examination, and, if successful, are 
appointed to this corps. 
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The twelve men asked for are absolutely necessary in time of 
peace for the proper execution of the work assigned to them, and 
more 5 


are needed in time of war. Their work has been | consist 


more than doubled, even in time of peace, and the increase is ab- 
solutely necessary, of course, in time of War. The work of that 
department has been’ growing rapidly, and the force is not suffi- 
cient to discharge it. i À 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. If this Government takes charge of a number of 
colonial ions, and the standing army for that purpose is 
necessarily increased, as it would have to be after the present 
war, in that event would it not be necessary, if the contention of 
my friend from Iowa is true, to extend the number pro here 
over and above the twelve which the bill carries, and will not ad- 
ditional legislation for-that purpose be required? 

Mr. HULL, Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to go into the 
future and speculate as to what may be the consequences. Iam 
only taking matters as they now present themselves to the com- 
mittee after careful investigation, This force is necessary and 
should be provided. 

Mr. KING (continuing). But if it would be necessary in the 

future, why not defer the permanent legislation until the termi- 
nation of the present war and accept the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia? 
Mr. HULL. I want to say this to the gentleman, and I will 
ve him one case as an illustration. Near my own State, at the 
ock Island Arsenal, they are to-day shipping an average of ten 
carloads of materials to the front, every carload of which must 
be inspected by an officer of the Ordnance Department; and with 
four inspectors only to look after the work, see that the work is 
properly done, and see that the shipments are properly made, the 
ji Sit properly done, and all the necessary care taken of mate- 
rial of this character, the superintendent furnishes the informa- 
tion that these men are required to work at least an average of 
spent hours a day and that then they can not keep up with the 
work. 

As another illustration, an officer of this department was de- 
tailed to inspect the supplies and ordnance stores at different 
places, and it would be utterly impossible for him, if he spent all 
of his time in the work, to attend to more than half of it. 

Now, this is higgling over a very small matter. Itis crippling 
the efficiency of Army at a time when the very best efforts 
ought to be put forward to strengthen and sustain it. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I understand that this additional 
force is needed whether there should be any increase made for war 
purposes or not? 

Mr. HULL. Undoubtedly; they are absolutely needed now. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I utterly deny the proposition of the 
gentleman from Iowa that anybody in ropota or offering any 
amendment here is crippling the ary: or officials of the Army. 
I say that every man on this side of the House is ready to vote, 
and been ready to yote, for any increase in the Army, in any 
or all of its various branches, that may be necessary during thi 

mt war, and for providing pandin Aes that is needed to carry 
on the war to a successful conclusion. 

But this is nota 1 It is a permanent increase 
of one of the bureaus of the War Department and not an increase 
to be made for a particular purpose under the emergencies that 
now exist. 

Now, if there be a permanent increase, why should it apply to 
this department rather than to the Quartermaster’s or Commis- 
sary Department? There is no reason whatever for it. None has 
been given by the gentleman; and evidently, under the circum- 
stances, there should be only a temporary increase, as there has 
been in the other departments of the Army. 

When the war is over, when the conditions have been changed, 
when we can properly take into consideration what is necessary 
for the Army upon a peace basis for the future, we can consider 
such measures. But it is not right to single out one department 
and put it ahead of the others in such a manner as this. [Cries 
of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment proposed by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hanpy) there were—ayes 24, noes 69. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ENGINEER CORPS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the Senate bill (S. 4713) for 
present consideration in lieu of the bill (H. R. 10460) relative to 
the Corps of Engineers inthe Army. It is the same bill and re- 
. 

The SPEAKER, The bill be read. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit tc., That the f 
i sranie, ote: Corpa of Enginsersof the Army shall 


hereafter 
rank of bri eral, T colone! 
14 lieutenant-colone! a, % captains, 30 frst Hewtenants, 13 secon 
0 es 
TA AA Ai radas AGOTA MODNA Montanan Sell be 5 
the officers 
num! 


by the otion of any offi an 
until such officer shall have served at least three years in the de from 
which he is promoted and the captainsand lieutenants shall have satisfactorily 
e mired by existing laws. 

Mr. HAY. Is that bill one that provides for this increase dur- 
ing mepes, war only? 

Mr. LL. No; it makes a permanent increase in the Engi- 
neer artment of sixteen officers, 

Mr. HAY. Then I move to insert, after the proper words in 
the bill, the words Wer the war.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ consist,” in line 4, insert the words “during the present 
war.” 


Mr. HULL, Only a single word, Mr. Speaker, with reference 
to the amendment. 

The Engineer Department for many years have been knocking 
at the doors of Congress for an increase in their force, which is 
absolutely necessary by reason of the work which has been im- 
posed upon them with reference to river and harbor improve- 
ments. This work has been thrown p or their shoulders by acts 
of Congress, and it is impossible to discharge the duties unless 
they have the increase which is proposed by the bill. In addition 
to this, our elaborate system of coast defenses is under their 


. ea, 
is all I desire to say. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that this just goes to 
show what I have said before, that these permanent increases in 
the Army are under stress of the present emergency, be- 
cause thereisa war. If there had been no war, everybody on this 
floor knows that these bills would not have been brought in here, 
and could not have been passed if they had been. Advantage is 
being taken of the existence of the war in order that they shall be 


As I said before, I am willing to vote for any bill which has for 
its object the meeting of the present emergency, but I do not be- 
lieve in adding to the present standing army any officers or men 
to serve after this war is over. If it be necessary that there shall 
be a r standing army than the one we have, after the war is 
over, it will be time then, when men’s minds are cool and when 
their understandings can be appealed to in a cool manner, to de- 
termine the question. I think this bill ought to be voted down. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocHRAN]. 


[Mur. COCHRAN of Missouri addressed the House. See Ap- 


this | pendix. ] 


Mr. HULL. I-want to say to my friend from Missouri that he 
has made a speech on a subject that is not beforethe House at all. 
This bill increases one certain staff department of the Army. 
That is true—the Engineer Corps. But, Mr. S 
who is put in the i comes from 


My. HULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, it has also charge of the coast fortifica- 
tions and the ents? 

Mr. HULL. It has charge of all those matters. It has charge 
of the building of light-houses, the river and harbor improve- 
ments, and the fortifications. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will inform the gentleman, so 
as to show the necessity for these men, that seventeen have been 
asked for in Puget Sound in the northwest Pacific. That will 
give an idea of the somewhat important necessity for them. 

Mr. HULL. I will say further that for the last two or three 
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years I have th it would have been good policy for the Gov- 
ernment to take all the river and harbor improvements away from 
the Corps of Engineers, and you would not have had any increase; 
but I will say further that to have secured men of the same abil- 
ity and of the same fidelity that you get out of a captain of engineers 
would have cost three times the pay of the captain, if you obtained 
the same service from civil life. 

Mr. SULZER. Ten times. 3 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Is it not a fact that there has been no in- 
crease in the ineer Corps since July 28, 1866? 

Mr. HULL. That is true. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. It is but a transfer from one 


service to another. 

Mr. HAY. And a ent increase in the whole Army. 

Mr. HULL. The bill permits the appointment of a certain 
number of men, and fills up with second lieutenants. It takes 
them from one line of the Army and puts them in another. 

Mr. HAY. It increases the Army. 

Mr. HULL. It does not increase the Army one. eee 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The gentleman from Virginia is 
mistaken in his idea as to what is the object and status of the bill. 
The bill does not increase the Army. It merely takes those who 
go to West Point and qualify for the Army and details them toa 
special line of the service. = 

Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, in answer to that, I will say that in 
the last two or three years it would not have increased the Army 
at all, before war was declared, because we had as many as sixty 
second lieutenants who were unassigned. There was no place 
for them in the line of the Army; but although they were unas- 
signed, we paid them just the same as if they were assigned. At 
this time we increase the number temporarily of the officers in the 
reorganization bill, because at this time we are having more offi- 
cers in the Regular Army, and there are more places for first and 
second lieutenants than we have officers. 4 

Mr. HAY. Has there not been authorized an organization of 


3,500 engineers? 3 

Mr. HULL. Those are volunteer troops entirely. I will say 
that there are only three officers of the Regular oy Se each 
regiment, and they do not necessarily come out of Corps of 
ar, agai only three officers of the Regular Army that can serve 
with one regiment. 

Mr. HAY. But you are making a point that this is an emer- 
gency measure of this war to increase the of Engineers. 

Mr.HULL. The 3,500 engineers have nothing to do with the 
Engineer Corps. 

> pans, I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL]. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen who have dealt 
with this proposition to increase the force of the Army seem to 
forget all about the manner in which the engineer officers now in 
the Army are assigned to that position. When a class of cadets 
at West Point, consisting of 50 or 60 members, graduates, two or 
three or more who stand highest in the class are assigned to the 
Engineer Corps, the next highest are assigned to the ordnance or 
pen es the next to the cavalry, and the lowest to the infantry. 

Now, this bill proviđes that the present number of engineer 
officers—that is, 109, the number fixed in the act of 1866—may be 
increased by assigning to that corps more men at the head of the 
class of the graduates of West Point than are now taken. There 
will be no more graduates each year, but they will be divided up 
among the different corps in a different manner. It will only 
mean that instead of two or three at the head of the class being 
put in the Engineer Corps, there will be five or six or seven, ac- 
cording as the emergency exists and the demands and as 
vacancies exist in the Engineer Corps. 

Gentlemen forget the immense amount of work that is done by 
the Engineer Corps in time of peace and overlook the fact that it 
is in times of peace that you need these officers more than in times 
of war. In the first place, they have the fortification work to 
lookafter. It is going to require three or four years, with all the 
rush work that is now going on, to e these fortifications 
according to the Endicott In addition to that, they have 
the construction of lighthouses along the coast. They also have 
the river and harbor work, which every year is put into the hands 
of the Engineer Co I want to say to the gentlemen who are 
declaiming against the increase of the Army that I have no doubt 
they will continue to come before the House asking for improve- 
ments in the rivers and harbors in their districts which will re- 
quire the supervision of one of these engineers. I call attention 
of the House toareport made by Brigudier-General Wilson, Chief 
of Engineers, as to the increase of work that has taken place in 
the last thirty years. He says: 

Asi v he great E Corps of Engin: 
eee ean its eaten par ts noted ‘that the slime: 3 

tions expended under the direction of officers of the Corps ot eers 
tween 1864 and 1879 averaged about four and one quarter millions, from 


1880 to 1889 about nine and three-quarters millions, — between 1690 and 1897 
this average had increased toabout twenty millions. The number of separate 


works provided for in 1880 was about thirty-four, which number had in- 


in 1896 to over five 
in 1870 covered 630 


hundred. 
The annual report of the Chief of En; pages, 
which in 1880 had increased to.2,556, in to 3,718, and in 1897 to 4,225 
uired to record the work of the of Engineers 


thus while the space 

sevenfold the number of officers has remained the same. This 
has necessitated an immense increase in the area of, and amount of work in, 
the individual districts in their number, and the assigumen' 


charge of many of such districts of 
perience and professional training, but with rank 


commensurate with great enginee ng and ity connected 
. the just effects of the proposed 

would be, by the slight of the number in e to give toa 
greater extent than now permissible to the officers in of districts 


rank more nearly commensurate with their experience and professional 
training and with the responsibility attached to the works of their districts. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that this does not pro- 
vide for any increase in the Regular Army, in view of the fact 
that for thirty years there has been no increase in this corps, and 
in view of the fact that year after year all these great public 
works that are being put mto the hands of the engineer officers 
are growing, and it is a matter that every one of us in our dis- 
tricts where the great improvements are being made is interested 
in, it seems to me that this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. KING. Will Wiis orcas allow me a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes. 

_ Mr. KING. AsI understand the gentleman, while it does not 
in the aggregate increase the number of officers, it permits the ad- 
vancement of persons who may be second lieutenants to captains, 
thus practically throwing an increase of burden on the Govern- 
ment. Why is not the man asa second lieutenant just as capable 
E cree ae gem as he will be if he is made acaptain? 

Mr. BRO These men are all in the Engineer Corps, 
and I will say to the SS from Utah that after they have 
graduated from West Point all these engineer officers are assigned 
to athree-years’ course of instruction at Willets Point to especially 
p them for the work they are to be called on to do. Then 
as they go along they are assigned from time to time to more im- 
portant work. The second lieutenants are given less important 
work under the supervision of their superior officers. This gives 
a greater number of these officers for this less important work, 
and it will give an eee for others who would otherwise 
have to go into the ery and into the cavalry to take this en- 
gineer course. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What increase does the bill carry? 


Mr.BROMWELL. An increase of eighteenalongtheentireline. 


It provides that there shall be no promotions unless an officer has 
served three years in the grade from which he is to be ‘promoted. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HANDY]. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the ab- 
surdity of g this bill as a war measure. The Engineer Corps 
of the Army is largely devoted to the arts of peace. The young 

tlemen who enter the Engineer Corps, after graduating from 
est Point, take charge of the im ents of our rivers and 
harbors and our light-houses and all that. As has been stated on 
the floor, the most brilliant of the graduates of West Point are 
chosen for the Engineer Corps, and from that time on they devote 
themselves to duties which are substantially peaceful and civil. 
Now, we find ourselves in a war, and the Military Committee 
brings in a proposition to abstract from the fighting force eighteen 
more of our most young officers and put them at the 
works of peace. 

They g in such a measure and ask that we itin the 
name of patriotism and for the sake of supporting eee e in 
the hour of its peril. 

Instead of providing now that this should be enlarged, 
the present would bea proper time to reduce this corps. Now 
would be the time to take these men away from the affairs of 
peace; now would be the time to recall them from their work on 
rivers and harbors and send them into the line of battle to fight 
for their country. When the war is over, when peace comes 
again, when we can apply ourselves anew to the improvement of 
our commercial facilities, when we need these men once more to 
deepen our rivers and har then we may properly enlarge our 
Engineer Corps and send our brilliant young officers to complete 
engineering projects. j 

Mr. Speaker, this is not intended in the least as a war measure. 
How can it be? This bill proposes to provide a long-needed in- 
crease in our force of engineers to on the operations of 
peace. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] takes advantage 
of this opportunity, because we all want to strengthen the Goy- 
ernment in time of war, to bring in this proposition for an increase 
of a corps which we need in times of peace and for peaceful op- 
erations. It is of a piece with much that has been going on here 
under the pretense of getting ready to fight. Under the pretense 
of strengthening the hands of our soldiers in the field weare doing 
things with another purpose in view. 

And I call attention to this situation: While the gentleman 
brings this bill in here as a needed war measure, yet when he 
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comes to debate it, the uses and p ses disclosed in favor of the 
bill are not the uses and purposes of war. They are not the pur- 
poses of fighting the enemy. They are the general purposes of 
improving our rivers and harbors and taking care of our light- 
houses. Ishould prefer that during this war all our brightest 
military men, all of our brainiest and most brilliant young officers, 
should go forth intothe fight to win there their country’s reward and 
the promotion which would naturally come from such services in 
the field. If I understand their desires, that is also what those 
officers themselves would prefer. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Hay was 
rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


d. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. HULL. I call up the bill (H. R. 10424) to provide for a 
temporary increase in the Inspector-General's Department of the 


y- $ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is authorized, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to appoint one inspector-general with the 
rank of colonel, one inspector-general with the of lieutenant colonel, 
and one N with the rank of major: Provided, tthe vacan- 
cies created in the grade of tolonel and lieutenant-colonel by this act shall be 
filled by the promotion of officers now in the . De ent 
according toseniority, and that upon the mustering out of the volunteer forces 
and the reduction of the Regular ae to a peace s no appointmen 
shall be made in the tor-General’s Department until the number of 
officers in each grade in t Department shall be reduced to the number 
now authorized by law. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Military Committee toa defect in section 10 of the act of a 
25 last. I find that a House resolution (No. 270) to remedy this 
defect has been introduced by the gentleman and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Iask the gentleman to yield so 
that I may offer the body of that joint resolution as an amend- 
ment to this bill, so as to correct the defect. The original bill as to 
corps rank provided for giving the rank of colonel to the adjutant- 
general, the F and various officers of a corps 
commander's staff. 

Members of the House will perhaps recollect that when that 
bill was under consideration I moved to substitute the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel for that of colonel, which amendment the House 
rejected. “The Senate, however, amended the bill in that way. 
But in the preparation of that bill one officer was overlooked— 
the chief of the signal corps. Under the legislation as it stands he 
alone will have the rank of major, whilst all his associates on the 
staff, who are not doing any more important duty, will have the 
rank of lieutenant-colonel. I propose to offer as an amendment 
to this bill the provisions of House resolution No. 270, introduced 
by the chairman of the Military Committee. 

Mr. HULL. Iam willing to yield that the gentleman may offer 
the amendment. The committee has not yet passed upon that 


proposition. 
Mr. LACEY. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

e . the act of Congress approved April 25, 1 
as provides that the staff of the general commanding an army corps shal 
consist of certain officers, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, shall be held 
to include among such officers a chief signal officer.” 

Mr. HANDY. I make the point of order that this amendment 
is not germane to the bill. : 

Mr. LACEY. 155 seems to Fá the point is 5 pien taken. ze) 
pill is a proposition to amend temporarily the law in regard to 
the Volunteer Army. It amends the law fs relation to the staff. 
This is another part—— 

The SPEAKER. The original bill relates solely to the In- 
spector-General’s Department. 

Mr. HANDY. And the amendment relates to an officer of the 


Signal Corps. 

Kr. LACEY. It is an amendment as to the staff of the Army; 
and the Inspector-General is upon the corps staff. Now, this is a 
proposition not to increase the staff corps of the Army, but to 
fake the rank uniform throughout; and the gentleman, I under- 
stand, introduces a resolution that creates a new condition of 
things, practically a grade of officers really of the same grade of 
service, but of different rank. 

Mr. SULZER. How many officers does this provide for? 

Mr. LACEY. One for each corps. They have one now, a 
major; and this is to give him the rank of lieutenant-colonel for 
yi 8 the same duties. 

Mr. ve r. Speaker, my point of order is that this is a 
bill to increase the corps of the Inspector-General of the Army 
during the war. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacxx] offers 
an amendment to increase the rank of certain signal officers who 
belong to another and different corps. Certainly one is not ger- 
mane to the other; and hence I have made the point of order, 


The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the point of order is good, 


-and sustains it. 


The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill, which was ordered; and being read the third time, the 
bill was passed, 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF CHAPLAINS OF VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 10685) to fix the pay and allowances of chap- 
lains of volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: à 

Be it enacted, etc., That all chaplains in the volunteer service shall have 
the pay and allowances of a — — mounted. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman from Iowa in charge of 
this bill will permit me, I desire to submit an inquiry to him. 

Mr. HULL, e j 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Post chaplains in the Regular Army, hav- 
ing the rank of captains, not mounted, have heretofore been paid 
the sum of $1,500 a year, as I understand it? 

Mr. HULL. That is correct. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, And this makes the pay of such chaplains 
$2,000 a year, or an increase of $500? 

Mr. HULL. Thatiscorrect. But the gentleman will remem- 
ber that there are conditions which make one of these appoint- 
ments very different from the other. The post chaplain is usually 


ts | located in such position that he has a house furnished free and 


can buy what he wants at low figures, and supply himself, in 
other words, without unnecessary cost. A chaplain of the volun- 
teers, however, goes with the regiment wherever the regiment 
si be, on the field of battle, if necessary, and it may be that he 
will be sent, as in the present war, 5 the country. 
Therefore, a very different condition of affairs is presented. 

This bill gives him the rank and allowancesof a captain mounted. 
That is to say, it increases his pay from $1,500 a year, under the 
present law, to $2,000 a year. And, Mr. Speaker, I think a man 
who goes into the field, if he is any account at all as a chaplain, 
and renders efficient services for the Government, looking after 
the sick, and for the moral and physical welfare of the troops, 
writing letters home for the boys, and performing duty in vari- 
ous other ways as chaplain which he is compelled to perform, is 
worth $500 a Nase more than the man who remains at the post and 
is enabled to live comparatively at his ease. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. What is the pay of the chaplains of the 
four colored regiments? 

A MEMBER, They receive more pay than chaplains at the post. 

Mr. HAY (interrupting). Is the gentleman from New York 
going to make his first attack on these military hills on the chap- 

ains 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Not at all. I have supported all of the 
bills, and am simply seeking information from the chairman of 
the committee in reference to this one. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the troops 
have been ordered to the front from many of the posts and have 
left behind them the chaplain, I would like to ask what duty he 
is expected or required to perform in that event? 

Mr. HULL, It is presumable that the chaplain has followed 
the troops which have been sent to the front. 

A MEMBER, If he is mounted. 

Mr. HULL. A chaplain of the Regular Army is not a mounted 
officer at all. Now, our chaplains out at Fort Alger, where I got 
my first inspiration with reference to the matter, have no allow- 
ance for forage. They have to pay for it. The result is that instead 
of having the rank and pay that captains had during the civil 
war, they are infinitely Worse off. I do not think the bill gives 
more than 1 ought to have in this regard. 

Mr. STEELE. I am not objecting to the amount given to the 
chaplains in the field or when they are ordered away with the 
troops. But does the gentleman think they ought to have just as 
much when they stay at home or at the forts and look after the 
comfort of the families of the officers? 

Mr. HULL. I have no objection to any provision which would 
except from the operation of such a law those chaplains who are 
not called into the field or who are not there of their own selec- 
tion. But my impression is that such a proposition would not hit 
many men 

Mr. STEELE. Well, ifithitsone, it isa good thing. l 

I offer an amendment that chaplains in the field, serving wi 
Woops, shall have the pay of mounted officers, as the bill provides, 

A/Memper. I understand this is only for temporary service? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not at all. It is a permanent proposition, 
We do not want to blend the two propositions, 

Mr. STEELE. As there seems to be an impression that the 
chaplains are preaching to the families of officers, and will not 
need to go to the field, 1 withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
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On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SIGNAL OFFICERS ON STAFFS OF CORPS COMMANDERS, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, at the request of members on both 
sides, I ask unanimous consent for the er consideration of a 
joint resolution relative to the signal officers on the staffs of corps 
commanders. It has not been reported from the committee, and 
I have no right to call it up. 

Mr. KING. Have the members of the committee seen it and 
considered it? 5 

Mr. HAV. What is the resolution? Ishould like to hear it read. 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Iowa offered it as an amend- 
ment to the Inspector-General’s bill. 

The SPE R. Unanimous consent is asked for the present 
consideration of a resolution which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That so much of section 10 of the act of Congress approved 
April 25, 1898, as provides that the staff of the general commanding an arm; 
corps shall pond se of certain officers, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
shall be held to include among such officers a chief signal officer. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HULL. I believe that is equivalent to an objection. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


PAY OF VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 
Mr. HULL. Icall up the bill H. R. 10805, reported from the 


committee this morning with an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of San ghar approved May 26, oot entitled 
“An act providing tor the payment nance of voluti durin, 
the interval between their enrollment and muster into the United States 
marie, one for other purposes,“ be, and the same is hereby, amended to 
read as follows: 

“That the pay and allowance of such of the volunteers as are received into 
the service of the United States under the act of 1 deuce ry ope April 
22, 1898, and the acts supplemental thereto, shall be deemed to commence 
from the day on which they had their name enrolled for service in the Vol- 
unteer Army of the United States and joined for duty therein after havin 
been called for by the governor on the 3 of the President: Provided, 
That troops about toembark for service in the Philippine Islands may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, be paid one month’s wages in advance 
prior to embarkation.” 


Mr. HULL. Mr. 2 ear the Clerk has read the bill as it will 
beamended. The bill wasintroduced by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri Ir. Dockery], and its object was to put the word com- 
pany” in with the words battalion“ and regimental,” so that 
companies would receive pay from the day of their enrollment. 
His idea was that they should have pay from the time of their 
rendezvous at company headquarters, The Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral’s Department was in consultation with the committee, and 
agreed, with some of us at least, that putting the word“ com- 
pany” in it might carry op many weeks or eyen months be- 
fore they were called out. Neither the gentleman from Missouri 
nor any member of the committee desired that. So we struck 
out all thatreferring to company, battalion, regimental, and State 
rendezvous, 

The SPEAKER. Has this bill been reported? 

Mr. HULL. It has been reported, but it was reported as it will 
be as amended, instead of as it was originally offered, 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Clerk read the bill with the amendment. 
I should like to have the original bill read and then the amend- 
ment read Ne : 

Mr. HULL. I willsay, before the Clerk reads it, that the bill 
we passed, and which is now the law, is exactly as the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] introduced this, with the excep- 
tion that the one word company“ was inserted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the only change. 

Mr. HAY. I did not so understand. I thought that the origi- 
nal bill was added to by the gentleman who was before the com- 
mittee at the time, and that he made an entire change in three or 
four parts of the bill. y 

Mr. HULL. Iam talking about the bill as it was originally in- 
troduced. The bill asintroduced by Se from Missouri 
made no change in the law that we had already passed, except 
the insertion of the word company.“ 

Mr. HAY. Oh, I understand. 

Mr. HULL. And the bill as reported by the committee strikes 
out all in reference to battalion and company rendezvous and in- 
serts the words just read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have examined the amendment very care- 
fully, and while one or two gentlemen have some doubts about it, 
my own judgment is that the amendment of the committee makes 
the section clearer than the original bill. I will say to the House 
that the object of the bill is to place all the volunteer troops on 
eraon te same footing as to pay, The law now provides that 
they shall be paid from the time of their enrollment at the battal- 
ion or regimental rendezvous. The effect is to discriminate un- 
wittingly against companies raised in the small towns. 

In other words, the law now operates to discriminate in favor 


of companies raised in cities where there is a battalion or regi- 
mental rendezvous, as against companies raised in small towns, 


To illustrate: Two regiments from Missouri were paid from the 
16th day of May. Two other regiments that entered the service 
at the same time were, under the law, paid from the 27th of April, 
obviously an unfair discrimination. Of course Con had no 
such purpose in view. This amendment is simply intended to 
equalize the pay, so that all soldiers shall receive their pay from 
the time they report for enrollment under the order of the gov- 
ernor, and after a call by the President. 

Mr. BRUCKER. As the law now stands, was there any dis- 
tinction made between regimental officers and privates as to the 
time when their pay should commence? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. . 

Mr. BRUCKER. I ask the question for the reason that I was 
informed by some regimental officers of Michigan troops, for in- 
stance the Thirty-third and Thirty-fourth Bengan, that the pay 
of the regimental officers did not commence at the same time as 
the pay of the privates. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then there is faulty administration some- 
where. I think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL] will bear 
me out in the statement that that would be an erroneous con- 
struction of the existing law. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. I understand that the States have been paying 
the militia organizations up to the time they were mustered into 
the service of the United States, and some of the States have 
been paying a great deal more compensation to their soldiers than 
they get in the Regular Army. 

r. SULZER. t is correct. 
Mr. STEELE. New York, for instance, gives $1.50 a day, while 


g | in this service they get 60 cents. So that your proposition would 


be against rather than for them in the case of New York. 

Mr, 3 I will say that question is not raised by my 
pro ion. 

r. MARSH. And New York will be around here in due time 
to collect that money from the United States Government. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam glad to have a prophet among us. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will say to my friend from Indiana that 
that issue is not raised by this amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. They are going get what the State gives 
them and what the Government gives them also. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This amendment simply seeks to pay the 
volunteer soldier from the time of enrollment in the company 
under the order of the governor. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
whether or not, under the existing Jaw, there is any distinction 
made between regimental officers and privates as tothe time when 
their pay commences? 

Mr. HULL. I think not. The bill we passed some weeks ago 
provided that the pay should commence when the battalion or 
regiment was ordered to the battalion or regimental rendezvous. 
That is the law as it is. It places officers and privates on the 
same footing. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I know, as a matter of fact, a distinction has 
been made, and that as to the privates of the Thirty-third and 
Thirty-fourth Michigan their pay commenced at one time and 
the pay of the regimental officers commenced at a time much sub- 
sequent. 

r. SULZER., That is the fault of somebody in Michigan, 
They are to be paid by the United States Government. 

Mr. HULL. You are talking about the State. 

Mr. BRUCKER. No. 

Mr. SULZER, It is a mistake as far as the Government of the 
United States is concerned. If there is an error, it is somewhere 
in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. 


Mr. COX. In this bill, as I understand, we are assuming that 


the 8 organized in one of your counties. We are trying 
to put the bill into practical operation. Now, that company is 
ed out by authority of the governor, and he gets his authori 
from the President of the United States. These men are enroll 
They are put upon the list. Now, then, as 1 understand this bill, 
it simply means that they shall be paid from the time the gov- 
ernor gave the order calling them out, if the United States has ac- 
cepted them. 
r. DOCKERY. That is a correct statement. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In lines 14 and 15 strike out the words joined for duty and are oot Fe 


at the company, battalion. ental, or State rendezyous” and 


lieu thereof the words “had their names enrolled for service in the Volun- 
teer Army of the United States and joined for duty therein, after having been 
called for by the governor on the authority of the President.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa a question, because Ido not understand it yet. Does this 
give pay to the members of the regiment in those States that do 
= pey eke volunteers anything from the time they agree to 
yolun 
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Mr. HULL. Oh, no, sir; it pays them from the time they vyol- 


unteer and report for duty on the call of the governor, authorized 
by the President of the United States. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, there are States which pay the men from 
the time they volunteer up to the time they are mustered into the 
service of the United States, our State paying them $1.25 a day, 
but some other State pays them nothing. Now, it is proposed to 
pay them, where the State is doing nothing to pay its soldiers, 
rom the time they first volun’ until they are mustered into 


the service. 

Mr. . I think the law we passed for the pay of soldiers 
settled that matter. The governors of the various States could 
not fix the pay. 
fixed. We have 


n that which is paid by the Government, there would be no 
validity in any claim that the State would make for the difference 
in the pay after theamount of the pay had been fixed by Congress, 

It was originally battalion or regimental rendezvous, and it was 
suggested at the time to put in the word “company,” as it might 
goon for weeks and months before they were ordered for duty 
and joined for duty. The committee did not believe it right to 

y companies from date of enrollment before a call is issued. 

is es it apply to the squad or an individual who has joined 
for duty and to every member who is an enlisted soldier with his 
company in waiting until he gets to the State camp. But he must 
join for duty after called upon by the governor of his State. To 
pay from date of enrollment might mean pay for months before 
a call is issued and while the man is atten to his ordinary 
duties in civil life, He is paid at the same rate that the United 
States pays the volunteers, without any reference to what the 
State pays, and the State has no honest demand upon the Federal 
Government for a 3 more. To let the States pay this would 
make the pay of a soldier vary with the different States from 
wt up to $? a mr 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the volunteers from my State, before they 
were mustered into the service of the United States, get their e 
portion of this pay from the United States in addition to their 
wag Rg the State? 

r. HAY. If they rendezvoused at camp, they would. 

Mr. HANDY. They would get both pays. 

Mr. PAYNE, That would be all the better for the boys, but I 
think the State of New York should be reimbursed. 

Mr. HULL. It simply equalizes the little difference between 
the city regiment and the country regiment. The States have no 
business to pay the men after they volunteer. There are several 
States where the State paid amg 2 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to print in the RECORD 
aletter from the Paymaster-General oe pidge this bill. Beyond 
that I do not care to say anything f er. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the letter presented 
by the gentleman from Missouri will be printed in the RECORD. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Washington, June 25, 1898. 
Sır: I have the honor to return herewith the proposed amendment to the 
act cf May 26, 1898. In ts opinion there appears no just or sufficient reason 
why a company, recrnited from adjacent towns, not receive pay from 

the date of enrollment as a company at the company rendezvous. 

The men are withdrawn from their ayocations and render themselves uP 

to the control of the officers sel to command them for the time, an 


should, in my pace be recognized as entitled to pay from that time with- 
8 8 un 3 to some other rendezvous to be incorporated in 
ttalion or regimen 
s . Very respectfully, T. H. STANTON, 
Paymaster-General United States Army. 
Hon. ALEX. M. DOCKERY, M. C., 
Ebbitt House, Washington, D. C. 

The amendment was agreed to. Aen 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being e , it was read the third time, and 


ssed, 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion toreconsider the vote whereby 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MILITARY STOREKEEPER IX THE QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S er, by instruction of the committee I 
now call up the bill (8. 8277) to authorize the appointment of a 
military storekeeper in the Army, and I call it up in lieu of the 
House bill on the same subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to nominate 
and, by and with the advice and military 


t ot the 

storekee in the Quartermaster's De t of the Army; and all laws 
— — are hereby er purposes of this act only. 

Mr. HAY. Is this a war measure? Is it necessary to have it 
passed to carry on the war? 

Mr. HULL, No; I think the war would go on without it. 

Mr, HANDY. Is it a sutler's bill? 

Mr, KING. When does it expire? 


Mr. HULL, When the man dies. 

Mr. KING. It does not expire at the end of the war? 

Mr. HULL. No. Mr. S er, I want to say to the House 
that the President of the United States would like to have the 
grade revived, and I will say to the House in all frankness that it 
will not add anything to the expense of the Government, provided 
the gentleman who receives the appointment continues to be able 
to eae duties he has been discharging. 

Mr. SI ON. Has the gentleman already been selected? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. I am miling to meet the matter frankly 
which these questions are seeking to draw out. The tleman 
who will be appointed, in all human probability, will be Major 
Loeffler. He is a gentleman who served under Lee before the civil 
war, and was in the Utah expedition, served all through the civil 
war in the Regular Army, was with Grant when he was 
elected President of the United States, and so commended himself 
to General Grant that, at Grant’s own request, he was taken out 
of the Army and put on duty at the White House, and he has 
stayed there from that day to this; and every man who has had 
business at the White House for the last thirty years knows that 
m mo efficient man has eyer been in the discharge of any pub- 

c trust. 

I want to say further that his salary is exactly the same as this 
salary will be, but the time may come when he will be unable to 
discharge the duties, and it allows him to have this grade and this 
rank and is the testimony of Congress and the President of the 
United States to an efficient officer who has served his country for 


more than 5 0 10 
Mr. SIMPSON. It has the effect to put him on the retired list? 
Mr. HULL. When he can not perform the duties. 
Mr. HANDY. Can not he go on the retired list without this bill? 
Mr. HULL. He is not an officer of the Regular Army. 
Mr.STEELE. He was a good soldier and isa very efficient man. 
Mr. HANDY. This is in the nature of a civil pension. 
Mr. HULL. You may call it what you please. 
Mr. LOVE. Will he draw the pay for the position which he 
now holds in addition to this one provided for in this bill? 
Mr. HULL. No; he will draw but one pay, and it makes no 
2 5 


increase 8755 at all. 

_ Mr. Y. Would the gentleman from Iowa object to tell- 
5 what will be his duties in this position provided for 
in 


Mr. SULZER. The same duties that he is attending to now. 

Mr. COX. I ask the chairman of the committee to yield me 
three or four minutes? 

Mr. HULL. I will, of course, 

Mr. COX. Mr, Speaker, what is the present proposition? 

Mr. KING. To give a man a position. 

Mr. COX. Iwilldomyown answering, if the gentleman pleases, 
— 1 

Mr. KING. Very good, if the gentleman will answer correctly. 

Mr. COX. I will. 

The W for whom this bill proposes to provide a place is 
no doubt a good soldier and a good officer. Nobody can say any- 
thing against him. But we are By wena to create a place for 
him—I can not call it an office. e propose to give him the rank 
of military storekeeper. What is he going todo? What will be 
his duties? 

We are giving a man a job. 
nt COX. Si 3 we are giving — —.— a job. 8 is sol- 
y pro mgress to put this man into a job. 

Mr. SULZER He has a job 5 5 i 
Waak COX. Do you propose to provide jobs for all the good sol- 

ers? 

A MEMBER. Yes. 

Mr. COX. You do? Then bring in a general bill for that pur- 
pose, so that we may all understand it. Now, here is a proposition 
to do what? To create a new position and to name the man who 
is to fill that position, to pay him a salary, and in due time retire 
him, Yet there is not a man on the other side of the House who 
can tell what duties this officer is going to perform. Where are 
we to stop with these Army emergency” bills? I do not want to 
say a word against this man. I have no objection to him person- 
al . I do not know anything about him. I assume he is all 
right. But, if you are going to introduce here as ‘war bills” all 
sorts of propositions to provide places for worthy gentlemen, then 
let us have a general bill and put them all in. 

à . Will the gentleman from Iowa permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HANDY. Is there anything in this bill that provides what 
shall be the salary attached to this position, or what shall be the 
rank of this officer in the Army, or what shall be the duties per- 
formed by him? 

Mr. . The bill provides that he shall have the rank of a 
military storekeeper. That rank is well known, and algo the 


salary 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6447 


A MEMBER, How much? 

Mr, HULL. One thousand eight hundred dollars a year. The 
rank is that of a captain not mounted. ; 

Mr, HANDY. Do we have thesestorekeepers now in the Army? 

Mr. HULL. No; the office has been abolished. This bill re- 
vives it for this particular case, 

Mr. SULZER. This is a good bill and ought to pass. 
Mr. HANDY. It strikes me that it is a bad bill, setting a bad 
precedent, and one which ought not under any circumstances to 


Mr. BARTLETT. Is this one of the bills that the Secretary of 
War so earnestly urged the gentleman from Iowa to present to 
the House? 

Mr. HANDY, This is one of the bills that the Democratic mi- 
nority is so unpatriotic as not to be in favor of. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman from Delaware that a 
very large number of good Democrats, and men who are recog- 
nized as leaders on that side of the House, have urged me to take 
up this bill. There is no litics init. It is nota bill in 
behalf of this man as a Republi or a Democrat. I do not 
know whether the man who will get this place is a Democrat or 
Republican, and I do not care. I have not called this a war 
measure, and no one in authority has claimed that forit. Itis a 
just measure. 

Mr. HANDY. The gentleman will excuse me, My remark 
was not intended for his ear, but for our friend from Ohio [Mr. 
9 ee e 

Mr. KING. I want to ask my friend from Iowa, in good faith, 
who will perform the duties this man is now performing? 

Mr. HULL. He will perform them himself. I have the liberty 
to say that he has letters from all the Presidents under whom he 
has seryed, from Grant down, recommending him in the highest 
terms for continuance in that place or for any other place that he 
might desire. The two ex-Presidents now living and the present 
occupant of the White House all say that this bill is simply an act 
of ordinary justice to a faithful public officer. 

Mr. RIDGELY. We are all in favor of the bill. Let us vote. 

Mr. KING. Weare not all in favor of it. 

Mr, HANDY. I think the gentleman from Iowa had better 
withdraw this bill unless there is a quorum present. 

Mr. DALZELL. No; let us have a vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not be as well for the gentleman 
from Delaware to ask that the bill considered here for one of his 
relatives should be withdrawn? 

Mr. DALZELL. What bill is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Providing for General Breckenridge. 
Now let us vote for some of these other bills. 

Mr. HANDY. I do not know of any such bill as that the gen- 
tleman refers to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has not the gentleman from Delaware, in 
and out of season, presented reasons and arguments to the chair- 
man of the committee for the presentation and passage of that bill? 

Mr. HANDY. The gentleman from Ohio is surely aware of the 
fact that the gentleman to whom he has referred has no advantage 

mally and no eee of any character because of the pas- 

of that bill. It will not increase any salary attaching to his 

ce nor give him any rank whatever if it shall become a law. 
He has no interest init whatever, save as the head of the Inspector- 
General’s Department; and the bill simply gives additional men to 
dothe workimposed upon himas the Inspector-General of the Army. 

The gentleman from Ohio can not therefore accuse me of 
selfishness, or a wrongful desire to advance a relative of mine by 
1 legislation here. 

r. GROSVENOR. Would it not have been as well if the gen- 
tleman from Delaware had failed to make reference to a gentle- 
man who has taken no part whatever in the discussion of the 
measures before the House? $ 

Mr. HANDY. When the gentleman from Ohio says on the floor 
of the House that I am an advocate of any bill which proposes to 
benefit any relative of mine, I will meet him. s 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The tleman’s anxiety with reference 
to the bill marked it in my estimation, 

r. HANDY. Ihave reasons that the gentleman from Ohio 

not be aware of. 
L. Mr. 8 I believe I have the floor? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the 


oor. 
Mr. HULL. If no other gentleman desires to discuss the bill 
under consideration, I ask for a vote. 
one Pe pain The question is on the third reading of the 
mate bill. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
Chair was in doubt. 
ond division (demanded by Mr. HULL) there were—ayes 64, 
noes 41. 
Mr. HANDY. I raise the point, Mr. Speaker, that there is no 
quorum present, 


M 
ba 


Mr. SULZER. Oh, no; do not make that point. 

Mr. HANDY. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware makes the 
point of no quorum, and the Chair will determine the matter. 

Mr. HULL (pending the count by the Speaker). I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, before that I move to recon- 
ay the vote by which the House passed the bill H. R. No. 

The SPEAKER. But a question of quorum is still pending 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). And the gentleman from Iowa 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I give notice, then, that I shall submit a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill H. R. 10424 was 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that the House adjourn. 

The motion was sarad to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, witha letter from the Chief of Engineers, re- 
port of 8 of St. Lucia River, Florida, was taken from the 
Speaker 's table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee 
on Alcoholic taana Traffic, to which was referred the bil! of the 
House (H. R. 7937) to 1 the sale of intoxicating liquors on 
any reservation or territory exclusively under control ot the United 
States Government, and for other purposes. reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1629); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ct oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 10830) to amend section 1042 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SP. : A bill 1 R. 10831) for the relief of cer- 
oi iit settlers in Flori to the Committee on the Pub- 
o Lands. 


By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 10832) for improving the 
mouth of the Brazos River, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10833) for the improvement of the Brazos 
River as far as the town of Richmond, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10834) providing for the construction of a 
suction dredge to be used in deepening the shoals and bars at the 
poem of certain streams—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 10842) to amend the act approved 
June 13, 1898, entitled “An act to provide ways and means to 
meet war expenditures, and for other purposes”—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 290) tendering 
the thanks of Congress to Assistant Naval Constructor Richmond 
Pearson Hobson and to the volunteer crew of the Merrimac, and 
authorizing the transfer of Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson 
from the struction to the line of the United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 291) recognizing the gallantry 
of Frank H. Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter Hudson: 
of his officers and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious services 
in command of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 292) to provide 
an emergency fund for the maintenance, repair, and preservation 
of river and harbor work and for expenses incidental thereto—to 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
45 following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 
By Mr. BELFORD: A bill (H. R. 10835) to pay J. and W. Selig- 
man & Co, the sum of $1,794.56 for certain coupons detached from 
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United States bonds, which were lost on the Cunard steamship 
on, sunk at sea March 14, 1886—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H, R. 10836) for the relief of H. E. 
Monroe, Company E, Eleventh Michigan Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 10837) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Wakefield, of Pawtucket, R. I.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 10888) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Rebecca J. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 10839) granting a pension to John 
F. Dorsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 10840) granting a pension 

Forward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

17 . PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 10841) granting a pension to 
Libbie B. Fries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 10843) granting a pension to 
Samuel A. Lownsbery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10844) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Lundy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following asin and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Illinois: Resolutions of brotherhoods of Lo- 
comotive 1 Locomotive Firemen, Railroad Trainmen, 
orders of Railway Conductors and Railway Telegraphers, in favor 
of the passage of the anti-scalping bill—to the 
terstate and 727 5 Commerce. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Calistoga and the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Sierraville, State of California, favoring legislation providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State 
shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of William G. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims, 
Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military rec- 
ord of Julius H. Rogge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill for correction of the mili- 
record and granting an honorable discharge to Charles Stier- 
lin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Order of Rail- 
vag Beg re Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, and Order 


mmittee on In- 


of Railway 3 in favor of the passage of the anti- scalp- 
ing bill to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
y Mr. DORR: Affidavits to accompany House bill No. 3912, 


to grant a pension to James M. Bryant—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John F. Dorsey, of Nicholas County, W. Va., 
to accompany House bill for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of brotherhoods of railroad 
men, representing a membership of 126,000, fayoring the anti- 
scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of a joint meeting of brotherhoods 
of railway engineers, firemen, and trainmen, and orders of rail- 
way conductors and telegraphers, in favor of the passage of the 
anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Alfred Reno, late of Company K, 
Seventh Regiment Infantry Vermont Volunteers, to accompany 
House bill for the removal of the charge of desertion—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, evidence in support of the claim of Emma C. Nudd for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: Resolutions of a union meeting of the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, Brotherhood of Firemen, Order of 
Railway Conductors, Railway Trainmen, and Telegraphers, held 
in Philadelphia, Pa., June 5, 1898, favoring the passage of the 
anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. a 

Also, memorial of the American Federation of Musicians, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for legislation restraining the Marine Band from 
competing with musical organizations outside of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Resolutions of a joint meeting of loco- 
motive engineers and firemen and railway conductors, trainmen, 
and 3 held in Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the anti- 
scalping bili—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Memorial of the city council of 
the city of New Orleans, La., against the amendment limiting the 


free-delivery system in all of the cities of the United States to a 
number not exceeding four deliveries per day—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions adopted by the Brotherhoods 
of Locomotive Engineers, Firemen, and Trainmen, and Orders of 
Railway Conductors and Telegraphers, in favor of the passage of 
= anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

mmerce. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, June 29, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. = 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 8 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FRYE. I present the petition of Governor Powers, of 
Maine, and a large number of other very distinguished citizens 
of the United States, addressed to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations of the Senate, asking for legislation to provide for arbitra- 
tion, the arbitrators to be the highest courts of the various coun- 
tries. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Henry Howerter and sundry 
other citizens of the United States, representing the Brotherhoods 
of Locomotive Engineers, Firemen, Conductors, and Telegraphers, 
praying for the p of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 3 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Democratic county con- 
vention of Hamilton County, Fla., praying for the imposition of 
an import duty on long-staple cotton; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: : 

i A 1 (S. 4382) granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. Mil- 
er; an 

A bill (H. R. 10316) for the relief of Georgie Smiley. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

1 (H. R. 4283) granting an increase of pension to William 

Murray; s 

A bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Stack; and 

A bill (H. R. 7293) granting a pension to Della E. Spaulding. 


FRANK H, NEWCOMB AND DANIEL B. HODGSDON. 


Mr. FRYE. I report favorably from the Committee on Com- 


merce Senate sont resolution 178, a joint resolution to carry out 
the recommen 


i tions of the President of the United States touch- 
ing certain officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, and I am in- 
structed by that committee to ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 178) 
reco g the gallantry of Frank H. Newcomb, commanding 
the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men; also retiring 
Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for effi- 
cient and meritorious services in command of the cutter Hugh 
McCulloch at Manila. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives ee United States of 
America in Ci ess_assembled, That the thanks of Congress be, and are 
hereby, extended to First Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service, commanding the revenue cutter Hudson, his officers and the men of 
his command, for their intrepid and heroic gallantry in the action at Car- 
denas, Cuba, on the IIth day of May, 1898, when the Hudson rescued the U. 8. 
naval torpedo boat Winslow, in the face of a most galling fire from the ene- 
my's guns, the Winslow being disabled, her captain wounded, her only other 
officer and half her crew killed. The commander of the Hudson kept his ves- 
sel in the very center of the hottest fire of the action, although in constant 
danger of going ashore on account of the shallow water, until finally he 
a line e fast to the Winslow and towed that vessel out of range of the 
enemy's guns; that, in commemoration of this signal act of heroism, First 
Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, Revenue-Cutter Service, be given a gold medal of 
honor, each of his officers a silver m „and each member of his crew a 
bronze medal, of such appropriate design as may be approved by the Secre- 

of the Treasury. S 7 

hat in recognition of the eficient and meritorious services of Capt. Dan- 

iel B. Hodgsdon, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, while in command 
of the U. S. revenue cutter kp McCulloch, under the orders and in coop- 
eration with the fleet commanded by Rear-Admiral Geo: Dewey, United 
States Navy, atthe battle of Manila, on May 1, 1898, and said officer being now 
in the sixty- year ot his age, and mae served continuously for thirty- 
seven years as an officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service, he be placed on the 
rmanent waiting orders or retired list of the Revenue-Cutter Service, on 

e duty pay of his grade. 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE, 


6449 


That the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, ons 


the same hereby is, a 
otherwise appropria! 


The joint resolution was re 
ment, ordered to be engr 
time, and passed. i j 

Mr. FRYE, I ask unanimous consent that the Loy ried 
= rnd relating to this matter may be printed in the 

ECORD, 

There being no objection, the communications were ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

U. S. S. McCuULLOCH, Manila Bay, May 3, 1898. 


ropria out of any money in the 
„ for epee pe Nir A 


rted to the Senate without amend- 
for a third reading, read the third 


Sin: Regarding the taken by this vessel in the naval action of Manila 
ef at Cavité, jay Sunday morning, May 1, 1808, 1 have the honor tosubmit the 
following report: 

Constitut 


the leading vessel of the reserve 8 the McCulloch was, 
when fire opened, advanced as closely as was advisable in rear of our en- 
gaged men-of-war—in fact, to a point where several shells struck close 
aboard and others passed overhead—and kept s slowly to and fro 
ready to render any aid in her power to respond at once to any signal from 


the Olympia. 

A® 4 hawser was gotten up and run aft should assistance be necessary 
in case any of our ships ded. Ata later hour during the aag Epo prior 
to the renewal of the attack by our squadron, I intercepted the tish mail 
steamer Esmeralda, in compliance with a signal from our p. communi- 
cated to her commander your orders in regard to his movements and thence 

ed toresume my former position of the morning, near the fleet, where 
remained until the surrender of the gece I desire to state in conclusion 
that I was ably seconded by the officers and crew of my command in every 
effort made to be in a state of readiness to carry out promptly any order 
a have been signaled from your flagship. à 


tfully, vou 
3 DANIEL B. HODGSDON, 
Captain, Revenue-Cutter Service, Commanding. 
Commodore GEORGE DEWEY, U. S. N., 3 
Commanding United States Naval Force on Asiatic Squadron. 


U. S. S. HUDSON (2), Key West, Fla., May 13, 1808. 


Sin: I have the honor to submit the follo: epore of the participation 
y 8 ee in the engagement with the §; orces at Cardenas on the 
stant: 

At 11.30 a. m., while off the main entrance to Cardenas 8 5 the Hudson 
was ordered by the senior officer present to rears Ese the U. S. S. Wilming- 
ton and the U. S. torpedo boat Winslow inside. three vessels started im- 
mediately, and, after some preliminary soundings to determine the best water, 
passed through Blanco Channel into the Ke and headed for Cardenas. 

About 1 p. m., when abreast of Corogal Point, the Hudson was ordered by 
the comman officer of the U. S. S. Wilmington to “go out and look at 
rmall craft.“ 8 ed over toward Diana Cay and skirted the western shore 
of the bay. Discovered no vessels and observing that the Wilmington and 
Winslow were nearing Cardenas, at 1.35 p. m. steamed toward them at full 
speed. At 1.45, when a little over a mile t from our vessels, saw firing 
commence from the shore, which was 6 by our ships. 
At 1.50, when within range of the shore s, the Hudson opened fire upon 
them with her two ie wpe Observing that the Winslow was quite in- 
shore and to the full strength of the 1 guns, ran up alongside 
of the Wilmington, and asked if we should to her ( Winslow) assistance. 
Received the answer “ Yes,” and immediate: y steamed into the immediate 

and rapid fire from the Hud- 


joined the U. S. S. Af red. 

At 9.15 p. m. the Hudson started for Key West with dispatches for the 
senior officer commanding that station and carrying the dead and wounded 
from the Winslow. Reported to the senior officer commanding at Key West 
at 7.10 on the morning of the 12th instant. The only damage resulting to the 
Hudson during the en ment were a few slight marks from small pro- 

ectiles upon two of the room ventilators and a few bullet marks upon 
he outside of the pilot house plating. One hundred and thirty-five shells 
were fired from the two 6-pounders during the action. 
Respectfully, yours, 
FRANK H. NEWCOMB, 
First Lieutenant, R. C. S, Commanding. 


Hon. SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. C. 


(Through senior officer commanding nayal station, Key West, Fla.) 


NAvy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 15, 1898. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th 
instant, and to forward herewith a copy of the report na aspen I regret 
that inadvertently a copy of this letter was not forwarded to you immedi- 
ately after it was received. 

e rescue of the Winslow by the Hudson was so gallantly done, in the face 
of a most galling fire, that First Lieut. Frank H. Newcomb, Revenue-Cutter 
Service. commanding, his officers and men, deserve the warmest commenda- 
tion. The Winslow was riddled with shell, disabled, ee anting onto 
the beach into the hands of the enemy, her captain wounded, her only other 
officer and half of her crew killed, but the Hudson courageously remained by 
her in the very center of the hottest fire of the action, eager in constant 
danger of gone: achore on account of the shallow water, until finally a line 
to the 


Was made Winslow and that vessel towed out of range of the ene- 
my's 
Ferg respectfully, 


JOHN D. LONG, 
Secretary. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
U. S. STEAMER HUDSON, Key West, Fla., June 16, 1898. 


Sır: For the better information of the Department, I have the honor to 
submit the following supplementarv report containing certain facts relat- 
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i all, all undergoing the same 


ing to the part taken by this vessel in the late engagement at Cardenas on 
the llth ultimo, which were omitted in the hasty preparation ot my report 
ofthedlstultimo. > 

The injuries sustained by the Hudson from the enemy’s projectiles were 
as follows: The hull was struck in two places below the rds on the star- 
board side, and two places on the port side, one below the guards, and the 
other on the after Alling pien between the guards, evidently by a pers of a 
large projectile, as it left quite a deep dent in the hard wood. No damage 
resulted from the other places struck, beyond knocking off the paint and 
scaling the iron at the points of contact. 

The rudder on the port side, where it joins the stock, was struck once, with 
similar results. The forward fireroom ventilator on the starboard side, above 
the upper deck, was struck four times, one only resulting in a perforation 
three-fourths of an inch in diameter. The after ventilator on the same side 
was struck once and perforated, the hole being about one-half of an inch in 


diameter. 
The after end of the pilot house was spattered with numerous small pieces 
of lead, each of which was buried out of sight in the wood. The li 


ht 
work of the cabin was shaken and shattered more or less by the fire of the 
after F while windows, lamp shades, and other fragile articles were 
smas 


During the action 135 rounds were fired from the two 6-pounder guns. 
The Colt automatic gun on the upper deck was not used, its fire being re- 


served for short range in case the vessel became disabled and drifted near 


the shore. 

Second Lieut. W. H. Scott was in of the after 6-pounder and Third 
Lieut. E. E. Mead of the forward one. e coolness and intrepidity mani- 
fested by these ee in handling their respective gun crews and tak- 
ing advantage of every favorable opportunity to get in an effective shot at 
the enemy, and their efforts under the most trying circumstances to run 
lines to the disabled Winslow, are deserving of the highest commendation. 

The professional skill and promptness displayed by Mr. N. E. Cutchin, the 
engineer (first assistant) in charge, in responding to the constant and excit- 
ing demands ya the machinery in maneuvering the vessel, merit unstinted 
pee Not the slightest hitch or delay of any kind occurred in the work- 

gs of his department, and the su issue of the day's operations was 
oe heap due in a great measure to his efforts and those of the men un- 

er 8 

Whenever the services of Second Asst. Engineer T. D. Lewton could be 
spared from the ic eas and fire rooms he cheerfully repaired to the piet 
house, where his aid in locating the other vessels and the direction of the 
enemy's guns in the midst of the dense smoke from the Hudson’s guns whichat 
times prevailed was of the utmost nee. 

Each and every member of the crew, from the boatswain down to Moses 
Jones, the colored boy, who attached himself to the after gun and never 
failed to have a shell ready when it was needed, did his whole duty, cheer- 
fully and without the least hesitation. This appears the more remarkable 
in view of the fact that none of them had ever been under fire before, and 
that the guns were without protection or shelter of sy fea They deserve 
the most substantial recognition in the power of the Government for their 
heroic services upon this occasion. 

I take pleasure in testifying to the remarkable bravery displayed by Lieu- 
tenant Bernadou and the men of the Wi: and consider it as one of the 
greatest privileges of my life to have been an eye witness of their conduct 
at a time when many men would have felt justified in abandoning all h 
a such officers and such men the American nation may well be proud of 
i avy. 


Respectfully, yours, 
oe FRANK H. NEWCOMB, 
First Lieutenant, Revenue-Cutter Service, Commanding. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C. 
SINKING OF THE MERRIMAC, 


Mr. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report a 
joint resolution, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 179) tendering the thanks of Congress 
to Assistant Naval Constructor Richmond Pearson Hobson and 
to the volunteer crew of the Merrimac, and authorizing the trans- 
fer of Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson from the Construction 
Corps to the line of the United States Navy, was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length: 


Resolved vy me Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in assembled, That the thanks of Congressare due, and are 


hereby tendered. to Assistant Naval Constructor Richmond Pearson Hobson, 
and to the volunteer crew of the collier Merrimac, for extraordinary heroism 
displayed by them in running the Merrimac into the mouth of the harbor of 
Santiago, Cuba, on the 3d instant, and dexterously sinking said vessel in the 
channel; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to bestow upon 


Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson and the men of said crew bronze med- 
als of honor of suitable design. 


Sec. 2. That in further recognition of this signal act of gallantry on the 

of Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson, the President is here 5 

d to transfer that officer from the Construction Corps to the line of the 

United States Navy, and to promote him to such position therein as, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, he may determine. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to say something in 
regard to Mr, Hobson before the joint resolution just passed goes 
from the consideration of the Senate. 

It is true that when a commander of a large army wins a great 
battle under circumstances that call for special honor to him, all 
we do, and all we can do, is to thank him and the officers and 
soldiers under his command, without namingthem. Butitseems 
to me that where a deed of special heroism has been done, for which 
all the persons who took part in it volunteered, which was not in 
the ordinary course of nel Pk and there were but seven in 

, all suffering the same severity 
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of consequences, the names of the whole seven should be men- 


Mr. HALE, 
tioned spony in the joint resolution as well as the name of | tions before we get 


Hobson é 

This is one of the great marks of honor which this world has to 
give. It is the greatest single mark of honor which this world has 
to give. A hundred years, five hundred years, hence the descend- 
ants of these seven men will read and know that their ancestors 
performed this deed and received this mark of the gratitude of the 
country with a pride which no ducal coronet or strawberry leaf of 
earl or marquis can ee. 

I hope the Senator who reported the joint resolution will let it 
be reconsidered and permit the other seven men to be named by 


name. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I fully agree with the views 
expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts, and having in 
view the same object, I have procured from the Erta of the 
Navy the names of the men who were on board the Merrimac 
when she was sunk in the harbor of Santiago de Cuba. I there- 


fore ask that the names be read. They can at least be in 
the RECORD, i 

Mr. HALE. This matter can be very easily reached. The 
President of the United States, who is presumed to be keenly 


alive to the proprieties of such an occasion, in sending his mes- 
sage in followed the Po sapien in such cases, and did not name 
these gallant men, doing as is commonly done, mentioning the 
commanding officer, with a reference to the brave men. I sent to 
the Navy Department and asked the Secretary to frame a bill 
that would be proper and in accordance with the precedents, and 
he, like the President, being presumed to be alive to the fitness of 
what should be done, inclosed to me the joint resolution which I 
reported this morning. 

i do not feel that anybody has lacked in the case because the 
case for these men has not been presented in the elegant way the 
Senator from Massachusetts has presented it. I presume all of 
us realize as he does the services that they rendered, 

I will move to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed, and then if the Senator from California desires 
to amend by substituting the names he may do so, because I shall 
not oppa that amendment. I only say that the joint resolution 
was offered after the fashion which has sae id obtained in such 
cases. I do not remember that the names of the parties who were 
with Cushing in his exploit in blowing up the Albemarle, although 
very few, were putin. But I do not object to the names being 
put in now if any Senator desires. 

Mr. SPOONER, They onght to have been named, because they 
are now almost for i! “ppe there is not a member of 
this body who could name one of them. 

Mr. HALE. We have the information. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know you have. 

Mr. HALE. The information comes from the Navy Depart- 
ment. Imovetoreconsider the votes by which the joint resolution 
was ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, being in charge of the joint resolution, I 
move to insert the names of the individuals as reported from the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lask to have the names read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the names. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Daniel Montague, chief master at arms on the New York. 

ponte Charrette, gunner's mate, first class, on the New York, 

J. E. hy, coxswain on the Towa. 

8 coxswain on the 3 eee 

Francis Kelly, water tender of the Merrimac. 

Randolph Clausen, co: on the New York. 

Mr. HALE. Now letthe Secretary read the names as an amend- 
ment to the joint resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the language of the resolu- 
tion, so that I may indicate where the amendment comes in, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That tho thanks of Congress are due, and are hereby tendered, to Assistant 
Naval Constructor Richmond Pearson Hobson and to the volunteer crew of 
the collier Merrimac— 

Mr. HALE, After the words and to” put in the names, and 
then follow by the description, the volunteer crew,” etc. 

Mr. . I wish to ask if it is the intention to give the 
thanks of Congress individually to men in the Navy? 

Mr. HALE. That is what is proposed. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is a new principle. 

Mr. HALE. It is entirely anew principle. 

Mr. SEWELL. It was never done in the history of the country 
before, and it is something that will trouble us in the future. 
There are plenty of acts of gallantry in the Army and Navy. 
After that principle has been established here I think it will be 
looked upon as a precedent and will probably trouble us in the 
future. But I shallnot make any point, 


I this Chamber will be filled with applica- 


h. 

Mr. WHITE. If that is the case, there will be no disaster. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me say one word. I should like to be troubled, 
Jam sure, in exactly this Tanana I should like to see this Cham- 
ber filled with the names of this class of heroes. This is not the 
case of persons taken into action under the ordinary laws of war 
by their superiors. It is a case of seven men volunteering for 
their death, and every one of them has the same title to personal 

atitude and personal honor as the man who commanded them. 

t is the distinction. I do not think those cases will occur so 
as to trouble us. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr.SEWELL. Mr. I have some anxiety on this sub- 
ject, because I do not like to make precedents of this kind without 
some discussion and some deliberation. I do not want to be car- 
ried away with an enthusiastic desire to reward everybody on the 
same basis. No one has a higher regard for heroism than I have, 
but I have a higher d for the rank and file and the men who 
compose the Army and Navy. They are all heroes. There are no 
cowards amongst the American Army and Navy. There is no des- 


perate un ing where a commanding officer will call for men 
but Spe they will step to the front one hundred for one that is re- 
quired. 2 


We have not heretofore been honoring these men in this way. 
We have given those serving as enlisted men promotion; we have 
given them pay; we have given them medals of honor; but we 
never before have given to anybody but.a commissioned officer the 
thanks of Congress. In these days you find regiments and crews 
made up of every class of society. e darling of the parlor, the 
athlete at Yale, Harvard, or Princeton, are lined y on the 
picket line before Santiago with the farmer and the mechanic, 
each equal, each claiming no more right as an American citizen, 
and each anxious and eager for the fray. 

It is the most sublime spectacle, I say to the Senate of the United 
States, that ever has been witnessed that our very best blood, our 
brightest young men, claim the right of citi ip to the extent 
that a go to the front line of battle and vie with anybody and 
everybody, no matter from what rank of society. They claim no 
exemptions. Hundreds of them are serving in the ranks who have 
asked for no commissions; but they take their rifles in their hands 
and their hundred rounds of ammunition and say, Give usa lift 
to the front.” 

Iam sorry, however, that the joint resolution is to take the shape 

which has been proposed. I think the precedents of a hundred 
years ought not to be broken without some consideration. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I am sorry to see the Senator 
from New Jersey take such an antiquated view of this case. It 
was said of the Duke of Wellington in his Peninsular campaign 
that no matter what act of heroism a private or a noncommis- 
sioned officer in the English army might have performed, hisname 
was never mentioned in the dispatches, because it was considered 
unmilitary and unwarli 

Mr. President, we do not want any such doctrine established in 
this country. The idea that it is a sacrilege to mention the name 
of a private soldier or a sailor who commits an act of heroism and 
have his name go down to posterity along with his officer's is some- 
thing hostile and inimical to the spirit and gontas of American 
institutions. I think at this date no man ought to advocate any 
such idea. There are as big heroes in the ranks as there are wear- 
ing shoulder straps, and it is our duty to hand their names down 
to posterity. : 

Every one of these seven sailors, just as much as in the case of 
Lieutenant Hobson, took his life in his hand, Every one of them 
felt that he was going to certain death. To stand up here and 
say that we have no right to hand the names of those heroes down 
to phery is something that I trust will never be heard again 
before the American people. 

Mr. HALE. Now let the amendment be read. I do not think 
any Senator will object. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the word to, in line 3 of the 
joint resolution: s 

Daniel Montague, chief master at arms on the New York. 

George Charrette, gunner's mate, first-class, on the New York. 

J. E. urphy, coxswain on the Iowa. _ 

George F. ips, — eee Merrimac. 

Francis Kelly, water tender of the Merrimac. 

Randolph Clausen, coxswain on the New York, 

Mr. HALE, What is the description following? 

The SECRETARY. Then would follow a comma and the words: 

The volunteer crew of the collier Merrimac, for extraordinary heroism dis- 
played by, them in running the Merrimac into the mouth of Santiago, Cuba, 
on instant. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 
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Mr. HALE, That is the list sent by Ses Navy Department in 
response to a request from the Naval Committee to furnish these 
names, and I have no doubt it is accurate. I hope that as amended 
the joint resolution will be passed. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 

Mr, HALE, The Senator from California will not object? 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to occupy but one minute. The reason 
why I presented these names to the Senate to be incorporated in 
the joint resolution is because if it is establishing a precedent it 
is one that each one of us may well venerate. I would not detract 


one iota from the heroism of Lieutenant Hobson, who stood upon | Inspec 


the bridge of that ship and directed her course into the harbor, 
but whether he won or fell he was there making a name for him- 
self which shall endure in the annals of history alongside that of 
Paul Jones, Decatur, and Farragut. 

But 20 feet below him in the hold of that ship there were a 
stoker shoveling coal into the furnace and an engineer with his 
hand upon the throttle valve; inclosed in an iron casket, in dense 
darkness, relieved only by the glare of the furnace fires, stood 
these brave men ishi 
out the assistance of those two men that onip poua never have 
been conducted into the harbor of Santiago. There was nothing 
to tell them what was transpiring on the decks above them, while 
they did know the steamer was passing among sunken torpedoes, 
with shells from the forts flying around them, which, if struck, 
would send them into eternity without any possible chance to 
scape to the surface of the water where they could swim for their 


ves, 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator have any doubt that if 
Lieutenant Hobson himself could vote upon this question he 
would desire to have these names embodied in the joint resolution? 

Mr. PERKINS. I believe he would desire to have it done. I 
believe, hero as he is, he would do justice to those who were co- 
operating with him in that gallant deed. 

I fully subscribe to the sentiment of the Senator from New 
Jersey that there are heroes in the ranks, that there are heroes in 
the fireroom. The way for us to recognize their heroism is by 
this little tribute, this testimonial, in mentioning their names in 
this roll of honor. I would rather have my name mentioned 
there than to possess all the wealth of the richest man in this 
city. Therefore I say it isa ent we can well afford to es- 
tablish. I hope before the end of the war the Senator from New 
Jersey will stand alongside of mewith his votes and cast them for 
the 400 who volunteered to aes the Merrimac if an opportunity is 
presented where they may distinguish themselves as did Lieuten- 
ant Hobson and the gallant men who were with him on the Mer- 
rimac. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let the amendment be agreed to. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the joint resolution be ordered 
to be 5 Soe for a third reading and read the third time? 

Mr. PETTUS. Ihave never heard the joint resolution read in 
connection with the amendment. I should like to hear it all read. 

Mr. HALE. Let the entire joint resolution be read, 

Mr. MILLS. Letit be read as amended. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution as amended, as follows: 


Charre first class, on the NewYork; J. E. Murphy, 
on the Jowa; Osborne De coxswain on the Merrimac; George F. Phillips, 
machinist, first class, on errimac; Francis Kelly, water tender of the Merri- 


collier Merrimac, for extraordinary heroism y in ru the 

Merrimac into the mouth of the harbor of San O, Cuba, on the 3d instant, 

and dexterously sinking said vessel in the channel; and the Secretary of the 

Navy is hereby authorized to bestow upon Assistant Naval Constructor Hob- 

son and the men of said crew bronze medals of honor of suitable * 
SEO. 2. That in further recognition of this act of Fg ees e 

of Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson, the t is hereby auth 

to transfer that officer from the ction Corps to the line of the United 

States Navy, and to promote him tosuch therein as, by and withthe 


advice and consent of the Senate, he may determine. 


Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
it is customary in cases of this kind to send to the beneficiaries a 
copy of the resolutions adopted. 

r. HALE. The 5 without the direction of Con- 
gress, does that invariably at once. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 4715) relative to the Corps of Engineers of the Army. 

The message also announced that the House had with 
amendments the bill (S. 4809) to increase the efficiency of the 

artermaster's Department of the Army; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 


the motive power to the vessel. With- | 6896 


and had appointed Mr. Huu, Mr. Marsu, and Mr, SULZER man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed with 
an amendment the bill (S. 4810) to increase the efficiency of the 
Subsistence 8 of the Army; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HULL, Mr. GRIFFIN, and Mr. Cox managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10424) to provide for a temporary increase in the 
tor-General’s Department of the Army; 

A an (H. R. 10561) to increase the force of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment; . 

A bill (H. R. 10685) fixing pay and allowances of chaplains for 
volunteer SL Sete and 

A bill (H. R. 10805) to amend an act relating to pay of volun- 
teer soldiers. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
) ting appropriations for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1899, and 
for other purposes, agrees to the further conference asked for by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. Lrr- 
TLE managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House further insists upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 13, 14, 
186, 222, and 223 to the bill (H. R. 8428) making appropriations for 
sundry civil of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1899, and for other purposes; agrees to the further confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE, and Mr. SAYERS managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The m further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4936) for the 
allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the 
Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act approved March 
8, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for other 

urposes; agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 

greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 

Mr. Manon, Mr. OTJEN, and Mr. RICHARDSON managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to resume the consideration of 
the deficiency appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10691) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for 
other 5 
Mr. E. There are several matters which haye come in 
a the bill was framed, I move to insert, on page 4, after line 


Reimbursement of the German Trade and Plantation Company, of Ham- 
burg, at Apia, Samoa: To reimburse the German Trade and Plantation Com- 
nburg, 


pany of Ham in A Samoa, for losses sustained by them from th 
dats ogalty drawn on the Secretary of State by Wil. 


yment of 
Churchill, late consul-general at Apia, Samoa, and purporting to be on 
ting $1,800.00, with intor- 


business of the United States Government, aggrega .60, 
est thereon at the rate of 8 per cent per annum to the date of payment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 7, line 7, I move to strike out $1,332.69” 
and insert 81, 564. 74; so as to read: 7 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the a ria 52 $ 
re of h pprope i tion Contingent expenses, Treasury Department: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 16, line 12, I move to strike out all of the 
clause after the “in force” in the following words: “to 
remain ayailable during the fiscal year 1899;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Prevention of i: To enable the President of the United States, in 
case of threatened or actual epidemic of llow fever, ec ee 
—5 tho 


bubonic plague or Chinese plague, or black death. to aid State 
boards, or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and ips yeti 
— . — of the same; and in such emergency, in the execution of any quaran- 

e laws which may be then in force, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. All these amendments are estimates that have 
come in from the Department since the bill wasframed. On page 
23, after line 4, I move to insert: 

aps pins and printing: 
For labor and expenses of engraving and printing: For salaries of all neces- 


sary clerks and employees other than plate printers and plate printers’ as- 
ade to be expended under the direc of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


For wages of plate printers, at piece rates to be fixed by the Secretary of 
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the 8 not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including 
the wages of printers’ assistants at $1.25 a Bs each, when employed, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, $10,000. 

2 — engravers’, printers’, and other materials, except distinctive paper, 
and for miscellaneous 5 be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

Mr. HALE. On page 24, after line 2, I move to insert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay the East Side 
Construction 5 of Toledo, Ohio. a account of thelr contract. dated 
January 21, 1899, for the pile foundations for two beacons, the sum of $1,521.41 
from the peng pay of $20,000 made by the sundry civil act for 1896, for 
Maumee Range Light Station, Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. oe 4 

Mr. HALE. On page 31 reference to an additional document is 
to be inserted. In line 10, after the words “two hundred and 
ninety-nine,” I move to insert the words and three hundred and 
nineteen;” and in lines 11 and 12 I move to strike out $7,159.40” 
and insert ‘‘ $8,711.20;” so as to read: 

J ents: For the ent of judgments, including costs, t the 
pene Columbia, eat forth on page 7, House ment No. 319, and in 
House Document No. 480, and in Senate Document No. 299 and 319, of this 
session, $8,711.20, ther with a further sum to pay the interest on said judg- 
ments, as provided by law, from the date the same became due until date of 


payment. 

The amendment was agreed to, ‘ 

Mr. HALE. On page 32, after line 17, I move to insert: 

Industrial Home School: For amount required for sewerage for new build- 
ing, tocontinue available during the fiscal year 1899, $1,610.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. HALE. Now, going back to page 2, after line 7, I move to 
insert: a 

To make the salaries of the Second and Third Assistant Secretaries of State 
$4,500 each for the fiscal year 1899, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. HALE. On page 36, after line 3, [move to insert: 
Payment to owners of canal boat W. H. Smith: That the supervisor of the 
rothers Com- 


harbor of New York is authorized to pay to the Whitehead 

ny, of the city of New York, the sum of $228 for damages to the canal boat 
i i. Smith, owned by the said company, which said canal boat was injured 
in collision with the U. S, steam tug Argus, May 29, 1898, said collision bein 
without fault on the part of said company or any of its employees; the sai 
amount to be paid from any funds A for the prevention of ob- 
structing and injurious deposits within the harbor and acent waters of 
New York City. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

Mr. HALE. On page 38, after line 25, I move to insert: 

Marion Branch, at Marion. Ind.: For transportation, namely: For trans- 
portation of members of the Home, fiscal year 1898, not to exceed $125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out line 26 at the bottom of page 
88, downtoand including line 9, onpage39, inthe following words: 

That the jurisdiction over the places purchased for the location of any of 
the Branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers is hereby 
ceded to the respective States in which said Branches are located, and relin- 
quished by the United States; and the United States shall claim or exercise 
no nrisdiction over said places after the of this act: Provided, That 
no’ contained herein shall be construed to impair the powers and rights 
heretofore conferred upon the Board of ee or the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in and over said p 

The amendment was agreed to. f, 

Mr. HALE. On page 40, after line 16, I move to insert: 

Improvement of Pearl Harbor: For purchase, by condemnation or other- 


wise, of not less than 800 acres of land, at not ex ing $50 per acre, in Pearl 


Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, for a coaling and repair station, $10,009, and for 


dred the bar in said harbor, to secure a channel of not less than 30feetin 
deor 8105.000; in all, $145,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator object to my asking him a 
question about this amendment? ; 

Mr. HALE. I am always pleased to hear the Senator's perti- 
nent question. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not be impertinent, I can assure the 
Senator. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I will listen to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. What struck me about the amendment was 
the peculiarity of it. I presume in all probability Hawaii is to 
become a part of the United States, but it is not a part of the 
United States now, and the question which I wanted to ask the 
Senator was upon what theory, in advance of the acquisition of 
Hawaii by the United States, are we to pass acts providing for 
condemning land beyond the jurisdiction of this country? 

Mr. HALE, This is a matter which has been investigated by 
the Department. In a full report, which I have in my hand, 
statements are given showing that this is a desirable place. In 
framing the amendment I thought it desirable that it shall not be 
left to condemnation, and if Hawaii is not annexed that the Gov- 
ernment may have the op] rtunity to purchase at private sale, if 
it can do so, at a reasonable rate, to be approved by the Hawaiian 
Government, this valuable and important part of the harbor of 
Honolulu, 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it not be better legislation for the 
Senator to make his amendment hypothetical and provide for the 
condemnation if Hawaii should be annexed? . 


Mr. HAWLEY. If it should be practicable. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it shall be practicable, or if it shall become 
a part of the United States. 

r. HALE. I have no objection to the alternative, of course. 
As the Senator will see, it really does cover that; but I have no 
objection to the insertion, after “condemnation,” of the words 
ik the same be practicable.” Those words may be inserted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not object to that. As the amendment 
now stands it is simply ridiculous. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from Maine 
whether it would not be better simply to make an appropriation 
of $40,000 for the acquisition of the land. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; that would not answer. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Why not? 

Mr. SPOONER. For this reason: You can not compel anybody 
to sell. It is a mere matter of contract. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course you can not, but if you give 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me finish, please. If the United States 
acquires Hawaii and desires for governmental purposes certain 
land which the owner is not willing to sell, there must be author- 
ity in the officer to condemn it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. But if it could be procured by private con- 
tract, there would then be an appropriation by which it could be 
. and that could be done by simply making an appropria- 

ion. 

Mr. HALE, I really think the matter covers the point sug- 
gested by the Senator from Wisconsin in being left in the alter- 
native. If it can not be done by condemnation, and if Hawaii 
does not pass under our jurisdiction, then the Department can 
see if it can not purchase at this rate. The limitation has been 
put on because the danger is that an attempt will be made to put 
the price up extravagantly. I think everything the Senator has 
in mind is covered by the provision as it is now, although I have 
no objection to the insertion of the words “if the same be prac- 
ticable“ after ‘‘ condemnation.” Of course it will not be practi- 
cable if we do not annex the islands. I would not like to have 
the whole scheme fall, and if the Government can get by private 
negotiation from Hawaiian owners the 800 acres at $50 per acre, 
subject to the a sai of the Hawaiian Government, it would be 
a good thing to do. 

r. SPOONER, 1 agree entirely with the Senator from Maine 
that a mere N is not adequate, because if we should 
annex Hawaii, and the owner of the property were unwilling to 
sell, the Government would be for the time being powerless. 

Mr. HALE. And at his mercy. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, at his mercy; and it would be necessary 
that there should be authority and power for condemnation. But 
the point which I make is that it seems like very sloppy legisla- 
tion—to use no milder expression—to provide without qualifica- 
tion for the condemnation of land in what at the time this bill is 
passed is a foreign territory beyond the jurisdiction of the United 
States, where, from the standpoint of to-day, we have no more 
right to exercise the power of condemnation than we would have 
to exercise it in England. 

Mr. HALE. The committee thought that the words to acquire 
by condemnation or otherwise” would cover the point by private 
pee. gps te and purchase; but, asI have said, I have no objection, 
and I think it will be a good thing, in view of what the Senator 
says, to insert after the word ‘‘ condemnation” the words if the 
same be practicable.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishould like to have the Senator from Maine 
tell us, if he has the statement there or the document there, as to 
whether, when Pearl Harbor was ceded to the Government of the 
United States by the Hawaiian Government, there were any con- 
ditions in regard to the banks of the harbor or the land or any- 
thing around it. Did they cede anything else? 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They ceded no rights? 

Mr. HALE. The cession was very incomplete. 

5 TILLMAN. Were no rights ceded along with the harbor 
itself? 

Mr. HALE. I do not think so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Have you a copy there of the treaty ceding 
Pearl Harbor? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not. S 

Mr. WHITE. The Government of Hawaii could not, of course, 
cede any private right. There are loose ideas prevailing about 
these things, and many people imagine that if we annex the 
Hawaiian Islands we will own all the private property. Ofcourse 
the Hawaiian Government could not cede away the property of 
its citizens if the ceded lands were in private ownership. All 
that was done by the treaty of cession was merely to give to us 
the governmental rights, such as they were. We have the right 
to take Pearl Harbor; but the Government of Hawaii did not cede 
any private property in the neighborhood, and could not have 
done so. 

Mr. DAVIS. Wherever there was any private property no at- 
tempt was made by the treaty to make any cession of it. 
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Mr. HALE, Ihave not the language of the treaty here, but it 
was expected and was in view, that if anything was done accom- 
panying the cession, then the Government of the United States 
would proceed to acquire private title and ownership. p> 

Mr. ILLMAN. But did not the Government of Hawaii cede 
jurisdiction over whatever land might be purchased or obtained 
in a lawful way by this Government? 

Mr. HALE. Precisely. That was all the Government could 
do. I almost used that word. By the treaty it ceded jurisdiction. 
Therefore the United States Government might come in and do 
what is proposed by this amendment and buy the property of the 


private owners. k 
. SPOONER. Where there are private owners. 
Mr. HALE, Yes; where there are private owners. 


Mr. SPOONER. This was private ownership at the time the 
treaty or the t was made. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The property around Pearl Harbor is all 
owned by private ies, and all that is suitable for this purpose 
is own by an Englishman named Campbell.. We were told 
that a portion of it could be bought for $75 an acre; but Mr. 
Campbell, in talking. to me, said that it could not be bought for 
anything like that sum. He said he would want very much more 
for it. f do not believe that a title can be secured from him ex- 
cept by condemnation. He is a very bitter antiannexationist. 
Further than that, there is nothing in the treaty which cedes any 
of the shore. We simply have the right to enter and use Pearl 
Harbor, without an inch of its shore line. Mr. Campbell owns 
the fishing rights, which give him title to the entrance of the 
harbor; and we should have to deal with him before we could 
even dredge it out or do anything else. His cession was given 
years and years ago; and you can not dredge the harbor until you 
first deal with him. 

Further than that, we own to-day a harbor better than Pearl 
Harbor ever will be. You can not enter Pearl Harbor in storms 
unless you build great breakwaters that will cost millions. It 
opens right upon the sea. We have a harbor in Kiska, in the 
Aleutian chain, a thousand miles nearer Manila and nearer Hong- 
kong than is Pearl Harbor, and that harbor is better than Pearl 
Harbor ever will be; and if we are going to improve any harbor, 
why not improve a harbor of our own? Kiska Harbor, which we 
own, is but 3,700 miles from Manila, while Pearl Harbor is 5,000 
miles from Manila; and while all our ships can carry coal enough 
to go from Kiska to Manila, over half of our ships of war can not 
carry coal enough to go from Pearl Harbor to Manila, We will 
never use Pearl Harbor, as it does not command the shores of any 
country and is useless for naval purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read as modified. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Maine permit the Sen- 
se from South Dakota to answer a question which I wish to 

ut 
y Mr. HALE. The Senator has taken his seat. 

Mr. TILLMAN, But he is so well posted that I should like to 
know from him; or if the Senator from Maine chooses, he can 
answer. I want to know who is responsible for that glorious 
treaty of cession to this Government of Pearl Harbor, by which 
we received that valuable sheet of water, and spent $2,000,000 
since the time the reciprocity treaty was entered into? Can the 
Senator from Maine state that? I want to know what the situa- 
tion is, and who it was that perpetrated that joke upon the Amer- 
ican people. 

Mr, HALE. The United States, of course, is responsible for it. 
There is enough responsibility to be distributed over several indi- 
viduals. I do not know who the individuals are. I ask that the 
Secretary may read the amendment as it has been modified. 

80 VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modifled will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to insert: 

Improvement of Pearl Harbor: For purchase by condemnation, if the same 
be practicable, or otherwise, of not less than 800 acres of land, at not exceed- 
ing $50 per acre, at Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, for a coaling and repair 
station, $40,000. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest that there be inserted before the word 
eee: the words ‘‘should hereafter become.” 

r. HALE. Rather than take any time about it, I will accept 
those words, too. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. It wili be just the same then as it is now. 

Mr. BACON. There is a much better reason for accepting it 
than that statement of the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. All 17 let the words be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think this is the proper time for the Senator 
from Maine to let us understand the exact character of our title 
to Pearl Harbor, If we are going to appropriate money to con- 
demn ei exc 3 and to make proper . we 
ought to have a perfect and complete title to the harbor, What 
is the character of our title? 


Mr. HALE. That has been already stated, Mr. President. We 
have it only by the cession in that treaty. If the Senator will 
refer to the treaty, it will show. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is that a permanent cession? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a grant. The treaty uses the word 
“grant,” and there is no limit to its duration. 

Mr. No limitation as to time or as to estate? 

Mr. SPOONER. No limit whatever. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified is be- 
fore the Senate. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment as modified. 

Mr. LINDSAY. A book recently published by an officer in the 
Navy, which purports to be published by the authority of the 
Navy Department, as I recollect, argues that Pearl Harbor can 
not be defended by fortifications that do not also include the 
defense of the harbor at Honolulu. I will ask the Senator from 
Maine whether this matter has been investigated, whether this 
condemnation, should it become practicable, will really put us in 

ion of the land to enable us to erect fortifications to protect 
earl Harbor? 

Mr. HALE. The last investigation tends to show that this is 
the best place to purchase land in the harbor. Of course the de- 
tails have got to be managed by the Department. The Depart- 
ment, on investigation, sent us in the past full reports, to be found 
in Executive Document No. 394, in favor of this particular place. 
There is this about it that everybody understands, that unless we 
do appropriate the money and give the Department a chance to see 
and investigate Pearl Harbor, and encounter this warlike English- 
man, nothing will be done. I do not know that anything will 
come out of it, but under the circumstances, I think it would be 
well for Congress to put this money in the hands of the Secretary 
of the Navy, so that he may see if anything can come out of it. 
If the Senate opposes this amendment and strikes it out and lets 
it all go, I think it would be wise, under present conditions, with 
the amendments suggested by the Senator. from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], to put this 
money into the hands of the Secretary of the Navy, and see what 
he can do with it. That is all there is aboutit. Ihave no feeling 
about it if the Senate does not want to do it. 

Mr. PASCO, I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if the 
appropriation which is pn osed here is the first effort which has 
been made to improve thi ‘bor? 

Mr. HALE. No; we have made small appropriations from time 
to time, but it has not been considered desirable, because the mat- 
ter was not so 8 pressing was not imminent—and this, per- 
bape, is the first real move in the direction of acquiring the land. 

r. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from Maine when the title 
to this private property surrounding Pearl Harbor was acquired? 
Was it at the time of the negotiation of the treaty whereby the 
United States acquired Pearl Harbor? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know; and that is not essential. If the 
Secretary is given this money and goes to work, and if we annex 
Hawaii and proceed to condemn, or if we do not annex and we 
seek to buy, then the whole question as to who had the title at 
the time of the treaty, or who has the title now, would be looked 
into. Ido not know about that, and I do not care how that is. 
The Government has got to go there. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Government should find that it was not 
private property at the time this grant was made and passed, there 
would be no condemnation. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, there would be no condemnation. 

Mr. SPOONER. In other words, it only gives authority to do 
whatever may be necessary. 

Mr. HALE. It endows the Government with authority to go 
on and see if they can purchase this land if it is desirable. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to ask the Senator if our title to Pearl 
Harbor is not disputed? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know whether or not it is disputed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it not claimed upon the one hand that we 
have an indefeasible title, and upon the other that our title is 
temporary, a mere easement, which will expire with the reci- 
F now in existence between this Government and 

awali? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not understand that the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment makes any contest as to the title of the United States, but I 
will say the title we have got is substantially nothing; it is in the 
air; it is floating; it is nebulous, until something more is done in 
the way of acquiring land and rights. It is of no account to us 
unless we do authorize the Government to take such steps as this 
amendment provides for. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did not Mr. Bayard hold that our right of posses- 
sion would expire with the treaty? 

Mr. HALE. have not followed Mr. Bayard’s declarations with 
that care which would enable me to say just what he has held in 
regard to that matter. 

. ALLEN. That is my impression, 

Mr. HALE. That may be. 
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Mr. ALLEN. He held, in the correspondence with the proper 
authorities of Hawaii, that our title or right of possession to 
Pearl Harbor would expire with the reciprocity treaty with that 
country. 

Mr. Mr. President, Mr. — was very careful in the 
exercise of the duties of his office, i 
weight; but I do not understand that really and substantially that 
contention is made with any force by the Hawaiian Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I take it the Senator from Maine, i 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, has complete knowledge 
of the character of our possessions and of our title to Pearl Harbor. 
Therefore I submitthis observation, that it is not wise to purchase 

and make improvements or to purchase interests and make 

improvements on property to which we have no title and where 

= title may be lost to us through litigation or in some other 
orm. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator may be certain if there is any ques- 
tion of that kind, and we do not get a tive, and actual 
title that will enable us to take n and use and dredge and 
make complete that harbor, nothin, g will be done with this money. 

Mr. ALLEN Have any appropriations heretofore been e 
to improve this harbor? 

Mr. HALE. Only in small amounts for the purpose of general 
improvements; but nothing has come of it. 
aa ALLEN . Is the harbor capable of receiving a vessel at 


Mr. HALE. I do not know. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask the Senator if the water at the mouth of 
the harbor at Pearl reefs is to exceed 3 or 4 feet ? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know about that parti point; but 
this provision provides for such dredging as will make the en- 
trance complete and passable. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the dredging that must be done, I under- 
sisng, outs ordinary dredging of dirt or sand, but the blast- 
ing of roc 


. FAULKNER. It is coral. 
Mr. HALE, It is for whatever is necessary, whether 
rock or sand. There is no limitation w. ver. 
Mr. ALLEN. Of course to blast out rocks and remove them 
would be much more expensive than ordi dredging. + 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. There is a small coral reef that has to be taken 
out. It is not rock in the sense of granite, or basalt, or anything 
of that kind. Then there is a quantity of sand to be removed, 
which has drifted in and is held there by the reef. It is not a very 
expensive thing to open the mouth of harbor, but it is a very 
easy thing to do. 

I should like to say further that acest B. a map pub- 
lished by the Department of Pearl Harbor, which the Senator can 


get if he desires, showing who owns the pieces of land that are | chase 


esirable. I have seen that map. Ido not know whether the 
committee have it or not. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator states the matter substantially as I 
understand it to be. The mouth of this harbor is blocked by coral 
reef, or by a stone formation of some kind, and that stone forma- 
tion must be blasted or removed before it will be possible for an 
ordinary vessel to go into the harbor. The harbor proper is filled 


up largely with sand, that must be removed, and it will require | 8 


the construction of heavy breakwaters to prevent the entrance of 
sand there thereafter. $ 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senator will permit me to interrupt him, 
I think he will not find that the harbor itself is filled with sand, 
but only the mouth of the harbor, where this narrow cut is to be 
made, The harboritself iscapacious, with an island in the center 
of it, and with plenty of deep water, and in every way, if we want 
a good harbor, this can be made a harbor by dredging the 
approaches. That is the real trouble, and that is all the trouble. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not doubt as to our ability to make a good 
harbor of it. I only know that I have been informed that the 
harbor is well filled with sand, which must be removed before 
vessels can get in. 

Mr. TELLER. You can make a good harbor of it with a slight 
amount of money compared with the many harbors that we are 
making in this country on our own coasts. It will not cost a 
tenth of whatit has cost to makesome harbors on the Atlantic coast 


that we are ra ee for—not a hundredth part, as the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE] suggests to me; and I think that is 
probably true. 


Mr. SPOONER. My understanding is that the statement made 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as to Pearl Harbor is 
absolutely accurate in so far as the harbor itself is concerned for 
the for which it was granted,and for all Ppt meee to 
which the United States would ever wish to put it, it is beyond 
compare, almost, 72750 — the harbors of the World. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, will he kindly re- 
peat his statement, as my attention was diverted for a moment? 


his opinions are entitled to | of t 


chair- | things 


Mr. SPOONER. I was speaking of the capacity and of the 
character of Pearl Harbor. The question whether we own the 
harbor is a question of law as to which every lawyer is entitled 
to his opinion. Here is the grant: 
His the King of Hawaiian Governmen 
he United States the exclusive ight to enter tho harbor of Pearl River, 
in the Island of Oahu, and to and maintain there a coaling and re- 
fey ES ER es 
needful to the purpose aforesaid. s 
I suppose itis true that, so far as the land at the entrance of 
that harbor is concerned, which at the time of the grant belonged 
to the Hawaiian Government, the n to utilize would pass by 
oa So far as private ownership is concerned, it was be- 
yond the power of the Government of Hawaii to grant it to the 
United States, and therefore the statement of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] is absolutely accurate, that we might as well 
have a grant in clouds, so far as practical purposes are con- 
cerned, as to have this grant of Pearl Harbor with the private 
ownership at the entrance. which prevents our utilization of it. 
Mr. C. Y. Will the Senator it me to inquire of him 
whether the entrance of that harbor, being an entrance from the 
8 and connecting the harbor with the open sea, is suscep- 
tible of private ownership whether that sort of property does not 
necessarily belong to the State? 

. SPOONER. Ihave not examined the laws of Hawaii on 
that subject. This land, I presume, might become the subject of 
Hawaii a d that its p oe ate Semaine : „ ine 

Wail, an its privateo was atthe time 
of its purchase by the Government, so that in order for this Gov- 
ernment to utilize it and the harbor it must acquire either by pur- 
chase or condemnation this property; and it seems to me this 
proposition is not debatable. 

. ALLEN. Does the Senator construe the language read to 


Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 

Mr. ALLEN, The Senator, I understand, is reading from the 
treaty of 1875 with the Hawaiian Government. 

Mr. SPOONER, Iam reading from the treaty which granted 


the harbor. 
Mr. ALLEN. The treaty of 1875 or of 1884? 
Mr. SPOONER. The treaty of 1884. 
n reciprocity treaty, I understand? 
Mr. SPOONER. This part of it is not an ordinary reciprocity 


treaty. It is an ordinary grant by a Government without limita- 


tion as to time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit to the Senator, if he is sure 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ase) is recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. . Thereare two waysof acquiring title to property, 
and only two ways. The first is by gift and the second is by pur- 

hase, There is a very particular distinction between acquiring 
title to property and acquiring an easement over or on property. 
The language read by the Senator from Wisconsin Mr. SPOONER], 
which is from the treaty of 1884 between the Hawatian Islands and 
the United States, reads thus: 

His M the the Hawai! 
of the Tele Siete te eect —— e bor arent 
in the Island of Oahu, and to establish and maintain there a and 7 pao 
station for the use of vessels of the United States, and to that the United 
states may improve the entrance to said harbor and do all other things need- 

ful to the purpose aforesaid. 
Mr. President, the language of that grant is language that grants 
aneasement. The Government of the United States is permitted 
to enter the harbor for certain specific purposes. It does not give 
title to the harbor. If the Government of the United States ever 
enters into court to maintain a title to this harbor under that 
treaty it will be defeated. 

Suppose, Mr. President, you grant me a right to drive over your 
premises under a contract which in its nature is revocable at the 
8 19 755 of one or both of the parties - and every treaty is revoca- 

le at the option of either party to it, unless it becomes an abso- 
lute . grant or transfer of property would any man 
hold under those circumstances that I would acquire a title to the 
soil over which the easement was granted? Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not claim that. I claim that it is a t, 
without limit of time, of the exclusive right to occupy Pearl River 
Harbor as a coaling station and repair station for the vessels of 
the United States. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I regret, Mr. President, my inability to agree 
with the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thatis my misfortune. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; it is my misfortune, for I recognize the 

t legal ability and experience of my friend from Wisconsin. 

ut the Senator can not deny this proposition, that an ordinary 
treaty of reciprocity, an ordi commercial treaty made be- 
tween nations, is re at the option of either party to it; and 
eve’ ing embraced in that treaty is revocable as a consequence 
of the power of revocation. We may enter into a treaty with 
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Great Britain or any other nation, saying they shall have a right, 
for instance, to send their vessels into New York Harbor, and we 
have a right to put an end to that privilege at any time we may 
see fit. use we would grant them the right of easement—if 
that is the right —to enter the waters of New York 
Harbor, would any gentleman in this Chamber claim, under such 
circums' , that we granted them a title, an irrevocable title, 
to New York Harbor or an irrevocable interest in it? i 

Mr. CAFFERY, Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? h 

Mr. . Certainly. y 4 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the grant from Hawaii to the United 
States of Pearl Harbor there is a grant to occupy that harbor for 
a coaling station and repair station and to do all the works to the 
end of making a coaling station and a repair station valuable. 
That is a part of the substance of the grant. 

Mr. EN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Now that the United States undertakes to 
improve this harbor, to establish a coaling station, a repair sta- 
tion, and to do other work necessary to the end of making that 
harbor answer the purpose of the grant, does the Senator suppose 
that Hawaii can revoke that grant? a 

Mr. ALLEN. I most certainly do, under the terms of this 
grant. Under this grant we have the power to do those thin 
only that are incident to ing out or to make effective t 


pues Our right to establish coal houses—if that is the way the | J 


usiness is transacted—our right to purchase and use adjoining 
real estate, all grows out of the single fact that they are necessarily 
incidental to our right to enter and occupy the harbor, and when- 
ever the Hawaiian Government withdraws its consent to that 
easement, whenever the Hawaiian Government says, We will 
put an end to this treaty and you shall no nies Sid enter this harbor 
with your war vessels or with your vessels o 
revoke this treaty,” every incident that follows the treaty falls 
with the treaty itself, for those other rights exist as incidents of 
the main right, and we can have no greater right as an incident 
than the principal thing. 

Mr. President, this language is carefully guarded. The Senate 
of the United States can not afford to enter upon a loose construc- 
tion that will not bear careful analysis and that will not stand in 
court. 

Ido not, Mr. President, inveigh against pwning Pearl Harbor 
and improving it. I believe it to be wise policy for the Govern- 
ment of the United States to get a perpetual cession of this har- 
bor, to obtain an absolute title to it to the exclusion of the world, 
and then I shall be willing to vote all the money necessary and 
proper to provide for its improvement. 

But, Mr. President, would any sensible business man erect or 
construct valuable buildings upon real estate to which he had no 
title? Would he make structural improvements worth more than 
the real estate itself, which would be forfeited to the real owner 
of the estate whenever his easement or title might be canceled? 
If a prudent business man could not safely do that, will the Sen- 
ator from Maine insist that the Government of the United States 
shall pour into the improvement of Pearl Harbor millions of dol- 
lars of money, which will be lost by a cancellation of our ease- 
ment to enter the harbor? : 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, now let us have a vote, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 55, after line 11, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

msions: For fees and expenses of examining surgeons for services ren- 
Seek within the fiscal year $250,000. 

Mr. HALE. On page 86, after line 17, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Provided, That section 2 of the legislative appropriation act for the fiscal 
year 1899, ppproved March 15, 1898, shall not apply to the Library of Congress 
or the Botanic Garden. 

Mr. HALE. I move to insert what I send to the desk, to come 
in after line 17, on page 90. . 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

To Adolph Meyer, in case of Romain vs. Meyer, $2,000. 

To Adolph Meyer, in case of Gazin vs. Meyer, $2,000. 

And in line 19 strike out the word “seventy” and insert 
“seventy-four.” 


Mr. HALE. On page 102, line 16,I move to strike out ten and | Claims 


commerce; we will | full 


Mr. HALE. On page 136, line 22, I move to strike out “nine 


ane and twenty” and insert “two million five hundred thou- 
sand.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 137, after Iine 2, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


To for six 2}-inch Sims-Du dynamite guns purchased by order of 
the Sderetary of War, $1020 z Š 


TEE HARE Following that I move to insert what I send to 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


For purchase of ten Sims-Du: dynamite guns of 2}-inch caliber fi 
six months t ‘k July 1.1. 800 Foe 1 000 cheese — oon 


Mr. HALE. On page 11, after line 21, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

For detectin ringing to trial punishment persons 
lating Fr apa Peah —— 21800. * gT E Tie 

Mr. HALE. On page 86, after line 18, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


For a of the officers, clerks, 2 and others in the 

service of Senate, nam sixteen for the Senate Chamber, at the 

rate of Sie per day each during the $1,240, for the fiscal year ending 
une 


Mr. HALE. At the request of several Senators, and not from 
the committee, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to be inserted en pean after line 7. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


wase 


Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator in charge of the bill has 
concluded the offering of committee amendments, and I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk, to be inserted at the end of 


line 2, on pes 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

That a competent person be employed, under the direction of the Commit- 
tes on Foreign Relations, to make a compilation of all the treaties now in 
force between the United States and any foreign government. Said compi- 
lation shall contain the full text of the treaties now in force, together with a 
citation of any decision which may have been made in 
by the Supreme Court of the United jurisdic- 
said work shall also contain a list, in chronological order, of all the 


= 
3 
g 


There shall 
House of Representatives and 500 for the use of the Senate 


Mr. GALLINGER. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], who is unavoidably absent from the city, I offer the amend- 
3 3 I send to the desk, to which I believe there will be no 
objection. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert af ler line 7, on page 28: 

For 3 Twenty: sixth street between D and Water streets NW. with 
vitrified bl on concrete, $2,767. 

Mr. HALE. Is that from a committee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was reported favorably from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Loffer an amendment, which I ask may be in- 
serted on 18, after line 14. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Mr. GORMAN, Ioffer an amendment, to be inserted after line 
16, on page 40. 
The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


That the claims of the William Cramp & Sons’ Ship and Engine Buil 
8 for damages and losses sustained by it by reason of the failure 
the United States to promptly and properly furnish the armor armamen 


other materials, — and dee er forthe ships constructed by 
company for the United States, submitted to the Nawy rtment under 
the act of June 10, 1896, be, and the same are hereby, to the Court of 


for adjudication upon their merit; and if the said court shall find 


insert ‘‘ fifteen.” that the said com: y sustained losses and damages by reason of tho all 
The amendment was agreed to. delays and defaults of the United Sta one pen 888 judg · 
Mr. HALE. On page 136, line 2, I move to strike out the word | ante the said cognate are. rt will fully, fairly, and equitably compen- 


“two” and insert “three.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 136, after line 21, I move to insert in- 
cluding machinery, tools, etc., for their manufacture.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUTLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted on page 24 after line 8. 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


For the establishment of a fish-cultural station in the State of North Caro- 
purchase of site, construction of buildings and ponds, and equipment of 


* 


desk, to be inserted between lines 1 and 2, on 
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same, $15,000, or so much thereof as max be necessary: Provided, That not 
used for the purchase o 


more $1,000 of said sum shall be f a suitable site 
for the purposes of said on. 
Mr. WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


e 48, 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Office of the Assistant Attorney-General: For sufficient additional em- 
2 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, to bring and keep the work 
of the office up to date, as required by section 7 of the act of March 15, ee 
entitled An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, an 
judicial mses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
and for other purposes,“ namely, three assistant attorneys, at $2,000 each, 
and one clerk, who shall also be a stenographer and typewriter, $1,600; in all, 


600. 

Mr. WARREN, Mr. President, I wish toinsertin the RECORD, 
in connection with the amendment, about four lines from the re- 

rt of the Secretary of the Interior, which I have marked, and 

f a dozen lines from the legislative act of the present session, 
together with the letter of the Secretary of the Interior to the Ap- 
propriations Committee bearing upon this subject. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

From the report of the Secretary of the Interior for 1897.] 

The number of assistant attorneys in this office is not sufficient to dispose 
of the great volume of work which comes before the office, and the compen- 
sation provided for some of them is not commensurate with either the amount 
of work to be done or the ability and learning 


m the tive, executive, and judicial appropriation act a; ved 
Fro legisla 1 1808 prop ppro 


Hereafter it shall be the duty of the head of each Executive tment 
to require monthly reports to be made to him as to the condition of the public 
business in the several bureaus or offices of his Department at Washington; 
and in each case where such reports disclose that the public business is in 
arrears, the head of the Department in which such arrears exist shall re- 
quire, as provided herein, an extension of the hours of service to such clerks 
or employees as may be necessary to up such arrears of public busi- 
ness. 


The letter of the Secretary of the Interior is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 29, 1898. 


Sin: The office of the Assistant Attorney-General in this Department is, 
and has been fora long time, more thana year behind in its Lge eed 


office prepares legal ions for the advice of the an 
Secretaries whenever requested; examines and pares decisions in all ap- 
from the General Land Office, and also in a volume of cases com- 


ng from the Indian Office. as well as in some cases coming from the Patent 

ce, and in others originating in the several bureaus in this Department. 
The values involved in many of the public-land cases reach into the hundred 
of thousands, and, in some instances, into millions. The volume of business 
in the office of the Assistant Attorney-General, and the number of people 
affected thereby, are much beyond the comprehension of one who has not 
kiyen it attentive consideration. 


e of cases decided requires careful investigation and that 
the decisions be made with reasonable promptness. Serious delay, such as 
now nece: reason of the accumula in the office, is not only 


The present force in that office is not large enough to keep up the work in 
hand. Each of the assistant attorneys now 5 . in a 
single year, more cases and greater values than are o: ily considered and 


I respectfully and very earnestly recommend that, through an amendment 
in the pending praen bill, if it can be ap tely done, the force in the 
office named y the addition o; assistant attorneys, at $2,000 


Very respectfully, 


C. N. BLISS, Secretary. 
= HOY airat of Commuting on Appro tail 
H 
> PPr Tnited States Senate. 
Mr. DAVIS. I offer the amendment which I send to tke desk, 
to be inserted after line 21, on page 62. 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


And nothing in section 27 of chapter 543, volume 26, of the United States 
Statutes at Large, pages 1038 and 1009, shall be construed to apply to any con- 
tract for services for the prosecution of any claim t the United States 
or the Indians named in said section, and which been prosecuted to its 
final allowance Er te Department before which it was prosecuted within 
the period stated in said contracts; and said contracts 1 not be deemed 
or taken to have been in full force and legal effect until the date of their 
official approval by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and the date of the approval thereof officially indorsed thereon 
by said Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as re- 

uired by the provisions of the fourth paragraph of section 2108 of the Revised 

tatutes of the United States; and in all such cases the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall cause all claims for service under such agreements to be adjusted, 
audited, allowed, and paid out of any moneys in the Treasury belonging to 
the ban = 11 77 to wee miea Indians 5 SI san p much mone 1 
necessary for purpose is hereby app „out of any money 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the amount so paid shall be charged 
a any fund to the credit of said Indians, tribes, bands, or individuals in 

e ry of the United States: Provided, That the amount so audited, 
allowed, and paid shall not exceed the sum of $45,000, 


Mr, CARTER. I submit the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted between lines 11 and 12, on page 55. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

That no filing shall be allowed nor shall patent or other evidence of title 
be issued on land in Alaska or elsewhere on any homestead or any soldier's 


additional homestead claim until the public-land surveys are regularly ex- 
tended and approved embracing such ie za =: 


Mr. CARTER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert between lines 2 and 8, 
on page 54, the following: 


For compensation of forest inspectors, su 


rintendents, supervisors, sur- 
veyors, rangers, and fire patrol, to be he: 121 


r appointed by the Secretary 


be set 
a) to inspect Secre 
ier he portions wich shen Do exei e 20 perform 
a 
and sale of Umba the Becretary < of the Interior say — egr, 000. 
Mr. HALE. Is this the amendment which arose from the dis- 
cussion upon the sundry civil bill in relation to forest reservations? 
9 TER. This is the amendment, and J will state to the 
nator 
Mr. HALE. The Senator need not explain it, so far as I am 
concerned. 
Mr. CARTER. It is the same amendment. 
Mr. HALE. I looked at it then, if it is the same amendment. 
Mr. CARTER. Ves. 
Mr. HALE. I do not object. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
„ SBROUGH. I offer the amendment which I send to 
e 


te SECRETARY. On page 4, after line 11, itis proposed to in- 
sert: 


pire. 
Mr, HALE, I think that can wait, and therefore I must make 
the point of order uponit. It is new legislation. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. 
$ sd CAFFERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
: pia SECRETARY. After line 17, on page 17, it is proposed to 
insert: 5 

The salaries of the officers and clerks of the mint at New Orleans, La. 
— be the same in amount for the fiscal year 1899 as for the present fiscal 
y 8 
Mr. CAFFERY. There seems to be some question as to whether 
that is the proper place for the amendment to be inserted, and I 
temporarily withdraw it. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 139, line 19, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘on the recommendation of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue.” 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, on page 139, line 19, to strike 
out the words ‘‘on the recommendation of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. So as to read. 

The SECRETARY. So that if amended the clause will read: 

For such additional tempo force in the Internal-Revenue Service as, 
in the judgment of the Com onerof Internal Revenue, may be necessary 
to carry into effect the act “to provide ways and means to meet war expen- 
ditures, and for other purposes;“ the office force in the Internal-Revenue 
Bureau to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and internal- 
eigenen shall be EEI bak SEES, ee ee ee 
ate of section 3152 and section 3148 of the Revised Statutes, to be available 


from the date of the approval of the foregoing act and to continue ayailabl 
during the fiscal year Teo, $500,000, 1 8 5 * p 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted after line 16 on page 40. 

The SECRETARY. After line 16, page 40, it is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of the N. rah Ba hereby authorized, as recommended by 
his Department, to remit to the Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, Cal., 
the horsepower penalty imposed under the contract for the armored coast- 


defense vessel Monterey; and the sum of $32,823 is hereby appropriated for 
that purpose. 
I make the 


Mr. HALE, intof order upon the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it must bein order. It has been re- 
ported by a standing committee, the Committee on Claims, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and it is precisely 
of the same nature as various appropriations in the bill. 
à Mr. HALE. This is a matter which by the Senate was commit- 
ted to the Committee on Claims, has been reported from that com- 
mittee, and is now found in what is known as the Teller bill, 
which is at present in conference between the two Houses, No 
committee since that action by the Senate has reported in favor 
of its being placed upon the x (phen bill. Therefore I make 
the point of order upon it. If we begin to take out of the Teller 
bill items which under the direction of the Senate have been put 
into that measure, there will be no end to them, and we may as 
well put the whole bill on the pending appropriation bill, and 
that would end this bill. The Teller bill is now in conference, 

Mr. STEWART. That changes the aspect. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator withdraws the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. On 88, between lines 5 and 6, I move to 


insert the amendment which I send to the desk. 


1898. 


-OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6457 


The SECRETARY, After the amendment already adopted, after 
line 5, page 88, insert the following: 

To pay Michael Conlan the difference between the compensation of a 
laborer and that of a messenger from December 2, 1889, to March 81, 1890, 
under resolutions of the Senate of March 1, 1880, and January 27, 1890, $238.75. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of 
that amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Maine will not make 


a 1 — 5 of order. A 
. HALE, I shall be obliged to make a point of order. It is 
not recommended by any committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. This, of course, is a Senate expenditure. 
When I was a member of the Senate before, I was a member of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, That commit- 
tee was required by a resolution of the Senate, under date of 
December 21, 1888, to make an investigation into the conduct of 
the office of the Supervising Architect. The committee was au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer and a messenger, to send for 
persons and papers, and there was conferred upon the committee 
the usual power for a complete investigation. This Mr. Conlan 
Was appointed the messenger of that committee. Iwas the chair- 
man of the subcommittee which made the investigation. Itisa 
simple matter to the Senate, but it is a very large matter to the 
man who is interested in it. I hold in my hand the testimony 
which was taken by the committee. During all the time that the 
committee had sessions Mr. Conlan was the messenger of the com- 
mittee. $ 

Mr. HALE, I withdraw the point of order, 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam much obliged. : s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer an amendment to be inserted on page 36, 
after line 25. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 


per year, 

buildings on the land acqui by the ja 
. Clar! 

Sate 28, 1560, which said proposition was for the sale of lands to the United 

States for a new Fort Omaha, now Fort Crook, by which proposition all 

said buildings were reserved by Henry T. Clarke, but were appropriated by 

the United States, $5,500. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. The subject-matter of the amendment was 
before the Committee on Military Affairs at more than one session, 
and it was discussed a great deal. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Nebraska who offers it now whether the form in which he offers 
it has been approved by that committee? 

Mr. HALE. I make a point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Maine will not do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A question was asked of the Senator 
from Nebraska by the Senator from Connecticut. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. The form of the amendment, I think, is substan- 
to me by the chairman of the Committee on 


the noise in the Chamber, Will he 2 repeat his statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Committee on Military Affairs recommended 
an appropriation of $2,900, being rent at $400 a year, I think. 
Since that time, since the Fifty-fourth Congress, rent for some 
three years more has accrued at the same rate, and it is made to 
embrace those three years. It conveys an absolute title and closes 
up the account between Mr. Clarke and the United States. 

ow, Mr. President, one word to the Senator from Maine, if he 
will yield tome. I hope this amendment will be accepted. Itis 
a very recent account. There is no agen about its legality or 
justness. It is closely connected with the administration of the 
* duties of the War Office, and has accumulated within the last five 
or six years. It met the approval of the Committee on Military 
Affairs at one time up to the sum of $2,900, which was the amount 
then due. The amount of $5,500 is due now. 

While it is true that this item is on the omnibus claims bill, I do 
not think that ought to be construed to pomi its prompt settle- 
ment in view of its very recent and close connection with the 
administration of the War Office. Iwas in hopes, after the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin had been treated so nicely and the objection 
to his amendment withdrawn, that no objection would be made 
to this amendment. I hope the Senator from Maine will not press 
his objection. 

Mr. HALE. Senators will understand, and I know the Senator 
from Nebraska will appreciate, that in any of the cases that have 
been considered by the Committee on Claims and put upon their 


bill I am constrained to make the point of order. If I do not do 
that in this case, as I did with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], I would be overwhelmed. Any other course would 
render nugatory the deliberate plan which we made to have all 
these cases considered by the Committee on Claims and having 
the committee to report a general bill covering all of them. This 
is one of the cases that they considered, and it is now in that bill 
and in conference. Since that was done no committee has recom- 
mended that it be taken out, Therefore I must raise the point of 
order against the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will pales me, I say in all kind- 
ness I think the Senator ought to app the rule indiscriminately, 
If the knife is to be placed in any bill, letit be placed in every bill. 
Less than ten minutes ago the Senator from Montana [Mr. CAR- 
TER] submitted an amendment carrying an appropriation of 
$100,000 which was subject toa point of order. That point of 
order was not made. That amendment pertained to the forest 
reservations of the United States. There is a general committee 
of this body on forest reservations, That amendment was never 
referred to that committee. 

Mr. HALE. Was that amendment not in the Teller bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; butIsay the amendment was never referred 
to the appropriate committee and never met its approval. It was 
therefore subject to a point of order. I did not see fit to make it, 
in view of the fact that the chairman of the committee did not see 
fit to make it. 

Mr. HALE. I understand now what the Senator is referring 
to. The matter came up at the time of the discussion of the sun- 
dry civil bill. The Committee on Appropriations were then con- 
sulted and polled, and agreed that it should be offered upon the 
deficiency bill to cover the defect in that bill. So the amendment 
had the approval of the committee. I did not know what amend- 
ment the Senator was talking about. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was, however, subject to a point of order un- 


der the rule, 
Mr. . It was not subject to a point of order. The com- 
mittee had a to that amendment, 


Mr. ALLEN. Is it not the universal rule that a proposed 
amendment must be sent to the committee haying jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter and meet its ig ha or its rejection before it 
can be offered? That seems to be the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I suppose technically that would be so. 

Mr. ALLEN. That was not done in that case. 

Mr. HALE, But as it came over from the other bill with a full 
understanding at that time that it should be offered here, I did 
not make the point of order, as the Committee on Appropriations 
had agreed to it, 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not chiding the Senator for not making the 
point of order. I only regret that the point of order was not made 
on the Senator from Montana or the Senator from Wisconsin, but 
that it fell to my lot at the first opportunity. e 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is not disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say, in addition to what I have already 
said, that I introduced this amendment at the extraordinary ses- 
sion of the present Congress, and I have been importuning the 
Committee on Military Affairs to take it up and dispose of it 
one way or another from that time to the present. 1 have not 
been able to get a report on the amendment during this Congress, 
Ihave appealed to the chairman of the committee in person; I 
have written several times on the subject, but the committee have 
no doubt been loaded down with military affairs requiring their 
attention, and this matter, with others, has been placed aside until 
the pressure of business was over. I have done everything I could 
to have it properly considered. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator undoubtedly has done everything he 
can to have it adopted, but it is clearly subject to the point of 
order. The Senator, of course, is not to blame for that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Can not theSenator pass over the point of order 
and let me escape with the Senator from Montana and the Senator 
from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HALE, Iam afraid I can not, because there area dozen 
are here waiting with amendments that arein the Teller 

i 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think my friend from Nebraska 
has any uen to complain against the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. By his direction or by that of some one else this claim has 
been before the Committee on Claims of this body, where it ought 
to go and where it belongs. The Committee on Claims has acted 
upon it, reported it to the Senate, and it has passed the Senate in 
the bill that has been sent over to the House. On page 154 of 
that bill I find the following: 

To 2 15 T. Clarke, of Omaha, Nebr., the sum of $2,900, for the value and 
rent of buildings on the northwest quarter of the northwest 3 of sec- 
tion 2 township 13, range 13, Fort Cook, Nebr., and being the buildings on said 


y the United States by condemnation proceedings in the suit 
of the United States Zucher, in acco: — th 8 proposi 


against Henry rdan ition 
made by Henry T. Clarke to the Secretary of War on July 29, 1889, which said 
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: VVT States for a new Fort 
now 8 by which proposition all said buildings were retain 
by said Henry T. Clarke. 

Mr. ALLEN. That ig pee It is not by virtue of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that it is there 

Mr. COCKRELL. Can you have a case pending in one com- 
mittee and have it acted upon there, and abuse and blame another 
committee for not 2 upon it? 


Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. CELL. . It is a new way of of proceeding in the Senate. 

Mr, ALLEN. It may be. New meth cook! = san begs 
cible here. It would bea wy good 3 te if some 
new methods were introdu But, aside from that, I want to 
say to my amiable friend at my right that I have not abused the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Ihaveexculpated them, expressly 
saying that they were pressed with business and had been unable 
to take it up and consider the amendment. At the same time, Mr. 
5 that clears my skirts of any negligence in connection 
wi 

It was —— proper, in view of the fact that this is a military 
matter, to send it to the Committee on Military Affairs. It would 
have been perfect lyp proper t that committee to have taken it up 
and reported it ei 
pro per under the rules of this body for me to introduce it as a 

tinct bill and send it to the Committee on Claims and have it 

acted upon there and reported favorably. It was perfectly pro 
for me to introduce it as a amendment to the omnibus 
bill and have it 5 in that bill. Mr. President, if there 


dee ee Ben g in the transaction, I am ectly willing to 
submit myself to the a 8 75 3 frien 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is not withdrawn. 
The point of order is sustained. The Senator from Alabama is 
recognized. 

Mr. PETTUS. T ask leave to offer an amendment to the pend- 
ing bill, to come in on page 66, pe line 4. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to state 


tively or adversely. It was perfectly | ir 


lates to the compensation of gangers of fruit brandy and fruit 


liquor. Owing to a decision made only four or five da 

the Comptroller it is impossible to pay these gaugers as ve es 

be paid. I have a letter here from the Commissioner of Internal 
also 


a ales § soon 
COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 
Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. Insert at its g place the ate toes 

Mr. ALLISON. The proper place is on page 11, after line 21. 
There has already been an amendment insert there. 

The RETA: Following the amendment on page 11, after 
line 21, insert: 

That gau empl 
tailed for spocial duty under the 


fruit brandy and gaugers specially de- 
of — 
Revenue ma: 


ney, mer of Internal 
Lg paid at the discretion of the Commissioner of Internal 
r by fees to be determined by the quantity ga 
tion not to exceed $5 per diem while ras ps jes 
ofall ga pai 


gauged for which — paid may be de 1 —.— 
ag 

ons ts e nu 

gall £ 7 3 amber of days on which gauger was 

Mr. 5 Is 85 a ie the usual compensation? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the present law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 69, line 14, I move to strike out 
the word Muscogee ” and “ Wagoner.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report favorably a prop amendment to the pending 
bill. I move to insert, on page 36, after line 7, the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 36, after line 7, insert: 


Gerdom gas check: To enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion. to 
purchase 7 patent of G 


Gerdom for a check for breech-1 
ceeding $22,000: Provided, ‘That in cot 


an account with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, a corporation char- — tor ae * not ex ion of the 
tered by the State of Alabama, for tran mails of the United retary of War said patent covers the urther, That 
States over its lines d g Sherman July 12, 1876, and January before payment is made to said Gerdom for said vg he shall file with the 
1 th inclusive; and in stating said account credit shall be given to said | Secretary of War a release of all claims against the War Department for ac- 
railroad Re eed for y the statute of a justly yE — = no ven crued royalties for the use of said patent. 

sum sha barred 0 e Postmaster. 

General is hereby eathoriend and directed, upon stating the said account, to Mr. HALE. Is the amendment reported by a committee? 
certify the amount found to be due to said company to the Secre oe a Mr. HAWLEY. It is, after very careful consideration. It is a 


‘Treasury for emey in the Treasury asufficient sum of money is hereby appre 


out of an ae Bogmalo ie not otherwise appropriated, for the pay- 
ment of 


Mr. CAFFERY, 72 5 renew the amendment which I withdrew a 
few moments coe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 4, page 23, insert: 

The salaries of the officers and clerks of the mint at New Orleans, 
shall be the same in amount for the fiscal year 1899 as for the present — 
year. 

Mr. HALE. Does that cover the matter that was before the 
Committee on Appropriations, in reference to the increased busi- 
ness at the New Orleans mint? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. ThenI do 2 — object to the amendment. 

The ironed PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amen 

The 8 


agreed to. 
Mr. CAF FER. e ths following snendmant also, After | the Seere 


line 4, page 17, I move to insert: 


Pa aa big Porn SH ay to Edward H. Murrell the sum of 
eee 
n 


Mr. HALE. Imust make the 5 order that that is a claim, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. int of order is sustained unless 
the amendment has been ered a committee and referred to 
the Committee on Appropria 


tions. 

Mr. ALLISON. page 30, at the end of line 2, I move to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all existing cond 
overhead electric: 
bia are hereby le 
tions may be 
limits. 


uits within the fire ae oe 
t wires without the fire limits in the District of Col 

until otherwise ee by law, and house —.— 
e with such overhead ic-light wires outside such fire 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Immediately ‘after the amendment just agreed 
to, I move to insert: 


Provided further, That the Cable and Pi 8 

the ducts of the Potomac Electric Power Company ma 5 Riper at Sa 
the existing wires of said telegraph com tn thee at Aqueduct Bridge by a 
connection not exceeding 300 feet in len 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have one other amendment that ee 
offer at this time, and I ask unanimous consent, because it is not 
in order, that I may offer it and make a brief explanation. It re- 


measure of economy. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WHITE. On 88, after line 5, I move to insert, follow- 
ing the amendment y adopted: 

22722 — 

n oorkeeper 
18. 1893, to February 18, 1996, $1,980. as August 
Mr. HALE. Is that a matter in the House of Representatives? 
Mr. WHITE. No, sir. 
Mr. HALE. Is it a matter in the Senate? 

Mr. WHITE. It is exactly analogous to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] and adopted. It 
is the same kind of an 5 

The amendment was 

. MANTLE, 


On page 88, atte the amendment just adopted, 
I move to insert: 


To pay H. R. 5 for additional eee 9 in ed 2 of 
he Senate as mum ute and journal 
March 12 — to to May 15, 1898, $385. 0 r ria 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANTLE submitted the following amendment; which was 


ovided by law, re 


otherwise pr: lar terms of the 
the United ‘States for the di 
Tuesda Fe 


ict of Montana 
and on the 


w criminal, may 
from Helena to Butte or 
ict, when the convenience of parties or 
d be promoted by the transfer, and any interlocutory 

or judge thereof in either place. 

“An act toj rovide for holding — of court in the 
— of Montana,” approved July 20, 1802, be, and the same is hereby, 
repeal 


Mr. HALE, Was the amendment reported from the Committee 
on the Judici 

Mr. MANTL LE. It was favorably reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. MORGAN. On behalf of the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the amend- 
ee E desk. 

The SECRETARY. Insert the following: 
PM on the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
and their successors in offi; be, and they are 

— — papier re n wi 5 ess to thet oe 


ith full 
ernment growing ries caves the issue of bonds in aid of the construction of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE: 6459 

Central Pacific and Western Pacific upon such terms | Senate, after their very careful study and their recommendation 
and in such h manner a ao may bo L ies Fa Hapse a 3 of it, this eee embracing, = it does, a settlement of a 
menis tiua mado shali be eubmitiog in writing t the Present for his ap. | Tory great and vezed question that for many, years has disturbed 
That said commission shail not agree to accept a less sum in settlement of | Myr. PETTIGREW. Wil the Senator allow me to ask him a 


ount due the United States the amount of the prin and 
—— interest dus at the time of said settlement: And also pro’ That 
. ——-„-V ——— — 
ment nt, and at su no per 
2 8 li P —— WOONT ae tx SE 
n 
The sums of money and stocks or securities that shall be received by the 
United States under the provisions of this act, and 5 of —— ney, 


Pacific Railroad 
ion Pacific reer rg nt ep a7 shall constitute a 
on the Treasury of the United States, to be applie 
ship canal Secu Nicaragua, which sums shall be appropriated from 
to time and applied to the construction of such canal as Congress shall direct: 
Provided, That this charge on the shall not interfere with the useof 
said fund for thecurrent 


out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropria sum of $20,000 to defray the expenses of said 
mission in making the said settlement. 


Mr. MORGAN. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of that amendment. A 

Mr. PETTIGREW. LI object, Mr. President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I move the consideration of the amend- 
ment, Mr. President, upon the recommendation of the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. f l t 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I must, then, raise the point of order, 
because I have been notified that if this amendment. is taken up 
it will consume a week in debate. Senators have notified me that 
it will not be allowed to pass. Therefore I must make the point 
of order that it is general legislation on an a iation bi 

Mr. MORGAN. The time that might be taken up in the debate 
of this proposition is not an answer to its merits at all. I had not 
supposed that the amendment would lead to any debate scarcely, 
and I am quite surprised to hear the statement. 

Mr. HALE. When theSenator offered the amendment, as was 
quite right and proper, he realized the force of it, and asked unan- 
imous consent that it might be considered. I did not object to 
that, because, recognizing some merit in the proposition, if it could 

o by unanimous consent I was willing that it should go on the 
Bill; but now I am told that if the amendment is precipitated here 
it will prolong the discussion upon this bill—where, of course, the 
amendment does not properly 
not object to going on by unanimous consent, I must make the 
point of order, because the amendment can not, as the Senator 
thinks it will, go without debate, for I have been notified that it 
will give rise to extended debate. j 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not in the sli degree find fault with 
the Senator in charge of this bill. His action about it, of course, 
is entirely correct. At the same time I am thoroughly convinced 
that the amendmentis inorder. The amendment has been recom- 
mended by the Committee on Pacific Railroads and is, therefore, 
now brought before the Senate as a matter of right, we insisting 
thatthe action of that committee upon this amendment and the 
reference of it to the Committee on Appropriations makes the 
matter in order upon the present bill. 

Mr. HALE, . President, legislation is not made in order by 
a committee reporting it. An increase of appropriation or any- 
thing of that kind is in order by one of the standing committees 
reporting it and referring it to the Committee on Appropriations; 
but general legislation, which this amendment is to a very great 
and marked extent, can not be made in order by a committee re- 
porting it. The rule is very distinct in reference to that. 

Mr. {ORGAN . This amendment carries an appropriation of 
$20,000 for the purpose of executing an appropriation that has 
been made and that would be in order as an appropriation. _ 

Mr. HALE. That is only an incident of great legislation 


which is 2775 osed. 3 8 

Mr. MORGAN. It may be an incident to legislation. 

Mr. HALE. Vou can not pin legislation onto a small appro- 
priation of money. Of course the Senator must see this is one of 
the most important pieces of legislation which has been before this 
Congress, and it ought not, except by unanimous consent, be 


=e upon this bill. 

r. MORGAN. Of course the Government of the United 
States is at the mercy of any Senator who chooses to make objec- 
tion on an occasion of this kind, it makes no difference how im- 
portant the matter may be or how essential to the welfare of the 
country, I have no right to complain, and I do not complain, if 
any Senator on this floor desires to occupy any length of time, a 
week or ten days, for the discussion of a matter like this, when, 
perhaps, it might as well be discussed in two or three hours at 
the outside. I am making no complaint about that; but I do not 
feel that I am warranted as a member of the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads in omitting to bring this subject to the attention of the 


long-and therefore, while I did | the 


question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to know if the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads are unanimous in this report with regard to the 
settlement with the railroads? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think they are entirely unanimous. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not think I would object to this amend- 
ment if it contained nothing else. If it is simply a proposition 
upon which the Committee on Pacific Railroads are unanimous, I 


time Will withdraw my objection; but I object because it contains very 


much other matter in the form of an amendment which, as I un- 
derstand, does not come from that committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. -All the members of that committee who are 
now in the Senate have conferred together, as I understand it, and 
have consented to the amendment as I present it to-day, and for 
which I haye asked unanimous consent without being su > 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that the Senator also offers 
an amendment with 45 to the Nicaraguan Canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to explain that, and 
will the Senate give me consent to explain it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes, if I can get the consent of the Senate to 


speak. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
Senator from Alabama proceeding. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not in the Senate when the amendment 
was read. Will the Senator kindly consent to have the amend- 
ment again read? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I will. I should be very glad to 


have it read again. I will not occupy the floor long in explaining 
this matter, oe is a matter of very great importance. 
The VICE-P. ENT. The amendment will be read. 


oe Seeretary again read the amendment submitted by Mr. 
ORGAN, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate I shall occupy a short time in explaining this amendment, and 
I shall confine myself to a statement of the facts of the situation, 
without any effort to argue upon the 3 or the necessity of 

of this amendment, which I think is so obvious that 
every person in the United States will see that it isa matter of 
great concern, a matter of necessity, of emergent necessity. 

The first proposition of this amendment relates to a settlement 
of the indebtedness between the United States and the Central 
Pacific 8 Company. The Senate perfectly understands, at 
least those of the Senate who 3 attention to the action 
of the Committee on Pacific Rai s, that I at least have o 
poms many propositions fora settlement which have been brought 

orward by those who have control of the Central Pacific Railway 
Company, and none of those propositions, although they are very 
numerous, that have been reported by different committees from 
time to time have yet met with the approbation of the Senate, 
This subject has led at one time and another to a great deal of 
discussion and much effort to bills in different forms. 

We pass on in the 3 of these railways until we come to 
the point of settling the Union Pacific Railway debt to the United 
States through the agency of a decree of the circuit court of the 
United States ina suit to which the United States made itself 
voluntarily a party. That settlement resulted in the payment to 
the United States of the principal sum of the debt that had been 
paid by the Government for the Union Pacific Railway Company 
and interest, without compounding the interest or making annual 
rests in the calculation, A plain sum of the principal debt- paid 
by the United States for principal and interest has been secured 
through the agency of the decree of that court, and has been col- 
lected, as I understand, and paid into the Treasury, amounting, 
perhaps, to sixty-two or sixty-three million dollars in all. 

At the time that transaction was matured or accomplished, or 
was being brought to a conclusion, it was freely stated on all 
sides of the Senate, and it is a matter that no one would hereafter 
dispute, probably, that the settlement then made by the President 
of the United States, he requiring the payment of the full sum of 
the principal and interest of the debt, would bea precedent for 
the settlement with the Central Pacific Railway Company. 

Now, I remark as I go on that the settlement made by the Presi- 
dent with the Union Pacific Railway Company has been accepted 
by the country as being satisfactory, and no one has any purpose, 
so far as I can hear, of attempting to disturb that settlement. 
Therefore the precedent thus established by the judicial action of 
the court, by the executive action of the President, and by the 
acquiescence of the American people has become a precedent for 
the settlement of the bebt of the Central Pacific Railway Company. 
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We could go on here and have a long series of litigious contro- 
versies in Congress and in the courts with the Central Pacitic 
Railway Company; and I am free to e that my belief 


is—in fact, I am satisfied that in the outcome of any litigation of 
that kind after years of effort there would be perhaps added to the 
debt due from the Central Pacific Railway Company to the United 
States many million dollars, which could be recovered by a judi- 
cial decree, or perhaps enforced or compelled by action of Con- 
ess. Nevertheless, I am quite satisfied that no Congress will sit 
ere that will depart from the precedent that has been established 
in the case of the Union Pacific Railway Company, 

The country has become, as I have remarked, so entirely satis- 
fied with that settlement as that hereafter there will be no serious 
question made anywhere as to its validity as a 8 kor the 
settlement of the Central Pacifie Railway debt. Therefore, in 
committee I voted with the entire body of the committee that this 
should be the basis of settlement between the Central Pacific 
Railway Company and the United States; that while we could 
recover back the principal sum that we have paid out and the 
interest that we have paid out, without making rests for the cal- 
culation of interest from year to year, and without attempting to 
resort to any of the hidden assets of this company upon any ground 
of irregularity or frand, or what not, we would reach in such a 
settlement as that the conclusion, which we may now just as well 
anticipate, because that is what it is coming to, that the prece- 
dent have mentioned will furnish the basis and the rule of set- 
tlement. 

When we see a matter as plainly as this, when it is established 
by the precedents to which I have referred, and when we know 
that the outcome of the settlement with the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company is but to be that which is presented in this amend- 
ment, I for one feel, Mr. President, that it is my duty to waive all 
of my predilections, or, if you please, prejudices, or, if you please, 
convictions, as to what is honestly and equitably due from this 
railway company to the United States, and to accept the settle- 
ment that everyone sees is to become the settlement of the future, 
whenever that is made. f 

In committee the question arose as to whether the sum should 
be less than that which I have stated. That objection was voted 
down, and we fixed upon the sum of the principal debt and the 
interest as being the basis of the settlement. 

The Central Pacific Railroad Company professes not to be able 
at this time to pay so large an amount of money in hand, which, 
as I remember the figures—I do not know that I am quoting ex- 
actly—is about $59,000,000. That is the amount of the debt. 
Therefore, the Central Pacific Company would have to claim, 
and does claim, an extension of the debt. 

A question arose as to the interest they should pay upon that 
extension, and the rate of 3 per cent was fixed by the committee, 
because that is now substantially the Government rate of interest 
as established by our recent legislation. So the committee came 
together, without any sort of difficulty, in making the recommen- 
dation that the debt should be paid upon that basis and should 
also bear the rate of 3 per cent interest until it was extinguished. 
Some Senators desired to give a long period of time for these post- 
poned payments. Others desired a very short space of time. 

The committee did not agree to report any icular space of 
time, leaving that matter open, of course, for the consideration of 
the Senate after being duly advised of the facts; but the commit- 
tee felt satisfied, when they got this debt from the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company amply and perfectly secured and that it should 
bear the rate of 3 per cent interest per annum, payable semi- 
annually, that that was all that we could ask, for the Government 
of the United States was not then, at the time we made the re- 

rt, and certainly is not now in distress for resources of any 

ind in the handling of its securities, it makes no difference 
whether the subject is war or peace that creates the necessity for 
the raising of money. 

So I am entirely satisfied on my own behalf to let the matter 
stand just as it is. and to let the President of the United States 
and the commission fix the time. Buta time has been agreed 
upon on the suggestion of a Senator who is not a member of the 
committee, which is that in ten annual payments, as I understand 
it, this $59,009,000 is to be paid. Well, that is a pretty drastic 
movement, I know; we all know that even the greatest railroad 
company in the United States would find much difficulty, out of 
its earnings, or even out of its credit, in raising the sum of 
$59,000,000 in ten payments—very great difficulty. But that is 
neither here nor there. 

Mr. President, a question has arisen in my mind and in the 
minds of this committee, what 8 ought to be made of this 
great fund in the Treasury of the United States arising from the 
sale of the Union and Central Pacific railways? That subsidy 
fund was created by taxation upon the people. It was created at 
a time when Congress had the unquestioned right to pass the leg- 
islation of 1862, 1863, and 1864, by which the credit of the Gov- 


ernment was loaned to the Union and Central Pacific railways 
for the building of that Sey transcontinental route of railroad, 

The manner of raising that fund, the power of Con tocreate 
those railroad companies, and all connected with it is a matter of 
undisputed authority now upon the part of the Government of the 
United States; and that authority has been uently affirmed by 
decisions of the Supreme Court. So that this fund has found its 
way into the Treasury, and part of itis there now, without the 
slightest opportunity on the part of any person to raise a question 
of constitutional power in the gathering or the raising of this 
fund upon subsidy bonds. 

What was the object of the Congress of the United States in the 
creation of these great corporations, these great railway com- 
panies—for Congress did create them, Congress gave the charters 
and appropriated the money for the p of building these 
roags—what was the object? Twofold. First, a governmental 
object in connecting the coasts of the Pacific Ocean with the east- 
ern parts of the United States, whereby the Government might 
overcome the hostilities of Indian tribes and might transmit its 
mails, its munitions of war, its soldiery, its agents, and all that 
rapidly from one coast to the other, and thereby complete, so far 
as the Government could compisie, the wonderful project of the 
location of our civilization and our States and Territories upon 
the Pacific coast. 

The other object was to furnish to the people of those countries 
engaged in industry, whether it was in mining, or timber ship- 
ments, or in agricultural industries, or what not, an opportunity 
to transfer their commerce from coast to coast and from State to 
State freely and rapidly at a fair rate for transportation. 

The railroad system, when it was established by the aid of Con- 
gress, went into the hands of men who seemed to have little or no 
consideration for the welfare of those people, and we are about 
now to relax our hold upon this railroad system and let it go 
without retaining the power to restrain these railroads in their 
conduct for the benefit of the people of the United States who 
live along the line and on the Pacific slope. 

Now, sir, for the pu of giving to the people of the United 
States, those situated in and inhabiting those countries, an op- 
2 to live in their agricultural and other industries a plan 

as been set on foot here of setting apart this fund in the Treasury 
of the United States, not by earmark, not as a specific trust, but 
as a charge 5 the Treasury for the purpose of building the Nica- 


Pee Canal. 
. President, I supposed the time had arrived in the history of 
the Congress of the United States—it certainly has arrived in the 
minds and contemplation of the people—when there is to be no 
longer delay in the building of the NicaraguanCanal. This fund 
that you are proposing to handle under this amendment, having 
answered its purpose of building this great transcontinental line 
of railway, comes back into the Treasury of the United States, 
repaid by these corporations. 

ut the proposition is that that fund shall be set apart in the 
Treasury of the United States for the purpose of constructing a 
ship canal across Ni a, so as to give to the people who are 
concerned along the Pacific slope and everywhere else, to all classes 
of men, the opportunity of having ar he carried by competitive 
waterways, so that their industries will be relieved of some of the 
tax and burden of overcharges for transportation to our Eastern 
home markets, 

I would not consent, Mr. President, for the franchise and prop- 
erty of the Central Pacific Railway Company to find its owner- 
ship in the hands of private individuals, without strict legal re- 
sponsibility to the United States, because upon the maintenance 
of the rights of the United States in the Central Pacific Railway 
Company as they exist, and under the charters as they exist, there 
hinges the most important results that are conceivable to the peo- 
ple of the Pacific coast and all the people to the eastward until 
you get to the Union Pacific Railway, and over that to the Middle 
and Atlantic States, 

The settlement proposed here leaves all of the acts of Congress in 
full force, leaves the charter in full force. and the obligations of 
the Central Pacific Railway Company entirely unaffected by this 
legislation; and in that respect the advantages of this settlement 
are immensely greater than those of the settlement we have already 
made with the Union Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. President, I take it for granted that the canal through 
Nicaragua is going to be built, and built immediately. A bill is 
pending here, now upon the Calendar, for the purpose of con- 
structing it; and while 1 may be entirely mistaken in my concep- 
tion of the wisdom of the provisions of the bill, whenever the 
Senate of the United States shall find itself in a position of suffi- 
cient quietude and patience to act upon the proposition, I do not 
believe that 5 votes will be developed against the passage of the 
bill—I do not mean precisely in its present shape, but after it has 
undergone critical 55 I predicate that conviction upon 
the fact that the people of the United States have discovered that 
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a waterway through Nicaragua is absolutely indispensable as a 
matter of safety to the coasts of the United States as well as to 
the commerce of the country. : 8 

Then this fund, having performed this great service, which I 
have called missionary work, in sages atid transcontinental 
railroad, now that it is coming back to the ury of the United 
States, ought to be employed in giving to the prose waterway 
facilities for their travel and for their traffic, and in giving to the 
Navy of the United States the opportunity of forming a junction 
between the fleets without passing 13,000 miles around the south- 
ern point of South America. 

So I concluded that I would present that feature of the case, 
and it has met with the entire acceptance of every Senator who 
is concerned in the recommendation of this amendment to the 
Senate. 

Iam greatly gratified, Mr. President, at the success of the idea, 
not because it is mine exclusively, for it is not mine. It has been 
in the minds of many men for a great while. But I am greatly 
gratified to know that there is an almost universal consensus of 
opinion that this fund, when it goes into the Treasury of the 

nited States, and that part of it which is already in the Treas- 
ury, shall be made a charge upon the Treasury for the purpose of 
building the canal. That is its proper, logical, just, and natural 
destination. i 

Now, a word about the nature of that charge. It is a mere 
declaration by law of the policy of the Government of the United 
States that this money ought to be applied and will be applied to 
the construction of the canal, for the amendment as it is proposed 
here now leaves it optional with Congress to make the application 
of the money from time to time as Congress may determine that 
the money ought to be 1 for that purpose, and in the mean- 
time it leaves the money liable to pass into the current expenses 
of the Government whenever that is necessary, but to be returned 
to this fund whenever Congress shall by law make appropriation 
for the purpose of building the canal, 

Mr. President, if we could pass this amendment to-day, not only 
would the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal become an abso- 
lute and indefeasible certainty, but we would settle many ques- 
tions that are looming up from time to time and that have sur- 
rounded this subject and have harassed its friends now for ten or 
fifteen years, all of which are important, all of which are danger- 
ous; but they derive their importance and their danger from the 
fact that the Congress of the United States withholds its hand and 
takes no positive action upon the subject. 

If the amendment could be into a law to-day whereby 
the $125,000,000—for that is about the amount—could be made a 
charge upon the Treasury of the United States, and the world saw— 
for the nations of the earth are Tooni upon us with anxious eyes 
about this matter—that the Congress come to a resolution to 
build the canal without entering into particulars as to the manner 
in which it would do so, but arog e open for future legisla- 
tion, then we would haye accomplished a result for our country 
which otherwise we may be very seriously disappointed about, 
both as to the time of its realization and also as to the difficulties 
with which it may be surrounded. . 

At the present time the Government of the United States has 
no official connection whatever with a canal going through Nica- 
ragua except through concessions made to some of its citizens. 
Wipe those out, and we haye not a J ea of sand even to stand 
upon for a foundation. We would then be left to the possibilities 
of diplomatic negotiations for the purpose of crain a status 
quo upon which we could pena any future action, le tive 
or otherwise. All would gone, All will be gone whenever 
those concessions are broken down, if we are weak enough to per- 
mit that to be done. They have not very long to run. In the 
meantime Nicaragua, consulting her own interests—I am not 
going to criticise her or blame her for her conduct at all—is mak- 
ing tion to form combinations with citizens of Great Brit- 
ain to build the canal. 

She has already, in contempt of the concessions to our own 150. 
ple, given to the Atlas Company, a company chartered in London, 
the right of the exclusive navigation of the San Juan River, the 
exclusive navigation of Lake Nicaragua, the exclusive navigation 
of Lake Managua, and has sold to this company the railroad reach- 
ne from the city of Managua to Corinto, with authority also to 
build another railway across from Lake Managua to Bluefields or 
the river, the head of navigation just above Bluefields, a short 
route through a very fertile country and a route of immense im- 
portance because of the low cost at which it can be built and the 
short line between the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean at 
the harbor of Corinto. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me to 
ask him a question? I desire to know of the Senator whether the 
concession of Nicaragua to the British company, giving it the ex- 
clusive navigation of the San Juan, as he has stated, and the exclu- 
sive navigation of Lake Nicaragua, in any wise conflicts with the 


concession of Nicaragua and Costa Rica to the Maritime Canal 
Company? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Alabama will allow me for a 
moment, I wish it to be understood that my point of order is 
pending. I stated that if the matter was not debated I was will- 
ing that it should be put in by the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate; but the course that matters have taken shows very clearly 
that what I stated was correct, and I shall insist, at the end of the 
Senator’s remarks, on my point of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. In reply to the question of the Senator from 
Louisiana, I will state that Nicaragua seems to be indifferent as 
to whether there is a conflict between the grant to our conces- 
sionaries and the grant to the Atlas Company. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there a conflict? 

Mr, MORGAN, I think there is a conflict, absolutely and un- 
questionably. That is my opinion. Iam only stating my opinion 
There are some others, including the Atlas Company themselves, 
who insist that their purpose is not to conflict, and that while they 
might have the opportunity of conflicting with the present con- 
cession, they are counting upon the fact that the concession will 
expire by limitation before anything is done. 

ow, that brings to view the peril of the situation, and that is 
why I have anxiously referred to this subject. There is this great 
Atlas Company, composed of very important individuals both in 
England and the United States, gentlemen of eminence, gentle- 
men of personal worth and also of large capital in the city of New 
York, representing it, and that company is now working very rap- 
idly for the building of the railroad connection between Lake 
Managua and Bluefields close to the Caribbean Sea. Obviously, 
beyond question, both as matter of deduction and as matter of 
fact, the Atlas Company expects to receive into its hands the con- 
cession we are about to give up by our delay; and when that time 
comes around, there is no possibility of our escaping a controversy 
with a great British company about the canal rights. 

We have now got no rights as a Government except such as rest 
upon the doctrine of estoppel. More than that, we stand in an 
attitude toward Nicaragua, which she can maintain in the face of 
the nations of the world, of rather an unpleasant character, which 
would forbid us from going back to the Frelinghuysen-Zavala 
treaty, if that was considered to be a valuable treaty, and demand- 
ing or claiming of Nicaragua a renewal of that negotiation. That 
negotiation was made by Mr. Frelinghuysen when he was Secre- 
tary of State and by Mr. Zavala when, I believe, he was in the 
same office for Nicaragua, or was President of Nicaragua. That 
treaty i ina us to pay Nicaragua $4,000,000 in money for the 
canal rights and concession. It required us, as I remember the 
figures, to pay Nicaragua for an indefinite period of time 13 per 
cent of the actual income of the canal, making for her an enor- 
mous amount of money. 

That treaty was debated in the Senate, and inasmuch as thein- 
junction of secrecy has been long since removed, I will give its 
status before the Senate at the time Mr. Cleveland was inaugu- 
rated for his first term. A vote had been taken in the Senate 
which failed of 2 votes to reach two-thirds majority on the rati- 
fication of the treaty. Mr. Edmunds, of Vermont, voted in the 
negative for the purpose of getting on proper ground upon which 
to move a reconsideration, and he moved a reconsideration; and 
that motion was pending at the time Mr. Cleveland came into 
office. 

Mr. Bayard, who became his Secretary of State and was known 
as having been selected for that high office, was then in the Sen- 
ate, and Mr. Bayard opposed the ratification of the treaty upon the 

ound that it was calculated to create an entangling alliance 

etween ourselves and Nicaragua and also, according to his opin- 
ion, that it came in conflict with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 
When Mr, Cleveland came into office, he withdrew the treaty from 
the Senate, and since that time has paid no further attention to 
the subject. 

Now, Nicaragua having made that treaty, having ratified it on 
her part, having presented it, and it having been rejected by a 
vote of the Senate and then withdrawn by the President of the 
United States and put into a state of “innocuous desuetude,” as a 
matter of course Nicaragua can not be called upon to treat even 
on that subject with any degree of assurance on our part that she 
would accept such negotiation. But who is there in the United 
States who, after our citizens have spent nearly $5,000,000 in con- 
structing a canal there under a concession, is now willing to 
throw that away, deprive them of any oppor sy of recoupment 
at all, and then pay Nicaragua $4,000,000 in money for another 
concession, and that to be accompanied by a provision that 13 per 
cent of the income of the canal is to be devoted to Nicaragua so 
long as the canal lasts, if I have the figures right, and I think I 

ve? 

I refer to that now to show the improbability and the impossi- 
bility of that negotiation, The concessions to our citizens expire 
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on the 9th day of October, 1899—that is to say, on their face sey 
expire then—but there is not a court of justice in the world whic 

would hold that Nicaragua had the right to enforce the forfeiture 
at that time. I need not go into the reasons of it. I state that 
proposition, and if Iam questioned about it at any time when it 
is proper to debate it, I will be able to show that there is not a 
court of justice in the world that would declare the forfeiture of 
that concession on the 9th day of October, 1899, under the circum- 
stances of the conduct of Nicaragua and Costa Rica in respect of 
this concession during its pendency. But I pass from that ques- 
tion, not desiring to discuss it, ; 5 s 

Feeling the weight of the pressure of this situation, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I addressed a letter to the Secretary of State to know 
whether or not the Government of the United States expected to 
enter into any negotiations with Nicar: in regard to the canal. 
The answer came promptly and definitely, ‘‘No!” Whilecitizens 
of the United States have concessions that are unexpired, we can 
not negotiate with Nicaragua to change the situation without 
doing them injustice. Therefore we have no such expectation. 
Therefore the earliest period at which it is 8 to take any 
diplomatic action upon this subject is October, 1899, conceding 
that Nicaragua then might have the right to declare a forfeiture 
of these charters. We see, therefore, Mr. President, that unless 
some action is taken upon the basis of the concessions to our citi- 
zens, in some direction or other, it is impossible that we can even 
start upon the project of building the canal before October, 1899. 

I wanted to make this statement plain to the Senate, that the 
people of the United States 8 Fp exactly understand what we 
are doing with their very valuable and important interest in this 
regard. Here is the Senate so fatigued with the heat of the sum- 
mer and long sessions that there is not any probability, I think, 
of the consideration at this session of the canal bill which has 
been reported by the select committee upon that subject, and I 
felt it was my duty at all events to bring this matter to the atten- 
tion of the American people. I want them to know that I am not 
responsible, being chairman of the select committee, for any delay 
whatever in respect to this matter. I will accept none of the 
criminality of delay. Surely I will not make my personal con- 
venience or comfort the paltry reason for such delinquency. 

I will not undertake to discuss particularly the bill which has 
been reported here, but I will say that all the objections I have 
heard of any material character against the bills—I refer to the 
bills which han been heretofore reported here, one of them 
through this body by 11 majority—have been removed by the 
character of the present bill. I merely state that to show that on 
the part of the committee which I have the honor to represent 
on this floor as its chairman we have resorted to every possible 
diligence in order to bring this subject up fully and fairly to the 
consideration of the country, and particularly of Congress, so that 
we might be safe at the earliest possible moment from that dis- 
tressful situation which but recently has excited the fears and 
apprehensions of every American citizen, even for the loss of the 
great battle ship 9 : 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator t me? Will he state 
briefly, not in detail, in what partic the bill which has been 
reported by his committee differs from the bill which was before 
the Senate at the last session? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senate passed a bill and the House de- 
clined to act upon it, although there was a strong majority in the 
House for it. Everybody knew that. They signed a statement of 
a majority to show it. At the next session—Fifty-fourth Con- 

ess another bill was reported in the House, and the identical 
Woes bill was reported here from this committee to the Senate, 
word for word. erefore, in order to point out the differences, I 
will refer to the last bill. The last bill contained a provision that 
the Government of the United States, in consideration of indorsing 
the bonds of the Nicaragua Canal Company for the sum of $100,- 
000,000, shouid receive $70,000,000 of stock of that company, that 
is, full paid-up stock. The bill limited the capital stock to $100,- 
000,000. That every bill did which had been reported from any 
of the committees, whether the Committee on Foreign Relations 
or the select committee on the canal, 

Now, let it be understood that all these bills were amendments 
to the charter. The charter provides that the company may have 
stock to the amount of 8200, 000, 000 and may issue bonds to the 
amount of 8200, 000,000, if I remember aright, but the bill to which 
I now refer as showing the distinction between the bill now on 
the Calendar, which I haye recently reported from the committee, 
and the bill which was reported in the House and also in the 
Senate during the last Congress, contained a provision amendin 
the charter so as to reduce the capital stock to $100,000,000 an 
the right to issue bonds to $100,000,000, and it provided that the 
Government of the United States should receive $70,000,000 out 
of the $100,000,000 in stock in consideration of its guaranty of 
the bonds of the Pea ai That left $30,000,000 of stock to be 
disposed of under the bill. 

Six million dollars of that stock was to be given to Nicaragua 


because she had reserved that in her concession, and $1,500,000 
was to be given to Costa Rica because she had reserved that in 
her concession. That is $7,500,000. Then the bill reported to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress provided for the payment of a sum of money 
or the issue of bonds, amounting to a sum not exceeding $4,000,- 
000, to pay for the work which had been done upon the canal, and 
another sum of $6,000,000, I think, in that bill to enable this com- 
pany to Clear off certain issues of stock which it had made, and 
scrip for stock, and obligations which it was under to the con- 
struction company for building the canal. They agreed to take 
that as.a condition of the bill becoming operative. 

In the present bill the stock of the canal company is limited to 
$109,000,000. The power to issue bonds is limited to $100,000,000, 
and they are forbidden to issue any other bonds or to make any 
other obligations as security for any person or corporation what- 
ever. Seventy million dollars of the stock is to be given to the 
United States in consideration of its guaranty of $100,000,000 of 
bonds, $6,000,000 is to be given to Nicaragua to fulfill the conces- 
sion, and a million and a half to Costa Rica to fulfill the con- 
cession, and $5,000,000 of bonds of the company is to be issued to 
the present Maritime Canal Company, which this bill provides 

be 8 
Moras CAFF RY. Are those bonds to be indorsed by the United 
es? 

Mr. MORGAN. They are to be indorsed by the United States 
and be in full payment of all of the rights of that company of 
every kind, character, and description, and remain in the Treas- 
ury of the United States until the outstanding obligations, scrip, 
stock, and everything of that kind are brought in and canceled. 
That leaves $23,000,000 of stock of this company in the treasury of 
the company for working capital. It adds only $1,000,000 to the 
$4,000,000 that were pro inall the preceding bills to pay these 
men for the actual e diture of money they have made, and in- 
stead of giving them 86,000, 000 for the purpose of clearing up the 

g incumbrances, and e ing of that sort, they are 
paid simply with $5,000,000. 

Whether they can get through with that sum or not I do not 
know, but this bill is not predicated upon their consent. Itisa 
savage bill; it is a harsh bill; but is one that seems to be made nec- 
essary by the condition of affairs that exists, and these men will 
bow their heads to the knife with as much sincere patriotism as 
any set of men who have ever lived in thiscountry. e bill takes 
from them $6,000,000 in stock or other securities reserved to them 


in the concessions. 
Mr. HARRIS. Isu to the Senator from Alabama that he 
describe the o ization, the board of directors. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill now on the Calendar creates a reor- 
ganization of the company. Who are the stockholders? Seventy 
millions of the stock is in the hands of the United States Govern- 
ment, six millions is in the hands of Nicaragua, and a million and 
a half in the hands of Costa Rica, and the three Republics are the 
stockholders. The other $23,000,000 of stock is left in the treasury 
of thecompany. Corresponding with that, the board of directors 
is reduced and fixed at eleyen in number. Of this number, Nica- 
ragua has one, Costa Rica has one, and the United States has 
nine. They are to be appointed by the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. I could 

o on With other various details, but I am ing now of the 
ifference between the two bills, and only of 

Now, it will be seen that almost every objection conceivable or 
that has ever been urged is cleared up by this bill except one, and 
that is the objection that the United States ought to be the sov- 
ereign owner of the canal and of the ground over which it runs. 

at can not be without invading the sovereignty of Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua. We do not want to do that. It is not necessary 
to do it, and it would be an extremely harsh thing and would lead 
to war if we did it. So we do not want to do that. It would be 
very foolish to undertake that. 

More than that, there is the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which 
never has been declared obsolete or pany oat although many 
Senators, including myself, believe that we have a right to declare 
it abrogated, as having been abandoned. There it stands, with 
— itain holding her right under it, as she has always 

one—— 

Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator from Alabama hold that it 
is obsolete, not ing of the declaration? 

MORGAN, No; not without a declaration. It is not ob- 
solete. 

Mr. BACON, I thought that in the debate I had heard the 
Senator state that to be his position. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I was arguing a case in the Supreme Court 
of the United States under that treaty, I should be obliged to ad- 
mit that it was a valid treaty, a geen ber ; that the United 
States had the right to get rid of it, but that it never done so. 

Mr. BACON. I was not stating my view, but I understood 
what I stated to be the view of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN, No; it is not. I never expressed that view. 
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There is the situation which we have been attempting to pro- 
vide for in this bill which is before the Congress, and if I was 
standing on this floor for the last minute of my life, making my 
last appeal to the Senate of the United States, it would be: “ Gen- 
tlemen, stay here for a few days until the Congress of the United 
States can pass a bill, with such amendments as you think ought 
to be put upon it, believing as I do that if is the most essential 
measure that is now in view for the welfare of the people of the 
United States, and absolutely indispensable, as has been recently 
demonstrated, for the defense of our coast.” 

Mr. President, I think I have presented in a tolerably clear way 
not as fully as I probably would like to do if I had the opportu- 
nity to do so without giving any unnecessary detention to the 
Senate—a situation here that ought to be 1 against imme- 
diately. I think the amendment which I offered to the bill, in- 
cluding thefeaturein regard to the Nicaraguan Canal, would settle 
almost every question that rests in the mind of any people for- 
eign to the United States in respect of our determination to go on 
and build the canal. It is immensely im t right now that 
the Government of the United States shall indicate in some way 
its positive determination to go on and construct the canal. We 
can not give up this canal, Mr. President, without releasing such 
an amount of the just power of the United States commercially 
and in a military sense as to weaken us almost incalculably. 

But, sir, I find myself opposed by questions of order and by 
objections of asingle Senator, so that my hands are tied upon this 
occasion and I can not move in any direction at all. I regret ex- 
ceedingly that no expression of opinion can be obtained from the 
Senate of the United States by a vote to-day upon this proposition, 
for if I could get any expression of opinion in favor of the propo- 
sition of creating this as a fund in the Treasury, not a fund desig- 
nated by earmarks, but a charge upon the subject to 
future appropriation, so that the money arising from the sale of 
the transcontinental railroads may be applied to opening a water- 
way for the relief of the people of the Pacific slope and of all the 
interior country by pompon iive lines of transportation, I would 
feel that very wuch had been accomplished; that, in fact, the 
whole business had been put upon such a foundation as that it 
would be absolute hereafter and indubitable. But, sir, I can not 
help myself. A xS 

I did not suppose that disconnected from the canal proposition 
I could be induced to vote for the settlement proposed of the debt 
of the Central Pacific Railroad. Ihave had as much to do with 
the investigation of that question as any gentleman on this floor, 
and I have done it with an honest conscience and without the 
slightest bias in any direction, for, as I have often observed, the 
State of Alabama stands in such relation to all the transconti- 
nental railways as that we are absolutely impartial in respect of 
the success of any of them or the defeat of any of their p jes. 

But, sir, here is a question of settling up the Central Pacific 
Railway debt on the basis of the settlement of the Union Pacific 
Railway debt, and that is a very important matter for the peace 
and welfare of this country. If we settle with the Central Pacific 
Railway on that basis, we still hold to the charter powers that 
exist now in the statute, and that railway line is subject to our 
authority just as it has been all the time. It is not so with the 
Union Pacific. That has slipped out of reach, or it is supposed to 
have done so. : : 

In view of the great precedent to which I referred in my open- 
ing remarks as to the basis of settlement by receiving back the 
principal money and the interest we have actually paid out, I 
now announce my intention, if that will remove the objection to 
the consideration of this amendment, to vote first for the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, without reference to the Nica- 
raguan Canal, and in doing so I will trust to the Senate of the 
United States to come up to the help of the country by giving to 


this canal such assistance as is indispensably necessary 
struction and also to its being withheld from the control of for- 
eign powers. 


any Senator ever Yor “rir for a moment what the agi- 
tation would be in the United States if it was announced that a 
corporation of some foreign government like the great Atlas Com- 
pany had become the successor to the concessions that now exists 
in favor of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua under our 
laws? What would be the state of e tion in the Senate of 
the United States, and in the country at , upon the announce- 
ment of a statement like that? Mr. President, we have not en- 
countered a question in a long time that would produce the same 
commotion, agitation, and anxiety in the country that such an 
announcement would make. 3 i 
My opinion is (and my opinion is based upon a careful consid- 
eration of the facts as they exist, which can not be concealed) that 
the moment we turn our backs upon this proposition, in that mo- 
ment we hesitate and refuse to announce our determination, so often 
expressed by Presidents and Secretaries of State and political con- 
ventions, as my friend from Kansas [Mr. Harris] suggests, that 
the canal shall be built and shall be an American canal under 


to its con- | $220,000 


American control. What will that mean, sir, but the abandon- 
ment of a vital policy? 

When the Senate of the United States was informed that the 
Government of France was about to inaugurate a lottery to build 
the Panama Canal, after it had gone to wreck and ruin and insol- 
vency, the Committee on Foreign Relations reported a resolution 
here which passed, I think, without a dissenting voice, that the 
Government of the United States could not look with any tolera- 
tion—I do not quote the language, but that is the idea—u the 
intervention of any foreign government by any means whatever 
to build a canal across the Isthmus of Darien. That resolution 
= this body unanimously, as I remember it. It was drawn 

y Mr. Edmunds, of Vermont, and was discussed here for some 
considerable time. That was in anticipation of what would take 

lace if the Government of France should undertake to aid the 

anama Canal, after it had broken down in the hands of its pro- 
jectors, by merely organizing under the laws of France a lottery 
to raise the money to complete the canal. There is our attitude, 
We can not depart from it. 

But, Mr. President, this is not a mere matter of sentiment. It 
has become one of the most real and important of all the questions 
that ever concerned the people of the United States, The idea 
that our coast lines on the East and West should be divided by 
13,000 miles, when by digging this canal they would become prac- 
tically continuous thro that canal, it being a neutral canal, is 
something that the people of the United States at last have seen 
in such a practical way that there is no longer evading on the part 
of Congress of solemn and imperative duty to act upon this sub- 
ject as soon as may be. ` 

Now, sir, with the consent of my friends on the committee, if 
there is no objection made to it, I will separate this proposition. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator hopes it will not be done. Here 
is a member of the Nicaraguan Canal Committee who objects to 
it. Let it go as Ihave presented it. The Senator is right. Still 
I will vote for either proposition. It will rest with some other 
Senator to ask a division of the question. 

1 WILSON. If I may be permitted to interrupt the Sen- 
ator 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. It seems to me that the construction of the 
canal is of vital importance not only to the Pacific coast. but to the 
entire country. There is an almost unanimous opinion throughout 
the country in favor of its construction, and the committee has 
arrived at a settlement of the entire matter. I think I can say 
that much. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON. The committee has entirely settled this matter, 
and if it can be settled in this way by the Senate it is of the ut- 
most importance that it should be acted upon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, the Senator from Washington sees the 
situation. It is that a single objection prevents the consideration 
of this amendment unless the Senate chooses to vote the amend- 
ment on the bill by a vote that it is in order. . 

Mr. WILSON. It is more important, I may say, in my judg- 
ment, to our people that we should construct the canal than that 
we should settle with the Central Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think itreally would be far more important. 
At the same time, Mr. President, we can not have our own way 
about matters of this kind. I thought it was possible that the ob- 
jection to the consideration of the amendment voted by the com- 
mittee pou not be made if I should ask to separate the two 
pro ons. 

. HALE, Mr. President, itis not suitable and proper that 
the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill, which is the 
great war appropriation bill of the session, covering more than 
„000,000, some of which is immediately needed for the war, 
should be prolonged by any.outside matter. If the Senator from 
Alabama can submit a proposition here that will receive unani- 
mous consent and not give rise to any further debate, I shall not 
make the point of order; but if debate is to proceed, in the inter- 
ests of the great war appropriation bill which I have in charge I 
must insist on the point of order and ask the Chair to rule upon 
it as soon as the Senator is through. Otherwise we would go on 
and be here day after day upon the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, Mr. President, I will submit the propo- 
pe separately, just as it was reported by the committee origi- 


v. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair understands the situation 
to be that the Senator from Alabama withdraws his amendment 
and offers on behalf of the committee the amendment which is in 
print, to be submitted to the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I do not withdraw the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair so understands, 

Mr. I simply withhold it, and if the amendment as 
now proposed is to be complicated with other amendments and 
other discussion, I shall ask the Chair to rule upon it, because the 
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pony of order is plain, in order that debate and delay may be 
8 $ 
Ar. TELLER. If the Senator who has the bill in charge is not 


willing to make the point of order, I certainly will. We can not 
legislate on this great question on the pen bill in the last 
hours of the session. 
Mr, HALE. Then J ask the ruling of the Chair on the point of 
order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
Mr. HALE. Now. I hope the bill will be reported to the Senate, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further amendments to the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole? 
Mr. PASCO, Mr. President 
Mr. TELLER. Perhaps I did not understand what the last 
amendment was. I understood that it was the Nicaraguan Canal 
proposition. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was withdrawn. 
Mr. TELLER. And this is the amendment from the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 
Mr. TELLER. I withdraw my objection. s 
Mr. WILSON. If we are forced to withdraw a portion of the 
amendment which I think is of vital importance to my State and 
to our section and to the whole country, which has been demon- 
strated since the present war commenced, and if that portion of 
the amendment can not stay in, I shall have to make the point 
of order against the balance, 
Mr. E. The Chair has already ruled on the ps: of order. 
So let the consideration of the bill be proceeded witn. 
Mr. TELLER. I made the objection under the supposition that 
it was the Nicaraguan question. k 
. HALE. TheSenator from Washington objects on the other 


und. 

air WILSON. That proposition is of importance—just as vital 
to us as the other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida was recog- 
nized. 

Mr. PASCO. I submit an amendment to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, after line 8, insert the following: 

For the payment in full of John D. Sands, a watchman employed in the 
public buil at Key West, Fla., for the fiscal year 1894, $193.91, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to put in the Recorp in connection with 
the amendment two letters from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. . There is no need to put in the letters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letters will be printed in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 23, 1398. 

Srp: Referring to your letter of the 19th instant, in reference toa claim 
in favor of John D. Sands, for service as wa at the custom-house, Key 
West, Fla., from July 1 to October 2, 1804, I have the honor to inclose here- 


with a copy of a letter written April b5, 1896, by this Department to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, in regard to 


int of order is sustained. 


d cl 
Respectfully, yours, L. J. GAGE, 
pag Secretary. 
Hon. S. P. 


S. Pasco, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 25, 1896. 

Str: The Department isin receipt of your letter dated April 21, 1896, in- 
closing a copy of amendment intended to be propo: by Mtr. a to the 
bill E R. 7855 making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1897, and for other purposes, for 
the payment of John D. Sands, a watchman employed at Key West, Fla., on 
the 5 building, $250, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and re- 
questing to have the views of this Department upon the matter. 

In reply I have the honor to state that the records of this office show that 
John D. Sands was transferred from the customs service to the custodian’s 
force, custom house building, Key West. Fla., on April 25, 1894, as a watch- 
man, with compensation at the rate of $720 per annum. 

Owing to the insufficiency of the appropriation to which Mr. Sands's sal- 
ary would have been chargeable during the fiscal year 1895, his term of sery- 
ice was limited by the Department to June 30. 1804, notwithstanding which, 
however, the custodian, — — his own responsibility, continued the employ- 
ment of Mr. Sands to October 2, 1804. 

There is no question that the services of a watchman at the building were 
essential, and the custodian of the custom-house has, from time to time, cer- 
bea to the Departmént that Mr. Sands actually performed the dutiesof the 


on. 

Should the services of Mr. Sands have been authorized by the Department 
there would be dus him from saly 1 to October 2, 18%, for salary at the rate 
of $720 per annum, the sum of $183.91. 

Respectfully, yours, 


S. WIKE, 
Hon. w. R Acting Secretary. 
on. W. B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

3 ILSON. At the earnest solicitation of the Senator from 

e — 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent that the bill shall now be em- 
barrassed, and I hope there will be no debate. 

Mr. STEWART. There will be no debate. 

Mr. HALE. Ican not consent. Other Senators have notified 
me that the point of order will be renewed. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand I have the floor. I was recog- 
nized by the Chair, and I want to make my statement with the 
permission again of the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to the Senator, but I can not 
Mr. WILSON. The Senator can not object. He has it notin 


his power to 8 until I make the statement. 
5 e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington is in 
order. 


Mr. WILSON. I will make the statement, and then the Sen- 
ator can object to what I state or make a point of order after I 
have made the statement. 

Mr. HALE. I could cut the Senator off if I wanted, but I do 
not wish to do so. 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill leave that to the Chair. I addressed the 
Chair and the Chair recognized the Senator from Washington. 
The Senator from Maine states that he can cut me off if he wants, 
but I doubt his power in that respect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair informs the Senator from 
Washi n that he is in order, and he will proceed. 

Mr. (to Mr. Witson). Goon. 

Mr. WILSON. Again I have the permission of the Senator 
from Maine, Mr. President. 

At the solicitation of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
and also the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], and with the con- 
sent of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 1 I withdraw 
my pont of order on the amendment. I trust that I am in order, 
I will again ask the Senator from Maine if I am now in order. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has my entire good will and permis- 
sion to go on or to stop, as he chooses. 

Mr. WILSON. I made the statement as requested by those gen- 
tlemen, with the consent of the Senator from Maine. - 

Mr. GEAR. Task unanimous consent to offer the amendment. 
sierra that if it gives rise to three minutes’ debate I will with- 

Wit. 

Mr. HALE. If one word of debate is made upon that or any 
amendment, I shall insist on the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa will offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state that the Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE] has an amendment which he wants to make limiting the 
time, which we accept and will be glad to have adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 18, after line 21, insert: 


SETTLEMENT WITH THE CENTRAL PACIFIC AND WESTERN PACIFIC RAIL- 
ROADS. 


That the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
Attorney-General, and their successors in office, den and they are hereby, ap- 
pointed a commission with full power to settle the Few it st Bay to the Gov- 
ernment growing out of the issue of bonds in aid of the construction of the 
Central Pacific and Western Pacific bond-aided upon such terms 
and in such manner as may be upon by them, or by a 3 of 
them, and the owners of said : Provided, That any and all settle- 
ments thus made shall be submitted in wri to the President for his ap- 
proxal or disapproval, and unless approved by shall not be binding. 


said commission shall not to accept a less sum in settlement of 
the amount due the United States the amount of the principal and 
unpaid interest due at the time of said settlement: And also provided, That 


ment by installment, and ai tes of interest, to be not less than 


cent per annum, ble semiannually, and with such securit 
2 — — paya = y: su y as to said 


y e . 
That there is hereby N e out of any money in the Treasury not 
a) e sum of $20, 
other ese OTTOA *. 25 ee on on to defray the expenses of said 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- 
nays ee amendment, and that the amendment may be included 
in the 

Mr. PERKINS. My colleague . WHITE] has prepared two 
amendments. He has them in hidak, They were submitted to 
myself and others and we have approved of them. Iam not pre- 
pared to offer the amendments in the form he has them, 

Mr. GEAR, Iwill state the amendment. 

Mr, WHITE entered the Chamber. 

Mr. PERKINS. My colleague is now here. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from California will offer his amend- 
ment to the amendment in re to the settlement with the Cen- 
tral Pacific and the Western Pacific railroads. 

Mr. HALE, 1 withhold my objection until I see whether the 
amendment gives rise to any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. WHITE. I will try and be quite brief, 


said commission are ppd § Poaceae to grant such time or times of p 
per 
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Mr. HALE. Ihave said to other Senators that if it gives rise 
to any debate I shall object. 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. g 4 

Mr. WHITE. I do not think anybody will question what I say, 
and therefore it will not be debate. In lined, page 2 of the amend- 
ment, I move to strike out the word “unpaid” before the word 
„interest.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none; and the amendment to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Also, in the same line and in the next line I 
move to strike out the words “due at the time of said settlement” 
and insert in lieu of the words stricken out the words and all 
amounts necessary to reimburse the United States for moneys paid 
for interest or otherwise.” tnd 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. GEAR. I accept that amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. On line 11, page 2, I move to insert what I send 
to the desk. F 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 11, page 2, insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
tothe amendment? The Chair hears none; and the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be read as amended. 

Mr, WHITE. It is all right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisa very important matter. It may be all 
right, but I should like to hear it read. 

o VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as it will read as modified, 

Mr. HALE. Let that clause of the amendment be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That said commission shall not to A a less sum in settlement of 


the f and 
for 


annum, payable semiannually, and with such security as to sai 
may seem expedient: Provided, however, That in any settlement that may be 

o the final payment and full discharge of said indebtedness shall not be 
postponed to exceed ten years, and the whole amount, principal and interest, 
shali be paid in equal semiannual installments within the period so limited, 
and in any settlement made it shall be provided that if default shall be made 
ipany payment of either principal or interest, or any part thereof, then the 

ole sum and all installments, principal and interest, shall immediately be- 
come: due and payable, notwithstanding any other stipulation of said settle- 
men 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire simply to say with refer- 
ence to the amendment just adopted at my suggestion,and which 
is now in this bill, that while I do not approve of any deferring of 
payment at all, I have deemed it best to perfect the amendment, 
or to get it as near perfect as practicable, and with that view have 
proposed the amendment which has been accepted. 

r. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator from California a 
question, for all the explanation we have had on this matter has 
necessarily been limited to one reading of it, I desire to know 
whether, under the provisions of this amendment which has been 
adopted, the parties who are charged with the responsibility and 
power of this settlement will be authorized to take anything less 
than the amount of the principal and interest? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. BACON, I ask for information, as I could not judge from 
the reading. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say to the Senator from Georgia that 
as the amendment is now amended it provides for the payment of 
the full amount, and another amendment, which was adopted by 
the Senate at my suggestion, limits the final payment to ten years, 
and a default as toany payment of principal or interest will make 


the whole due and payable forthwith. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
The bill was passed. 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4809) to increase 


XXXI——405 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6465 


the efficiency of the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army, 


and requesting a conference with the Senate thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ImovethattheSenate disagree to theamend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and accede to the request 
for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, HAWLEY, 
Mr. CARTER, and Mr, COCKRELL were appointed. 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4810) to increase 
the efficiency of the Subsistence Departmentof the Army, and re- 
questing a conference with the Senate thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and accede to the re- 
quest for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Haw- 
LEY, Mr, CARTER, and Mr, COCKRELL were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 10424) to provide for a temporary increase in the 
Inspector-General's ent of the Army; 

A bill (m R. 10561) to increase the force of the Ordnance De- 

ent; 

A bill (H. R. 10685) fixing pay and allowances of chaplains for 
volunteer y EA and 

A bill (H. R. 10805) to amend the act relating to pay of volun- 
teer soldiers. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, when I concluded my remarks 
yesterday afternoon I was discussing the testimony respecting the 
proposition that the Hawaiian revolution of 1893 was procured and 


carried to a successful consummation by the use of the military 


forces of the United States. I had cited the testimony of a number 
of witnesses, all of whom were adherents of the provisional gov- 
ernment installed in the manner stated. I have consumed con- 
siderable time of the Senate in reading, or in having read, the 
testimony of these witnesses. I will refer to their testimony fur- 
ther, and will ask that the testimony be incorporated in the RECORD 
without reading, unless ially demanded, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Is there any objection to the request made by the Senator from 
Louisiana? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CAFFERY. From this memorandum of Smith, Castle, 
Cooper, and others, written down at the time of the occurrences 
which it narrates by one of the participants in the revolution, it 
appears that the committee of thirteen was a self-constituted body, 
and met at the office of Mr. Smith on 15th of January, 1893. 

It was admitted by and among them that they had neitherarms 
nor organization, and that the Gass had all the force and organ- 
ization there was on the island. 

The first thing discussed was the question of a protectorate by 
the United States through the military forces on the Boston, and 
the next was to send a committee to Minister Stevens to find out 
what aid he could render. Without waiting for his colleagues on 
the committee, Mr. Thurston immediately waited on Minister Ste- 
vens, informed him of the revolutionary plans, and desired to 
know what he could do. Mr, Stevens told him that whatever 
government was established and was in possession of the govern- 
ment building, executive departments, and archives, and in pos- 
session of the city, that was a de facto government, proclaiming 
itself as a government, would oropan have to be recognized.” 

I desire to offer the testimony of Judge H. A. Widemann, de- 
tailing the circumstances of the Queen's surrender and the quiet 
of the city of Honolulu at the time of tke surrender, to be found 
on page 535, Executive Document No. 47, Fifty-third Congress, 
second session, House of Representatives, 

The testimony referred to is as follows: 

Interview with Judge H. A. Widemann, Honolulu, May 20, 1893. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Judge, where were you born? 

A. Hanover, Germany. 

L. How long have you lived here? 


he a na W N 
Q. What offices have you held in that time? 
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rch EU eyo ST ie, ee te 
ere or 
the same tine T = ee eens offices from 1854 to 1865— 


office in 1805: © supreme court 
interior in 1874. Daring hose years Thave been oolito T member of 
the of Tof ap gea tion. Iwas a noble 
Tono EAA I was elected noble in 1887 to 1892. 
Fe F. e and when he 
went to — —— got well and took the place back. That brings us up 


to date. 
3 F the ministers of Lilinokalani, 
Damon, went to the palace and held a consultation with 
the Queen on the subject of her yielding to the movement for a provisional 
government. Were you there? 
A. Iwas there at t 8 
an Q. Will you be kind enough to me in a general way what was said and 


A. There were present, besides the ministers, Samuel Damon, Judge Car- 


ter, Paul Neumann, and m; 
. What was the sub; matter of the interview? 


. It was a comm tion from the maona government touching 
ber bein. . hich had been sent her in the 
course of the day. I objected to 


g the ACARAR a0 didn't know but it 
might be 3 The Queen's Government was ol the 
barracks the police station ENAS the arms and ammm tion were. The 


consequentiy thai 
fon was surrendered — atten the T the consultation. We were there 
porosia an hour in this ery 


baa — 5 Mr. Stevens's letter 
the Queen's 5 Sa. 


provisi 
ment. was read b; = — — pro of foreign affairs. 
Jog Carter Were a committee of two to draw 
on 


Mr. Neumann an 
upa — 0 — — — — a — i fea done so. We all 
a 8 
Was it dark tears 
It was after dark; lamps were lighted. 
Q. What was the condition of the city an to quisb wher the troops were 
landed on the day before? 


A. There were 8 W things could be. 
I went to the palace to speak to the Queen. I told he: ont go the soldiers had 
eee 
tack the Her em 
shoals come to her and ask her to go wi x 2g this in m 3 
nation = 


n seeing Torea Woops ph in 1 country when there 


S; Did that — mind continue until the dethronement of the Queen 
and t ae and station house? 


he surrender of the 
A. Yes: until we heard of the establishment of the provisional govern- 
ment, and then we knew what was what. 
Q Everything quiet after that? 
Everything ie bee F 


Q. Were you in the 
A. I was a member b . 


e you be kind phisis, to tell me how many 55 represented 
t Legislature and by what names they were 3 

at ab parties and some Independents, National ‘orm, Reform, and 

low many members had each of these 

5. re Na Reform; 14 me 21 n and 4 EEES 

were the 4 Independen 

A. R. R. Hind, J. W. I. Cornwell. and A. 
eer 5 

At the present moment? 


3 is an annexation man. Hind is = Cornwell is not, and Drier 
isnot. Iam sure of those two. Ten mama 
5 -five was a majority of the legislature? 


Did any one of these parties have that number? 
How did it happen that so many cabinets were nominated and voted 
ae: 2 5 of — — in 1892? 
for uning ma 


A. I 8 the session there was no 
arog vote oe a . The first cabinet held "unt 8 r. 
Paul N . — 


prember We ' E C. Mactariane, Wicht . others of the Na- 


was appointed in his — 
e — a th the Reform and got also a few of the 
ites to ‘side with them, and voted out the cabinet. 
Q. Why did Macfarlane make this move? 
A. He objected to Neumann, a party member, going into the cabinet with- 
out the consent of the 
. What did Neumann belong 
Aine Gene —.— Reform. The 5p Sel cabinet did not meet the ap- 
‘OVAL OF e ‘orm party. 
= Who were at the head of the new cabinet? 


Sam Parker, Neumann, M. lane, and 5 
It did not 5 the approvat ot of the Reform party, and, in consequence, after 
a om or tw 5 out. 
what parties in the le legislature? 
hen it was a 0 sh Bad completel; Macfar- 
ee ee after af ht. The Re- 
form party laid down ae ne principle lo tha ao the the Queen sh should . — a cabinet 
from members of a cabinet. Reform party 
5 that y they could not on account of lack of 
numbers. Then the new cabinet was — ont They lasted about half an 
. or smg minutes. out again. A new cabinet was 
ted which satisfied the 
. Was that the Wilcox cabinet? 


Yes. When I returned from San Tos gono n ae two 
months—they were voted ont. Thos ent — te 


What party voted them out? 
2 The L. Liveral 3 party—the native element. 
other 


. They must Tuck some party to help them. 
The National 

3 a new cabinet was appointed? 

: Was that ever voted out? 


Q. it Vas appointed the day before the Legislature was prorogued? 


Friday. 
ther cause of all this turning out of cabinets? 
os vind whee parE dil STORE number of the members of the 


5 
ie 


: Who ae oe N to be mi J. A Cummins, J. N. S. 
. Faul Neumann, J. 


A 


Marsden, Alex. Yi H. Cornwell. W. G. 
ord, R W. Wilcox, J. E. Bush, J. Nasal. William White, 


8 Was the ast Wilcox cabinet constituted wholly of Reformers? 


This left 88 cabinet any ropresentation from the National Re- 
6 Tih Liberal parties? =i * 


A. Yes, 
. Did Paati uce any dissatisfaction among aspirants for cal laces? 
. Decid It ucedstrong dissatisfaction among the A part party. 
fore they would come in. Bush would have cut his 
with the Reformers but for the idea tbat 
he veut get in himself. 


3 an 8 now? 
To; he is an an 


exationist. 
82 On the voting out of the second cabinet, I think, you said they went all 
$o eee Sere Wore DA partes? t 4 2 


for cabinet 
A. That was the simple reason for it. 
j A5 Was there loner a time when the Reform party had anything like a ma- 
00 


8 
5 it an accurate report of my inter- 
th Mr. Blount. p3 ~“ 


view wi 
H. A. WIDEMANN. 
HONOLULU, June 10, 1893. 


A. 
Q. Am mi „ that they just turned loose in a sort of scramble 


Judge Widemann, June 15, 1893. 


1 Justice Judd, who understands the native language, says he — 
the Queen's speech on the 14th of January, She said to the crowd she would 
poo m anew constitution hereafter.” She used the words “ma keia man 

These words may Soi st . s, a few months, or a few years. The 
term is indefinite. It may be — years. It is equivalent to the ex- 
pression, one of these e 


This conversation was at noon on Monday, January 12 2 
A. WIDEMANN. 
No. 58. 
Interview with H. A. Widemann. 


I beg to state that I lived in Honolulu in 3 and Yebruary last past 
and took due notice of all the events thattook place during those months. In 
the latter days of Jan and on the ist of February ever rything was as quiet 

as could bly be, and there was no reason whatsoever to fear or be appre- 
hensive of danger to property or danger to life or limb of any man, woman. 
or e 

I did consider then, and do consider now, that the hoisting here of tho 
American flag at that time for the protection of life and property was abso- 
lutely unnecessary. 


HONOLULU, July 15, 1893. 
Mr, CAFFERY. LIalso offer the statement of the Hawaiian 


Patriotic League, commencing on page 445 of the same document. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 


STATEMENT OF THE HAWAIIAN PATRIOTIO LEAGUE. 


R CLEVELAND, 
ident of the United States of America. 


H. A. WIDEMANN. 


Sin: The undersigned are the officers and executive committee of the Hui 
Hawaiian Aloha Aina (Hawaiian Patriotic League), a political association,” 
with branches in rory district of the 5 representing. together with 
a Cer following of foreigners, over 7,500 native-born Hawaiian qualified 

hroughout the islands (out of a total of Tang eléctors), and to which 
aAA a TE TERR E Otar LLO pt Ts. 

‘This league was formed for the purpose of uniting the efforts of all who 
love this country as an independent Commonwealth, and of insuring by all 


legitimate methods the Ler ag eer of the autonomy of the Hawaiian 
dom ane the restoration of its legitimate sovere Treg Liliuokalani, who 
was ruthless]: a filibusters, abetted 


y —— bet ame eyes 0 
by the Uni tes minister resid ded by 2 the United States 
—— * Beane by him landed on Snel beh. in violation of all inter- 
national 
The Queen, though having ample force to quell the ins ts, 

ome to them, but “to the pea foe faroes of the United — in 
order to avoid useless bloodshed. She then a; fea gory to the Government of 

— for justice nfo omg she aerate instructed her 
people to submit to tho rule of the usurping provisional government 


pending t e 
. 8 league, fo owing the sovoreign's intentions, has also re- 


ganm mee to keep the „ under every provocation, 
and E ul Ain 5 with eee. the judgment ae the United States Government; and 
. we can t of ha es 


g up to the present time successfull 

ee for agitation or armed resistance, we m Ao pro- 
cate the credit of the people, that they have behaved wi 
hich we believe no other nation 


on earth would have shown under similar that of a country 
not conquered, but con a faction of aliens. 
cee i now already Mew geome that the Nee of ti government 
the i and ins aaae TRIR e American 
“ae true pretorian tyrann granny, withon any rogard 5 rights and 
es or for constitutional p: Spies 285 the sople's patience i 
ns looking r — a 5 as from the *. States — —.— 
( erto OnE greas: nd and constan 5 expecting by every 
incoming . is yet forthcoming. 
In the meanwhile the situation here 
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Q Did you decline it? 


with their adherents, and their rule is becoming daily more odious to.the na- 

tives, who are not even granted the shadow of a representation in their I did. 

councils. The generally are being from public service Q. I see in the correspondence between the American minister at this 

677... Serene naes. AERE of tise govern- | point and the State De t the allegation that Mr. Wilson is the para- 

ment; and, as if to a revolt, the native feelings have been purposely | mour of the Queen. t knowledge have you of the relations between 

aggra a DI na desecration of jno royal fait ta and m ae oe these parties? 1 

instances of pe espotism, w. can no real citi- A. Queen Liliuokalani, before she was was in the habit of - 
this country. In their administration they all the e T 


girls, in 
nse, bringing them into society, and mann an 
and all that sort of business, and ition them with 1 
2 eee resent wife of Wilson. is one of her beneficiaries, 
er 


— rights ot t in Beeg —.— by the 
le of a government in re 
ful legisla 


and 
was brought tin thesame way. Mrs. Wilson 


mg ap ee criminals 
tries, or other bad characters from the slums of San Francisco, who are ex- 
travagantly paid and live luxuriously at the expense of the honest taxpayer. 
And the money thus wasted d be used to much better advantage at the 
5 time by furnishing useful work to the deserving and suffering labor - 
classes, 
gi these and other substantial grounds for the general discontent makeit 
an incontrovertible fact that the provisional government are incapable of 
maintaining themselyes aan a N the help and propping u 
of the United States Government. to own resources they w. 
not be saved, even by their force of alien mercenaries, who are their 
only supporters, but who re: so 2 cautiously, intrenched in the 
royal Saintes or fear of some attack, the idea even of 


of racing 
a 5 He was fond of boats; he had the best boats. He tried 
the best horses; root gna ie Wilson was an ad- 
mirer of all that sort of thing, and they naturally drifted ther in that 
Liliuokalani being n. After she Queen, 


royalists. 
But the obvious and utter weakness and unpopularity of our self-assumed 


The 
administration have thrown a ral veil of ad tei be and uneasiness on | 1857 down and under the < of — r. 8 1 moa 1 05 
the whole country, whereby all transactions are and the value of thy and connection with the 1887 y. Sowhen she came in power 
real estate reduced to naught, even the government which have al- | if was one of she made, that some of her d be 
ways been above par, ha’ ost nearly 10 per cent. Every kind of business in of that institution. [I was and one of the 
become seriously depressed, the wor! suff for want | demands made was that I should be removed, and I was removed on account 
n Seed mes py Breede Ea B el ustry are the me | of my affiliation with the 1887 
stagnation an where’ classes are patient, The change from Loper wie thes 
tives chafing under the insults e provisional government and ‘orm party? 9 cere poo W 
to talk of revolt, and the foreign element of our to press for A. There was a little um in which another man named Hopkins 
ef from a situation which ev many bi was put in charge before Wilson formally took o but prac- 
To render ber tony — still more etd is ene Pag en fy Wilson followed Loper. ‘This littie administration of H did not 
es are m ue, and there isa 
oney to Government until things are settled by the United aang bev S 
d. Br a general refusal of taxes would itate seri- 


8 rau — peed be said about it. Afte of aE to fmd 
a 0; T Laer 
ous complications; but, as the situation is now, already it is only throngh the , g against 


ce that the patriotic e to fee were the results of the el 

of tte mexa And if —— e r, the National Ll pariy inte 9 bapan — old ol 

result may be an outburst that the pene Saas Se ET in- | attacking 1 eo ag 12 Aer wd. — not 

ftuence of the country, Will be unable to prevent, and lives and property may — — 4 Por e niet was a 

Arb. y, therefore, may it be said that the situstion is intolerable attacked him broad . ‘ 

PPV until the | T. ad mot think sor not te my knowledge. 

— aes Government Ses A CETO eee ee Dee Where 2 y 

alate ees chee G og rder „ Wilson is the son of the consul at Tahiti, by a Tahitian chieft 
T toge m 


tter 
through your z anybody elso regarding Wilson. “My mother, the daughter of missionaries, 
fully saying that since the fate of our little Kingdom and its inhabitants is Was born in Tahiti and was well acquainted with the Wilson family. 


in your ds, we do humbly pray that a speedy solution may be reached to 
avoid impending calamiti: S more enjoy the bless - 


1 ther 
Island. He had interests and it was in one of these trading 
voyages that he was lost. Old 3 English, who is here now, took the 
TTT 
wW. e old man ere 
put them to school. That was in the carly fifties I think they went toschool 
with Captain Smith. 
111. AA ANIT the come will TAi 
years was e case -whites of that 
class, they did not have the best o; acer ees Kron a r tine 3 
tho diments they won Poput ios raae He was put toa trade. 
trade. He was a man of strong character and 
ability. Ha dropped thas snd went into Girrerninont ampioy; He was made 
su and mad g 


t. 
a) 
eaning they are 
things, by which they are deprived ts in 
wailing, in thetratmpie A Gaee sae. isin ot 
honorable Government of the world; er expect 
And the Ame: 


8 „„ 
to us that little or no doubt can yet be ente: by any impartial mind as 
to what ought to be the proper course for dealing with the "faits accomplis” 
mee and no doubt as to the true royalist sentiments of the large ority 


our people. 
But owing, as we re nt, to the all citizens are 
Thay ore cay thn actully ne toia r seam i 


anxious unavoidable 
the settling of this matter; and, therefore. if it is considered by your Govern- An exceptionally one. 
ment necessary for the question to be referred to Congress, we do . Was that the opinion? 
fully, but most earnestly, fervidly beseech, in the name of our people, that it Ido not they have ever had a marshal here at any time who could 
be submitted, if possible, to this now coming extra session. and I think it would be a hard matter to get anyone—with this 
And we further pray that Almighty God will vouchsafe you and your | one ex like most of the natives Wilson was careless in money mat- 
Government His divine in assisting you to deal fairly and justly ters. Ihave to admit that Wilson was careless. 
Pe ce O eran Pa S ante eee. Fi his DRAS ASCON ke: Ras: bias Er. WIAT 
our excellency 's humble servan: en he was 
5 — honorary president; J. h Nawahi, president; | superintendent of waterworks he got behind considerably. I saw his diffi- 
Jno. dent; J. vice- t; ere Was & of some nine or ten thousand dol 
John Lole Kaulukou, vice- ent; J. E. Kaunauſano, vice- | lars. We advanced the money for him—m: and the present n. That 


transaction was open to tion. I think Wilson was © residuary 
legatee of a series of fossils. It had been considered a place of no 
a 


eng bend with 8888 ne hel — 


president wah 
FFC H. S. Swinton, 
si G 
ere AIO OD AE or it. I can not say 


f ulia, secretary; 8. W. L. Holokahiki, 
ented Wikskakiko Te W. P. Kauealii, 5. Kekipi, F. S. Keiki, 
J. Mahiai Kaneakua. 
HONOLULU, July 15, 1893. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Ialso offer the testimony of Mr. F. Wunden- 
berg, clerk of the supreme court, who was offered the collector- 
ship of the port of Honolulu under the new government, Histes- 


timony is on page 90 of the same document. 
The testimony referred to is as follows: 


E 
i 
J 
g 
H 
i 
E 
F 
4 


> 


is located im the comes ot Richard and Palace Walk, in the 
corner 
Wiles: aad — — cae — 


others of her 
Talace herself, or ved fe Ma OR pice ae 


5 
aE 
i 
i 


INTERVIEW OF MR. WUNDENBERG, 


i 


May 15, 1893, How far is the bungalow from the ? 
Q Where were you born? 5 2 Sixty or 100 yards. I used to nit Ein al tunes Tho palace stands in 
On the island of Kauai. the middle of the square. 
Q. How long havo you lived in the islands? Q. Have you ever heard it stated from any reliable source that Mr. Wil- 
I was born in 1850 and have lived here ever since. son was lodged in the palace? 
At — 1 ee E court. a tones Queen society 
present Iam 
Q. Have you been recently offered the position of collector-general of cus- Y A iab mB ia air pben cae 4 respect. 
toms? 4 — what you mean by tha 
A. Thave No of any ball—was considered 
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ce of the Queen. The chief justice on one oc- 
ent of some kind; I think it was a reception 
trong. I was present. The Queen was there. The chief justice was 
very attentive to the Queen. W. R. Castle gave an entertainment not a 
gree’ while ago at his residence to some children, which the Queen attended. 
tle was extremely attentive to her. In fact, whenever the so-called mis- 
sionary — gave any entertainment they were always desirous of having 
the Queen. e received the most marked attention from them. 
Were these ladies active in social life about the place? 
Yes; whenever the Queen would give entertainments these people 
always attended. 
: vm as much freedom as other classes of people? 
. I think so. 
Q You spoke of the Queen educating Hawaiian girls. At what school? 
At a number of schools. The school I am most acquainted with is 
Kawaiahas Se 3 
. Who were the teachers there? 
Miss Bingham was the ae Latterly they have been 
to send abroad to get assistance. The management was always in the 
of the missionaries. It isa missionary institution. 
Q Did she generally prefer that institution for these girls? 
I think most of the girls have been educated there. I think she has had 
several educated at Maui, at another institution. 
. Are you a man of family? 
No, sir; Iam nota married man. We are a very large family. I have 
a number of sisters living here. 
Q, Did they associate with the Queen without reserve, as other people 


complete without the 
casion gave a ball or en 
to Arms 


ed 
ds 


Waco 


ere 
A. Yes, sir. 
£ Did you feel like they were with a reputable person? 

Yes; I never felt angai ing out of the way. In fact, I know that a great 
weeny pac le at times would feel slighted if they did not receive invitations to 
attend entertainments there. 

$ Were you one of the active participants in the revolution of 1887? 

I was an active participator in the events of 1887. I was not a leader. 

. Please tell me the cause of that revolution. 

I want to say that the reasons and causes that actuated different —. 
ticipants were no doubt numerous. The m ring was the same 
aryparty. They weresmarting under defeats they sustained repeatedly 
from Gibson. ey had used large amounts of money in attempting to con- 
trol the elections, but Gibson seemed to have a strong influence on the King 
and defeated them and held his power, I think, over a period of six P sor 
and the King, under his direction, was allowed to go into all kinds of follies. 
This on escapade was one. The King had the idea in his head for 
some time previous of causing a confederation of the Pacific islands. I have 
never heard him say he was ambitious of becoming emperor of the Pacific, 
as has been attributed to him. = > 

Gibson, who was too astute and farseeing to believe in an g of the 
kind, still felt it was necessary to humor him in a number of these projects, 
of which this was one. That escapade is familiar with everybody. Theysent 
Bush down there and it resulted in disaster. That was made one of the os- 
tensible reasons. Also the opium scandal. There had always been a pe 
deal said regarding the opium business; some thought it should be en y 

rohibited. others thought it was im ible todo so. They favored licens- 
ng the business. A bil the Le ture authorizing licenses. Then 
the Chinese be; to bid for these licenses and that resulted in what is 
known as the scandal, in which it is claimed that the King received 
sixty or seventy thousand dollars to let a certain Chinese firm have the 
license. That was another cause put forward. 

4 Did they make him pay that back? 

. Yes; his estate paid that back, eventually. 

Q. Was it generally believed that he acted corruptly in that matter? 

A. Yes; those are the ostensible reasons ppa: forward, and general extray- 

ce and mismanagement of finances. t led up to this business. 
12 1 t ay you mean by ostensible reasons; were there any other reasons 
these 

A. I do not know that I would have any right to 3 convictions 
and beliefs which lead from way back. I do not t that these reasons, 

though they were powerful agents at the time, were the only cause. I think 
it was the persistent determination of a clique here to get the power again 

which Gibson had wrested from it. 

had been directing public affairs up to Gibson's time? 


. They 
Yes. E 
2 And during that time lost control? 
. Yes. To go back a little farther, the 2 gid had held power in 
various forms and degrees up to about 1853. I then that the decline of 


Dr. Judd's power n. He held despotic sway under Kamehameha III. 
In 1853 a committee of thirteen, representing 2 ig e who had become tired of 
this arbitrary rule of Dr. Judd, waited on the g and demanded his re- 
moval from power. From that time, over a period of twenty years, is where 


the country received the very best tion it ever got, from men liks 
Robert C. Wiley, Judge Lee, and, in later days, Harris and Hutchinson—men 
of that style. That carried through the re: of Kamehameha IV and V. 


The missionaries were out of power. These men would not tolerate them at 


all. 
Was there extrav: then? 
È That was the 5 riod of Hawaiian histo: 
dation of the Hawaiian Islands being received into the 
took her standing under the guidance of Wiley and At the death of 
Ne ee Vi Lemaio moin clit livia, beh em taparte RI. 
e was g, bu m: ellow. 
He wesen quod a fellow as ever lived. He was a drunkard. Missionaries 
went into power under him. He lived a year, then came Kalakaua. They 
continued their hold on affairs auring amy early part of Kalakaua's reign. 
until Gibson came in. He overthrew them, I think, in 1880. Gibson reign 
supreme in 1880. He was returned to the legislature in 1880 and held power 
to . Kalakaua was 5 and Gibson, in order to hold his power. 
had to yield to a good many of the 's foibles in that way. If Gibson had 
received generous support from outside he would have been able to hold the 
King in check, but in order to hold his power he had to yield to the King in 
order to hold his position on. The chamber of commerce, the 
Planters’ Labor and Supply 8 ev. combined against him. 
It is a marvel how he to hold his own the tremendous odds 
that were 5 — 5 
While the natives had, as a Eas, aign ee the Government into 
ways felt that they should haye some 


That was the foun- 
y of nations. She 


„ eee oe 1884 we Softech thst wo 
e represen as well as the foreigners, and © proposi- 
tion before recognized th justice of this, and C. . Gulick 


Hi 
was made minister of the interior in compliance with the wishes of this ele- 


ment. This cabinet was overthrown in 1886 by Mr. els's influence. Mr. 
Spreckels had advanced 1 sums of money to the Government, and de- 
manded the d over of the wharfage, the city front from the Pacific 
ocks, the Honolulu wuterworks, and other governmental 


55 was acceded to by Gibson, but resisted by Gulick, wh 
ibson, bu ulick, who 
succeeded in frustrating the whole scheme, but which — in the over - 
throw of the cabinet finally through Spreckels's influence. Spreckels was 
instrumental in forming a new cabinet com: of Gibson, John T. Dare (a 
lawyer he brought from San Francisco), and, 1 think, Robert Creighton, and 
they put one Hawaiian in—some old dummy, I forget now who he was. 
This was naturally offensive to the Hawaiian element previously alluded to, 
and we reproached Gibson for his action in the matter, and when the events 
of 1887 turned up a large majority of the element alluded to joined the 
movement to overthrew Gibson, and of course the other 2 were only too 
glad to have additions to the strength of their party. 1 think that answers 
the question why I joined the movement of 1887. 
e upon Kalakaua as far as a new constitution 


Q What was the demand mad 
went? 
A. They made a demand that he should gran tion, 
which he to immediately. ES: © Rew none 
. And that is the present constitution? 
Yes; that is the present constitution. 
3 e A. Thurston, W. L. Green, 
ea aca eir n: 2 
C. W. ‘Ashtard, and Jonathan Austin. SNES 
. 5 Mr. Thurston native born? 


es. 
. Educated here? 
Yes; most of his education. He went abroad to study law. 
2. His life has been spent here! 


Yes; he is identified with this community. 
Q. Has he been an active member of the Planters’ Labor and Supply Com- 
pany? 
A. He has alwa 


been invited ioe a meetings. Henever wasa planter. 


No, sir; he is a Hawaiian. 
2 Where is Mr. Green from? 
5 is an En He came here in early days. He is head of the 


isa Canadian. He arrived here in the early part of 1880. 
Q Was he especially active then in military movements? 
Yes; very active in 1887. 
commanded ? 


He 
T His brother, Volney V. Ashford; he was the man who put it through. 
3 do you mean when you say that he was the man who put it 


= fo 7 5 — was the — rand “ap? 8 04 — the move- 
which was expected ve Ta n the event of an n 
resista ha occurred. Of courses i the Missionary ~The 


mee ae u 
Smith, Dole, and others—were rs of the movement, but when it came 
down to actual working V. V. ‘ord was one. He was colonel of the exist- 
ing forces—four or five companies of Hawaiian rifies, and this riffraff that 
hee find around the provisional government to-day—that was the crowd 
t flocked in around them. ey were the ones that would have been 
used. Whenever danger was in the way they were scarce, but when itcame 
to asking positions they were there. - 
` o was Jonathan Austin? 
He was an American—a New Yorker,I think. He was a brother of 
H. L. Austin, of Hawaii. He was comparatively a newcomer. 
. None of these were of native blood? 
None of them. 
2. They continued in power how long? 
From immediately after the 30th of June, 1887, up to the legislature 
of 1890. The elections were in February. The house met in April or May, 
1890. Shortly after the house went into session they passed a vote of wan 
of confidence. 
. The reform element had been beaten in elections? 


Yes. 
5 a that brought about an anti-reform cabinet? 


— = 

Q. Now, in the legislature of 1892 there was a continual turning out of 
cabinets; was that a struggle for power? 

A. It was a struggle for power. This same reform or missionary element 

erain the reins of government. They united with a faction 

These two elements put eer could vote out the other 

crowd, and they voted them out until the G. N. Wilcox cabinet was formed. 

. With this cabinet the Reform party was content? 


* How did the Liberals take it—aia they get offended? 

i Did they make a combination with the National Reform party? 
2 Was the Wilcox cabinet voted out as a result of that combination? 
Q Thie Wiloox cabinet was voted out on the 13th of January, 1893? 
2 ~~ Legislature was prorogued on the 14th? 


es. 

Q. If this cabinet had not been voted out before the prorogation of the 
. the Reform element, through this cabinet, would have had con- 
watt the Government for two years? 

es. 
Q How did mieg receive the voting out of the Wilcox cabinet? 
It was not liked. : 
2 Did they feel like they had lost power? 


. Yes. 
Q. oo ps at Mr. W. O. Smith's office at the meeting on Saturday, Jan- 
A. Yes; I was there in the afternoon. 

. Was the subject of the dethronement of the Queen discussed? 


N 
? Was the subject of annexation discussed? 
0. 


Q What was in the mind of that meeting; anything definite? 

8 aoe . ex ted pro there 225 
W. 

j Faded “for the Publie safety, This committee of public safety was organized 


for that p 


Q. Anything said about landing troops? 


1898. 


A. No. 


Q. There pore — uent reap ie = the committee of safety. Did you 
attend any of them ere you 
X. 1 attended one that bia held at Henry Waterhouse's on Monday even- 
ing, the 16th. 
Did you attend any of any earlier date? 
I attended one at Thurston's house on Saturday evening. 
Was the 81 — of the dethronement of the Queen discussed there? 
I would notlike to give any information regarding anything that took 
Jace at Thurston's house that night, as I conside it as confidential. 
Ihurston reposed confidence in me, and I should not like to betray it. 


Where was the other meeting? 

2 The only other meeting I ee aed was the meeting at Waterhouse’s. 

Q. Who was present? Any members of the present provisional govern- 
ment? 

‘A. Most of the members of the committee of safety were there. 

Q Please give the names of such as you can remember. 

H. E. 0050 r, I think, was there; Andrew Brown was there; J. A. Me- 
Candless was there; T. F. Lansing was there; I think John Emmeluth was 
there; C. Bolte was there; Henry Waterhouse was there; F. W. McChesney 
wasthere; W. O. Smith was there; C. L. Carter was also present. 

. Any others connected with the Government? 
75 Mr. Dole was sent for and invited to be 5 he attended. 
Q. Was there anything said at that meeting on the subject of aid by the 
troops of the United States and the American ter? 
A. Yes; the general impression and the general talk all through the busi- 
o fact that they would obtain or receive both moral and material 


ness was 
— from the United States minister and from tho troops from the 
Boston. 
Did they e t to fight? 

2 No; I rt think they did. 

pg aoe was that the sympathy of the American minister and troops 
ge Yes; the: le knew if the United States minister, or any vessel in 
port, moved in the matter that would be the ond of the matter. they sent 


one marine ashore it would end the matter. 
. Was that the drift of the meeting? 
Yes; everybody knew that and felt that. 
Q. Was there any portion of that meeting that went to see the American 


r? 

A. Yes. Mr. Loper was offered the position of commander. in- chief of what 
forces they might ont together. He did not see his way clear; he did not 
want to assume any position which was not tangible, and the arguments put 
to him were about this support we would receive, 

What sort of su 
The support from the United States minister and from the Boston. 
Loper still hesitated. He did not feel satisfied with the assurances. It was 
suggested that he go over and see the er himself, which he did in com- 
pany with some of the others. I think C. L. Carter was one—I do not know 
‘or certain. 


H Waterhouse was one? 
? I think so, but I do not know. I have an impression that Waterhouse 


es. 

Q. What did they report? 

A. I understood them to say that Mr. Stevens had told them that if they 
would 3 of the Government building and read their proclama- 
tion he would na gg them and support them, or, failing to 

t the Government building, Sree in Honolulu. They deny t, 

t I understood any building in Honolulu. Anyway, from what Mr. Loper 
heard he was satisfied and accepted the office. 

2 Was the city quiet when the troops came in? 

. Yes; quiet as Sunday. 

Q Women and children on the streets? 

Yes; the public at large did not know what was going on. The band 
paron at the hotel. Ido not think anyone knew what was going on except 
politicians and those who were behind the scenes, as you might say. 

Q. How long after the proclamation was read ‘ore Mr. Stevens recog- 
nized the provisional government? 

A. That Ido not know. Thecurrent report around there was that it was 
between 3 and 4 o'clock, I understood the United States minister had recog- 
nized the Government. 

g Who said that? 


ing to do with this concern.” He said: “ We must have someone to go down 
there. I said: Take some of A hon own folks; take McCandless down.” He 
did. He had not been gone long before he telephoned up: “I want you. 
You must come down. McCandless won't stop.“ I before I started I 
met McCandless. He said: “Loper wants you down there. I don’t want 
to stop there.” I considered the matter. A number of friends of mine 
wanted me to go. They said: It is aeritical moment. We want a Hawaiian 
who can talk to the natives and prevent any friction between the natives 
and foreigners.” I said: In the interest of law and order I will 
I went down. Most of the force that Wilson had was retiring. 
of 20 men that Loper had taken down of this German 500” had marched in. 
I went in and was placed in charge. The street lamps were lighted. 

. What was the occasion of your separating from the people who were 
at the meeting at Mr. Waterhouse's? 

A. The first proposition was made by Thurston himself. He asked me if 
I was willing to stay in the movement for maintaining law and order, and uy 
to preserve the fundamental la wor the land? I told Iwould. We wen 
over to the attorney-general's office and met the cabinet, who had come over 
from the polls. I heard the statements of Parker, Peterson, and Colburn. 
It was then pro’ by Thurston and others that we should oppas the 
cabinet e overt acts of the Queen, and that meeting at Smith’s office 
was for that purpose. Peterson went there. 

Q. You separated from them, then, when it was developed that they meant 
to overthrow the Queen? 

A. Yes. Isto on Wednesday, when I found it began to develop. Ibe- 
gan to be suspicious. I simply went to this meeting at Waterhouse’s and 
wasa listener. I was interested in affairs of the ommy 

Q: You took no part in the organization of the provisional government? 

. None whatever. 
. How many troops did they have there at the time the proclamation was 


? 
A. When the proclamation was read there were two policemen taken off an 
ammunition — — and put at the front door. + 


down.” 
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How man did they have at the close of the 
S: Hoy y troops y reading of the proc- 


A. None, exce those two. 
py that before other 


. ent about J 0 I. Tile Contain Zocor with about men, marched 
ust about 3 oe Da er, a 
in the back way, indifferently ne. N 


Then other troops came in afterwards? 

After that another body of similar number—25 to 30—made up of young 
fellows from around various offices, marched in. That was all there were. 
It was not until it was generally known that the United States minister had 
recognized the Government that the crowd came flocking in—mostly men 
. l Eon R ge house by Wilson. oy Jumped qn there witha 

ew of being ey enlisted after bein; harged m. 
. Are those fellowsin the service now? = 


. Yes. 
. Making of the provisional forces at this time? 
Yes; an t many of the citizens, those who compose the Annex- 


ation Club, when they saw the thing was sure, the United States forces within 
pistol shot, and that Wilson had given up the station house, and that the bar- 
racks would be surrendered, then they wanted to be on the top side. They 
came in. 
2 Before that they had been quiet? 
. Yes; then ee in. 
Q Were you at the mass meeting on Monday? 
¢ Yes. 
. What 
neous. 


. Hete 
T Many Portuguese? 
A great many. 
Q How is the white population in this city on the subject of annexation? 
. It is very hard to arrive at an exact statement. You can only get it by 


How many people were there? 
I should ju about 700 or 800, possibly 900. 
nationalities? 


mak our own views known. You will find out that men who are prè- 
ber be in with a party are really at heart opposed 
. How man le are not pretending to be with the party in power 
and are op 2 annexation? 
A. Ishould judge about half and half. 
Q People who are frank about their views? 


Yes. You take the independent Americans who are not under the in- 
fluence of the missionary faction, they are as a rule opposed to it, as are 
most of the oe and some Germans, and ost all foreigners 
outside of the parti American class who are under the influence a the 
missionaries and planters. £ 

t a the United States is this American element who favor 
rom 


generally. ‘ 
7 rs in a jority of the Americans here? 
I do not know. I do not think that they are, but their influence is the 


t on account of wealt 
And inte nce? 

I won't add inte mee; I to be excused from that. 

Q. Do aon know whether or not the committee that went up and organized 
the provisional government sent anybody to the Government building to see 
if there were any soldiers there or not? 

A. I can not say that. I remained in my office until I felt something was 
going on, and then I walked out on the street. What they did after leaving 

aterhouse's I don't know. 

Q. Wan oversee 2585 at the government building at the time the 

mation was 

A. Oh, yes. All the offices were running right along very quietly; nobody 
knew anything. 

. None of the officers knew of the movement? 

I do not think they did. Everything was going cn just the same as 
usual. They knew there were rumors, but I do not think much attention 
was paid toit. The presence of the United States troops was a matter of 
curiosity and comment. 

Q. Well, then, so far as the of that proclamation dethroning the 

een was concerned, it was known to very few people that it was to be 


one? 

A. I do not think it was known to anybody except themselves. The whole 
thing was a surprise toeveryone. Wilson might have had some inkling of it. 
SVVCVVCVV%VVVVVVVVVTVVVVVVVVV ake AIE TAC DE 

n en y by w ormation he e attitude o 
the United States troops. = 
JUNE 5, 1893. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Wundenberg, I omitted to ask you as to the feeling of 
the natives on the subject of annexation at the former interview. Please 


tell me now. 

A. To the best of my know and belief—and I am well acquainted 
with the natives—I do not think there is a native in favor of annexation. 
Many may have declared themselves so, but it is my belief that they have 
done so under pressure; that is, their interests were controlled by those who 
desire annexation; they are afraid of offending them and of being deprived 
of privileges they now 3 

. What sort of privileges? 

In a number of cases they have stock running on lands of large land- 
owners, who would make them remove them, and that would deprive them 
—— 5 means of livelihood. Some of them hold positions under pan 
others. 

2 Any of them in government employ? 

A good many of them are in government employ. There is only one 
that I know of who pals comes out and advocates annexation—a young 
man by the name of Notley, who is employed in the waterworks. Others do 
it in a subdued manner. they advocate the matter at all, they do itasa 
matter of policy. The natives have thesame love of country as you will find 


ters and 


anywhere. The term they use is “Aloha aina. 


. Are there any whites in the islands against annexation? 


A great many. 
What proportion of them—I mean Americans and ? 
z I i yaad canvass was made that you would find fully one-half 
op 
. Suppose the question of annexation was submitted to the people of 


All the native voters, with very ow phe oua —— against 11 


with the exception. got think 


tion movement here. 


cy. 
I have carefully read the SWW 
my interviews with Mr. Bloun 
F. WUNDENBERG. 


HONOLULU, June 5, 1893. 


Mr.CAFFERY. I also offer the testimony of Mr. Waterhouse, 
one of the members of the committee on public safety, and identi- 
fied with the revolutionary movement, to be found on page 47 of 
the same document. 

The testimony referred to is as follows: 


INTERVIEW BETWEEN MR. WATERHOUSE AND MR. BLOUNT. 


HONOLULU, May 2, 1893. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How e have you lived in Honolulu? 
A. ha came tere in 1851. 
Q. Born where? 
A. In Tasmania. 
Q What nationality were your ancestors? 

Ny father and mother were from the old country—from England. 
Q How old wee you when you came here? 

Six years old 

Sa have lived here ever since? . 


Q ie this city? 
A. Yes, in Honolulu. 
Q: Where were you on January 11, 15, 18, and 17, 1893? 
I wasin Honolulu. 
. What was the cause of thereyolution that resulted in the dethronement 


uokalani? 

A. It started from the lottery bill and th ium bill and the bribery and 
corruption we had heard of, Itcame tomo first through Minister of of Fi 

John F.Colburn. That was the first intimation I had. There was no idea of 


of 


want to tell you, Henry, that it is of im 
understand what John. my brother. is up to. Donot give meaway. If oa 
do, I will be discharged from the office.” 

He said in substance that Mr. P. C. Jones was to receive an anonymous let- 
ter from his brother,and he wished me to say to Mr. 5 — not to be alarmed 
but at the same time not — 85 tell who it kiado t gave him this information; 
also that the Queen Wargo * te a new constitution, and te —_ 
she was not able to ont cA try the plan was, after th 
rogation of the Les ture, to invite the four ministers over — 2 
the Wilcox ministry—and lay before them a constitution that she had pre- 
pared, and in case they didn't sign they would be held ers. That was 
the information I gave to Mr. Jones. Of course he u it. 

The ministry after that was put out by a vote of the ture. Ican 
state right here that the vote was carried by bribery. The money was placed 
in Mr. Parker's hands, some $7,000, to assist uy voting them ont. te 
a number of members of the Legislature (Hawaiians) . — down to to 
me, those who were — pees out the ministry, an: those who 
were in favor of doin me in particular (Hoa; Pali) t 104 me What he 
wanted was good. stable eee and he felt sure mar ryba kept the Wilcox 
ETT San we would have it. He was sent for by the ex-Queen and she 71 
suaded She said if he had any love for her that he w. vote 
ministry. Quite a number of the other members came and asked if I mol 
assist them in money; said that they were petting 
80 long. I told them no; that was not — — usiness. I did not re pcr to ad- 
vances them any money. A few days after 


flush; enn stews the LONATO re was ed they went home. They had 
new furniture and seemed to be well for in every way. 
On Saturda habeas D odode, J of finance, came 


* to Aer ce. 
office? 
My offica on Queen street. So was TUN STL a 

yas out. S T Oa e er n 9 1 
rother to sa: e Queen was going to mulgate a new constitu- 
tion immediately after the pro rogationvof the vial ture, and wanted me to 
know. Between 1 and 2 0 nit wae OR AET . O. S. Smiths office. That 
seemed to bo the center then to get the news. News came down t the 

ministry to sign 


by? 
Te was sent by Mr Colburn to the office of W. O. Smith. 
whom? 

1 re not state. There were so many there at the time. They met in 
the bacx office of W. O. Smith. There were a Bears a EP 
office at the time to talk over the situation. Isat Neumann. We 
were all very much excited, feelin thore wos our rights being taken away 
from us, and we decided then and there we Saar cape tiers J toit. Aftera 


short time we pat 1. i 8 


thing we Sae, Hiara to tolerate. 
John F. Col and the attorney-general, Mr. rson, both came down. 
Mr. Colburn made a statement that theex-Queen had got pero into the room 
and had requested them tosign this new constitution, and, after talking with 
her some time, he said they had-asked her for half an 3 time to think 
over it. In the meantime the natives were quite loud, and as Mr. 
Colburn expressed it. F for him to get out of it. 
So aae went out the back wa — — 8 house. 
back way was the the Government house? 

Fo; but it they ä the natives were all in front, 
and 5 Were afraid. He wanted to > if the merchants ipso Hc 
them in their Aft the matter there wasa 


er ttee 
of safe tod. considered it v tupou that such a commit- 


teeshould tod. 
of certain regard to the in which the natives 


cp satiaeueabonry talk cams: wall tals AIALA rary PT ERAN eae tt 
FTT 


Did you think they were th: een? 
E Called thet nn estat old men. They 
formerly met right te our office,on Queen street. Th in 
Liners A ache ie pally. After the committee of had been ap- 
pave Marzas and talked over the situation and decid: to call a mass 


a the meeting on Monday we were threatened that 
more 3 we would — Marshal 5 vont 8 — 
said . Thurst 


against 
country that we had Rite heen as a committee of safety. All thane 


were d to a mass 
when nit was to beheld FF n 


— afternoon at 2 o’clock—that was ne. 16th. 
0 


E: 2 ENES on Pesaran 
No; wed ne pepe: — on Sunday after talking it over. It as to talk up 
the situation and to a report from the committee of safety, on meest- 


sent around to all Government 9 to muster in the aten . house, and 
quite demoralized on account of the 


number that turned out was in sympa’ with the committee of safety. 
The question that was u ost in their Bde was oe desde i 
hey made 2 minds not to allow their rights to be trampled 


te E what? 
“4 Of the Government house and take possession of the Government. That 
was on Monday afternoon. Monday evening ¥ Nh * * at sioria on 
one 


avenue. We there ed what sh on Tuesday, the 
17th. We met again on y Š 1 the ‘oclamation was di 
or the first time. t 8 it before ua 1 do 


that there was to bea — — men re under Mr. McCarty. We ar- 
. up a 


3 I was not present. I know nothing in regard to that. Afterward 
the ministers came up to tothe Government house to talk tothe council, 
G Fou wero a member x the 8 Eth 
am. Iwas then was a member of the committee of safety also, 
They agreed to give upi the station house. We took possession. = 
22 lic son moan than thoes ditnes they ved right 
mean 
Seer ope sup ust aa ul aa yon ele denne an Pora tos san 
0 own ouse and H cam 
up. The ministers were 472400 to come up. They thought that it was pi 
trap to get them up there. When they cams up they said: It does not seem 
ee eee eee You seem, to, be acting in sq square, friendly 
manner in regard Treating us as men.“ e o of that at the tim 
~~ — rae that was done we declared martial] law. That was one of the 


“> Fe ea kate wha Seats Ge adic boeey wen vires 
5 I was very much excited that day. 5 
where 


Q Have you an to hel 3 mind? 
TENON es were d of its getting dark, and it would be much harder 
for us to take the building after dark, and we were planning what to do in 


e, ee That is What makes me think it was somewhere near that 


You spoke of the causes of the revolution being lot d - 
2 bery. Now, as to the lottery bill, do — — 8 


sy CCC and say that there was, but men 


who ran it were very 

WWW 

es. 

The same as to the bill? 

. Well, that was supposed to be a measure from the outside, as some of 
those in the e or did you have any evidenco of t 

Q. Was that a supposi e evidence of the fact of the 
use of money to pass the o the way of bribing members? 

A. That is justa 


. You spoke of money E ce eran Did mean 
in he sense that you just stated that it Was su Gn that Sk was hone? 
a Ista! 555 substantiate what he said. 


Y 

2 Pen ee een sa Co money? 
the ex-Qu 

you it came from her? 


you had any know. used by the other 
eee ö at any on any of these 
r any qu 


Far ane I saw in opposition papers. I do not know anything of my 


ow it on any information you had from others? 
burn told me that he had used money. 

he say he got it from? 

ä He was trying to get the McFarland 


9 acting as a Liberal? 
nd the Liberal and Reform party wereacting together in the matter of 
out this cabinet? 


Lhe 
A 


5 
5 
8 


aiT 
459 
885 


8 
15 
48 


Po 
m 
Re 


; 


A. 1 Go not know shous the Reform s mmol. e 

z uld you have voted ou Cat thas cabinet unida you bad iad tie tee, 
1 85 Liberal com 

A) Wercould not. both to vote them out. 

Q. Did Colburn tell you he was his own money? 

FCC 

x were 

2 He did not ——— was going to the States at the time. 

Fouga Sh ‘onda: ee eee the committee of safety 

h Mr. Thurston . 


5 Thurston replied; told him to go ahead if he saw fit to 
Q. i statement was that he could arrest you if he wanted to; that 


you were doing no ae Government? 
. Yes; I said that. the mee! 
. Were you 5 of the dethronement of the Neat 
We were not then. {he question of the dethroneme the meeting to be 


Q, Then the exp you were doing nothing against the Govern: 
ment was a strategic 
A. Yes. W. of course, wanted much to declare martial law then, 
Bat O har decttned to sige ths 
2 o was 2 

He was governor. 


Q: You held a mass meeting at 2 o'clock? 
4 Yes; 2 o'clock on the 16t 


There was no declaration for dethronement in that meeting? 

I do Dot know if 8 came out. You could understand by expressions 

—— en etd pay there for good government, Ofcourse, they aida not come 
t flat-footed ont. 

rie How many troops had you then organized and armed; can you state 


accurately? 
I can not. 


Did you poll the meeting to see ip Seal oe ‘ou? 
T. Pank tA =. I think that they got the signatures of q eg 
x How man 1 

enn n u. 
5 You could not say that the whole of the mass meeting signed? 

I could not. 


Could you say that as many as half the mass meeting signed? 
„ Isho 


Have you examined the signatures? 
ere were various 


ae 
1 1 


t around 1 
5 arms and were 
et 


I got it verbally from 
Pen tly fom 


g Did you 3 to 5 in reference to arms? 
T to do. 


12 So that when you went —— you simply wanted to know if they 
3 in the event of trouble? 
A 3 judged of their sentiments in the matter of 


— the committee of safety in the effort to dethrone the Queen? 


¢ After the mass meeting what did the committee do? 
The committee of safety met that afternoon shortly after the mass 


Bas, did ren So: do in that ey mee 


Sesa aa The is, 
ready. Was getting dark. We thought it was better to have day 
our Ade. ‘We ecided to meet again on Monday evening and get eve — 
oho ges It was after the mass meeting that we fully decided to e the 


g: What ig rio of Monday did 9 — — to take the step? 
It was imm ediately after eeting. 
y By . —— the determination to the American minister? 


21 can not say. He must have seen by the way the people were excited 
that day, and the talk among certain of the other side in regard 
to their setting fire to 

. How many times did you hoar it? 

8 1 times. 

Es People weal Aan oh pid into the office and meet me and say, We 


9 
g FEDOS ET Shee RNa 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q How many; I mean the people opposed to reg 
No; I didn’t hear the fron em actually say it 5 was rumors from out- 
side. It was not or they 


Q. You do not know 
Stevens about the 88 on 
were all making or contemplated as there anybody who 
2 t Mr. Stevens knew an of what t was going on? 

I guess he must have kept posted. 
9 I want to know whether there was anything said by Thurston or any- 
y else of Mr. Stevens’s knowledge of the movement? 
A. Ican 58 foo tively. 


pression? 

À Nyin A impression i that there was. I can not remember what it was that 
whet tno eet that no hd knowledge of the movement of the re- 
A. i donot remember. It just comes upon me as a flash. 


Rea ge t is the impression you sa ve? 
Ido not see we he — bare beet it. 


would have been up. 
VVV 
to the movement that pa 
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Q. I will ask you again. eee of the committee of safety in the 


afternoon of Monday, mass adjourned, 
urston, or any other member of 93 
American minister knew Aot — the 
eect of the reform 


— say that there was. 


R Bites Paster or Thurston. 

g What did „ 
I can not sta was something said. It does not come to my 
now. 
3 — the purport of it that he — Os of the movement? 


t? 
z an interview with him. I can not say for certain. 
2 Did they say as much? 
. That is wha 
„ Well, now, in that meeting was the subject discussed of asking him to 
land the Ame troops? 
A. I think that was done by the committee of safety before. 
Q: Were you present when they asked for the troops to to be landed? 
Q. The troops were ordered here on Monday and this mass meeting was on 


esda; 
A. Ne: the mass on Monday; the troops came on shore Mon- 
IT might say tat it was a surprise to sto hear 
g on sh 
. You 7 them tor come ashore later? 
No; Id T 
e onid 
es; Iex wW on 
— unication 


By reason y comm) with the American minister? 
2 No; e was by request of the committee of safe’ 3 
Q. Ihave a — CI AS of safety of 
1808. Alon y. 
2 Yes; 3 
onday afternoon? 


I think abont 5. 
. It was after the adjournment of the mass meeting you say the request 
troops was made? 
think it was about 4 o'clock. 
What time did the mass meeting adjourn? 
2 after 3. 
then the committee of safety met? 
met immediately . 
nd then you took up the subject of calling on the 
1 troops? 


7 Who took that communication to him? 

I think it was Charlie Carter. I can not be positive. 
oe Is he one of the present mers? 
2 How long was he gone! 


i he say when he came back? 
said the marines would be landed. 


M 
sa 


: 


POPOP 
8 4 


ra 


mith's office, 
minister 


8 
Spe 


A. He came C That was as 
far as I could . — — now. 
2 = 3 ht no e ee in writing? 
o not think 
g Did the committees of safety want the troops brought on a 
They felt that it would be for the welfare of the town to have them 
ashore. efelt as a committee of safety that we had this matter in our 
Q. Bid ye red yo tthe on! of the troops on shore would ha 
id you presence @ on wi ves 
r ag elect om then natives and prevent any demonstration? 
t was 


8 That was your idea? 


You expected that when they got on shore hostile movement would 
‘brought to a standstill by their thats sceneries? asg 


. Yes, 
A @: Suppose they had not come on shore, would you have been able to pro- 
ect you 
FFF 
not vou always ex American troops w. landed 
e conflict * 


be 


Ener acon f bed Uson would try to do 
before we got through. 
Tes. sir 5 they would attempt it then. 
i n T W. 
Q. 5 ou had a meeting, you say,on Monday night, At your house. Who was 


Smi d 1d pe Ringe yr there. 
8 Lansing. Joie aas was was there. We 
s 1 ste object in sending f SEN —— 
Q: What aide e say? aac 
He debated 3 WWW 
Q What was Loper doing th: 
2 “He was to take charge of the forces, 
Q. Was ne E ny haf cee 
3 and Mr. Loper and Mr. Carter go to the American minister 
A. I 
T Ra l anybody go from your moe ons went, T know nothing about it 
wae as there any hesitation on part of Loper to take command that 
A. Yes: he did hesitate. 
T What reason did he gi 
That ho would rather be with the marshal. 
Q. Was there anything said as to the probability of a conflict the next day? 
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A. We talked over the matter with Loper; discussed what could be done. 
He started ont to get the men together. 
Q- Arter he left the committee of safety? * 
es. 


Q Where were they to be placed? 
They were to meet at the old armory here, and from there go right 
down to the Government house. 

Didn't you think the impression that these marines would have on the 
natives would be that they would not be in sympathy with them, and that 
they would be in 18 with the white people? 

A. That is what Í think. i 
Q. You were amongst the committee of safety that went up to take charge 
of the Government house? 
A. Yes. 
2 How many of you were there? R 
I think there was fourteen, but we did not all go up. 
Where did you start from? 
Me started from W. O. Smith's office, on Fort street. 
Q Which street did you go up going to the Government building: 
We went up Queen street and up to the Government house—Mr. Wilder 
and myself. 
Q: What street did the others go on? 

. They went on Merchant street. 

Q. Leer you got to the Government building who was the first person 
you saw 


A. nger, 
Is he a porter? 
He is first clerk of the interior department. 
When you got there was the p mation read immediately? 


Wer 3 Sopa pe Oe the teed f the proclamation? 
. Were there any tr: ere du 0 of the on 
2 I could see — f= two coming in. = 
. By the time it was concluded how many men did you haye? 

10 "Pes would be impossible for me to say how many. I was so excited at 
e time. 
Q. Do you remember the bringing of a paper to the provisional govern- 
January 17, 1893, signed by Liliuokalani and her several minis- 
ted in this document (Senate Executive Document No. 56, 


Fifty-second second session)? 


A. Ido. 
g: = were then in possession of the Government building? 
e were. 
Q Any other buildings at that time? : 
. Only the Government bnilding at that time. 
2 How long after that before you got Mr. Stevens's letter of recognition? 
It was shortly after the station house was given over. 
Q Are you not mistaken about that? 
No; I believe I am not. Ido not think I am. 
g What about the barracks; had they been given up? 
They had. 
. Who were at the barracks? 
Nowlein. 
. Where was Wilson? ' 
He wasat the station house. 
Q. And he gave that up before you had notice of the recognition? 
. According to my best knowledge and belief. 
Q. Was there any communication, by writing or by word, from any mem- 
r of the committee of safety, or any other person by their authority, to 
Mr. Stevens that you planned taking the Government building? 
A. Not as far as I know. It is from hearsay. 
ou hear say it? 


. Was it und 


Q. Ma was your impression—did you think that he knew of your move- 
ment 
A. I did; 1 
Q Why did you think he knew of your movement? 
. It was common talk. 
$ a talk Monday, as well as Tuesday? 
es. 
Q It was common talk before the troops were landed on Monday? 
It was common talk that we were going to make a move that the com- 
mittee of safety were urged upon to e a move. 
Q Did you all understand that Mr. Stevens's sympathies were with you? 


Yes. 
How did you get the idea that his sympathies were with you? 
2 From 5 by different persons in to certain matters 
that had come up; and we felt that we been wronged. 
2 What matters do you refer to? 
All during the few days and also during the session of the Legis- 
ture. 


la ~ 

9 He would manifest his approval and disapproval of acts of the Queen 

her adherents in matters of legisiation? 

A. Whenever it was against the interests of the American le. Of 
course, a few days before that, up to Saturday, he was not here. e had a 
great deal of during that time. He lost all that. 

— 95 participated freely in political discussions without exciting com- 
men 

A. Ido not know that he discussed it. People would naturally come and 
talk to him and open their hearts to him. 

Q = in that way they got to feel that he wasinsympathy with them? 

es. 
Was there ever any suggestion on his to the committee of safety 
to Nane from their movement against the Queen? 

A. I have never heard of any. 

Q. Was there itd bi ERr when the troops landed that they were to 
enforce the authority of the Queen in bringing order in the city on the part 
of the committee of safety? 

A. I did not hear any rumor that led me to think that. The way I under- 
stood it was that they were here to preserve order. 

Q. Now, in the matter of preserving order, if the n's forces and the 


3 goren — forces os got to fighting, would mean that he was 
ere and 8 e 
A. I thought he was only. to protect American interests here. 

How would he go about it? 


Isuppose that most of the Americans would naturally go for protection 
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on American ground, and I suppose that would be up at his place or around 
the consulate. 8 
* You expected he would protect them in those places? 

Yes; I might say, after the meang on Monday, there was a falling off 
in the ranks of the Queen’s party and they felt that the stronger elements 
were apami them. The mass meeting brought things to an issue. 

Q. You anticipated that the American troops expected to protect at the 
5 a American legation American citizens who resorted there for 
protection 

A. That is what I expected they would do, but I did not know how far they 
would have gone in case there was bloodshed. 

Q. Did you expect them to confine themselves to operations around the 
legation Se 5559 at ted if the Q i 

0; Iwo ve expec © Queen's e overpowered us that 
they would, of course, have to protect her. If — $ e onton the top and 
sakea 7 3 we would get the protection, and we felt we would be 

TO! oug 

Q. You expected him to land his troops and 
ae pees ane consulate until you whippe 
w. you 

i Did yon 5 to d th t Ameri 

i ‘ou expect him o more than tec can citizens who re- 
sorted to the consulate or legation for protection? 

A. That in case there was any bloodshed that they would, if called upon, 
8 0 party in power, and I expected we were going to be in power 

9 How did you expect to get into power without a little bloodshed! 

Weknew the feeling of those who were in power then—that they were 
cowards; that by going up with a bold front, and they supposing that the 
American toona yonl assist us, that would help us pes § 

. Assist whom d 


. The committee of safety. 
. That was the general calculation? 


Yes. 
Q In the conference? 
A. Yes, They felt that their being there would be a great help to them. 
Even their presence ashore would have done that 

2 Shen did you first determine to take the building? 

. Monday. 
Q pa you talk over it at Monday afternoon session? 

. Yes. 


2. And did you then determine to do it? 

. That afternoon. We were on the point of going up that afternoon, 
but things were not ready and it would take until dark and we thought we 
had better wait until the next day. 
aoe Was 5 the parpone ya Bad. ro gok the tthe Oar of me troops ir 

ep of preventing resistance on the part oi ueen's Governmen 
A. That was not in my mind at all. . 


Q What did you want troops for? What was in your mind? 
In my mind it was going to stop bloodshed. The very presence of 


them here. 
t them on shore that you could go on with 


rotect American le at 
the Queen or the Queen 


NAVIN . t building and other proper- 
e of on of the Governmen and other 
Hos prithont blowianeds That was your idea? E 

A. That was my idea. 


g Was that the impression of the committee of safety? 
. I think that they felt just the same as I did in regard to it. 


(Before peste J Mr. Waterhouse was shown the letter of January 16, from 
oe committee of safety to Mr. Stevens,and identified it.) The letter is ag 
‘ollows: 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 
His Excellency gong L. 


merican Minister Resident: 


Sır: We, the undersigned, citizens and residents of Honolulu, respectfully 
represent that, in view of recent public events in this Kingdom, culminating 
in the revolutionary acts of Queen Liliuokalani on Saturday last, the public 
safety is menaced and tives and property are in peril, and we appeal to you 
and the United States forcesat your command for assistance. 

The Queen. with the aid of armed force, and accompanied by threats of 
violence and bloodshed from those with whom she was acting, attempted to 
promt aim a new constitution; and while prevented for the time from accom- 
plishing her object, declared publicly that she would only defer her action. 

This conduct and action was upon an occasion and under circumstances 
which have created general alarm and terror. 

We are unable to Pees ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for 
the protection of the United States forces. 

HENRY E. COOPER, 


F. W. McCHESNEY, 
W. C. WILDER, 

C. BOLTE, 

A. BRO 


WILLIAM Ò. SMITH, 
HENRY WATERHOUSE, 
THEO. F. LANSING, 


J. A. McCANDLESS, 
Citizens’ Committee of Safety. 
I have read the fi mareta, and pronounce it a correct report of 


my interview with Mr. Bloun 
HENRY WATERHOUSE. 


Mr. CAFFERY. [I also offer the testimony of Mr. Damon, who 
is also a member of the committee on public safety, commencing 
on page 39 of the same document. 

he testimony referred to is as follows: 


INTERVIEW BETWEEN MR. DAMON AND MR. BLOUNT. 


HONOLULU, April 29, 1893. 
Mr. BLOUNT. How long have you lived here? 
Mr, Damon, I was born here in 1845. I have been away several times—per- 
haps to the extent of three or four years in that time. 
Where were you on the lith of January, 1893, at the time the proclama- 
tion dethroning the Queen and establishing the provisional government was 


7 
A. Iwasat Honolulu. Iwas one of 5 ol that body who went up. 


Lia oe 


1898. 


2 How many of 88 were there in that body which went up—about? 
. The whole There would be four of the executive and fourteen 


of the advisory. 
8 look at this r and see if they are the persons [Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 76, y-second Congress, second session]. 

A. Thurston was not present, and I do not think Wilhelm was there. 

Q Where did you start from? 

From W. O. Smith's office on Fort street. 

Q. And what street did you take going from there? 

A. We walked up directly to the Government house on Merchant street. 
It was ta part should go by the way of Queen street, but a 
majority of us went by way of Merchant street. 

1 What was the idea for dividing the committee? 

So that it should not attract so much attention, and it would be safer, 


rhaps, to have it divided than going in mass. 
rg. Was it 5 it 8 them that it might invite attack if they 
went in mass 


A. That was partly the idea - that it was more prudent. I think we, most 
of us, walked together—not compactly, but together. 

2 Any crowd following you? 

No; the crowd was attracted to the corner of Fort and King streets, 

0 to tbe shot that was flred by Mr. Good at a policeman. In fact, the 
crowd cleared from the Government house and was attracted there. From 
all directions they centered at the corner of Hall's store. 

Q. You found, then, scarcely anyone at the Government house when the 
committee arrived! 


A. Scarcely anyone there except porters. After Mr. Cooper began to read 
the roclamstion.-then different ones came out of the ooo- clerks and 
offi tion was being read. 
Q. Some of th troops raised at 
e 


readin: 
A. 


from the armory, that were under the supervision of Colonel Soper. 
Was that 5 during the of proclamation? 
During the reading. Toward the end of it. 


Q. How mang — came in! Do you have any knowledge of the num- 


in right along. They got to be quite a body. 
S atio he nto DANAS ware M for? 


ere in consultation Mr. well and Mr. Parker came up there from the 
station house and held a conference with us. 

Q. What was the purport of that conference? 

A. The result of that conference was that Mr. Bolte and myself were re- 
quested to return with Mr. Cornwell and Mr. Parker tothe station house and 
recommend and urge upon the parties in ipower at the police station to sur- 
render to the provisional government. e had a conference with the min- 
isters in the room occupied seen ee the deputy marshal. 

resent Messrs. Peterson, Colburn, er, Cornwell, Bolte, and later Mr. 

eumann, who was asked to come in. After consultation of the matter of 
their yielding up their power to the provisional 
05 


en ar 8 2 a few 9 sn vent into one of =e rar: the 
corridor n, and urged him very strongly ve up any 
hope or any thought of making any attack, or resistance, more properly. + 
8. What reason did you give him? 
I can not remember at the present moment gi him a reason, but I 
remember 2 saying to him: Now, if you cooperate with us, if 
in future I can be of service to you, I will do so. 


Q. Was there any suggestion of sympathy on the part of the United States 

minister in your movement? 
While I was in the station house, a man by the name of Bowler said to 
against the American 155 


A. I can not remember any definite 
they must have thought that the United States troops were here for some 


¢ Was Mr. Bowler with the Queen's ? 
He was. He was of the forcein the station house. 

Q. Did you say an a ting an . — that there was any 
sympathy on the part of Mr. Stevens or Captain Wiltse with the movement 
for the new government? 

A. Ican notremember. Imay possibly have said so. 

2 Did you think so at that time? 

. I may have had an impression, but I know nothing about it. 

Fa What was yourimpression? 

My impression was, seeing the troops landed herein this time of excite- 
ment and turmoil, that—well, I suppose — 25 say that they could not stand 
it any longer the Americans could not stand it any longer. 

. Your impression, then, was that the American minister and Captain 
Wiltse and the troops were in sympathy with the movement of the white 
residents here in the 3 between them and the Queen! 

A. While we were in the Government buil and during the reading of 
the proclamation and while we were all 3 ner vous as to our personal 
safety, I asked one of the men with me there: Will not the American troops 
pt us?” Finally I asked one of the men to go over and ask Lieutenant 
Swinburne if he was not going to send some one over to protect us? The man 
returned and said to me: Captain Wiltse's orders are ‘I remain ve. 
That is all I know of what passed between us. 4 

Q. You speak of your impression. That relates toa cular conversa- 
tion between two or three 8 but what was your impression as to the 
matter of whether or not the American minister and the American naval 
officers were in sympathy with the movement? 

A. I was perfectly nonplussed by not receiving any support. I could not 
imagine why we were there without being su by American troops, 
prior to the troops coming from the armory. e were not supported in any 
way. 

— 5 not been in council with the committee of public safety up to 
e 


A. No. 
tot? Well, the troops were how far off from the reading of the proclama- 


A. They were over in that yard known as Gilson yard, in the rear of the 
music hail, They were quartered there. 
Q. Any artillery? 


gun and howitzer. 
tion? 


A. I think they had a small —Ga' 
Q. Where were they pointed—in what 
A. Ican not tell you. 

Q. You were peng si that they did not come into the grounds while the 
proclamation was being read. Is that what you mean by not supporting 
you? 

A. I had no definite information what the movement was, as I told you be- 
fore in a private interview, but 3 they were on shore I supposed 
that they would support us, and when they did not support us, and we were 
there for fifteen or twenty minutes, I was perfectly nished that we were 
in that position without any support. 

Q. How far would you say, in yards, it was from where the proclamation 
was being read to where the nearest troops were? 

A. I think about 75 yards. 

Q. Was there a piece of artillery in the street between the building the 
troops were stationed in and the government building? 

A. The only piece of firearms of any kind in that street was Oscar White's 
rifle. We met fim as we came around the corner. 

Q Did you haye occasion to look there to see? 

. We stopped before turning into the side gate to converse with Oscar 
White before proceeding into the government building. 

Are you sure there was not a piece of artillery in that street before the 

ing of the proclamation? 

A. I can not tell you; but the only gun I could see was Oscar White's. I 
remarked: ** Oscar, this is not so very prudent for you to be here with only 
one rifle in this street.” 

2 Where did you see the troops first? 

Icame up from Monolalua by a back street and turned into Nuuana 
street, one house above Mr. Stevens's, and as I turned the corner I saw the 
American troops marching up toward Mr. Stevens's house, and directly in 
front of his house. 


nk : „What does all this mean?“ If I remember 
rightly now, he said: It is all up.“ 
And what did you understand by the expression, “It is all up?” 
I understand from that that the American troops had taken possession 
of theisland. That was on Sap brag ve 
Q. And was that favorable to the Queen or favorable to the other side, as 
you understood it? 
A. That was distinctly favorable to the foreign element here. 
y zo mean the movement for a provisional government? 
es. 
Q Did you see Mr. Stevens that day? 
No; I did not see him that day. 
. What is Mr. Waterhouse doing now? 
Henry? He is a member of the council. 
. Was he a member of the committee of public safety? 
If I remember right, he was. 
Q. Is that his signature [exhibiting letter of committee of public safety to 
Mr. Stevens]? 
The letter is as follows: 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 


rr! AAT withont Wid; andtherst f 

eare una O pro’ ourselyes u and therefore th 

protection of the United States forces. ie Anta 
HENRY E, COOPER, 


F. W. McCHESNEY, 
W. C. WILDER, 
C. BOLTE, 


TA AATE o, 
His Excellency Jons L. S F 


merican Minister Resident. 
A. Yes, it is. 


b — he seem Fonu posset or rane peor By irae 
. He was very much strained and ex ere was no pleasure in i 
but still there was a feeling of security. That was it. He eridesd a alae 
of security. He was not smiling or 5 
Q. It was not a joking time. W. ou say there was nothing in the first 
visit of yours to the station house to indicate any impression on your part 
that you believed the United States minister or the United States troops, or 
both, were in sympathy with the movement of the committee of safety? 
A. Iwas nonplussed. I did suppose they were going to support us. 
Q. You did not say femme. Bgl the people in the station house to lead 
them to suppose you were h l of aid? 
A. Ican not remember sa it now; I might have done so. 
Q Did you say it at any place? 
Ido not remember; I may have said it. 
Q. Was there an effort on the part of those who were moving for a change 
of 8 to make that impression? 
. I think there was. 
2 Was that impression among the whites generally? 
That Ican not say. I know there was that impression. Some of tho 
members tried to 2 that impression. 
. On what occasion ž 
Many occasions. One particular occasion was while we were in tho 
Government building the day the proclamation was read. 
5 wet was said, and who oat 3 i 2 80 
— Charles Carter me: r you are in on 0} e vern- 
ment building the i 05 ik that “ig 


troops will support you.” I think that was his remark. 
@ Was he on the committee o public safety? 
80. 
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Q. Was he in the F 


A. He was presen’ the time it was read. Whether he went 
up with us or ug {do not remember. 
aguas toring Oe t time he made that remark? 


2 Was he an active promoter of the movement? 


think he was. 
: Has bo any connection . —— Was 
È: No, exoept Re is ono of tho in Washington, 
. You have been revious revolutions here? 
I have been in tho Wileos revolution. =< om quite a prominent part in 
its su m. Iwas one of the the time. 
Q. You had a conversation with Mr. Carter about the time the proclama- 
tion 15 being read? 
es. 
Q. You were somewhat anxious as to whether or not you would be sup- 
ported by United States troops? 


Q: pi Da ‘ou express 3 in the presence of Mr. Carter? 
: 75 = man li ni 8 „ 
ot mean wardly 
2 Well, rig 3 convince that we were in a position of danger. 
t r. Sa. 
2 He = ve me 88 that we would be protected. 


nited States troops? 
2 A and when we were not protected by them I wanted to know the 
reason why. 
Do Zu mean by that that y o them to march over? 
2 Tass under the impression that 


y would. 
cua did you accomplish by that first visit to the station house—any 
agreement? 
A. We accomplished this—that it was a virtual giving up. 
What was oaad? What did the ministers sa p 
4 This is my impression of it to-day: That if they had only to contend 
wort that shy mid not eve up be Seip E e OE gi 
t ould n 
oe Theta, that th peor Bones fel 5 pro- 
bie governmen 


© 


eeling, what did they pro to do? 
— what u Then a, they a went up, four 
Sr ants and tie DEVi 5 


They roposed to i 
of them, and had a parley wi sapped, PUE amg 
The agreed to desist, but said they must go to the Queen an get her to 


with them. 
a 80 fae as they were concerned they were willing to yield, provided the 
ape Yo, pen I went aliens — 5 — T to the palace. we all met a the 
bh oom. ere were mt the een, two young ‘our 
ministers, Jud Wiideman, Paul Neumann, J. O. Carter, E. e Farland 
and abe o went over between 4 and 5 and remained until 6 discussing 
t m. 

Poa conversation you asked for a surrender of the forces, and the 
ministers advised it? 


A. The different ones spoke, and they all recommended it. Each one 1 aria 
Ath first Judge Widdeman was o to it, but he finally changed his 
— the oe of Mr. Neumann. Neumann advised yielding. Rach on ana 


Q. T cabinet based on the idea that the 
Queen would have to contend with 5 United States forces as well as the 
5 its 3 Quee: S oa . could surrender pending a settlement 

n 
ingt „and it was on that condition that she gave up. IfI remem- 
Bor ight spoke to her also. I said she could er or abdicate under 


FO . And that the protest would bə considered at a later period at Wash- 
9 
A. At a later 


riod. 
. Did the ca t in recommending her to yield to the provisional gov- 
BSF ve her to understand that they su aoe that the American man 


this movement. 
Q. Bat 1 Li am asking now as to what reasons the ministers gave for her 


* It was s their idea that it was useless to on—that it would be pro 
vocative of ed and trouble if she persisted in this matter longer: t 
it was wiser for her to abdicate under poret and havea hearing at a later 
time; that the forces her were too strong. 

Q. Did they indicate the United States forces at all in any way? 

A. Ido not remember their doing so. 
Q. Do you know whether or not at that time they were under the impres- 
sion that The United States forces were in 3 with the revolution? 

A. Beyond an impression I know nothing defini 

Q. What was the result of this conference with, the Queen? What was 


on? 
A. ad signed a document surrendering her rights to the provisional gov- 
rotest. 
< Q Ts thia the tho t = page 22, Executive Document No. 76, Fifty-second 
Coe eee 


oo tion or not? 
I was there as a member of the provisional government, but I did not 
advise as to the wi of it. I did her that she would have a perfect 
right to be heard at a later 


riod. 
22 By the United States — 


You ourself at that time, before consulting with your colleagues, 
5 favorably A im with that settlement? T 
A. Well, it was the only settlement that could be brought about. Person- 
Ei was satisfied with it. 


And you took that back to the provisional government? 


Yes. 
2. And they rejected it? 
It was received and indorsed by Mr. 
Q. N was there any message sent to the Queen after that? 
0. 


Q: No No message S te that they would not accept it? 


2 as then made on that proposition. 
Yes; 8 then “the sent down word through Mr. 8 to Mr. WII- 
son to deliver up the station house. That wound up the Whole affair. We 


immediately took possession of it It was not delivered up until after this 
e 3 after that was it before the provisional government 
“A, Sr, Stevens sont Cadet Pringle, Sd eee tain Wiltse sent one 
the buldingand ry report port if the provisional 


of his officers to 
one that afternoon. - 


. Between 4and 5. 
. What time was the interview with the Queen? 
After 4, and ended at 6. 
FES took reply? 
8 took the reply to Mr. Dole. 
Q. Now, when thisin „ between you, the cabinet min- 
isters, and the Queen, it was known hat the Government had been rec- 


A. That the . — ies it? I do not think she was told. I do not remem- 
ber of it being spo 


g Didn't you 2 xt 
I think I knew it. 
Didn't these ministers know it then? 
They may have been present. 1 can not say. Toyisional go 
ment oe all present when Mr. Stevens ree FB it — the de tetas pone 
ernmen 
Q. What I mean is this: Before you took the message of the Queen back— 
this 1 provisional 5 had been recognized! * 
Yes; that is my im 
05 Had that been i done at the. time you left the Government honse to go 
with the cabinet ministers to talk ea the soe mesar 
A. If my memery seryes me 0 . 
Did not the cabinet officers w of it at this time? 
I can not say 


. What do you know about the contents of the constitution she wanted 


en erie doni: I can tell you my connection with it. 
Q: Hay Have you seen it? 


Q, What is the spon of the native mind as to the form of govern- 
ment? 


twas 


in their votes to retain the power—and 
lo- Saxons, oven when in a minor- 
used the trouble. The break in the Hawaiian system of 

Seti commneticed at the time of Kamehameha V, when he took away 

their old constitution and gave them a constitution of hisown making. That 
started zeroan in this country. There is the starine point where the 
roads diverged which has brought about the succession of unrest in different 
ä nr a from that day to this. 

Now, the Hawaiians from that date, or within close proximity to it, com- 
ee e feel what it was to have the vote, and what infiuence they could 
exert, and naturally the Hawaiian, as the weaker race, have attempted in 
every succeeding Legislature to work together; but there has always been a 
disintegration inevery Legislature. They could not 3 together 
compactly asa body. Whenever they have had the opportunity to exercise 
this power it has not been at the level of pd intelligent Anglo-Saxon idea of 
making laws or carrying out a system of government. It has chafed the 
Anglo-Saxon. He would not tolerate it. Ho ha: has found that he could control 


forgettin the o intelligent power 04 8 the 


it indirectly, if he could not directly. by his superior education and intelli- 


gons. The Hawaiians had grown toa Steel 
ywith the aoe they wanted to throw o 

hich has been with them and controlled 

to that t that they felt sae) vg could do it, then t the clash came. Of 

course there are other reasons whi ght it about. But itis the clashing 

of two nationalities for prota 
. That was the great underlying cause? The financial questions were 


in cidental Peg io 
was the underlying canse—the Hawaiian thinking, 5 haa 


jority of phe yor that it re him power He didn’t 
Er stron. ary Semea of = Pena o-Saxon would beat him every time. 
8 ual for 1891 states that in the general 
io for 1800 the the total vote for 2 throughout the islands was 3,187 
and that the total vote for representatives was 11,671. That is about correct? 


A. Ishould judge so—that is a very correct source of information. 
. That would make 8, 81 more for representatives than for nobles? 


Yes. 

Q. Does that difference grow out of the fact that there is no moneyed qual- 
ification to vote for representatives, but for nobles there is required a prop- 
2 ualification of $3,000 (unencum ) or an income of $600? 

nquestionably. That disparity of 3 if it had been carried to 

a fine point, would have been very much la but there was and isa laxity 
in the admittance of many people to vote for nobles. 

white vote, was it not? 


Now, that 3,187 votes L for nobl nobles was generally a 
2 Hawaiians in that vote stor nobles. 


Sero a ee 
9 we proportion would you say as between whites and natives? 
Tithing t those statistics chars be got for you. It would not be wise for 
1 ati 7 
ve v 


5 


bies, re sh al sade then, of the whites united to elect the body of no- 
was it not? 
The whites as a rule used all their influence to control the noble vote. 
4 Why did the whites use all their influence to control the noble rote? 
Because it was theironly hope of controlling or influencing legislation. 
Aan. many nobles and how many representatives were there under the 
co 
Sot aboot 24 each. 
a If whites could get the 24 votes of the nobles, then they had an abso- 
FFF ves or the King? 
as the 
. If they t ecb a or three representatives sthey had control of legislation 
80 far a z oat oo tive body was concerned? 
had been * out to its logical conclusion, it would have been 


— At 5 the result proved. they were not able to entirely control the noble 


500. Now, if they had been able to entirely control the noble vote, and to 
t some of the representatives, they could have determined the question of 
e cabinet? 


of independence, and in com- 
that Anglo-Saxon domination 
allthese years. Whenitcame 


8 eee 
Sa — — th whites didn't keep banded together—and the 
natives in all things? 


A. Yes. 
Q oe DSA MIER JOTO e EOAR Dow 


es, 
. That was the pap cause of 88 for many years in elections? 
Yes. Where the Hawaiian felt his cause was weak, and it was to 
bare. int hr he far as they were able, they were striving so as to main- 
© con 
Q. Now, Mr. Damon, do rol think that you could have good government 
here on the basis of an educational Pres? bse for voters, so as to allow 
everybody who could read and write to vote? 
A. Yes; provided there was some strong power, as one might say it—as in 
au Ng tl school—to preserve order. 
Bes o you think that you could maintain astate government like the States 
of od American Union with that sort of suffrage? 
rsonal opinion is that we could grow up into that by a period of 
trial, me the voters ap nee: . — a vote 323 
Q: How long do you think tha ould take to ä 
to ean standard of the Ball on that question? Can you see any time 
defini: or clear 
A. I an of this hne ent they have had so much given to them in this 
country—ev has been so free to them, that they have not appreciated 
the advantages that — have; but when they get to be deprived of the fran- 
chise for a period of, say, five zene uain at eae be have — for it and 
waited for itn that when it is given to eventually they will appreciate it. 
Do you think that in five years after —— vou inkry ve to every 
native who could read and te the right to vote? 
A. Yes; provided the franchise was extended to other nationalities here. 
There er oon pigeon x th Th is wing in 
ere is a grow ‘or’ ese element here. ere isa - 
t 8 t ksa the better classes, and those dhinese who 
are born in the country and have interests here. 
Q. What sort of interests? 
A. Either commercial, agricultural, or professional. 
amelie parma o votes for all of them? 


pose the Chinese were not aoea to vote—then what? 


295 ligneis not the same desire, ex Package wep menses} bo that 
cma pig ese, and Japanese haye. They have not been accus- 


2 Do you allow any Japanese to vote here now? 
N 0; not at present. 
22 mean, before the revolution? 


No. 
5 Chinese allowed to vote? 


me 3 Is 7 5 anything you desire to say, Mr. Damon, other than what you 
ve sail 
Al A ig: fico I was born here, brought up = and have a sincere 
forthe The 
ry shown a desire, 


eln up 
educate 


waiians, I would like to do it, 2 Fea RA 
whether sovereign, chief, or common —with such iy tren 
F 1 1 did not want to help them up if 


zY 75 to integrity in business matters, how do they compare with people 
2 condition in life generally? 
I think the e has been made eer} you take a Hawaiian and com- 
pate him with the 1 standard and expect him to be up even with 
when he has not had time E to fit himself for that stand - 
ard. ane should 3 the Ha with what he is to-day and what he 
was ears, 
3 It is better fo ‘compare him with some race that exists toda 


5 F called backbone to carry out to a finish any project 
e 
9 7 Business or otherwise? 
Q But would GW 
I should say so; y 
— there eA ene $0 the persons of women on the part of the 
age ve think he is in advance of what is called the ordinary white man in 
Sg Sega een ny ei in his make up, and that is always appreci- 
ae the best elements 
es; and why thea is that it is a few years since he looked to 
tha white men asa superior race, and ho at eart feels that they are a supe- 
rior race 
. Now, is 9 entirely sgt A 
A more powerful race, per — — 
Q. Well, now, as to another ec Ist me ask you: Wilson lived in the 
9 with his wife and 
A. His son is in California. He has no other child. 
. He lived with his wife then? 
. Yes. Ihave heard that he had a strong influence over the Queen for 
many y ears, because Dominis, her husband, was a weak man. ilson is a 
stron; Ywilled, powerful man, and she has looked to him asa protector. 
e was in command of the police forces? 
Tes; at the time, and ever since she was Queen. 
Q A= palace gates have been guarded? 
ways. 
Q Who iea EEA the guards? 
Nowlein and vaoa commanded the police force. Both were intimate 
friends of the 
Q. He lived in the o palace? 
A. He lived in the bungalow—report said so. He has his own dwelling 
about a mile from here. 
You do not 8 that he and his family lived in the palace proper. 


with the Queen! 
No; they had a house in the yard. 


Q — e of annexation was 3 to the of these 
islan no ualifications. e that the 
elector should — — write, and conducted On what is sometines sometimes termed 
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expression of the . 

A. The sentiment timent, but at this time I . 
ity would not vote in favor of i a, given to realize woul 

Q. How much time do you 5 t such a 
condition of in these islands 

A. I think if 


e provisional 3 t in very long they will 
* 3 


They do not like the 
t Sears by sate 


come to it very 
a government that has * 


the reason that it 


votes. the ix 6 answer. 
Q. At the time of the dethronement of the Queen was it known in the 
othr islanda? 


Q. 2 knew jar ccd of it until after it was accomplished? 
e 
Q: The G. The ft 8 it was 8 by the Honolulu movement? 


tives with existing authority order? 
A. If they had a real, able leader, in whom they had perfect confidence, he 
could collect quite a force to f 


ms at the existing Government? 


2 Be: Do you not . any —_ movement? 
ina — oE 5 it 3 ae eee g up; 
3 Ther have advised a id not 
know but insome moment of —— — epee goo take yo advantage of 
+ own b — f troops ha 
at number o ve 
2 One hundred and 1 TROT PaT ry is hardly to be spoken 
of—but one company. 
pA Thes —— cit <= hg otives of prud 
ey have some e 2 eces, motives of prudence, 
' have locked up the intri „ 
EE far as you know, the — — ——— no ary? 
o. 
5 arms? 
t quantity. They have scattered rifles and pistols. 
Bef ey amount to an 3 contest? 
We have no means of at this time. 


and, 


TUESDAY, May 2, 1893. 
Mr. Damon, at the time of the writing of the protest of the Queen on 
hoink day of January, 1893, signed by herself and ministers, had the pro- 
ional 1 y the American minister, Mr. Fra ws 
A. It is my impression that it had been, 5 8 
Q. Would ede pene e e the Queen on that day aid you in 


A. Ido 5 — — 8 with ths Quen 
referrin Mrs. e a previous part 
of thie steteenent® did ou mean to rr night? 
A. Imeant to say Eagerin the Queen a great deal of the time— 
both day and night. 
. Às a companion? 
a OA DENNE TIA KE ap oon 
ut where do 
a that her een oa 
ungalow. 
ve carefully read through the foregoing and pronounce it an accurate 
C E 1 DAMON, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I then offer the protest of the governor of 
Oahu against the landing of troops, to be found on page 572 of 
the same document. 

The protest referred to is as follows: 


OFFICE GOVERNOR OF OAHU, Honolulu, January 16, 1593. 
‘or Pg is m 8 neces 8 to gtk excellency LB sere 3 land- 
evening. without 1 from r of an 
armed force from the U. Your — aone well knows that 
when you have desired to land naval forces of the United States for the pur- 
of drill, permission by the local authorities has been readily accorded. 
; m the prezent es 2 the 8 Mee different, and 
ostensibly the present. ties of 0 tions which are 
distinctly 9 duties of the Hawaiian Government. Such being the 
case, I am compelled to impress upon your excellency the international 
beta involved in the matter and grave responsibility thereby as- 


While solemnly to your excellency against this arran 
proceeding to whi I have 3 . = 
remain, sir, 


t—at the bun 


were wi — 8 mn the 


5 the honor to , your excellency’s obedient and humble 
se: 
A. 8. SED 
overn 
His Excellency Joux L. STEVENS, chy Aas 
voy Extraordinary and Minister tentiary, 
United States of America, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I desire also to insert Minister Stevens's reply 
to the governor's protest, to be found on page 572 of the same 
document. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, January 17, 1893. 
Str: Yours of yesterday, the 16th, the landing of the United 
States naval os in — is received. ve carefully read its terms 


and import. as the United States ot 
at this critical * — affairs it is 8 for me to ignore. 
—— vou that in whateva: responsibility American di an 
tatives have assumed or 8 our utmost 
pee the welfare of all present and interests concerned. 
Yours, sincerely, and with the kindest consideration, 


JOHN L. STEVENS. 
Oaku, 


Mr. CAFFERY, I offer the testimony of Mr. Boyd, consular 
clerk, commencing on page 265 of the same document, showing 
the quiet condition of the islands at the time of the revolution. 


Hon. A. S. CLEGHORN, 
Governor of 


The testimony referred to is as follows: 
Interview with W. Porter Boyd, consular clerk, Honolulu, Tuesday, June 13, 1893. 


yee Mr. yi what is your occupation? 
consular service. 
Q In pen position? 
: ; Were you at your otoo on the loth of Santuary, 15007 


1893? 


Were Seon at your office on the 16th of January, 


g wae you on the streets on that da 5 5 
Not until the afternoon ghost the time of the meeting. 
. Where was the meeting hel 
. At the armory. 
9 Sam — any signs of disturbance on the streets? 


Q eii going on as usual? 
Yes, up to the time of the mass meeting, when they closed to go there. 
aS and children on the street as usual? 
there were very few women and children about. 
Was there wa excitement looking like disorder? 
de: Ido not tuink there was I didn't see any of that. 
Q. Was there any suggestion of disorder except what might come from 
the Siew of the committee of safety? 
So far as I know there was not. 
. What I wish to know—was there anything 5 the public mind ex- 
eep ; those events growing out of the movement of the committee of safety? 
A. I should say there was not. 
g Was there any indication of hostility manifested by the carrying of 
arms or threats on the part of what may be termed eee 
A. Tomy knowledge there was not. 
2 Dia: Did yon attend the mass meeting? 


2 Te observer? 


g How ow many peopl 
I should say from olevan to 
2 Many Portuguese there? 

Ican not answer. I do not kn 

Q. What did you understand to bet the object of that mass meeting from 
wit ‘ou saw and heard? 

A. It was first to hear the report of that committee of ape Pre noc 

5 — ret hy steps for the protection of the persons and property of citizens of 


Q. What did zon understand them to mean by the protection of the per- 
e prop y of citizens? 

A. I understood that it was to prevent the aes of the constitution. 

Q. Did you understand that it was to dethrone the Queen and set up an- 
other her government? 


were there? 
welve hundred. 


people do you su 


t was not my understanding at the time. 
ry Was that the me open as community so far as you can gather 
from contact with penner 
A. I should say that of the very oem annexationists that was their 
33 eir object but whether this meeting was for that purpose 
o not know. 


Q. There was no rag) aeons in the crowd, so far as you could gather, con- 
taining the idea that was a movement to dethrone the Queen and set up 
another KOVE 


Q. Hat yo you heard of any meeting of the committee of safety before that 
1 ing? 


~ Thad heard that they had had meetings, and that they had a report to 
make. 
g Did you hear what it was to be? 
No, sir; and 1 do not believe anyone else did. 
Q. After the mass meeting, what the people do? Did they go to work 
3 that afternoon? 
A. I think they did—I think the stores were open. 
Don't you know? 
No; but that is my impression now. On second thought I am sure that 
the oponen their places again. 

@ Bo ‘ou think that ~ crowd that came to that meeting and then went 
Pe oe went back to their business had any impression t the Queen 
was going to be dethroned the next day? 

A. I do not believe that they thought that. Everything was left in the 
hands of the committee. The mass meeting gave the m power to go 
a 9 do what they thought best; and only that thirteen knew, so far 
as I can learn. 

Q. But there was no mention that = power to do what they thought best 
went so far as to dethrone the Queen? 

A Nos an 2 than the way they denounced the action of the Queen 
on the 

2 But would tha that f indicate that they meant to dethrone her by denounc- 

er action? 
ing Yes; it was my impression that it would be either that or she would 
remain on the throne under certain restrictions. 

Q. Was there any excitement when the — landed that evening other 


than that growing out of the fact of seeing troops landed? 
A: Yes; of course much more than if troops had been landed,as they have 


* co Shek for drill. 
Were man: en down at the wharf when they landed? 
1115 sae hee’ acn They did not seem to know until the troops were 
tral offices rang us up and asked us why the Boston troops 
nore 


3 
3 Was it understood that they landed at the request of the committee of 
‘ety? 


A. Yes, 
Q Why ava the committee of safety want them to land if everything was 
et? 
. A. They knew what they were 5 going to do, and they feared some trouble 


or some interference in their p 
Q. Now, was it Le ad Peg at — = as you could 5 by both annexation- 
ists and anti-annexationists, en Groope wees TA friendly to the movement 


of thes aa of er ety? 


Q: y Was ite encouraging to one side and depressing to the other? 
should say it was—for the reason that it was at the request of this 
nie and the others did not Sw, what it was for. 
Did anti-annexationists seem to be depressed when they found the troops 
d beon land ed? 
es. 
2 Were they 8 that they would be favorable to the other side? 
Ishould say they were. 


Q va this a continuing feeling up to the dethronement? 


Q. Now, Mr. Boyd, in view of what you have stated and what vou, g 
served that day, would you suppose that this feeling restrained action on- 
part o£ the Quean And har friends aga tpat the committee of safety? 


sir. 
Bid wh see Mr. Stevens on Monday, the 16th of January? 


Q Had he been aboard the Boston? 
1 I was 3 had been there all afternoon. 


. Severance. 
How did Mr. Severance know it? 
Mr. Stevens, I believe, had told him. 
Did he 5 A what he was there for? 

ao he di 
Was Mr. e at the consulate? 
e said —.— Boston boys were going to land and would detail a 
for the co 

. Had Mr. Severance any desire for it? 

Noz; it was the first ONS he had of it. 
5 consulate- general! 


rere 
22 


a i Did the ne poopió in the city ase any inquiry? 
2 5 ba 1 — to be a surprise generally? 
4 Was it it a surprise to you? 


a beie was nothing in the city to indicate the need of military forces, 
so far as you could see? 
A. Nothing, so far as I could see. 
Q. Did you have any conversation with Judge Hartwell January 14, 1993; 
did you hear ar any conversation between him and Lieutenant Young? 
A. Not further than that he ae that somethin; prona drop about3 o'clock, 
and asked if he was to bea recent 2 aN all the officers will know. 


after pape prorogation on Saturday. 


f the procla: N det hron- 
ing the Queen? What did he say? F 


r. Draper, I „Nr. 2323 and myself were with some others 
in peg office, AS WAS Captain ough, h, of the W W. G. Irwin. We were all 
impatient. Everybody bien anxious to know what was going to happen. He 
said something was going to happen about 3 or 4 {o'clock}. 

. He didn’t say Siati it was 
No. Ihad noidea whatit was. Of course I had some idea. 
7 25 — not thinking about dethronement? 


this Mr. Atherton the man in whose yard the Boston men stopped 
wal hen thoy a first lended? 7 S 


@ Aft After they landed they went up by the palace? 
The main body went on up to Atherton’s oak 2 
fore they went ck to Se oe 


there a a few hours. It was after dark 
the opera house. 
i Dia Mr. Atherton seem to be satisfied over what was going to happen? 
* 55 He seemed to be satisfled that everything was conten out as he 


a Pay excitement on the street before ps nar shot? 
No; gs the ordinary crowds walking 
. Did they seem to know N 


: Were the stores open? 


Q: An fie 2 on the street? 
ew, 
rs is children? 
z $03 5725 know that I noticed any children. 
time did they close the stores? 
They bored them when the report of the pistol was heard, so far as I 


What did they do then? 
They went out ey the street, toward where the shot was fired. 


7 


Q As it they were going to fight, or only as i£ to see what was going on? 


Q No manifestation of any hostile movement? 
None whatever. A Mr. Paris, conn with the Advertiser, was our 

authority. We used to question him, and he used to tell us what was going 
on. In the afternoon he told us there were three different places where they 
were enlisting to support any movement the committee wisied to make, 

. Did those men who were enlisted have arms? 

He didn't say so, or where they were going to get them. 

foe „ the proclamation or before? 

ore. 
2 Bid he say what they were enlisted for 

* carr aor point. He did not say xia it was. 
1 hay e read the foregoing and it is a correct report of my interview with 

oun 


W. P. BOYD. 
HONOLULU, June 13, 1893. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I also offer the statement of Chief Justice 
A. F. Judd, ; Deng a history of the constitutions of Hawaii, to be 
found on page 362 of the same document. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Interview with Chief Justice A. F. Judd, Honolulu, May 16, 1893. 


x Please state where you were born. 
= Honolulu, ony oor 7, 1838. 
as this always been your home? 
Wien the <n four years in the United States, two at Yale and 
03 other two at ard law school, and on occasional visits to the States 
and a tri . I entered the 3 of law in this country in . 
ice to the Legislature, in 1868 from South Kona, Ha 


again for Honolulu in 1870, and in 1873 I was appointed 5 by 


1898. 
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Lunalilo, and on his death in 1874, on the election of Kalakaua, I went onto 
the bench as associate justice of the supreme court. Icontinued on the bench 
until now, having held different tions. I took the pa of first asso- 
ciate justice in „and was appointed chief justice in 1881. I have been in 
guaia life since my first appointment as judge in February, 1874, and haye 

my office in the Government building during all that time, and am some- 
what familiar with political changes that have taken place. 

2 How were your e selected prior to the constitution of 1887? 


They were a) 
Q. How selected prior to 1887? 
A. They were yt Sgn by the King. The supreme judges have always 
been appointed in that way, and, whatever has happened to this country, I 
think the sovere have always aimed to give us good men as judges. 
. Who did ua appoint first as judges? 
Judge Allen was chief justice under a former appointment—he being 
in the United States at the time of a's election, of course was merely 
continued in office. The other judges were Hartwell and Widemann. 
Hartwell was appointed attorney-general and Widemann as minister of the 
interior. pone Harris was then made first associate justice and Isecond 
associate 


ce. 
Q None of these were men of native blood? 
None. 


Were they men of substantial character? 
ae all of them. We have had two judges of native blood on the 
nec 
A ted by whom? 
2 By 5 a by TATT and Kamehameha V. The first was Judge Ii. He 
was a pure native, The other judge of native blood was R. G. Davis. He 
was 


White. 
. How. was your Legislature made up prior to the constitution of 1887? 
. It consisted of one body; noblesappointed by the Crown and represent- 


atives elected by the le. 
7 nobles?” 


. How many representatives? 
x 2 It seems nA me twenty-four—perhaps twenty-six—I do not know posi- 
ely. 
y Tihe number of representatives exceeded the number of nobles prior to 
? 
A. Ido not remember, but I think so. 
. How were nobles selected? 
Appointed by the King on nomination by the cabinet. 
$ And the representatives were— 
Elected Py the pangs. 
2 What suffrage qualification had you? 
Under the constitution of 1852 there was no property qualification. 
e l ture ted of two houses that sat separately. King Kameha- 
meha V refused to take the oath to that constitution when he took the throne 
in the fall of 1863, and he called a convention of delegates to revise the con- 
stitution, with the p of limiting the power of people and strength- 
ening his own prerogatives. I was secre in that convention, and after a 
To Bann gene lem a Santie baee P berg Pyle 
e measure O! cation. - 
tion and proclaimed fio rarte A arees of 1864, which prescribed a small prop- 
ication for voters. 
i t was the amount of that property qualification? 
. Two hundred and fifty dollars a year, 
Q. Was that property qualification for voters the main point on which the 
axe 13 the convention disagreed? 
. It was. 
. Prior to that there was no property qualification? 
0. 
Q. oes constitution of 1864 then came by virtue of a proclamation of the 
je It did. The people acquiesced in it after awhile, and, although 


there 
was a good deal of dissatisfaction felt, the people voted under it and agreed 
to it, and a good many believed Mint th was wos ties tes TALINE as Legisla- 
ture of one house and not of two. 
2 Byt 5 oe constitution of 1864 how were nobles appointed? 
e King. 
. What support had the King in reducing the franchise of the native pop- 
ulation of the Thands? si 
A. He had the support of his cabinet, and I think that is about all. 


1 What was the ition of the more intelligent e here? 
They considered it very arbi . The at that time was very 
much opposed to the growth of American influence and republican ideas. 
He was very bitterly opposed to the influence of the Americans, and espe- 
caly American missionaries. His aim was to strengthen the royal prerog- 
atives. 

Q. But if he cut off the number of native votes by property qualifications, 
would he accomplish any addition to his stren. 


gth? 

A. He had one house then oniy and there could be no negative action on 
any affirmative action of his, It was not necessary for him to haye a ma- 
jority of each house. 

Q Were the bodies in number? 

I think not; I the representative 


body was larger. It was pro- 
portioned according to the population of the districts. 
g Under the constitution of 1864 did you have a property qualification? 
We did for a while. : 
g How long? 
. For several elections. It was finally eradicated by amendments to the 
constitution. ; 
i ear 
I can only speak from commen fA but certainly before 1870, but I cer- 
tainly can not say without reference to books. 
re 0 was that brought about? What state of opinion brought that 
abou 
A. It was may the feeling that this was an encroachment. Public sen- 
timent did not feel the necessity for it. Demagogism was then not preva- 
lent. I think the Hawaiians vied better then than they do now. That is, 
demoralizing influences had not set in. 
Q. At that time, [ suppose, it was somewhat of a struggle between the 
King and the a 
1 part ot th they had lost 
5 ey were a o recover a of the power the 
under that constitution? 5 A 
es. 
Q. I see in the compilation of our laws, page 220, section 780, the following: 
sa 


For the island of Wali. t, that is 3 
“One for the district of North A 


Kona, at and including Keahua- 
joo, and extending to and including tend forthe district of South 
a uo: 
ona, beginning af Punohao an and including Kaheawal 


“One for the district of Puna. 

“ Two for the district of Hilo. 

„One for the district of Hamakua. 

“One for the district of Kohala. 

“For the island of Maui, seven, that is to say, two for the district composed 
of Lahaina, Ukumehame, and Kahoolawe. 

“One for the district composed of Kahakuloa and Kaanapali. 

“ One for the district beginning with and including Waihee and extending 
to and including Honuaula. 

“ One for the district beginning with and including Kahikinui and extend- 
ing to and including Koolau. _ 

One for the district beginning with and including Hamakualoa and ex- 


tending to and including Kula. 

“Two for the districts com the islands of Molokai and Lanai. 

“For the island of Oahu, eight, t is to say, four for the district of Hono- 
n with and including Maunalua, and extending to and includ- 

g Moanalua. 

And one for the district composed of Ewa and Waianae. 

“One for the district of Waialua. 

“One for the district of Koolauloa. 

“ One for the district of Koolaupoko. 

“For the island of Kauai, three, that is to say: One for the district of 
Waimea, beginning with and including Nualolo and extending to and includ- 
ing Hanspope, and also including the d of Niihau. 

* One for the district of Puna, beginning with and including Wahiawa, and 
extending to and including Wailua. 
One for the district of Hanalei, beginning with and including Kapaa, and 
extending to and including Awa-awa-puhi.” 

Please say how many representatives you had under that? 

A. Twenty-six. 

. When was that established? 
There have been laws of this character altered little by Spee bat alaw 
es—that 
adding one ntative 
to one district and taking one away ponny from another district. 
4 of your compilation of laws: 

“The house of representatives shall be composed of not less than twenty- 
four nor more than fı members, who shall be elected biennially.” 

1 to 1887 you had in a legislative body twenty-six representatives? 

. Yes. 
. Was it ever larger than that? 

8 

¥ gave them a po element in the ure—a 0 over 
the power of the King as represented in the nobles? 7. 
A. That is the way it was generally exercised. The King never appointed 
m nut the constitution iteelf provided that he might appoint thirty and 
x the co ion 0 a an 
that * . might te forty? * 
es, Sir. 

Q. The fact was he generally appointed twenty, and the representatives 
leis by „ 

es. 


Q. So that there remained from this an excess of Ss power in the 
representatives in the legislative body as against the wn? 

A. That is true; but they rarely ever divided on that issue—nobles on one 
side and representatives on the other. Some of our best legislation was 
accomplished through the nobles. They were excellent men. 

8 t class of men N ? 
Such men as Mr. C. R. oP 8. G. Wilder, and Mr. Dowsett. They 
were a ted by Lunalilo, who filled up the body to twenty. 

Q. Were they generally sppomted from the class of men who represented 
the intelligence and wealth and morality of the community or not? 

A. In those days they were nomina; to the King by his cabinet, and 
they were representative of the pro of this Kingdoms combining also a 
fair representation of r and intelligence, until the middle of Kala- 
kaua's reign, when, as vacancies occurred, he would appoint natives gener- 
ally, who did not have these characteristics of wealth, ter, and intelli- 
gence. 


. How was a ministry appointed and removed? 

. Under every — pet 1887 the ministers were appointed by 
the King and removed by him; but until Kalakaua's reign it was a very rare 
thing that any changed his ministry. They had a pretty long lease of 
— cal life. My father was minister for nine or ten years, and Mr. Wyllie 

or a longer period. It was a very rare political occurrence, and made a 
gross sensation when a change was made. Under Kalakaua things were dif- 
erent. I think he had twenty-six different cabinets during his reign. 
2 How long was his reign? 
: What werethe ri nalifications of electors prior to 1887 
x were the prope: cations of elec or ? 
2 None ng property pak fE De n = 
Q They had 8 Tears ot aga; and to be able to read and write? 
If born since 1840, they had to be able to read and write; but this test 
was rarel 57 pap born before that, there was no qualification at all. 
Q. Under the constitution of 1887 the same qualification of an elector for 
representative was continued? 
Yes; su tially the same. 


Q. Was there any very considerable change in the matter of the qualifica- 
tion of a voter for representative under the constitution of 1887in the matter 
of allowing foreigners to vote? 

A. There was. 

> Please state it. 

Previous to that time only citizens could vote—that is, native born or 
naturalized, or those who had received letters of denization. The constitu- 
tion of 1887 allowed all residents, if they had those qualifications, excepting 
— a they were not allowed to vote, even those who were citizens by 

arar on. 


. Did that coyer the Portuguese element? 
We allowed Portuguese to vote. 

— the races that were excluded under that from the privilege of 
7 were the Chinese and the Japanese? 
Jes. 

Q. How about the qualifications to read and write for that class of voters 
I mean the ese, Americans, and Europeans who were allowed to 
ener ae q cations as to reading and writing apply to them? 


ek Were there many Portuguese then voting under the constitution of 


A. A good many voted. Not having thestatistics bafore me, I can not say 
what Proportion. 
¥ er that constitution of 1887 were the number of nobles and repre- 
sentatives the same? 
z A. Exactly the same—twenty-four nobles and twenty-four representa- 
ves. 
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2 ae cabinet was appointed by the Crown? 
es. 


And how removable? 
é Only by vote of want of confidence passed by a majority of elected 
members. 


Q. What was the character of Kerraen power of the cabinet under 
the constitution of 1887 over that of 1864 

A. It made the ministerial 3 I think, than it existed 
under the constitution of 1864. 

Q In what way was it made clearer? 

By express provision after 1887, if I mistake not, saying that whenever 
aT ACT ete OO Pe the sovercign it was to be dons by and wi with the 
majority of the cabinet: t the supreme court has held to be the advice of a 
of the ca’ 


or vetoing a bill 


SPb ‘doit with the adios 56520000 
could only do it with the advice of the cabinet? 

A. We construed that power of the King which could only be exercised 
through the ministry as applying solely to executive and to legislative 


He could do nothing, then, without the sanction of a majority of the 
5 here the matter of aiministrati tion? 


oa À single gg nee of the cabinet would not answer 
The Thi broke up on 8 principle, Ashf 
1 ‘the King, 3 2 the advice of the supreme court, that he ~ 
not bound to act unl the members of the cabinet advised a certain 
breaking 3 toa serious difference in the cabinet, which resulted in 
gitu 
The court held that it required a majority? 


. 
Q. Which Ashford was that? 
. Ashford. After his return from Canada he seemed to be very 


Q. Your — of nobles was equal in number to the representatives. 
What was the qualification of an elector for nobles? 

A. The property qualification was an income 8 year, or unencum- 
bered real E a TaS of $3,000. We that where aman was 
id Pend bis his board was not to be included; that he must 


to ask you the room for these changes—what they were in- 
tended to accom 8 wish to ask you because of your high official 
ponton as chief justice and 3 our high 5 
The main grievance was this: Th: Was com of office- 
holies I mean the 8 prior to 1887. The ict justice, 
nominated by the governor of each island, would use his judicial influence 
by makingit very easy with the — Sies the opi a The same thing was 


Sybex ones it Gus TARGATA they OIT te very EIT € controlled either by 
en once in the ure they y 
threats of withdrawin; 1 on from — 8 


„ who was 
through —.— agents becam 
es even, ost any 
Q: Did he appoint all these —— to which you referred? 
being his — — ee Bor 8 oficiais b so suggested, for four years, and 
is favorites, w. any a 
‘act, Kalakaua nomina; nominated direct! 


g this country. 
Q. Do arrer to say that by the 3 of governors who were 
personal ds of his there came to bea tments o te officers 
GG political views and his general 


A. I do, and more especially to 
very eager for in order his debts, the expenses of his 
—— coronation, of the mili 
which every 
my report to the a change 
tions ct candidates to the Legislature, excluding 
hardly second in a yt eye was the matter 


I 8 that AS iere time there had rently and ga y-six of cabi- 
ts. unse comm: 80 an ve e oppo or 

whati is called “ backstairs cabinets" by adventurers fa 3 

was very little stability in the Government. It was 8 odin By for 


to carry out any settled policy, certainly any policy that did not 


lease the King. 
S Qa You changed the constitution soas to guard against that improper mode 
of the appointment of inferior officers? 
A. It forbade any person to office during the whole time 


being a 8 
for which he was elected, and also forbade the election of anybody who held 
any office under the Governmen 
a ou cut off that power of the King in the use of his patronage? 


0 As ie the appointment of nobles, the idea was to take that away from 


a A. The e were elected by what was supposed to be the wealthy and 
uential 
That was taken away from the King and placed among the wealthy and 
inept to that the ae ha tation in the Legi 
. Yes; so ve 
Q. Under that a minority of of the natives ¢ only could ay carmel 
Only a minority of them could vota; it gave them great dissa 
po 25 y oinen changes of consequence? 
eae ov this new manner of selecting nobles gave the natives great dis- 
action 
es did. The first election held under the constitution was — — satis- 
The natives voted well. 
e had ad by reason atone one over 
8 they were put Sines: an inferior posi- 
ton, was always forced upon them. 
kind enough to state how this new constitution was estab- 


We two events which eg Eres matter to a culmina point 
(2) the opium steal ot $1.0, by wht cha Chinaman named Aki was made BY 
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ma e be of $71,000 of hard coin ee ee E 
— 5 8 selling opium, and (2) ——— to 
Samoa in the Katmiloa, A secret fg a a e the 
result of which was the King was 


to promulgate a new 


con that I haye before alluded to. It was vi 
adroitl, the ords, and more ae y by V. V. Ashf: 
who o confidence of the and Mr. Gibson. He wasthe colo 
of the rifles, and he he was paid a certain sum of money 
and made minister to Canada that CT 
would be futile. 
2 Be —.—— 8 the mili 115 8 

preveni use iiey $ 5 

with the military authorities and Captain should be called 


out to preserve public order, although it 1 
which made the tear that if he did not yield 
ical for him. 
Qin thata nized under tho lam 
was organized under the laws. 
fis A volunteer organization 


Q. So that the — with the poate cha this secret league 
went into it and consti 8 form of law? 

A. Of rte y Tap — — what was told the King privately, but I know 
that he felt it would be very dangerous to refuse topromulgate the new con- 
stitution. I haveno doubt that a great many things were circulated which 
came to his ears in the way of threats that were unfounded. 

ak What was the outside manifestation? 

One par feature of it was its 3 The King was frightened at 
this secrecy. It was very well e judges of the supreme court 
were pets told at it until just before 
2d ow of July, 1887. 


e event took place. I it was the 
Was there then a mass meeting? 

A. There was a large mass meeting held, and a set of resolutions was 
sented to the „requiring that a new ministry be formed, by Mr. 
Green and one o or Toreon whose name I haye forgotten. 

Q Was there any display of force? 

The Honolulu Rifles were in detachments marched about in different 
portions of the 3 ha been called out by the legal military authorities. 
> = Who were the legal authorities 
sr ote! rp the island De iia cad Capt. H. Burrill-Haley, tho 
LERT with the movement? 


path: 
No. st sir; the hay in sympati e corps were in sympathy with the movement, 
e 
- Ashford and Aren I do not remember all. 


ae ell-drilled force 
would be very crit- 


L. 


. Did the governor order them out, not knowing of this state of things? 
I think he did. 1 but it was to preven: oat believe, 
3 an ee said, ‘there were threats 
80 


Pe 8 that at one time there was a suy strong feeling that the 
King should be forced to abdicate altogether, and it was only the more con- 
servative men born here who said that the King and the Hawaiians should 
have another opportunity. 

Q. Were there not two elements in that ne one for a republic and 
the Pg’ for restraining the power of the Kin 


. Were there not two forces in this movement cooperating pees up 
toa certain point, to wit: those who were in tavor-ot restrattiine the King by 
virtue of the provisions of the 8 of 1887, Sonat those who were in 
fa vor of de the King and establishing a republic? 

A. I understand that there were, and that the more conservative view pre- 


Q And the men who were in favor of a republic were discontented at the 
outcome 

A. They were, and they didn't want the Hawaiians to vote at all; and the 
„FFF allowed to vote was to the native 


Whose idea was that—was that the idea of the men who made the new 


tution 
A Gr the mies wha mada the mew ccoabitordc 
Q It was to balance the native vote with the a vote? 
That was the idea. 
Q. And that would throw the Se pore power into the hands of the intelli- 
gence and wealth of the coun‘ 
A. That was the aim. 
. How was this military used 
It was put about in squads over the city 


Q. The officers of the corps were really in favor of the movement for the 
new constitution, and were called out tby Governor Dominis to preserve 

A. Yes. After the affair was over ho was thanked by a military order 
from head rs. 

Q Do you su; he was gratified with under the circumstances? 

Haley to me when he showed me the order, It is a little funny to 
tharik a man who kicked you ont, bus T suppose TY i zot to do it.” 

Q. The King demand fora new constitution and of a cabinet 
of given character? 

In the first he acceded to the proposition to = new cabinet 
named by Mr. The former cabinet, consisting of Mr. Gibson and 
three Hawaiians, W In three or four 
da: he pee tole upon with the constitution. 

z cabinei 
. The cabinet i of Mr. 8 minister of foreign affairs; a 
of the interior; Mr. C. W. Ashford, attorney: „and 
y of finance. Iwas . 
July 5 to swear the to the constitution. When I reached the palace 
they were all and the King asked me in Hawaiian whether he had bet- 
1 pe said, “You must follow the advice of your responsible 
Q. This ministry had been appointed as the result of the demand of the 
A. X — 55 
es, sir. 
8 And then, having been appointed, they presented him with the consti- 
tution of 1887? 
A. cues 
5 
e 
2 Was that constitution ever submitted to a popular vote for ratification? 

No; it was not. There was no direct vote ratifying the constitution, 
but its provisions that no one should vote unless he had taken an 
oath to support it, and a number poaa t first was con- 
sidered a virtual ratification of the constitu 
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I think it wasa precedent, only the 
cies of the occasion to it. 


demand 
Was there discontent with that constitution on the part of Kalakaua? 
Was he ever satisfied with it? 
A. He was very skillful in concealing his views. I do not think he was 
Satisfied with it. 


my intimate acquaintance 
F 
ere. 
. Have the natives as a race been discontented with these $: 
2 85 Seaton tienes, 


shown in their 
— but from my ac- 
am unable to see that it has worked to 


bo — 
of a racial form at any time? If so, 


A. He did; and he also used flattery to the King to exalt his position. He 
fostered in the King’s mind the idea of 8 emperor of the 
Pacific in connection with the Samoan J 

Q. Butin dealing with the natives in the matter of suffrage did he playon 
the matter of race feeling? 

A. Somewhat. Hisemissaries generally looked to other means—gin among 

Q. Was he in the habit of abusing the whites, those who are called mis- 
sionaries? 


A. Yes. The first mischief he did wasin thwarting the treaty of reciprocity. 
2 In what year was that? 
Beere Kalaka Kin 
2 ore ua Was ? 
2. Les; and the ministry 2 I was a member, Mr. Bishop being 
leader, owing to the fact that King Lunalilo was in consumption, felt that it 
Was prudent to abandon it. 
2 You were going to pees of race feeling in regard to politics? 
. It has been almost impossibie to elect any kind of a decent white man 
in Honolulu for many years. 


AI wee had a conversation with a very prominent native and asked him 
2 they never succeeded in electing a good white man in Honolulu. He 


The man whom yon roa as the best man the natives oppose just be- 
cause you want him el * 

g: 15 zanpa you were not with the committee of safety during the late 
revolution 

A. I was not informed of any of their proceedings. They kept me out. 
bes Did apanha that a constitution was going to be proclaimed in 1893 

ore it was done? 

A. I had heard hints during some zes before that the Queen wasanxious 
to proclaim a new constitution, but I did not hear of her present intention 
until the morning of Saturday. Shortly before the prorogation, at 10 o'clock 
in the morning, a gentleman told me that immediately after the prorogation 
Mr. William White. the lottery advocate in the legislature, was going to the 
palace with a large number of people and that the Queen was 
claim a new constitution. I mentioned it to my 
They didn't credit it. Imentioned it toa few others, among them the French 
consul. It disturbed me very much. Immediately the was 4 
rogued I looked out from the balcony and saw a large number of natives 

in black and wearing beaver hatsand marching over to the palace 
with banners and * parcel. 

I said to myself that is the new constitution. Being invited y the cham- 
berlain to go over there, which is after on, I urged my 

tes toaccompany me. Judge Dole hadan engagement and could not 
go. Judge Bickerton and I went over. We stayed until 4o'clock and saw the 
whole thing, except we were not in the 2 room with the Queen when 
she bad her ministry there. The that she made, when she said she 
had designed to promulgate a new constitution but had met with obstacles 
and was prevented for the present, I wrote from memory. Shesaid itin Ha- 
waiian. J went home that evening, wrote it down from memory, and fur- 
nished it to the press. 


tion. 
cle. She said she had listened to : g 
in the constitution—demanding a new constitution—and she thought 
the opportune moment had come. The constitution was very defective, and 
she turned around to defer to me as her witness, because I had had occasion 
so often to construe it. She had a new constitution which she 
thought would meet the purposes and would please the people; but 
she said with great sorrow: “Iam o! to tell you that I can not doit 
now. I have met with obstacles, but 1 you to go home; continue to love 
me, and I will continue to love you, and in a few days you will haye your 
es gratified.” Im iately a member of the Legislature, the 
room being full of the Hui i turned around and said: “What shall 
we do with these men who prevent the gratification of our wishes? meaning 
the ministry. We hushed him up; told him to keep quiet, and I left the 
ce. 
ld do you suppose she meant, that in a few days they would be 
2 She hoped to overcome the objections of her cabinet. Parker told me 
that the reason he — — leaving her all that afternoon was 
that he was afraid she would break away from the cabinet, go out on the bal- 
cony, and say to the : “The ministers won't approve it, and my chief 
pe won't swear me toit. Here is your constitution. Now look out for 
men.” !!! wn gr PREAL Isentin 
two messages by the chamberlain asking to be excused, but she sent word 
asking me to remain. Evidently she expected that done then and 
there. Mr. Wilson, the marshal, . tement, and told 
me that he had been fighting the battle all the 
wanted me to go in and use my influence to prevent her from doing 


said that if the 


een asked me to come into her council I should be glad to 
do it, but I could not swear her to the ney constitutio: 


n. 
Have you any personal know. improper relations between Wil- 


ua she could require resignation ppoin 

by him and could appoint her own cabinet, that she made three conditions 
with the new cabinet, and one of these conditions was such that Mr. Peter- 
son would not consent to resume office under her. The three conditions 
were these: That Wilson wasto be marshal, a native boy named Joa Aea 
was to be made turnkey of the 1 Was to be dis- 
missed as postmaster-general. undenberg had dismissed He: Poor from 
a clerkship in the Baresi See whose mother, living on Emma s t, Was a 
es friend of the Queen. 

ey were schoolmates together with me, and she, Mrs. Poor, is in charge 
ee boya: One of the boys is Dominis's own son by a woman named Mar 
Purdy. Sheis married tothe messenger of the foreign office, named Kamiki, 
and the other child is a son of Joe Aea, and rumor says it is the 
child. I donot know whether it is the Queen's child or a child of Aea’s wife. 
I got it from Kamiki, who was deprived of the service of his wife from being 
Dominis's When Dominis died he died with one hand in the hands 
ds. On one occasion I went 


meen’s own 


ve in the bungalow 


scandal in to the character of the palace invitations. 
Q Did Wilson i ? 
A. Yes. 
‘ack And when she went back to Washington Place he always had a cottage 
re? 


A. Yes. 
Q. He was marshal? 
A. Yes; he had been clerk of the waterworks before that. 
Q. Judge, you have a many races of people here. Could coo estab- 
on the basis of a qualification that they should 
to vo 
Xi 


the lish language? 
qualified te v much. It would 
exclude nearly all Hawaiians. It would exclude the Portuguese, ex- 
to school here, and, of „the 


Pe mee Ye rat Bergan e ieg ne a aen Pi ee 
ounger who are now exclusively. 
A be the proportion between the white rs a vote, put- 


Q. would 
9 English test? 
Lean not say. 
. Would it leave the native vote in excess or not? 
. I think it would. 
Q. Now, on the basis of reading and writing English, could you establish a 
permanent form of government? 
A. I doubt it very much. 
Q. Could it maintain a government such as obtains in the States of the 
United States—New York, for instance? 
A. It depends upon the character of the imperial government over it. 
2 What do you mean? 
a that a republic of our own would not be at all successful. 
. y? 

Because our natives are so likely to be infiuenced by demagogues, and 
more especially such influences as obtained in the last ture, such as the 
lottery—such schemes as that. The natives joined with the lower class of 
whites. They have not t character to resist. 

Q. Could you establish one that wonld make life and property safe and 
preserve order? 
A. IL doubt it very much. 
. Would you be willing totake your chances on that sort of government? 

No, sir. Asa property holder and a man of family I would not like to 
take my chances. 

. Could Rhee! maintain a good goren here as a State in the Federal 
Union, like the State of New York? 

A. I have not thought that was possible, because I do not suppose the 
United States would ever consent to have two Senators from a place like 


Q. Iam not talking about what they would consent to, but as to what you 
consider the qualifications of the Hawaiians to vote. Ido not want to im- 


Q. What is the character of the Hawaiian as a voter? Is he an intelligent 


oter? 

A. That is a matter of comparison, of course. He is easily influenced. 
Q. In what way? 

A. When his prejudices are excited, and when he is told the usual election 
stories; that some is going to happen unless they vote for such and 


such a man. 
FFT Pent = 
believe there been a good deal ibery in this wa a 
— 55 8 for him—there being a qualification that a man shall Rothe A 
es. 
influenced m 


Q. Are they eg neg yy sees Sie tae 
A. Until the Australian ballot went into effect. The election of 1885 was 


largely managed by 
T What is their 3 een addicted to larce 
ar as they are conce: yare icted to ny. 
Not more than the white race? z xi 
No; I have lived in my present residence twenty-one years; have never 
had a theft; we live with our houses very loosely fastened. 
Q. What is the moral character of the race? 
A. The 8 very much addicted to the use of liquor. 
Q What is the of the Hawaiian women for chastity? 
They are not chaste. At the same time they do not expose their im- 
morality to public view. I think stran: would see scarcely anything of it. 


There is an outward observance of the laws of decency and morality. 
$ way do they observe it outwardly and not practice it in secrecy? 
I think it is the influence of their religious teaching. Itis a source of 
rons ee 
. How 
Sailors and mechanics visit and that is what supports their fami- 
lies very largely in the low part of the town. 
8 walian women generally? 
I must except many very good, ous women. 
Ido not mean exce 
They are accessible. 
22 thay sra Bob cheat! 
Their instincts are toward the sexual 
Ẹ Then the circle is not marked by chaste conversation and life? 
They are very careless in con before their children. 
Q. There is a deal of between the whites and natives 
here. What is the result of that? Is it a better type? 
A. It is a more intelligent 
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. Are they not better morally? 
a class, no. 
g Are the half-castes generally the result of matrimonial alliances? 


. There are a large number that are not. 

. What recognition have these half-castes? 

: Tha 4 55 always received social recognition. They have always been 
sought after by 8 

. How in social life here; are tty Soares among the whites? 

. Those of good character are. ere are paset y ES families received 
on terms of perfect equali 


ty. 
i Ta Portuguese — here, is that leaving much? 


es. 
2. To what extent; rapidly, would you say? 
. Yes; on account of their }nability to obtain land. 
re Why can not they obtain land? 
A great many lands have been tied up by long leases, although the 
Government has commenced the system of throwing open lands to home- 


steaders. 
re But still the tendency is to leave? . 
. Yes; Yey want to go to California--to America. 
. Then is it the land only? 
No; it is the desire to go to America; it is their El Dorado. 
. The Japanese population is probably your future reliance for labor? 
Yes; but I think the Chinese make the best laborers. 
Q. But the authorities who have been controlling the islands have taken 
—— var that it was best not to allow the Chinamen tocome in in large num- 
rs 
A. Yes, sir. 
. And the action of the Government has been toward restricting that, 
looking to Japan for laborers? 
A. Yes; that has been the policy of the country for a long time. 
. Are these Japanese beginning to get the desire for ? 
I only hear it through the newspapers. 
. What do you hear? 
I hear that they will in time demand suffrage. 
2 What do you think of them as voters? 
I think they would vote as the consul wanted them to vote. They are 
an inferior class, brought up with the idea that they must obey their supe- 


riors, 
2 They belong to the lowest class of the Japanese population? 
. Yes; they have very great deference for their superiors. 
2 Are they learning to read and write the 5 to any extent? 
Those Who remain in the fleld do not have the opportunity. eir chil- 
dren go to school and learn Engi 
. Your native population, do they understand generally how to read and 


write the native tongue! 
peak Hawaiian well, by reason of 


ue? 
A. Lately they are losin; 
their minds being directed 
Q What books have they in the Hawa ? 
. Very few books outside of schoolbooks and religious books, and a few 
trashy novels. 
ee y have the Bible and the Pilgrim's Progress? 


es. 

Q. You indicated a desire to make a statement in reference to certain 
occurrences in the le; ture of 1892. 

A. The body of ua arriyed here on tho 29th of January, 1891. At2 
o'clock that day Liliuokalani took the oath to support the constitution of 1887, 
which I sdministered. Kalakaua’s cabinet then of C. N. 
Spencer, Godfrey Brown, and A. P. Peterson. There was a t deal of dis- 
cussion and wire pulling as to whether that cabinet should have the 
continue. Finally the opinion of the court was asked and it was hel 
she had liberty to ask for their resignation. They resigned and she ap- 

inted Parker, minister of foreign affairs; Widemann, finance; Spencer, 

terior, and Whiting, attorney-general. 

At the general election which took place in 1892 all the representatives of 
the island of Oahu were elected from the Liberal party, of which Robert W. 
Wilcox was the leader (with one 3 W. R. Wilder), who was elected 
for one of the districts of Honolulu. The Legislature was opened on the 20th 
of May. On the 6th of June a vote was taken to expunge MacFarlane's reso- 
lution, which was directed against Minister Stevens, which was carried by 
83 to 13. On the 30th of August the Parker cen? RS voted out by 31 to 
10. There was no new cabinet appointed until the of September. That 
was E. C. MacFarlane, minister of finance; Parker. fore affairs; Gulick, 
interior, and Neumann, attorney-general. On the 15th of September there 
was another vote of want of confidence in MacFarlane cabinet. It re- 
zeived 24 votes against 21. The question as to whether that was a sufficient 
constitutional number to pass it was referred to the judges of the supreme 
zourt, who decided that 25 votes were necessary. 

Meanwhile, on the 4th of October, there was a special election held on this 
Island, and Maile, a native from the fish market, and Hopkins, a half-white, 
were elected as nobles, by a very la majority, over two very respectable 


5 ability to 
n school to En 


men, M. P. Robinson and H. Waterhouse, by the so-called lottery faction; 
17 iB, 8 le who were bound to carry the lottery bill through. 
e 


th of October there was another vote of want of confidence in- 
troduced in the MacFarlane ministry, and it —32 On the Ist of 
November, at 10 o'clock in the mor: „the Queen appointed Cornwell min- 
ister of finance, Gulick minister of the interior, Nawahi minister of foreign 
affairs, and Creighton attorney-general. At half-past 12 they were voted 
out—26 to 15, the same day. e 4th of November, rumors prevailed that 
the Suen would agree to a t G. N. Wilcox minister of the interior, 


Cecil wn attorney-general, P. C. Jones minister of finance, and M. C. Rob- 
inson minister of foreign affairs. 
On the 8th of November this cabinet was appointed and swornin. Then 


the country felt easy. The next important event was on the 6th of December, 
when 9 sent a request for an opinion to the justices of the su- 
preme court upon the question whether an amendment to the constitution 


which had two su ve tures required the approval of the 
Queen. e answered that it did no’ 
. What was the constitutional provision? 


. It was something with reference to allowing legislation restricting the 
residence of Chinese here. The idea was that any laws that might be passed 
restricting terms of residence or rights of Chinese here would not be held 
unconstitutional. 

Z At that time was there any restriction on Chinese immigration? 

. Oh, yes; there were restrictions that had passed the ay Speers with 
reference to their entering the Kin; om, but when once in the Kingdom they 
had the righte of all residents under Hawaiian law, and by our constitution 
no class legislation would be permissible under the constitution. The object 


of this amendment was to allow legislation of that character. 
Do you have reference to le Hon pror pass the Chinese should 
exp 
as to the character of the employment they should 
that law which gave rise to this sub- 
tution of 1887 left out all the provisions 


noras here after the contract term 
A. Yes; I think also 
It was the desire to 


en in. 
— p to the court. The co: 


which had previously existed as to the sovereign si 
me constitution. The only popular reference was 


3 
amendmen 

passed one Legislature would haye to be published 1 5 months pre- 
rou to the election, and then if it passed the second Legislature it became 
a 


W. 

Was there no direct submission to the people? 

Only in that way. On the 2lst of December this ministry, which had 
the confidence of the people, began to have difficulty with the Queen with 
ron to 15 „ of circuit judges under the new act. 

. In what way 

They nominated Mr. Whiting and Mr. Frear. 

. And she was not willing? 

. At first she was. The appoinment of circuit judges was not to go into 
effect until the Ist of Jenner t it was deemed advisable that these gentle- 
men, who were in the practice of law, should be notified beforehand to ar- 
range their business, as terms of the circuit court would begin with the new 
year. She first agreed that she would make these ap tments. Then she 
said she did not care 88 Mr. Frear, but wanted Mr. Rosa. I hada 
long talk with her. I told her that Mr. Rosa's habits would make him unfit; 
that he got She finally on the 3d of January appointed those two 

udges. On the 20th of December there was talk all over town and in the 
obby of the legislature that there would be a vote of want of confidence 
the Wilcox ministry, and on the 4th of January Mr. Bush introduced 


one. It failed. 19 to 22. On the 10th of Jan the lottery bill, which every- 
one real aug was dead, was moved up by C. L. Hopkins, who had just been 
y the lottery people. 


fifth man, and he vo emann was promised by 
the Queen that he should forma new cabinet. On the 13th of January there 
was no quorum in the morning. At half past 2 the cabinet came in—Parker, 


n had 


the Government $500,000 a year. 
Ty previaed thai e carina cams moons ie han Tor tha laying ot a calle 
; TO at a ce sum sho 
33 and San Francisco. N a 
. Any other public work? 
I do not now remember. 


Did you cipate in the mee of the committee of safi 14 
Ben, dg atti of Januar * S eaa 
I did not, being a ju 


dge. 
I haye carefully read the foregoing and pronounce it an accurate report of 


my interview with Mr. Blount. 
A. F. JUDD. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, lest my position be misunder- 
stood on the question of the constitutionality of the admission of 
new States under Article III of the Constitution from what I 
may have said in my 1 remarks, I will restate that posi- 
tion, not at any great length. I stated that the framers of the 
Constitution, when this section authorizing Congress to admit 
new States was adopted, had in mind the admission of States to 
be carved out of the Northwestern Territory. I think that is 
clear from the surrounding facts attending the adoption of the 
Constitution, ially the cession from different States of that 
territory to the United States. But I did not mean to be under- 
stood that the United States had not the power to acquire new 
5 and to admit that territory as new States under the Con- 
stitution. 

My sole contention was that the admission of new States must 
perforce be limited to the States contemplated by the framers of 
the Constitution to be made out of the then existing territory, or 
new States made out of other territory that might be subsequently 
acquired. I do not think that, under that article of the Constitu- 
tion allowing Congress to admit new States, we can take States 
foreign to our country, States not carved out of territory there- 
tofore acquired by treaty, and admit them under the operation of 
a joint resolution. In other words, sir, I believe that the power 
of acquiring territory by treaty, as that is one of the usual func- 
tions of a treaty-making power, resides fully with the Executive 
in conjunction with the Senate. 

I argued, and I will reargue, that, in my opinion, to allow the 
Congress of the United States, under the article of the Constitu- 
tion allowing Congress to admit new States, so as to embrace ter- 
ritory not theretofore acquired by us as territory, was to com- 
pletely absorb the treaty-making power and render that power 
utterly nugatory in the hands of the Executive and the Senate, 
for if, Mr. President, this pending joint resolution is firmly 
founded upon the Constitution and is a constitutional means of 

uiring territory, Congress can admit any territory anywhere 
and then create a State out of it. I say that the President and 
the Senate are set aside in one very high function conferred upon 
them by the Constitution, if this be true. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator what he says now 
about the admission of Texas? Was thata legal admission or not? 
Is Texas in the Union or is she out? She is a sovereign State, as 
all the world recognizes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. In my opinion, Mr. President, the Constitu- 
tion of the United States was violated in the admission of Texas 


th, 
A 


1898. 
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under a joint resolution. In my opinion, the only way that the 
territory of Texas could have been acquired was by the treaty- 
making power, and, after having been thus acquired, it could 
have been erected into a new State, but primarily we could not 
constitutionally admit Texas as a new State from the beginning. 
That is my view of the Constitution. : 

Mr. TELLER. -The Senator does not answer my question. Is 
Texas in the Union or out of it? y 

Mr. CAFFERY, Texas is certainly in the Union. 

Mr. TELLER. How did she get in? ar 

Mr. CAFFERY. She got in by a violation, in my opinion, of 
the Constitution; butit being a question of a political character, it 
can not be adjudicated on bythecourts. That is the same propo- 
sition which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] put tome— 
precisely the same. It is no answer to the constitutional argu- 
ment to say that because Texas came in unconstitutionally, and is 
in, therefore she properly got in. That is a non sequitur. 

Mr. TELLER. Do I understand the Senator to say that there 
is no provision in the Constitution of the United States, then, for 
taking in an independent State? 

Mr. CAFFERY. None whatever, as a State. 

Mr. TELLER. There certainly is not any, I think the Senator 
will admit, under the treaty-making power. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I mean foreign states, 

Mr. TELLER. Foreign states. There certainly is none under 
the Constitution for taking them in as Territories. RTS 

Mr. CAFFERY. Clearly there is power to take in territories 
as Territories. 

Mr. TELLER. Where? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the treaty-making power. 

Mr. TELLER. The Constitution of the United States says that 
the treaty-making power is lodged in the President of the United 
States and in the Senate. That is all it says upon that question. 
Will the Senator show me any constitutional provision which says 
that we may properly acquire jurisdiction over territory through 
the 1 poe True, we have been doing it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The decision of the Supreme Court in the 
Utah case settles that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. In answering the question of the Senator, on 
general principles I will say that the Constitution, giving the 
treaty-making power to the President and the Senate, does not 
say what the Executive and the Senate can do under that power. 
It does not say, for instance, that we can enter into treaties of 
amity and commercial intercourse; but that power carries with 
it everything, every concomitant, every t, every operation 
which can be performed by the treaty-making power; and I say 
that among nations the most usual application of the treaty- 
making power is to acquire territory. Therefore, when that power 
was given over by the Constitution to the President and the Sen- 
ate, it necessarily followed that the President and the Senate 
could negotiate treaties acquiring territory. 


Mr. TELLER. Iwant to call the attention of the Senator from | me 


Louisiana, who is a Democrat, to Mr. Jefferson’s statement. I 
want to assert that there is no reason in the world to say that the 
power is conferred by any constitutional provision whatever to 
acquire foreign territory by a treaty, and if there was to be any 
interpretation of it, it must be taken to mean treaties of a com- 
mercial character and uot of acquisition. 

Mr. Jefferson, when he took in the territory of Louisiana, ex- 
pressly declared that he had taken it in violation of the Constitu- 
tion; and in the letter which he wrote to Mr, Nicholas on Septem- 
ber 7, 1803, he said, when that question came to be discussed in the 
House of Representatives with reference to providing a constitu- 
tional amendment, the less said about the matter the better it 
would be. He said in another letter that the whole subject ought 
to be considered, if possible, in silence, because, he asserted, there 
was no power given in the Constitution to take foreign territory by 
atreaty. He asserted, of course, that there was no power to take 
it at all; and that is true; for when you go to the Constitution, 
there is not any such power. It must either be taken on the gen- 
eral ground of sovereignty or it can not be taken at all. If it can 
not be taken at all under constitutional authority, it may bea 
question how it shall be taken. 

I want to read what Mr. Jefferson says about the treaty, because 
the Senator I am sure has not got from the Democratic idea that 
Jefferson is gas authority. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Mr, Jefferson corrected that later in life, 
and took the other view. 

Mr. TELLER, When John Jay made a treaty with Great 
Britain, which brought about a great deal of antagonism, Jeffer- 
son was against it, and pretty much everybody was against it. 
The House of Representatives asserted the right to nullify it, and 
they came very near ae it, but finally it was accepted. 
This was on March 21, 1796. . Jefferson said: 

The British treaty has been formally, at len laid before Congress. 
America is a-tiptoe to see what the House of Representatives will decide on 


it. We conceive the constitutional doctrine to be that though the President 
and Senate have the general power of making treaties— R. 


XXXI——406 


I want to call attention to this, because I think it is good law— 
yet wherever they include in a treaty matters confided by the Constitu- 


tion to the three branches of ture, an act of legislation will be requi- 
site to confirm these articles, and that the House of Representatives, as one 
branch of the Legislature, are perfectly free to pass the act or refuse it, gov- 
erning themselves by their own judgment whether it is for the good of the 
constituents to let the treaty go into effect or not. On the ent now to 
be set will depend the future construction of our Constitution, and whether 
the powers of legislation shall be transferred from the President, Senate, and 
House of Representatives to the President and Senate, and Piamingo or any 
other Indian, Algerine, or other chief. It is fortunate that the first decision 
7 Mer in a case so palpably atrocious as to haye been predetermined by all 
erica. 


Mr, President, as I said, the House of Representatives declined 
at that time to accept and to pass the legislation which was nec- 
essary to carry out the aps but subsequently they did pass it; 
and so the treaty went intoeffect. What I have been particularly 
anxious that the Senator should illustrate is, how it is that the 
power that can not admit a State is the only power that can cre- 
ate a relation between our Government and a foreign state so 
that it may become a State? If the Senator can solve that prob- 
lem, I shall be, as a lawyer, in better shape than I have been in 
Kyng to follow his ar; ent, 

r. CAFFERY. President, I am perfectly aware that 
when Mr. Jefferson purchased the province or territory of Louisi- 
ana he doubted his constitutional power to do so by treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator ought to say that he de- 
clared most emphatically that he did not have the power. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. Subsequently he changed his views upon the 
subject and admitted that it was all right. 

r. FAULKNER. And that it was constitutional. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. Jefferson, at that period, as the Senator 
from Colorado says, denied any constitutional power—I will go 
to the length that he states that Mr. Jefferson did—on the part of 
the Executive and the Senate to acquire the Louisiana territory 
by purchas: He afterwards 8 his opinion upon that point, 
and came to the conclusion that the purchase of Louisiana under 
a tos 3 the United States and France was constitutional 
and valid. 

Mr. TELLER. It took him about twenty years to come to that 
conclusion, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. Mr. Jefferson, however, was one 
of the people who, if it took him half his life to see an error, 
when he did see it admitted it; and he was in error in this par- 
ticular, because, it occurs to my mind, that a reflection of any 
studious mind on what a treaty is designed to do, or what are the 
workings and operations of a treaty, would convince not only 
Mr. Jefferson, but foe seg else, that every power or every act 
that could be exercised or performed under a treaty, and which 
was usually performed in that way—was rightfully and constitu- 
tionally exercised by the President and the Senate, and could not 
be exercised or performed by any other branch of the Govern- 


nt, 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator can not find from anything in 
Jefferson’s writings that he ever based his opinion upon that 
ground, or took the position the Senator takes. Mr. Jefferson 
simply acquiesced in the doctrine that was promulgated and dis- 
aun in 1811 with the 8 particularity in both the House 
of Representatives and the Senate, that it was a sovereign power 
and that it could be exerted without constitutional provision; and 
that is the ground upon which it has been put ever since, I think, 


by ie 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, Mr. President, if precedent counts for 
anything, the power of the President and the Senate to acquire 
territory by treaty is settled. We have acquired Louisiana by 
treaty, and we have acquired Alaska. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not denying that. I am denying that 
this is an exclusive power. That is the point. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. That power has been used to 
acquire territory. There has not been any other way that we 
have acquired territory, except by war, than through the treaty- 
making power. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes, Mr. President, the Senator must not 
forget Texas, for while he may claim that the admission of Texas 
was unconstitutional, that was one of the precedents. 

Mr. CAFFERY. We did not acquire territory when we ad- 
mitted Texas into the Union. Texas came into the Union as a 
full panoplied State. It was not a Territory to be regulated and 
governed under the laws of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to say to the Senator that I am 
not playing on words, and I am not talking about territory, but 
Iam ing about jurisdiction. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well, 

Mr. TELLER, Territory that comes in under our jurisdiction. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I make a great distinction between admitting 


All | States and admitting Territories, Mr. President. I do not charge 


that the Senator from Colorado is making a play upon words 
at all, but I make a very broad distinction between a Territory 
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unincorporated into a State, and a State with all the powers of an 
independent sovereignty. Territory may be absolutely uninhab- 
ited. The territories which we have heretofore atquired were 
mostly populated by Indians and uncivilized people. 

There is a very broad distinction between a Territory and a 
State. Territory“ signifies an expanse of country without any 
settled government. A “State” means a pape entity charged 
with all the functions of government; and, as I said in on ea 

ing remarks, the fact that Texas was coterminous with the United 
States possessions, that it was settled by men of our own kind, a 
homogeneous race, who had copied exactly the models of our State 
institutions in forming their own State, largely tended, in my 
opinion, to obscure the unconstitutionality of the act of Congress 
admitting Texas into the Union. Besides that—there is no use 
for me to advert to that political history, for the Senator from 
Colorado understands it as well as I do—the admission of Texas 
was a partisan act. It was driven ate the two Houses of 
Congress under the 5 spur of a political majority. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator means a partisan majority. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Les. a partisan majori The treaty for the 
annexation of Texas failed of ratification in the Senate, as the 
Senator well knows. 

Mr. TELLER. There was no attempt to bring Texas in asa 
State by treaty, but as a Territory. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is what I say—the annexation of Texas 
asa Territory. I did not say asa State, of course. That was the 
issue made. But, being defeated in that mode of admission or 
incorporation into the United States, then the Leen political 
majority at that period forced through the joint resolution ad- 

mitting Texas as a State, precisely, in my opinion, as the i 
majority is now forcing through the admission of Ha 
a joint resolution, without regard to treaty. 

We are spears te perform by legislative act that which, in 

my opinion, can only be performed by treaty, agreement, contract. 


, under 


As I have said before, my mind can not apprehend the proposition 
that when the admission of any foreign terri requires the con- 
sensus of two independent parties—requires, in other words, a 


contract—you can intervene by legislative act—a forcible act— 
an act which is entirely outside of any contract—and force the 
admission of any territory into the Union, disregarding the fact 
that the admission of that territory requires the consensus of two 
independent minds, of two independent political entities. 

Mr. President, the disposition in former times on the part of 
the United States to annex the Hawaiian Islands has been in 
every phase paraded before the Senate as a reason why at this 
particular moment we ought to admit that territo My distin- 
guished friend the Senator from Colorado has alluded on a num- 
ber of occasions to Mr. Marcy's consent to the annexation of 
Hawaii, citing it as good Democratic doctrine, citing it as the doc- 
trine of a progressive and of an advanced character, abreast of 
the times, as it were, and that the doctrine which Mr. Marcy an- 
nounced in regard to Hawaii was the correct Democratic doctrine. 
What did Mr. Marcy say or do in that connection? I will read 
from Appendix 2, Foreign Relations of the United States, 1894, 
page 133. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the date of the letter? 


Mr. CAFFERY, January 31,1855, It is a letter directed to 
Mr. Gregg. 
Mr. Marcy to Mr. Gregg. 
No. 12.] DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 31, 1856. 


Sin: The policy of the United States in relation to the future of the Sand- 
wich Islands is presented in the instructions heretofore given toyou. That 
policy is not to accelerate or urge on any important change in the govern- 
ment of that ead but if it has or should become so far enfeebled that it 
can not be continued, and the sovereignty of the islands must be transferred 
to another power, then a state of things will exist in which it will be proper 
for the United States to have a regard to the future conditon of that country. 

If the Hawaiian Government and people become convinced of the neces- 
sity of sucha — it is probable that they will, if left to their free choice, 
took to the United States as the countr: which they would wish to be 
ops ae a proper arrangement of this kind the Government certainly has 
no objection. 

. coerce of the 4th of April last has reference to such a contingency 
which it was then su was about to happen. In case a transfer of the 
islands was proffered the United States, you were directed to enter into 
negotiations as to the terms of it and conclude a treaty on that subject. The 
outlines of such a treaty were contained in that dispatch. 

You have — 1 the De ont that as soon as negotiations were opened 
you perceived that stipulations different from those indicated in your in- 
structions were on, and you very properly notified the Hawaiian 
authorities that you could only entertain them as matters to be referred to 
your Government for its ore or rejection. 

The draft of a treaty you have forwarded tothe Department has been con- 
sidered by the President, and he directs oige Beg 5 
of some of the articles. If ratified in its present pe at Honolulu sent 

theSenate. There are in his 


ent condition into the Union as an independent State. It was expected that 

Government would be wiling to offer the islands tothe United 
States as a Territory, and to leave the question in relation to th g 
a State to the dete tion of Government, un stipula- 
tions on that point. The interestsof both parties would seem to this 
as the wisest course. A treaty which embarrass the United States in 
their on question would therefore be objectionable, 


d | from the legal phase to which I was 


There are other objections to the draft which you have sent to 
partment, though — formidable than that which the second A De 
sents. The amount to be paid as annuities, etc., according to the is 
CCC crores Piet yom C O 
wi roper ou sho orm the 
ment that the United Btates would not be likely to approve of a treaty dit- 
at April. from the terms contained in the dispatch of 


This Government will receive the transfer of the sove 
wich Islands with all ees provisions relative to the exis ng rights and in- 


terests of the le thereof, such as are usual and appro to territorial 
sovereignty. It will be the object of the United States, if clothed with the 
pica pint of that country, to promote its growth and p ty. This 
consideration alone ought to be a sufficient assurance to the le that their 
rights and interests will be duly respected and cherished Govern- 


ment. 


ation, but, on the contrary, it is highly a 
properly directed, and your ae “J 


W. L. MARCY, 


This distinguished Secretary stated that these islands might be 
a desirable possession to the United States in a certain contin- 
gency; and what was that? In order to prevent other powers 
from taking them, That was his first statement. His second 
statement is that the sovereignty of the islands, if transferred to 
the United States at all, must be transferred with the consent of 
the people of Hawaii. His third 8 is that the Govern- 
ment could not entertain, even in the contingency mentioned, the 
proposition to incorporate Hawaii as a State, but in the event that 
there was ay 1 of a foreign power taking the Hawaiian 
Islands, the United States Government would consent to accept 
bir ina SEERA ay vehi € è 

e contingency of a foreign power, in the language of to-day, 
grabbing these islands was as remote then as it is now, and mine 
remote. Mr. Webster in 1843 laid down the doctrine of the 
United States in regard to these islands. He distinctly and em- 
pee said that the United States Government would extend 
to the Hawaiian Islands the Monroe doctrine; that no foreign 
power would be permitted to take the sovereignty of those islands 
or to control their destiny. 

Mr. President, the idea that the nations of the world are hank- 
ering after the Hawaiian Islands, in my opinion, is a mere pre- 
text to urge their annexation to the United States. The power 
of the United States is perfectly competent to keep and to hold 
those little islands as an in mdent e That was the 
doctrine of Mr. Webster. t was the doctrine of Mr. Blaine. 
That has been the doctrine of the United States ever since 1823, 
when we negotiated the first commercial treaty with them. It is 
easier, it is better, it is safer to hold those islands under the pro- 
tecting wing of the Monroe doctrine than to incorporate them as 
territory into the United States. 

Mr. vt halted at the idea of these islands becoming a State. 
He declared that it was repugnant to the principles of this coun- 
try, or intimated such, at least, that these islands could be made 
a sovereign State; and there is a respect that must make us all 

ause. How can these islands be od epee held as a territory? 

ir, when a distinguished member of the House was asked the 
question, What are you going to do with those poceo when 
you have them?” he answered, I scorn to say what we are going 
to do with them,” 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has made another proposition, 
that we establish a protectorate, if n , over those islands, 
Will he point to any provision in the Constitution which author- 
izes us to assume such an attitude toward any nation? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I the Senator's pardon. I have made no 

ition that we should establish a protectorate. 

r. TELLER. The Senator said it would be better. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I say it is better for us to maintain the Monroe 
doctrine as applicable to the Sandwich Islands than either to annex 
them asa Territory orasaState. I have noreference whatever to 
a 8 I do not believe that a protectorate is monney: 
I believe that the Monroe doctrine is shelter enough for these little 
islanäs to hover under, protected by the enormous strength and 
resources of the United States. They are safe in midocean from 
the foreigner. No nation dare grab them, especially after the 
manifestation of our great military power which we are now put- 


bee Bacio 

. TELLER. It seems to me that the Senator is getting away 
trying to attract his atten- 
tion. He is now discussing the policy, I wish to ask the Senator 
another question. Where does he find authority under the Con- 
stitution for the exercise of the Monroe doctrine? What partic- 
ular poren of the Constitution authorizesit? Iam not denyin 
the doctrine. Iam a great believer in the Monroe doctrine 


pro 


can find plenty of authority, but where does the Senator find it? 


1898. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. There are certain rights beyond constitu- 
tions. There are certain acts that men can do without being 
justified in their performance under the municipal law. The 

onroe doctrine is founded upon the principle of self-defense, It 
is founded upon that principle which allows a man, without mu- 
nicipal law or even in a savage state, to protect his person and 
property against an aggressor; and when the Holy Alliance at- 
tempted to interfere in the affairs of the colonies in America that 
had thrown off their allegiance to Spain and attempted to rees- 
tablish a dethroned monarchy right under our doors, then the 
Monroe doctrine came into existence. Itis a doctrine outside of 

‘constitutions. It needs no constitution. It existed before con- 
stitutions, and it will survive all constitutions. 

Mr. TELLER. I agree to that. J g 

Mr. CAFFERY. But, sir, that has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion of incorporating territory. It is not necessary for our self- 
defense to incorporate these islands. It is necessary for our self- 
defense to have no foreign power in possession of them, and that 
fiat of ours is law, because we are able to enforce it. I do not 
believe there is that rash nation in the world to-day which will 
attempt, in the face of the declaration made in 1843 that these 
islands were embraced within the Monroe doctrine, to attempt 
any aggression upon them in any way, shape, or style. 

ir, we have applied the Monroe doctrine to Cuba. We lately 
applied it to Venezuela. I would to God that we could stop this 
aggressive spirit at the terminus of the Monroe doctrine. That 
doctrine is one of inalienable right to every nationality, to every 
vernment. We have a perfect right to insist that nothing shall 
be done on this hemisphere of a character to threaten the safety 
or integrity of the United States. 

Now, sir, I say that Mr. Marcy stopped at the threshold of this 
important step of the admission of Hawaii into statehood, and if 
he had reflected more upon the proposition he would not even 
have sanctioned the idea of annexation as a Territory. It is ut- 
terly impossible, under our republican institutions, to keep prov- 
inces or colonies or dependencies under a territorial form of gov- 
ernment. In due time, in proper season, the territory must be 
admitted into statehood or the very genius and spirit of our insti- 
tutions are violated. 5 

Is it, sir, to be contemplated that we can annex the islands of 
the sea, foreign possessions here, there, and everywhere over the 
globe, and hold them as the Romans held their provinces, under 
proconsuls, hold them under saci and captains-general, and 
establish over them a government of absolute despotic power? I 
do not believe it, and I do not believe that any territory ought 
ever to be thought of being annexed to the United States unless 
that territory is to be incorporated into the United States at the 
proper time as a State. The Constitution says that the North- 
western Territory may be made into States by Congress under 
certain conditions, That power must be exercised in like manner 
as respects whatever other territory may be acquired. 

Mr. President, the land hunger of to-day does not seem to halt 
at any obstacle. We started out upon a chivalric war of human- 
ity, and it turns out that the chivalric war has for its objective 
point the absorption of all foreign territory over which our flag is 
planted. I believe I read in the papers, when General Merritt 
sailed for the Philippines, a declaration from him substantially to 
that effect. It is coming from 3 570 quarter of the Union that 
wherever the flag is raised never will it be lowered, and notwith- 
standing the declaration which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] himself placed upon the Cuban resolutions, that this 


war was waged for neither conquest nor for aggression nor to ab- 


sorb territory—that is about the substance of the declaration—yet 
we find expressions of public opinion from every quarter that the 
result of the war will necessarily be the acquisition of Cuba. 

Mr. President, I for one enter my solemn protest against this 
spirit of absorption. Ido not believe that it consists with the 
safety of our institutions. I believe that the cultivation of that 
spirit will drag the Republic down, just as it has dragged down 
every former republic of the world. Here We are, a compact, 
isolated country. There never was before, in all the history of 
the world, a territory so rich, so extensive, so full of resources, 
and inhabited by so thrifty, energetic, brave, and warlike a peo- 
ple. We are safe within the two oceans and the lakes on the 
north and the Gulf on the south. No foreign foe would ever have 
the temerity to invade our borders; and if, sir, we go upon wars 
of conquest and aggression, they must be made beyond our bor- 
ders and must be provoked by us. I see nothing but danger in 
this attempt to introduce Hawaii as a Territory into the United 
States under the vicious form of a joint resolution. 

Is not this but the opening of a grand avenue of conquest and 
of power? Tho Philippines next. Part of Asia next. Where 
will be the limits? Who can set bounds to the vaulting ambition 
of some: to our wonderful resources; to the military spirit of our 
people? Sir, itis not the time to cultivate this spirit. It is time 
to check it, to curb it, to hold it within the bounds of reason. 

and to hold safe to the republican institutions of ours which will 
be strained in this e of conquest and war, This Hawaiian 


scheme is but the mag wedge that cleaves a way open for 


empire. That is the way 1 look at it. I want none of it. 
_ Mr. President, to show the extent to which this military spirit 
is driving us I will read an extract from an article dated London, 
June 22, 1898, printed in the Washington Post of Thursday, June 
23, 1898. It appears to be a statement of Dr. Depew, a very dis- 
tinguished citizen of our country, a man whose public utterances 
generally carry weight, as they are certainly entitled to, a man 
universally known as a conservative citizen and an honorable, 
wise gentleman. 
Asked if his opinion on imperial policy had changed, Dr. D lied: 
“There are ditticuities : in ae poetics whieh did not aris wien LOK it 
up. New conditions are all the while with the ion of the war 
which make it difficult to keep out or get out of this colo: g business. We 
must take into view the temper of our people, who would certainly never 
Fopean power Would lead toa European war Malty Gays, "1Y looks as hough 
To wer wo! A; 
— 775 d have to paint our white elephant brown — Taah — 3 


This distinguished gentleman says that we can not give back 
to Spain any of the colonies which we may take from her; we can 
not transfer them to any European power, for that would give 
cause for war in less than sixty days. He does not say it, but 
that is to be implied, that we can not let the Philippines, for in- 
stance, or eyen remain under the government of the hetero- 
geneous mass of blacks and half whites living in those countries, 
who he knows are incapable of self-government. The consequence 
of it is, therefore, that we must keep them. We must paint, in 
his language, the white elephant brown. That is the only alterna- 
tive. I read again from a distinguished gentleman. Mr. GROS- 
VENOR, in his speech at the Republican convention at Cleveland, 
Ohio, June 2, 1898, said: 

Mr. TELLER. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should ask 
him whether he agrees with Depew or not? 

Mr. CAFFERY,. I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator favor turning the islands 
back to Spain after the war is over? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That question 7 ue an answer witha 1 5 
many qualifications. I will make it before I get through. 
is what Mr. GROSVENOR said: 

I make no prognostication except this: I doubt ve 
and I will live to see the day when, by order of a 
raa pitt grad Sn de i 2 i from an; 
ne: 

— of arms has — it. á z 

Those two utterances are significant of the prevailing temper 
of the time. Both these gentlemen, high in distinction, widely 
known, both statesmen, concur in the view that we must keep 
whatever territory we acquire by conquest over which the 
banner of the United States floats or been erected. That, to 
me, is a startling 8 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] asked me whether I 
would be in favor of giving these colonies k to Spain. That 
would depend on certain conditions. If, for instance, the Philip- 
pine Islands, after we took them—we have not got them yet— 
should become pacified, and if a settled order of things were to 
take place in those islands, and there were in those islands an in- 
telligent electorate—I do not know whether there is or not; I 
hear that most of them are savages; I hear so many things that I 
hardly know what to believe about those islands—if an intelli- 
gent electorate in those islands after their sentiments were prop- 
erly and correctly expressed, should vote that they desired to re- 
turn to the allegiance of ere or to be kept under her allegiance, 
I should say, for my part, let them go there. That is outside of 
any question of indemnity that we might exact from Spain for 
expenses of the war. 

Mr. President, are we the custodians of the nations of the earth? 
I put this case to the Senator from Colorado. Suppose, in due 
course of time, we rout the Spanish army in Cuba, we take pos- 
session of that island, we raise the flag of the United States over 
it and make that flag supreme, we pacify the island, we restore 
peace, we cause the peop o to go into all the peaceful avocations 
that the condition o airs there permits, we summon them to- 
gether, we say to them, We have not fought a war of conquest, 
we have fought a war of humanity; the war is ended, peace smiles 
over your island, the hungry are fed, the naked are clothed, the 
whole island is in a peaceful, quiet, contented condition.” 

Now, we 7 them, Choose your own destiny. Do vou want 
a republic? so, get together your intelligent men and make a 
government.“ They say, “We do not want a republic; we want 
to live under the auspices of Spain.” It is ascertained that thatis 
the true voice of the le of Cuba. I want to know whether, in 
that condition of affairs, the Senator from Colorado would say that 
we ought to permit them to go back to Spain? 

Mr. TEL Under what condition? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the condition that, after being pacified, 
after peace was restored, after an election held, after the voice of 
the people of Cuba was expressed unmistakably so that nobody 
could doubt it, that voice was that they wanted to return to Spain, 
I ask the Senator from Colorado whether he would sanction it? 


much whether you 
A on, 
tion, the starry ban- 
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Mr. TELLER. The Senator supposes a condition that he knows 
could never happen. In the nature of things it is utterly impos- 
sible that sucha thing could ever occur. Isay that, so far as I am 
concerned, I would be opposed to turning them over to the tender 
mercies of Spain under any circumstances whatever. If we go to 
war for the purpose of getting Spain out of Cuba, I think it would 
be our oy to keep her out. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Then I understand the position of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado to be that we must force humanity down the 
Cubans; that we must compel them—— 

Mr. TELLER. I object to that. I object to the stating an 
impossible case and then saying that that is my case. He knows 
very well there is not one chance out of a million that the people 
of Cuba would want to return under the control of Spain. It 
seems to me to be trifling with this question to make such a sug- 
gestion here, and because I say it is impossible, then I would not 
turn them back. I would not turn them back because the people 
would evidently be insane and wild to think of doing such a 


thing. > 

Mr, CAFFERY. I beg to differ from the Senator from Colo- 
rado in the statement t I am trifling with the situation. I 
have seen evidences to convince me that the Spanish blood isa 
little thicker than water. It would not at all astonish me if the 
very insurgents themselves should declare that they prefer Span- 
ish rule modified to the autonomous rule of Canada to being in- 
corporated into the United States, nor would it astonish me in 
the least if after the island was perfectly pacified and they had a 
choice of government they would choose such a government as 
that of Canada under the shadowy sovereignty of Spain. That 
would not astonish me. I beg the Senator from Colorado to know 
that I do not consider that trifling with the situation at all. I 
never trifle witha situation. I am not given to joking upon seri- 
ous matters. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want the Senator to feel that I meant 
to be offensive. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Not at all. 

Mr. TELLER. It seemed to me, at least, that he was present- 
ing an impossible case; it may not be so to him. 

Str. CAFFERY. So many strange things haye happened in 
this Cuban war that I am not astonished at any kind of a devel- 
opment. I am not astonished, Mr. President, that the Cubans 
should turn back to Spain when I see the American nation turn- 
ing back from its doctrine of humanity and going into a doctrine 
of aggression and the absorption of foreign territory. 

Mr. President, I was discussing the questions arising from this 
letter of Mr. Marcy to Mr. Gregg as presenting some very serious 
considerations for the Congress of the United States. Marcy 
halted at the idea of statehood in those islands. What made him 
halt? It must have dawned on his mind that those d Polyne- 
sian Indians were unfit for self-government. When his mind 
came to that conclusion it was very easy for him to go a step fur- 
ther and say that they were unfit to be incorporated into the 
United States, even under a territorial form of government. 

That is the point, Mr. President, for us to consider very nar- 
rowly, very closely, in regard to the incorporation of those islands 
intoour territory. Itis notonly that we have the native Hawaiian 
to deal with now, but we have the Japanese, we have the Chinese, 
we have the Portuguese from the Azore Islands plentifully inter- 
larded and sandwiched with native Hawaiian lepers. We find 
aboriginal races, incapable of self-government, to deal with. 

Mr. President, we have problems enough of that kind at home 
to solve. There isnot aSouthern man in the Senate or elsewhere 
who does not know the difficulties of solving the race problem. 
Gentlemen who say that that problem is solved are mistaken in 
their statement. e black element in the South has been a dis- 
turbing element there ever since the war. It will remain a 
disturbing element there for a considerable period of time, until 
such time as the blacks are absorbed in the mass of the popula- 
tion of the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, what kind of a government are we going 
to set up in Hawaii when we get it? e will have a quasi-mili- 
tary government. The man who is sent as governor of Hawaii 
ur bers a considerable amount of authority. Itis necessary to 
govern that country ely by force. It is so governed now. The 
constitution of Hawaii is not the constitution of a republic. The 
oligarchy that sueceeded in that country to power have established 
themselves so firmly that they can never be ousted from power by 
peaceful methods. We find a constitution that gives the power 
of appropriating money to an . and executive council. We 
find awn that prevent seditious or indecent publications. We find 
laws that provide for a system of slavery worse in my opinion than 
the system of slavery that prevailed in the South. 

The contract laborers are all held firmly in the of the 
criminal law. If a labor contract is violated the violator is pun- 
ished, he is jailed; he is confined until he obeys the mandate of 
the sugar planter. The oligarchy that succeeded to power in 1893 
perpetuated themselves from 1893 until 1900, and there is no possi- 


bility under the constitution of Hawaii of their ever being ousted 
1 The native population is practically disfranchised. 

ey have no voice; the elective franchise is virtually taken away 
from them by the qualifications imposed upon the electors and 
even upon the members of the legislature. 

It requires $3,000 of money or a certain amount of real estate 
for a man to sit in the Senate. It requires a considerable qualifi- 
cation to sit in the lower house. It requires a large 9 
for a man to vote for senators. So the constitution of Hawaii is 
one of the devices of the white man to hold in subjection the 
black man. That is what it is. 

By admitting it as a Territory and governing it according to its 
requirements we inauguratein the United States a Persian satrapy. 

‘Then how long, Mr. President, are we to keep those islands in 
this condition? Iamnotat all astonished at the reply of Mr. GRos- 
VENOR when he was asked what was going to be done with those 
countries. He scorned to answer. He simply scorned the idea 
of telling us how to govern it, as if all we had to do was to take a 
country and it would govern itself. But that is the material con- 
sideration in this matter. What are you going to do with Hawaii 
mon we get her? How are you going to govern her, and how 

ong? 

We have the right, I see, under the pending joint resolution, to 
make special laws in regard to labor. What does that mean, Mr, 
President? It appears from the testimony and facts that we have 
before us that the Hawaiian Islands can not be worked without 
the labor of the black race. The white man can not work there. 
There isnot a solitary white laborer, according to the statistics in- 
troduced by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], 
in the sugar plantations and the rice plantations of Hawaii. 

Mr. SPOONER, And the coffee plantations. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There may be some little coffee eee e 
but that does not appear from the statistics. Most of the culture 
there is sugar. There is not a single white farm laborer in the 
magar plantations, and there can not be according to the testimon 
of Mr. Claus Spreckels. Itis a subtropical country, and 3 
the climate is an — of 75 degrees, it hardly ever gets down 
to 60 degrees; it hardly ever goes much above 80 degrees. It is 
that sort of oppressive climate and temperature that robs a white 
man of his energy, that robs him of his power of endurance, that 
robs him of his power to till the soil. The fact is, that white 
laborers are not there. 

Now, here is what the President of the United States says upon 
that point: 

What the conditions of such a union shall be, the political relation thereof 
to the United States, the character of the local administration, the quality 
and å of the elective franchise of the inhabitants, the extension of the 
Federal laws to the territory, or the enactment of laws to fit the pecul- 


iar condition thereof, the tion, if need be, of the labor system therein, 
are all matters which the treaty has wisely relegated to Congress. 


I have no doubt that this part of the message of the President of 
the United States was written in view of the fact that representa- 
tions had been made to him that special laws were necessary in 
order to admit Chinese and Japanese that were excluded under 
the general operation of the laws of the United States. If it has 
not that meaning I fail to see what meaning it has. There must 
be special laws in regard to labor to fit the conditions existing in 
those islands, The conditions are that those sugar plantations 
can not be cultivated without the labor of the Chinese or the 
Japanese or poopie accustomed to the rays of a subtropical sun. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 


‘ask him a question? 


Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator understand to be the 
effect of annexation upon existing contracts for labor, long-time 
contracts, which of course affect private rights? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Of course all the contracts between the plant- 
ers of Hawaii and their employees, being of a private character, 
must be maintai by the Government of the United States, 
They can not be abrogated, because that would be violating upon 
the part of the Government what it prohibits States from doing. 
It would be impairing the obligation of contracts. 

Mr. SPOONER, Of course that limitation does not apply to 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. The limitation on the power of the States does 
not apply to the Federal Government, but I speak of it with 
reference to the effect of annexation, whether Hawaii does not 
come in cum onere, so far as contracts and rights are concerned? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Of course all valid legal contracts subsisting 
at the time of the incorporation of Hawaii into the United States 
must be maintained. a 

Mr. SPOONER. Valid according to the law of the place. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exact! 


Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator from Loui- 
siana if he wishes to be understood as saying that labor contracts, 
for instance, which are in contravention of our laws regarding 
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labor contracts, would be maintained after the annexation of the 
islands? 

Mr.SPOONER. That is the question I put. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think the labor contracts must be carried 
out. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is the Senator's opinion? . 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; contracts made prior to the incor- 
poration of Hawaii into the United States, contracts valid under 
the laws of Hawaii, I think must be carried out. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. Notwithstanding they are in violation of 
the laws of the United States? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think so, 

Mr. BATE. We take the islands cum onere. 

Mr. CAFFERY. We take them cum onere. We might as well 
say that as some of our laws in regard to the holding of real prop- 
erty differ from the laws of Hawaii and denounce the holding of 

perty under certain titles, they should apply to property heldin 
Hawaii under titles contrary to our laws. I believe those labor 
contracts would be maintained. However, Mr. President, I have 
never given that question any attention. It is my impression that 
we take those islands, with their people and their contracts, just as 
they are. We have no more right to abrogate their contracts than 
we 1 5 to deport the Chinese or the Japanese who may be there, 
and we can not do that except as a matter of force. e can not 
do it legally. 

Mr. ASCO. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
if he does not think that the Constitution of the United States, 
after all, would be the organic law and would control contracts 
of that character in Hawaii just the same as in other parts of the 
Union in case the Hawaiian Islands should become a part of the 
United States territory? i 

Mr. CAFFERY. e Constitution of the United States would 
extend over Hawaii, but all the statutory enactments of Congress 
would not extend over Hawaii. k 

Mr. PASCO. Would contracts in violation of the principles of 
our Constitution stillstand if the Hawaiian Islands should change 
their nationality? That, it seems to me, is the point to which 
investigation should tend. Would not that still be the supreme 
law in spite of any contracts previously made? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is a question of great difficulty and em- 
barrassment. I think that the labor contracts would endure. It is 
not a question whether they were made in violation of our statutes, 
but the question is whether, being made outside of the United States, 
under another jurisdiction, and valid where made, the incorpora- 
tion of Hawaii would invalidate them because they might be re- 
pugnant to our statutes. That is a very serious question, and one 
upon which, while I have some doubt, I rather think the contracts 
would be maintained. ; 

Mr. MALLORY. If, by treaty, we stipulated as to those con- 
tracts, we undoubtedly could wipe them out? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Perhaps so. 

Mr. SPOONER. We can not hear what the Senator says. 

Mr. MALLORY. I say there is no question that by treaty we 
could wipe out those contracts if we chose to do so. That is my 
impression. 

r. SPOONER. A treaty with whom? : 

Mr. MALLORY. A treaty with Hawaii. If we choose to in- 

rate that in the treaty we could do it. 
. CAFFERY. Not without the consent of the contractors. 
A treaty could not violate individual contracts. 

Mr. MALLORY. I think it could. a 

Mr. SPOONER. How far does the power go, in the Senator’s 
opinion, to interfere with private rights by treaty? How far does 
the right go by treaty to interfere with contracts under which 
rights have become vested which were lawfully entered into? 

r. MALLORY. I think it goes to the extent that, if Hawaii 
is willing to do so, there is nothing to prohibit her from doing it 
and incorporating it into the treaty; and when the treaty is estab- 
lished, the treaty becomes the paramount law so far as we are 
concerned, à 

Mr. SPOONER. What about title to property? Suppose a 
citizen of the Hawaiian Republic has entered into a contract for 

perty, does the Senator understand that a treaty entered into 
tween this country or any other country and Hawaii could in- 
terfere with that property right? 5 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam inclined to think it could if that was a 
part of the 77 7010 

Mr. SPOONER. I am only asking to get at the Senator's opin- 
ion as to the power. f 

Mr. MALLORY. Ithink we have that power. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then where is the limit of the power? 

Mr. MALLORY. The only limit is in the sense of justice and 

ropriety on the part of the Senate of the United States and the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think that an absolute prop- 

gf ight could be divested by treaty? 
= LORY. Ithink so. If the government with whom 


we treat is willing to do so, I do not know anything in our Con- 


stitution which prohibits it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean to be understood, if a 
person has acquired, paid for, and owns under the laws of Hawaii 
a plantation, that by any contract or treaty between the United 
States and the Hawaiian Government that title could be divested? 
Does the Senator go that far? 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not mean to say that I should advocate 
any such thing, but I am talking about the power. I do not think 
there is any limit on our power to do it if the other party to the 
compact or trea 8 in it. 

Sor SPOONER. Of course our power would not be extraterri- 


rial. 

Mr. MALLORY. Weare simply taking from Hawaii certain 
territory and treating for certain rights which she chooses to 
give us. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was speaking of the right. 

Mr. MALLORY. There may be a law in Hawaii to prevent it; 
the Hawaiian constitution might prevent it; but we are not ob- 
ering the Hawaiian constitution, 

Mr. SPOONER. But I am speaking about rights which arə 
vested under the constitution and laws of Hawaii. What right 
would the Senator think would survive that treaty made by the 
Hawaiian Republic with this or any other Government? Does the 
Senator think, for instance, that the marriage relation as it exists 
in Hawaii could be disrupted by a treaty made by the United 
States and the Republic of Hawaii? 

Mr. MALLORY. I have said that I do not see any limitation 
on our power to make a treaty and to include in that treaty any 
stipulation or provision that we desire. It is with Hawaii to say 
whether she would acquiesce in a violation of her constitution. 
Those people with whom we treat are not members of the United 
States Government; they are not citizens of the United States 
until after the ratification of the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. I admit that, of course. 

Mr. MALLORY. As soon as the treaty is ratified and takes 
effect it becomes the paramount law of the land. 

Mr. SPOONER. assume that the Hawaiian Government 
would be at liberty to change by its legislation, orit might change 
perhaps by treaty; but Iam not referring to that. e class of 
geen referring to are valid rights under the existing laws of 

awaii. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is an abstract question. I do not know of 
any power in our Constitution to prevent us from entering into 
any such treaty if we choose to do so. I think the question of 
whether it is wise or moral or proper is a question to be deter- 
mined by the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am speaking about the legal effect of it. 

Mr. MALLORY. The legal effect would be, I think, that as 
treaties are paramount, and as they are the supreme law of the 
land, together with the Constitution and laws, the effect would be 
that it could not be reached, it could not be attacked in any way 
that I know of. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator from Louisiana a 
question. If these contracts for labor are valid as made under the 
laws of the country, and they are afterwards, by the soverei 
powe over that country, declared to be invalid, does not the 

nator know that they thereby become null and void? 

Mr. SPOONER, 
that country. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the courts declared them to be invalid, the 
parties litigant would have to obey the judgment of the court. 
So it would be a moot question. It would not make any differ- 
ence whether valid or invalid, the court having determined them 
so to be, a superior power would compel obedience to its man- 
date. The question that was being discussed was whether or 
not we had a legal or other right to pronounce contracts invalid 
which at the time of the incorporation of the territory of Ha- 
waii were valid, not whether after a court had pronounced them 
to be invalid the question could be again raised. 

Mr. PETTUS. My question related to the enactment of a law 
by the sovereign power over the country declaring the contracts 
to be illegal. ould they not thereby become void? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That would be a question for the courts to 
determine. Thatisall. If the power of the sovereign to declare 
these contracts invalid was questioned and brought before a court, 
the result of the trial before the court would fix the validily or 
invalidity of the law, but it would not deprive the citizen of a 
right to go before the courts and litigate the question. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desired an answer from the Senator from 
Louisiana, he being the judge. I ask whether, these labor con- 
tracts having been declared void by the sovereign power over that 
territory, he as a judge would enforce one of them? 


course, if declared invalid by the courts of 


1 
i 
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Mr, CAFFERY. Mr. President, that is a question that reaches 


very far down into the merits of this controv raised by these 
questions. Ihave stated that my view at first blush was that all 
contracts valid under the laws of Hawaii of a private character 


were to be maintained as valid under the incorporation of Hawaii | frui 


into the United States. It may be that, upon further reflection, 
that opinion would give way either to authority or to precedent, 
but that is the present conviction in my mind. 

Even if I were a judge I would have to decide that in regard to 
contracts valid under the laws of Hawaii, contracts that were 
not repugnant to good morals, were to be maintained as valid, 
notwithstanding the United States laws were of a different char- 
acter. Of course there are some classes of cases where the con- 
tracts might be of a character to invade the domain of good 
morals, or might be repugnant to some provision of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. In that category of cases I rather think 
that the judges of the United States courts would set aside the 
contracts. t is a 3 that is very remotely connected 
with the question that I am now discussing. 

I was attempting to discuss the question of the effect of the pop- 
ulation in Hawaii on any government that the United States 
might installthere. I believe that that population will have a re- 
flex action upon all Americans who either govern the island or 
who live there. I believe that it is impossible for two opposite 
and opposed races to live together, a superior and an inferior race 
to live together under the same government, without the superior 
and paramount race dominating the inferior or subordinate race. 
I believe that that state of irs works very deleteriously to 
American republican institutions. 

I believe that the t portion of the troubles which the 
Southern States have undergone since the war is due to the pres- 
ence of an inferior race mixed up with the superior and dominat- 
ing race. I believe that the presence of the negroes in the South 
has occasioned untold loss to that section, if it has not engendered 
the deenergizing in some 8 of our Southern people. I 
believe that we have enough of the black and colored races in the 
United States now. I believe if by prudence and wisdom and 
temperance and justice we can solve the problem which is pe 
sented for solution to the people living in my section, we s 
indeed be a fortunate people. 

I believe it will be dangerous in the extreme to 5 into 
our body politic any more of the elements of the Mongolian or the 
Hamitic races. I believe that their presence in the South has 
beena strain upon our institutions, which, but for their elasticity 
and stren, and power and the sobriety and judgment of the 
people, might have occasioned some very serious inroads in our 
republican institutions. 

therefore deprecate, Mr. President, the incorporation of these 
Asiatics, Japanese, and Kanakas into the y 1 of the 
United States. It is impossible to hold them absolutely in tute- 
lago; it is impossible to hold them forever under the contract- 
labor system, which now prevails in Hawaii, which is but little 
better than slavery. Sooner or later, if we annex that territory, 
these people must have a qualified or a full given to 
them. Sooner or later that territory must become a State, or the 
United States will inaugurate a system of provincial government 
of foreign territory, which I believe to be utterly foreign both to 
the views of the original framers of the Constitution and to the 
security and perpetuity of our institutions themselves. 

Mr. President, what wise or good patriotic citizen of the South 
does not deplore that ever an African set his foot upon the soil of 
the United States asa slave? What man is there who does not 
know the evil and the calamities that have fallen principally upon 
the whites by reason of the presence there of the two races? 

The history of our race, Mr. President, the branch of the Cau- 
casian family from which we spring, shows that the Anglo-Saxon 
and the Anglo-American will dominate any inferior race, 

We either have to dominate them or we have to leave the country 
to them, and by one process or another the character, of which it 
is not necessary for me to speak, the white man in the South has 
done what the white man of our kind and race has done every- 
where he has planted his footsteps, he has maintained superiority 
and dominance of all black races with whom he has been thrown 
in contact. I do not want, nor does any other Southern man 
want or ought to want, any more of that unassimilable element 
that we find in the islands of Hawaii 

med to look over, I founda 


Wall. 
Last night, in a book which I hap 
pango which I shall read. It is Problems of Greater Britain, 
y Mr. Dilke. He is writing about the crown colonies of Great 
Britain, and on page 222 of his book he says: 
7 th population and of 
the yin s their English neighbors this is the case oniy. in a less d 
e 1 of Indian labor has enabled the oi eee 
properties to be kept up in many of our Crown colonies.. It has been shown 
gunos that it is a mistake to suppose that our tropical colonies 
are in a condition of decline. They hold a eee attention 
of deve! Canadian ustralasian interests, 
ve. 


immense 
but they are on the whole 


the 
American, but will more and more be “black 


While the population of the French colonies, as well as the 
pone of the French, are rapidly passing into the hands of the 
lacks, it is not so with re to the English colonies; but it is true 
that the population in the British West Indies does not increase 
among the whites; it does among the blacks, and hence the con- 
clusion of this author that these colonies, while they will not 
cease 12 be British and become American, they will become black 
countries. 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW] presented some statistics in the Senate the other day while 
addressing it upon this question, oo that the white popula- 
tion in all these subtropical countries had not only not increased. 
but had diminished, and that the black or colored population had 
increased. Those statistics showed that the white men do not 
labor in the open air. In fact, I know from my own observation 
that a sun much hotter, with much fiercer rays than we haye in 
my own section of the country, unfits a white man to labor in the 
open field; and I do not believe, Mr. President, that there is a 
solitary instance in all the history of our race where it can flourish 
na conditions that our yeomanry can not work in the open 

e 

It you have a dominant ruling class of whites, they may endure 
living under the hot rays of the equatorial sun; but I do not be- 
lieve that any country can prosper up to its full limit unless the 
race which governs that country has its yeomanry of its own kind 
and color filling its soil and working in the open air. There is 
not an instance on record that I know of where the race to which 
we belong has ever thriven in such tropical countries. The sun 
seems to up the energy, the strength, the push, and the actiy- 
ity that characterizes our branch of the Caucasian family. 

Mr. President, it occurs to me that when we are industriously 

excluding from our borders by immigration laws the undesirable 
class even of our own blood and color, it is inconsistent to intro- 
duce at one fell swoop about 40,000 people living in the Hawaiian 
Islands. If certain people of our own kind are undesirable, much 
more are these leprous these contract-labor coolies, these 
J — who come from the slums of the cities of Japan. 
_ To incorporate that number of these Asiatics into our country 
is no light matter tome, That population is bound to have an 
injurious effect upon the white people among whom they live. It 
can not be avoided. The manner in which they must be ruled, 
the drastic authority which the white man is bound to exercise 
over them, is totally at war with our idea of that individual lib- 
erty, that individual independence, that manliness which ought 
to exist everywhere in the ranks of our people, the lowest as well 
as the highest. 

These considerations appear to be of no moment, nor does the 
consideration as to the 13,000,000 inhabitants in the Philippines 
appear to be any obstacle to the aggressive spirit of empire. I 
have quoted from certain gentlemen that the must never be 
lowered, erected where it may be, in the Philippines, in the Ma- 
deira Islands, in the Ladrones, or in any other possession of the 
Spanish Crown, notwithstanding our institutions will be sub- 
jected to the strain of ruling these dusky tribes, these half-savage 
people, under an autocratic and despotic authority entirely repug- 
nant to our ideas of civil government. 

It will be a sorry day, in my opinion, when we go abroad and 
by conquest and war take outlying islands situated in the Tropics 
and incorporate them into our midst. It is bad enough to go 
outside of our own borders, to go outside of our own compact 
country, and incorporate people of our own kind, for we have 
enough to satisfy the A of anybody for territory, it appears 
tome. Of the 3,000,000 square 17 of land in the United States 
about one-half is arable. Of the 1, 500, 000 square miles of arable 
land there are not more than 300,000 square miles cultivated. Our 
70,000,000 le can be very easily swelled to 300,000,000, and 
1 8 will pen of stage room left in =~ United States. 

are we earth hungry for these possessions 

Ah. Mr. President, they say it is the necessity of war. We have 
heard various pretexts heretofore for the annexation of these 
islands, and now military authority is quoted as to the necessity 
at the present time of 3 these islands to keep off some 
imaginary foe, for we have no one, at some distant, indefi- 
nite time in the future, To-day upon the . bill was 
placed an amendment appropriating about $150,000 for the im- 
provement of Pearl Harbor. I ask the chairman of the Naval 
Affairs Committee whether it was not about $150,000 which is to 


Co: 
be appropriated for that purpose? 
Schofield says that with the harbor fortified as we will 
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fortify it it will be the key to the Pacific. We want no other 
of the islands than the harbor for strategic purposes, We 
ve the harbor. Why take all these seven little islands situated 
from 10 to 25 miles from each other, with their heterogeneous 
population, with the troubles and embarrassments that the goy- 
ernment of those people will devolve upon the United States? If 
it is necessary from a military point of view—and that is doubted 
by a + many—to establish a voaling station at Pearl Harbor, 
fortify that coaling station with the necessary works; establish 
there, if you please, a garrison; but. what more do they want? 
Do we have to take the seven islands in order to hold the key to 
the Pacific? Is nottheisland of Oahu 3 we have to take 
one- in which Pearl Harbor is situated? hy do we want all of 
them? - 

Mr. President, we are not military experts; but when a matter 
is submitted to us of a military kind we must exercise the best 
judgment we have in the premises. It is a duty devolving upon 
us to look at the question from the standpoint of the intelligence 
that we have in regard to the matter. It never occurred to me 
that it was a wise thing, in common sense or military strategy, to 
go 2,100 miles from your own base to fortify an island as a defen- 
sive post. We then have the island and our own coast both to 
fortify and to defend, and each one of those islands that we take, 
each one of those outlying ssessions in the sea that we have to 
defend, involves, in my judgment, just that much more military 
power and stren. pean 

Upon that subject Mr. Bryce, a writer of great distinction, a 
man of great eminence, has written an articlein the Forum of 
December, 1897, from which I will read a few passages. On page 
386 he says: i 

ently used in the United States to recommen 
ap eaten of be and awali i ee der e engin 
[3 
5 g the Caribbean Bea and the other E Raben Pacific, 
ition which 


tecting her southern and western coasts. 
NOW let it be noticed how exceptionally strong is the a 
defend. All the terri- 


America already holds. Of the great powers of the world, 
are the only ones that have no insular tories to t 
ofthe United States is territory on her own continent; and all of it ex- 
3 is a land — A . soti 5 —.— 
e countries no part of whose territory can 
5 D of such enormous and such 
vantages for defense 
Napoleon's failure in 1812 it 
interior of Russia woul 


Every other great ee pawat has territories which lie at the mercy 


pos- 

have fleets stro! then th Ge and Toles 
th tries have flee mger than the German; cap- 
3 8 not affect the issue of a European 


— ceil the aT bo felt by ax of th ers as, in some meas- 
e, 8 e loss WO ese 
ure, a humiliation, and would become an element to be considered in settling 


the terms of a peace. 

Just in the same way, Cuba and Hawaii, in the hands of the United States, 
would be liable, at the outbreak of a war, to be seized by the fleet of any enem; 
stronger at sea; and the onl wag to provens this would be for the Unit 
States to maintain a fleet in the c and another in the Gulf of Mexico 
powerful enough to defend both islands. Now, of course, the United States 
can, if she likes, build and maintain a navy adequate for this purpose. But 
is it worth her while to doso? Why should she spend the hundreds of mil- 
Hons of dollars that would be needed? Of all the 
she is the one least likely to be attacked; not onl use she has few occa- 
sions for quarreling with other states, but also use no other state has 
anything to win by fighting her. 

ere is not a power in the world which would not lose more than it could 
poas gain by a war with America; so that the only circumstances that can 
imagined as likely to induce a war is great exasperation of feeling arising 
from overbearing conduct or injurious language proceeding from one or 
other party to the dispute. The conclusion follows that unless the United 
States desired to undertake some war of aggression—also an improbable hy- 
thesis—she has no occasion for a navy equal in numbers and armament to 

e navies of the test European powers. In other words, a great navy 
would be to her a luxury, and a very costly luxury. 

Wein England are unluckily obli to have a formidable navy, because 
weare confronted by formidable and not always friendly rivals, and have an 
immense trade and wide colonial dominions to protect. We deplore the 

gantie sums that we are annually obliged to devote to our fleet—sums 

e larger because fashion in navalmatters changes so fast that a ship which 
has cost some millions of dollars may in a few years be pronounced obsolete. 
It is, however, 51 whether rightly or wrongly I need not inquire, that 
Britain can not help herself, and must go on in g her annual nayal vote. 


Mr. President, not only does the distinguished Englishman ad- 
vance ents in this communication of his to the Forum 
which in my opinion are impregnable, but those ar, ents pre- 
vail with a large and intelligent portion of our fellow-citizens, 
The ordinary mind can not see how it is that we can defend our 
frontiers by increasing them, The more you increase your fron- 
tier the more force is required to protect it. 

That proposition . to me to be self-evident. But it is said 
that the modern method of warfare entirely changes the situation 
and makes it necessary for the different nations of the world, in 
order to carry on war successfully, to have naval stations situated 
at various points in the ocean in order to furnish coal to their 
vessels. If we have a naval station, as we have at Pearl Harbor, 


t powers of the world 


all | if all these argum 


we have all that is necessary for defensive ger we. haye all 
that is necessary for aggressive purposes; and what nation can 
assail us from the Pacific, may Iinquire. Will China do it? Will 
Japan doit? Russia has no navy. Shecould not do it. Even if 
she obtained the coveted patra of China, Manchuria, which is to 
be the terminus of the Siberian railroad, that possession would be 
too insignificant for her to build a vast navy which might operate 
offensively against the United States. 

So any enemy from the Pacific is altogether out of the question. 
The fears conjured up in that direction have no foundation. 
None of the nations of arope would sail around the Horn or 
through the Ni C , if it were built, to attack us upon 
the Pacific coast. y attack on our Pacific slope must neces- 
sarily come from the Orient or the oriental countries, or their 
borders; and if a steamship has to be coaled, and if we have a 
coaling station well fortified at the Sandwich Islands, is not that 
all that is necessary to prevent any offensive attack upon our 
frontier from that direction? It occurs to me so. 

Then, again, it has been stated and not successfully controverted 
that islands which we already have in the Aleutian group afford 
better harbors and furnish a shorter route to the East from San 
Francisco than by way of Hawaii. We can fortify Unalaska, 
make it a coaling station, make it a point of defense or make it a 
point of offensive attack, if we have a war, and what more do we 
want? 

Mr. Commander Melville has stated that the route on the Pacific 
by way of the Aleutian ie too difficult of navigation on 
account of the fogs and ice, but a member of our body who has 
traveled that route distinctly denies that statement. There are 
no fogs there of any consequence; there is no ice at all. So, there- 
fore, from a mili standpoint, even from a point of strategic 
advantage, all that Hawaii can afford is already ours, and if Pearl 


as Harbor is not sufficient, we have the Aleutian Islands, just as 


and better. 

But if one willread the testimony of these military strategists— 
I do not care to refer to them too extensively—it will be observed 
that their reasons are more of a political character than of a mili- 
tary kind. None of them stop at the military point, but all of 
them indulge in ulations of the enormous advan political 
and commercial, to the United States of having the islands. They 
open up to us large avenues of wealth and trade, especially the 
wealth of the Orient, as if it were necessary for usin order to have 
that trade to occupy every intermediate island in the Pacific Ocean. 
Trade is not made by establishing outposts of a military charac- 
ter. That is not the way to make trade—to build fortifications 
and posts along your frontier or out in midocean. 

Our trade with China or with the Orient will come about by 
natural trade conditions or it will not come at all. England 
trades with her coloniestosomeextent. Sheallows the Canadians 
and the Australasians and the New Zealanders to impose against 
her whatever tariff their colonial legislatures choose to adopt. 
The trade flows by natural laws and not by artificial and forced 
laws; and if England can not eyen command the trade of her dis- 
tant colonial possessions by erecting a chain of posts and coaling 
stations in their proximity, how can we hope to establish trade 
with China by occupying the Sandwich Islands by military forti- 
fications? 

Ido not see the force of this reasoning, I can not apprehend 
the doctrine that in order to have trade or even in order to have 
security it is necessary to go out and acquire outlying territories 
and expend vast sums upon their maintenance for uses to which 
they may be never applied. Our frontier can be defended at 
home. The way to defend it is by coast defense. 

Our Navy ought to be augmented so as to be commensurate with 
the extent of the augmented coast fortifications, and when we 
have a navy commensurate with our needs, and have our coast 
towns fortified, we will have no need of these alleged strategic 
positions in midocean, either in the Atlantic or the Pacific, unless 
we go upon a war of aggression and conquest; and it would look as 
ents directed not to the condition that 
ought to obtain in the United States, not to that condition of peace 
which has characterized us for a century of existence, but to a con- 
dition of unlimited conquest and of expanded empire, a condition 
that would befit a conquering czar or triumphant queen, but do 
not consist with our republican institutions. 

Mr. President, it is said, and vociferously said, that the sugar 
trust is opposing this scheme of annexation. There is a paper 
published in this city that in nearly every issue publishes an 
article attacking the opponents of this scheme as being the agents 
of the sugar trust, not employed agents, but as representing the 
interests of the trust. Mr. President, if there is anyone not in 

ition to this bill, in my mind it is the sugar trust. I it 
does not, it ought to want annexation. 

The sugar trust controls the price of raw cane sugars the world 
over. t the sugar trust wants is raw cane sugar. The only 
competitor with the sugar trust to-day in the United States is the 
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potas of beet sugar in the Western States. The s of the 
waiian Islands amounts to about 250,000 tons annually. That 
, alae speed marble ier . trust. That sugar is 
sold under a contract with the trust. It is bought by the trust. 
It is made up into refined sugars, and those are precisely the 
sugars that the Hawaiians can not make and that the sugar trust 
does make, 

Not only does the trust control the price of raw sugar in 
Louisiana, in the Philippine Islands, in South America, but it 
controls it in Hawaii. By annexation the trust would remove all 
danger of abrogation of the reciprocity treaty, which would im- 
pose a larger outlay on the trust forits rawsugar. The trust does 
not desire expansion of the beet-sugar output. For beet sugar, 
by its peculiarity, can be turned out directly from the centrifu- 
gals into consumption, and thereby compete with refined cane 
sugars. But cane sugars, to compete with beets, must be refined 
very largely. Hence, it would seem that to koop down beet sugar 
the trust would not object to using Hawaii for that p And 
that purpose can be better effected by having Hawaii always at 
hand, under the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Why, therefore, these broad allegations that the sugar trust is 
in favor of this movement to oppose the annexation of Hawaii? 
Let those who make this charge prove it. It might well be that 
for selfish reasons the trust would oppose annexation. This would 
not be any reason for maligning those who, on broad grounds of 

licy and law, likewise opposed the scheme. The trust can be 
Drakes down in but two ways: First, by a combination between 
the beet and cane growers in the United States to refine all their 
sugars, and make an article as good as the trust's, and try to break 
them down by their unaided competition; and secondly, by legis- 
lation of a character to destroy the system which gives them con- 
trol over prices. 

The second plan might as well be given up. Legislation appears 
to be powerless to affect a monopoly which thieves under the very 
law enacted to crush it. Now, the area of cane-sugar production 
in the United States is limited. The beet area is not accurately 
known, but is known to be very large—large enough to supply 
the domestic demand. If a competition strong enough to make 
head against the trust is to come, it must come mostly from beet 
sugar. The more cane sugar that Hawaii makes the less can 
beets compete with the trust. It would therefore seem, Mr. 
President, that the trust would like to use Hawaii as a club to 
destroy the beet competition. 

Now, how does the trust command the price of sugar in Loui- 
siana? It is simply this: The Louisiana planters make about 320,- 
000 tons of sugar—I am not positive about the figures, I have not 
looked up the point lately—and they can only sell those sugars to 
the jobbers. The wholesale dealers do not y sugars from the 
Louisiana planters. Why? Because if they do the sugar trust 
boycotts them. The sugar trust sells under a commission. Every 
wholesale dealer is virtually a factor of the sugar trust. They 
can not sell below a certain price, and they are allowed a com- 
mission. 

Now, if they do not buy exclusively from the sugar trust, the 
sugar trust will not let them have any of their sugar. If they go 
off and buy a small lot of sugar from a Louisiana sugar planter 
and the sugar trust finds it out, they will blacklist him; he can 
not get any more sugar. That forces the wholesale dealers, there- 
fore, to deal exclusively with the sugar trust; and the Louisiana 
planter has to peddle his sugar out at a price considerably below 
what he could get were not the sugar trust in entire control of 
the market. 

Now, take the price of Louisiana yellow clarified sugars, for 
instance. Thoses polarize about 98°. They areclean sugars, 
They are washed when they are coming through the centrifugal. 
An article of 96-test Cuban centrifugal, unwashed, polarizing 2° 
below, will sell for as much and more in the New York market 
than we can sell our 98 yellow clarified at the retail price. The 
general average of price has been from three-eighths to a half 
a cent lower for the Louisiana centri ls, clarified, 98°, than 
for the 96-test Cuban centrifugals in New York. That shows that 
the sugar trust has control of the market for the raw sugars, 

What more does it want? What better does it want? To keep 
Hawaii just where it is or to annex it. 

But the reasons for the trust's ing Soy one Sg are much 
stronger than its reasons for keeping the islands where they are. 

But whatever the trust may want is no concern of ours. We 
can not be driven from opposing a scheme age. with danger 
to our Constitution and our policy because an odious monopoly 
may concur with us on grounds of self-interest. 

. BATE. Mr, President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
desire to go on this afternoon? 

Mr. BA It is after 5 o'clock. We could go into executive 
session. If it is insisted on, however, I will proceed. 

Mr. WHITE. I suppose there will be no desire to insist that 
the Senator from Tennessee shall go on at this late hour, 


Mr. DAVIS. What is the desire of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BATE. I aay 5 it is the desire that I shall go on, lam 
willing to proceed, but it is after 5 o'clock, and an executive ses- 
sion is to be had this evening. 

Mr. DAVIS. Has the Senator taken the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
The Senator from Tennessee has been ized. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; I have taken the foot: 

Mr. DAVIS. Has the Senator from Louisiana concluded? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; for the time being. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-two minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o clock and 
47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, June 30, 1898, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 29, 1898. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


_William Mahone, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia, to succeed Thomas 
L. Shippen, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. John B. Bernadou, United States Navy, to be advanced 
ten numbers on the list of lieutenants, from No. 201 to No. 191, 
under the provisions of section 1506 of the Revised Statutes, for 
EET and conspicuous conduct in battle at Cardenas on May 

Asst. Paymaster Richard Hatton, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 26th day of September, 1897, vice 
P. A. Paymaster George W. Simpson, promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster Barron P, Du Bois, to be a passed assistant 
8 in the Navy, from the ist day of November, 1897, vice 

. A. Farma Harry R. Sullivan, promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster Harry E. Biscoe, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 5th day of February, 1898, vice P $ 
Pa ter Samuel L. Heap, promoted. 

t. Paymaster John Irwin, jr., to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 12th day of February, 1898 (subject 
to the examinations required by law), vice P. A. Paymaster John 
Q. Lovell, promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster George G. Seibels, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 6th day of March, 1898 (subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice P. A. Paymaster Edwin 
B. Webster, ee 

Asst. Paymaster und W. Bonnaffon, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy, from the 15th day of March, 1898 (sub- 
ject to the examinations i ce by law), vice P. A. Paymaster 
James S. Phillips, promoted. 

Asst. Paymaster Joseph Fyffe, to be a passed assistant paymas- 
ter in the Navy, from the 30th day of March, 1898 (subject to the 
examinations a ead by law), vice P. A. Paymaster Thomas 8. 
Jewett, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
FIRST REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 


Walter D. Webb, of New York. 

The nomination of Charles D. Webb, of New York, for the 
above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June —, 
1898, is hereby withdrawn. 

NINTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY. 


To be lieutenant-colonel. 


David M. Sells, of Colorado. 

The nomination of David M. Sells, of Iowa, for the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate June —, 1898, is 
hereby withdrawn. 


SIXTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 


To be captains, 


Ike T. Jobe, of Kentucky. 

William H. Gillenwaters, of Tennessee. 
William W. Henderson, of Tennessee. 
William B. Penny, of Kentucky. 
Benjamin W. Hooper, of Tennessee, 
Winston Baird, of Tennessee. 

Douglas E. McDowell, of Tennessee. 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 6489 


James J. Bowers, of Tennessee. 
Charles W. Wadsworth, of Tennessee. 
Oliver E. Fox, of Tennessee. 
Xenophon Z. Hicks, of Tennessee. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Frank E. Murphy, of Tennessee. 
Thomas A. Davis, of Tennessee. 
George F. Milton, of Tennessee. 
James P. Clark, of Tennessee. 
Frederick H. Gregg, of Tennessee. 
Edgar R. Carter, of Tennessee. 
John T. Fuller, of Tennessee. 
Thomas F. Peck, of Tennessee. 
Jacob B. French, of Tennessee. 
Frank Maloney, of Tennessee. 
Lou Routhan Dennis, of Tennessee. 8 
Autry Greer, of Tennessee, vice Wright, declined. 
To be second lieutenants. 
James W. Park, of Tennessee. 
Harris Lindsley, of the District of Columbia. 
` Frank L. Case, of Tennessee. 
Grant T. Trent, of Tennessee. 
Cornelius C, Williams, of Tennessee. 
Elmer E. Houk, of Tennessee. 
Samuel F. Rogers, of Tennessee. 
A. Sizer, of Tennessee. 
Andrew J. Brown, jr., of Tennessee. 
John Q. Tilson, of Tennessee. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 
John D. Twiggs, jr., of Georgia. 
Frank R. Frost, of South Carolina. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Albert W. Gilchrist, of Florida. 
Rex Van Deu Corput, of Georgia. 
Robert B. McBride, of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Martin L. Williams, of Florida. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captains. 
Richard C. Marshall, jr., of Virginia. 
Henry A. Wise, of New York. 
Henry C. Preston, of Virginia. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Edmund L. Woodside. of Maryland. 
Charles C. Berkeley, of Virginia. 
John S. Wise, jr., of Colorado. 
Lee M. Lipscomb, of Maryland. 
To be second lieutenants, 
Howard W. Throckmorton. of New York. 
Lawrence W. H. Peyton, of Virginia. 
James B. Adams, of Maryland. 
Thomas M. Clinton, of Maryland. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 


Charles P. Pollard, of Alabama. i 

NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 

To be captains. 
James Henry Aldrich, of Louisiana. 
Frank E. Patrick, of Louisiana. 
Robert M. Nolan, of Louisiana. 
Willis P. Coleman, of Louisiana. 
Wiliam Lowry, of Louisiana. ‘ 
To be first lieutenants, 
Louis E. Brown, of Texas. 
Sterling P. Brown, of Louisiana. 
Louis A. Barnett, of Louisiana. 
Nelson A. Smiley, of Texas. 
To be second lieutenants, 

Adolph J. Wakefield, of Texas. 
Philip Philipson, of Louisiana, 
George W. Butler, of Louisiana. 
Wallace D. Seals, of Texas. 

TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 

To be second lieutenant. 

Robert 8, Hansbury, of Pennsylvania, 

TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTER, 
Philip Dallam, of Illinois. i 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 29, 1898. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
i INFANTRY ARM. 


To be captains, to date from April 26, 1898. 

First Lieut. Edgar W. Howe, Seventeenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. William Black, Twenty-fourth Infantry. 
First Lieut. John Newton, Sixteenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Frank P. Avery, Third Infantry. 
First Lieut. Samuel W. Dunning, Sixteenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Joseph M. T. Partello, Fifth Infantry. 
First Lieut. William E. P. French, Third Infantry. 
First Lieut. Lewis H. Strother, First Infantry. 
First Lieut. Francis P. Fremont, Third 8 
First Lieut. Charles M. Truitt, Twenty-first Infantry. 
First Lieut. George Bell, jr., Third Infantry. 
First Lieut. Charles J. T. Clarke, Tenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Warren H. Cowles, Sixteenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. John S. Parke, jr., Twenty-first Infantry. 

To be first lieutenants, to date from April 26, 1898. 
Second Lieut. John J. Bradley, Fourteenth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Douglas Settle, Tenth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. John S. Switzer, Fourth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Herbert O. Williams, Eleventh Infantry. 
Second Lieut. George D. Guyer, Sixteenth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. William F. Grote, Eighteenth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. William H. H. Chapman, Twentieth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Herbert N. Royden, Twenty-third Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Isaac C. Jenks, oe Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Alfred W. Drew, Twelfth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Hanson E. Ely, Twenty-second Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Lewis S. Sorley, Sixteenth Infantry. 
Second Lieut. William M. Morrow, Twenty-first Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Benjamin F, Hardaway, Seventeenth Infantry, 
Second Lieut. Jasper E. Brady, jr., Nineteenth Infantry. 


CAVALRY ARM. 


First Lieut. Frederick S. Foltz, First Cavalry, to be captain. 
i 3 Lieut. Elmer Lindsley, Fourth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
enan 
TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 


Second Lieut. Malin Craig, from the infantry arm to the cay- 
arm. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY; 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Joseph C, McClure, of South Carolina. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain, 
William H. Monroe, of West Virginia. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
Second Lieut. Haydon Y. Grubbs, Eighteenth United States 
Infantry. $ 


To be majors. 
Hugh N. Swain, of Louisiana. 
Mark M. Boatner, of Louisiana. 
To be first lieutenant, 
Paul J. Christian, of Louisiana. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
William H. Cobb, of Florida. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Eddy B. Stevens, of Georgia. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
John C. Hall, of Iowa. 
To be captains. 
Thomas R. Roemer, of Missouri. 
Adolph J. Jacobs, of Missouri. 
James J. Mayes, of Missouri. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant 


William W. Purnell, of the District of Columbia, 
Joseph L. Bell, of Illinois. 
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NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be first lieutenants. 


George N. Nelson, of Louisiana. W 

John T. Beckham, sergeant, Company F, Twenty-fourth United 
States Infantry. 

Sheldon L. Johnson, of Louisiana. 


To be second lieutenants. 
Henry O. Franklin, of Louisiana. 
Edward H. Phillips, of Louisiana. 
John C. Allen, of Louisiana. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
William R. Wharton, of Virginia. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captain. 
First Lieut. Archibald R. Livington. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Wolcott L. C. Beard, of New York. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Harry Bingham, of California. 
SECOND-REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenant. 
David H. Gildersleeve, of New Jersey. 
TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTER. 
Washington Haverstick, of Wisconsin. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Harry C. De Lano, of New York. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Rodmond V. Beach, of Connecticut. 
TO BE COMMISSARY OF SUBSISTENCE WITH THE RANK OF CAPTAIN. 
Edwin W. Hurlbut, of Colorado. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 
Julius A. Schuelke, of Wyoming. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Daniel B. McCann, of Great Falls, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Circle, Alaska. 


POSTMASTERS, 


C. M. Alger, to be postmaster at Hannibal, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Missouri. i 

George I. Allen, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 29, 1898. 


The House met at 12 0’clock noon, and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 
8 by the Chaplain, Rey. HENRY N. CoupEN. 
eck ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
TOV! 
= INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House 
insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendments to the In- 
dian appropriation bill and agree to the further conference asked. 

The SP The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] 
asks unanimous consent to insist on its di ement and agree to 
the conference asked by the Senate, If there be no objection, that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection; and the Speaker Sd oat as conferees 
on the part of the House Mr. SHERMAN, Curtis of Kansas, 
and Mr. LITTLE. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Seer I desire to submit a conference 
report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
he Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the 


votes of the two Houses 


on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill R. 8423) making appro- 
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of the Government for the fiscal year 


priations for sun civil e 
ending June 30, 1286250 for oher purposes, haying met, after full and free 
J. G. CANNON. 
WM. A. 


conference have been unable to agree. 
i STO 
JOSEPH D. SA 


Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. AL I 
EUGENE HADÈ, 
A. P. GO 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a motion that 
the House further insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments, and I want to say a word or two abont it. 
The SPE . The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House further insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amend- 


ments. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwanttosay tothe House, first, that to-morrow 
is the last day of this fiscal year. This bill ought to be enacted 
before to-morrow passes by. If it is not , I apprehend we 
shall have to resort to a joint resolution, such as has been resorted 
to in former years, extending the appropriations of the current 
year for a specific time into the coming fiscal year. Ihope it will 
not be necessary to do that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman state to the House the date 
on which the sundry civil bill passed the House: 

Mr. CANNON. Away back in March some time, early enough 
to have been disposed of hands down long ago; but, after all, the 
Senate and the House must both act and agree. Now, Iwill take 
only a very short time touching these matters of disagreement. I 
want tostate, however, a fact that is generally known to the House, 
that the body which 1 legislation, or a new provision in- 
volving legislation as well as appropriation, must recede if the 
other body does not agree to it. That is the practice between the 
two Houses, 

Now, the matters in disagreement are six, or five, practically, 
The first one is the public building at Annapolis, Md., $120,000. 
The second is a public building at Butte, Mont., $50,000. Neither 
of these buildings is authorized by law. It is fair for me to state, 
however, that the contention of the Senate conferees is that An- 
napolis is a State capital, and that nearly all of the State capitals 
have public buildings. The policy, they claim, has been that 
buildings at the State capitals should be authorized anyhow. 

Mr. RCER. If that is so, then there are three other States 
which should be remembered. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that, but I want to state the con- 
tention of the Senate. 

Mr. KING. I hope the gentleman will speak in behalf of Utah. 

Mr. CANNON. Then they say that in some instances the House 
has assented to the creation of public buildings upon appropriation 
bills, and that is true in some instances. I want to state this ex- 
sony as 5 is, so that the House may act with full knowledge of 
the facts. 

Mr. LOUD. In other words, we have established precedent and 
we must continue, I suppose. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, that hardly follows, but they bring that 
up as a matter of ent. Of course our argument on the other 
side has been that this is not a public-building session, so far as 
the House is concerned, and that these two provisions make fish 
of one and fowl of the other. As tothe Butte public building, 
Butte is not a State capital, but they say the building is very 
badly needed, 

Now, as to Yaquina Bay, that is authorized by law. The Sen- 
ate still insists. The House has time and again registered its opin- 
ion about it. That is the only matter upon the bill in difference 
between the House and Senate that is authorized by law. I will 
not speak further of it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I should prefer those items in contro- 
versy not authorized by law. 

Gee CAN NON: Sa is a Soldiers’ see R at 
ot Springs, S. Dak. e proposal is to appropriate $50, to 
begin with, and to authorize $100,000. p 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it the purpose to begin a series of ap- 
5 for sanitariums at all the Soldiers“ Homes? 

r. CANNON. No; there is no Soldiers’ Home at this place. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is it? 

Mr. CANNON, This is a proposal to establish one, to establish 
a sanitarium—that is, to begin the work, and then it is in order 
to add anything that Congress sees proper afterwards. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. DoI understand you to say that it is the 
purpose to have the sanitarium there for soldiers? : 

r. CANNON. It is the purpose that anybody may go that is 
entitled to go. Now, I want to finish my statement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to understand the purpose of the 


appropriation. 
. CANNON. The appropriation is to establish a sanitarium 
at this place. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. A sanitarium in connection with a Home? 
Mr. PAYNE. This is a starter. 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6491 


Mr. CANNON. Yes; this is a starter. 

Mr. PERKINS. The State has a Soldiers’ Home there now. 

Mr, CANNON. The State has a Soldiers’ Home at this point 
which is substantially supported by the United States; that is, we 
appropriate $100 a year for every inmate of every State Soldiers’ 

ome. Now, your committee have from time to time taken counsel 
with the Military Committee of the House touching this matter. 
There is a sanitarium or hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., which was 
built for the Regular Army. The cost Ido not recollect, but be- 
tween $200,000 and $300,000. The Regular Army has no considera- 
ble use for it, butit is fully equipped. Now, the President, as he 
can under the law, hasissued a proclamation which admits soldiers 
and sailors of the late war to this sanitarium at Hot Springs, 
Ark., and it is not very considerably occupied upto this time. It 
is presumed that it may be a little later on. 

Now, it is par that I should state these facts and what the 
contention of the House conferees has been touching this matter. 
The House conferees have held that there is no considerable sol- 
dier population in Dakota; that it is too far west; that its climate 
and location do not warrant the building of a Soldiers’ Home from 
the standpoint of wise expenditure; that if there is to be a sanita- 
rium, we had better take this one which we have taken at Hot 
Springs, Ark., that is already built and is ready for business, cost- 
ing between $200,000 and 8300, 000, as it can now be taken under 
the law. ? 

Mr. LOUD. Would it not be better to go out of the sanitarium 
business entirely? ; ; 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I will pass this by until the specific mo- 
tion comes, when I will let others discuss it. The next item is 
legislation that is intended to affect the status of the United 


ments. If it is the sense of the House that the Senate, proposing 
the legislation, shall recede, say so, and march up and maintain 
3 If it is the sense of the House that the House shall 
T e, this is the place and now is the time to do it. 

Mr. SULZER. What is your opinion about the matter? 

Mr. CANNON. My individual opinion? Well, if I could have 
my way about it, I would have the Senate recede. I believe the 
Senate Soins to recede. 

Mr. KERY, Isit not true that it is the unbroken ice 
that the body proposing an amendment must recede if the other 
body stands firm? 

Mr. CANNON. That is the rule that is, touching matters that 
involve legislation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, mind you, all these matters involve legis- 
lation 555 Yaquina Bay. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, under the custom and rule, the Sen- 
ate must recede. 

Mr. CANNON. That is the rule. Must! is for the king. 
The Senate may not recede. It takes a majority to recede. But 
when the gentleman speaks of the rule, that is the rule. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. Now, I hope the House will stand by the 


position taken by the di gentleman and that the House 
will not yield one single point. 
Mr. SULZER. I hope that will be done. 


Mr. CANNON, I will be glad to have an expression of the 
House. It has been my object to be fair with the House. 

Mr. SULZER and Mr. BABCOCK. We will stay with you. 

Mr. LOVE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
2 objection is raised against the sanitarium at Hot Springs, 


States attorney for the District of Columbia. I believe his name | Ar 


is Davis. He was appointed by the President, but rejected by 
the Senate. Then, under the law which applies to United States 
attorneys in all of the districts of the United States, the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia appointed Mr. Davis United 
States attorney, and heis now acting. This amendment of the 
Senate provides that no money appropriated by the bill shall be 
used for the payment of the United States attorneys, under such 
circumstances, after the adjournment of Congress, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And that covers this case. 

Mr. CANNON. That covers this case, and it was intended to 
cover this case, but the amendment if adopted changes existing 
law. The Senate conferees say that the law ought to beamended, 
that if a man is not confirmed by the Senate, his term of office 
ought to expire when Congress adjourns. We haye not felt at 
liberty to assent to that amendment of the law. 

Now, that concludes the matters of difference between the House 
and the Senate, and, in conclusion, I want the House to in 
earnest upon these various matters, because, in the nature of 
things. the coming conference is the last one practicable on this 
bill. It.is a great bill, carrying over $50,000,000, running through 
the whole public service, and while these matters are of no great 
importance in amount, yet it involves a principle, and the time 
has come for either the House or the Senate, which proposes this 
9 to back down. 

. DOCKERY. I think in this connection we ought to have 
the judgment of the House conferees. It seems to me it is prob- 
able, judging by the history of conferences, that the House may 
finally e on some amendments and the Senate on others. 
Does not the gentleman think that with a vote to further insist 
the House A Pe can reach an agreement? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to my friend from Missouri that 
on account of the position the House has taken touching public 
buildings I shall not agree unless the Senate recedes. I want to be 
entirely frank about it. If it isthe sense of the House to recede, I 
want instructions to that effect. But somebody will say, Are you 
going to lose a great bill like that on account of two public build- 
ings?” No; I do not want to do it, but it is a matter that the House 


is interested in, and Ido not want to be subjected to criticism that | fi 


I have given away the House policy in this matter. 

Now, the House can do that with 3 if it chooses, and I 
think the House ought to determine what it is going to do with 
this proposition. I think it is fair that the House should under- 
stand the gravity of the situation. 

Mr. HULL. If anybody calls for a separate vote. 

Mr. CANNON, If anybody calls for a separate vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY, There is one proposition in difference that 
the House on three separate votes has rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; on three separate votes by a decided ma- 
jority the House rejected the proposition for the improvement of 
Yaquina Bay; and it would be a bold conferee indeed that would 
agree to that pr ition now. 

Mr. DOCKER . I knew the position of the gentleman, but 
supposed the House would be glad to follow any suggestion of 
the gentleman in respect to the items in controversy. 

Mr. CANNON, I want the House to deal with these amend- 


Mr. CANNON. It can be used now. 

Mr. LOVE. What objection was there on the part of the Sen- 
ate to the general use of this sanitarium, and why the necessity of 
establishing another in the extreme West? 

Mr. CANNON. That is not involved in this matter. 

Mr. LOVE. I thought you spoke of it as one of the questions 
on which the conference committee could not agree. 

1 Mr. HULL. They are trying to establish one without legisla- 
ion. 

Mr. LOVE. Iunderstood that there was some contention be- 
tween the two Houses on this point. 

Mr. CANNON. I was explaining that we have spent between 
$200,000 and $300,000 at this sanitarium at Arkansas, and that it 
can be used by our soldiers and sailors, They were talking about 
establishing another sanitarium in the West. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand the gentleman to say the pub- 
lic-building amendments involved the policy of the House, and I 
would ask the gentleman if it would not be well to further insist 
and let the House take a vote? 

Mr. MERCER. Let them stand or fall on one proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Any gentleman can ask for a separate vote on 
any of these propositions. 

Mr. G. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question, as I do not clearly understand his statement in this re- 
spect. the Senate conferees insist, with respect to the public 
buildings, that they will give a public building to only one State, 
and not to two or three States that have no public buildings? Do 
they insist on that discrimination? 

. CANNON, By way of argument, they insist that one of 
these public buildings is at a State capital, and the policy has been 
to give one ge gm k each State capital. 

Mr. KING. Can not committee, under the rules of the 
House and the Senate, accede to that, with an amendment that 
they give to those States that have no public buildings a public 
building, so as to have no discrimination against any of the States? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not speaking of the wisdom of the state- 
ment. I merely speak of the argument made by the Senate con- 


‘erees. 

Mr. KING. I ask, if the committee may legislate at all for the 
construction of a public building in one State, can they not amend 
by adding such legislation as will give a public building to each of 
the States not having one? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the conference committee would 
not dare to do what the gentleman wants us todo. There would 
be no pees for anything of that kind. 
oe PA . Such a report would be subject to a point of 

er. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Perhaps that is true; but the conferees would 
have the right, when a measure of this kind comes before them, to 
insist that there should not be any improper discrimination. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no proposition whatever to put any 
other building on the bill. 

Mr. KING. I understand that; but the conferees can certainly 
make the proposition. . 
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Mr. SAYERS. Well, they will not do it, because they have not 
the ne - 
Mr. C ON. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


MCRAE]. 

Mr. Mena. Mr. Speaker, f of the gnum from 
Illinois who has charge of this bill is entirely right. It seems to 
me that both sides of the House ought to sustain him and his 
associates in this fight against extravagant as oS gga and 

-legislation which do not belong on this bill and which have not 
been considered by the House committees which have jurisdiction 
of the items. If the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
wants to single out these particular places above all others in the 
United States and give them public buildings, I dare say the 
House will Jaa! ord consider their recommendations. But the 
committee already considered the matter of appropriations 
for public buildings and, so far as We are informed, is of opinion 
that these places do not deserve the distinction and favoritism 
which is sought to be given them 55 the Senate amendments. 

They do not properly belong on this bill, and the House should 
insist upon its disagreement and support the conferees. So with 
the sanitarium. If it is a good hot-water sanitarium that you 
want for the soldiers, in my judgment Hot Springs is the only 
pion for 1 185 an 1 and at 9 yee have one 

y well equipped and in operation. ere the Government 
owns both water. 

Mr. SAYERS. In what State is that? 1 

Mr. MCRAE. Hot Springs is in Arkansas, and there is no other 
place where such healing hot water can be had. 

Equally strong objections apply to all the other items which are 
now in conference. In fact, we have repeatedly voted upon the 
only remaining items in the bill, and it is clear that the House 
does not want the amendment. It is n that this appro- 
priation bill should be enacted before the Ist day of July; and, as 
the chairman of the committee has su ted, he is entitled to the 
instruction of the House as to whether it intends to stand by him 
on these Aste itions. There ought to be nodoubt about the par 
tion of the House. Let us insist upon our disagreement, and let 

the Senate take the responsibility for the failure, if it must fail. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask that my motion be put, unless somebody 

desires to submit a motion to concur, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 


House further insist upon its disagreement to the amendment of | Bartlett, 


the Senate and agree to the conference asked. 

Mr. CANNON. Several gentlemen t that we have a ris- 
ing vote. It will take but a minute; and I call for it. 

e question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 117, 
noes 0. 

So the motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CANNON, Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE, and Mr. SAYERS as conferees on the part of 
the House, 

MILITARY STOREKEEPER, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned last night | Benn 


we were dividing upon Senate bill 3277, to authorize the appoint- 
um a military storekeeper in the Army. Iask for a vote on 
that bill. 

The bill was again read, 

Mr. HANDY. I ask unanimous consent to make a proposition 
to the gentleman from lowa . HULL]. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 


roceed. 
; Mr. HANDY. I should like to suggest 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to reserve the right to object after the 
statement is made. 

Mr. HANDY. Iam proceeding by unanimous consent to make 
a suggestion to the gentleman from Iowa. My suggestion is to 
this effect: Since bill is not one that the gentleman considers 
a War bill,” and as it is likely to consume time and thereby de- 
m proceedings, I suggest that he withdraw the bill. Weon this 
side are very anxious not to delay proceedings touching genuine 
war measures, 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The question before the House is on the third 
reading of Senate bill 8277, to authorize the appointment of a mili- 
tary storekeeper in the Army. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. HANDY. Idemand a division. 

The ae being again taken, there were—ayes 72, noes 47. 

Mr. HANDY. I make the point of order that there is no quo- 
rum present. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred 
and oy members are present—not a quorum. Under the rules 
of the House the doors will be closed, and a call of the House will 
be considered as ordered, and at the same time the yeas and nays 
upon the pending question, 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 67, 
answered present 26, not voting 152; as follows: 


YEAS—110. 
Acheson, Cousins, m, 
A Curtis, Iowa Howell, Perkins, 
Aldrich, Curtis, Kans. Hull, Pitney, 
Arnol Dalzell. Hurley. Powers, 
Ba Danf Ketcham, Pugh, 
Baker, Md. Davenport, Kirkpatrick, Ray, 
Barber, Dorr, per Reeves, 
Bar! Ellis, Landis, Sayers, 
Barrow: Evans, Linney, Shattue, 
Bartholdt, Faris, Lorimer, Showalter, 
Belford, Fischer, Loudenslager, Smith, III. 
Belknap, Fletcher, Lovering, Smith, S. W, 
$ Foote, Low, Southard, 

ping Gardner, LD peng Sperry, 

op. Gi cCleary, Steele 
Brewster. Gillet, N. Y. McClellan, Stewart, N. J. 
Bromwell, raff. nald, Stone, W. A. 

wn. Greene, Mass. McIntire, Sulloway, 
Brownlow, Griffin, on, Sulzer, 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, 8 

on, row, Mercer Van Voorhis, 

Butler, Hager, Mitchell, ehslage, 

on, Hawley, Mudd, Weymouth 
Capron, Hemenway, Northway, White, N. 6. 
Catchin, Henderson, Olms Wilber, 
Chickering, Hepburn, Packer, Yost. 

Clark, Iowa Hicks, Payne, 
Cooper, Wis. Pearce, Mo. 
NAYS—67. 
Allen, Hay, McDowell, Robb, 
Bailey, Henry, Miss. McEwan, Shafroth, 

ù Henry, Tex. McRae, Simpson, 
Baker, III. Howard, Ga. Maddox, Sims, 

Ball. Hunter, M. Slayden, 
Bankhead, Jones, W. Stallings, 
Barlow, Kelley, Maxwell, Stark, 
Bell, ing. Meekison, Stephens, Tex, 
58 Kitchin, or, Strait, 
Clark, Mo. Kleberg, Moody, Tate, 
Cowhe’ Knowles, Moon, Terry, 
Cox, ib, Norton, S. C. Tongue. 
Davey. Lentz, borne, Underwood, 
De Armo Lloyd, Parker, N. J Wheeler, Ky, 
seco MeCormick, Rhea.” — 

eming, 
Handy, McCulloch, Rixey, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT” —26. 

e Elliott, Knox, Morris, 
Boutell, III. nes, T, Otey, 
Brucker, Gillett, Mass. Livingston, Sparkman, 
Connolly, Griffith, Loud, anger, 
Cummings, G Meyer, La. W 
De Vries, Howe, Miers, In 
Dockery, Miller, 

NOT VOTING-12 
Adamson, Cranford, Jones, Va. Shelden, 
Alexander, Crump, oy, She: 
Barney, Crum: err, Shuford, 
Barrett, Davidson, Wis Kul Skinner, 
Davis, Smith, Ky. 
Belden, Davison, Ky. Latimer, Smith. Wm. Alden 
er, Darton Lawrence, Snover, 
Bennett, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Ga. Southwick, 
Benton, Dingley, Lewis, Wash. g. 
Bland, ver, Littauer, 8 0, 
Bodine, Dovener, Little, Stevens, Minn. 
Booze, Driggs, McAleer, Wis. 
Botkin, y: M Stokes, 
Boutelle, Me. Ermentrout, Me. Stone, C. W. 
Bradley, Fenton, 7. . Nebr 
Brantley, Fi Mann, Strowd, N.G 
Brenner, Fitzpatrick, Sturtevant, 
Brewer, Foss, Mesick, Sutherland, 
Brode: Fowler, N. C. wanson, 
Brosius, Fowler, N. J. New Talbert, 
Bro ox, Norton, O Tawney, 
Brumm, Greene, Nebr. Odell. Tayler, Ohio 
Bull, rout, eden, Taylor, Ala 
Burke, Gunn, en, Thorp, 
Campbell, Overstreet, Todd, 
Harmer, Pierce, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Castle, Prince, Vincent, 
Clardy, Heatwole, Qui È Wadsworth, 
Clarke, N. H. Henry, Conn. 9 Walker, Mass 
pe bo Henry, Ind. Ridgely» Walker, Va. 
ran, Mo. ichsen, Rob ard. 
Cochrane, N. V. Hitt, Robe La. Warner, 
Codding, Hooker, Robinson, Weaver, 
gn Kopa Pe. 5 ler, 
mn oward, 
Cooney, ett, Sauerhering, Wise, 
r, Tex. Johnson, Ind. Settle, Young, 
Cor ohnson, N. Dak. Shannon, Zenor. 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. ; 
e following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
Mr. DovENER with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Topp. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 
Mr. BARRETT with Mr. COOPER of Texas, 
Mr, ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. r 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Rosryson of Indiana. 
Mr. CorLIss with Mr. Davis, 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia with Mr. OrEx. 

Mr. Quidd with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE, 
Mr. SNoVER with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr, CONNOLLY with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 

Mr. Bovure tt of Illinois with Mr. GRIGGS, 

Mr, BENNETT with Mr. GAINEs. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. Horxms with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr, McCatu with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. BRUCKER. 

Mr. Wu. ALDEN Surrn with Mr. SWANSON, 

Mr. Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. BOTKIN. 
Mr. RoBBINS with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. Royse with Mr. ZENor. 

Mr, SPRAGUE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr, HARMER with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. Mesick with Mr. BURKE. 

Mr, BARNEY with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. THorp with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. Prrney with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. DE VRIES. 
Mr. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Sarru of Kentucky. 

Mr. Cotson with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. HINRICHSEN, 

Mr. Lorimer with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. WILIIAAus of Mississippi. 
Mr. Davinson of Wisconsin with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr, CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr, CARMACK, 
Mr. Fiscuer with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
Mr. Knox with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MANN with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr, JENKINS with Mr. STOKES, 

Mr. HAulLrox with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, 
For this day: 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. CLAYTON. 
Mr. Coppa with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

Mr. Minus with Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. 

Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr, BODINE, 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. BRADLEY, 

Mr, RUSSELL with Mr. COONEY. 

Mr, OTJEN with Mr. Driaas. 

Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. STURTEVANT with Mr. Lewis of Washington. 
Mr. Warp with Mr. FITZGERALD., 

Mr. Joy with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. OGDEN. 
Mr. Kur with Mr. VINCENT. <a 

Mr. BULL with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. COCHRANE of New York with Mr. Fow er of North Caro- 


lina. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. ODELL. I have voted in the neg- 
ative on this proposition, but desire to withdraw my vote and be 
necked simply “present,” as the gentleman from New York is not 

ere. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will be recorded 
as ‘‘present.” 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I am noted by the Clerk as bein 
lores with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. MCALEER, 

ad a general pair with him some time ago, but my understand- 
ing was that it had expired. However, I will with 
and desire to be marked simply as ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair 
with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. VANDIVER, but trans- 
ferred it to Mr. HARMER, and desire to be recorded as haying 
voted in the affirmative on this 1 

Mr. MORRIS, Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with the 
gentleman from Florida, Mr, SPARKMAN, I thought he was 


w my vote, 


present, but withdraw my vote, and desire simply to be marked 
as ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk announces that I am 
pe with the gentleman from New York, Mr. BENNETT. If 

e is not present, and has not voted, I desire to withdraw my vote 
in the negative, and be simply marked as present.” 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry if the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. ARNOLD, with whom I have had 
a pair, has voted? > 

he SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania has voted. 

-Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask if the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. HEATWOLE, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not voted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He and I are paired generally, 
and I understood he had returned and the pair was canceled. But 
if he has not voted, I ask to withdraw my vote and that I may be 
marked as present.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill, having been read the third time, was s 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


PROTECTION OF HARBOR DEFENSES, ETC, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, by instruction of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I submit a rt on the bill (S. 4714), and call 
it up for immediate consideration. 

The bill (S. 4714) to protect the harbor defenses and fortifica- 
tions constructed or used by the United States from malicious 
injury, and for other purposes, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person who shall willfully or maliciously tres- 
pass upon, injure, or destroy any of the works or Negele material of an 
submarine e or torpedo, or fortification or har bor- defense system own 
or constructed or in process of construction by the United States, or shall will- 
fully or maliciously interfere with the operation or use of yen subma- 
rine mine, torpedo, fortification, or harbor-defense system, shall be punished, 
on conviction thereof in a district court of the United States for the dis- 
trict in which the offense is committed, by a fine of not less than one hundred 
nor more than five thousand dollars, or with imprisonment for a term not 
exceeding five years, or with both, in the discretion of the court. 

Src. 2. That when — offense is committed in any place, jurisdiction over 
which has been retain the United States or ceded to it by a State, or 
which has been purci with the consent of a State, or is occupied upon 
the written consent of the owner of the land, for the erection of a fort, maga- 
zine, arse rd, or other n building or structure, the punish- 
ment for which offense is not pronnan for by any law of the United States, 
the person committing such offense shall, upon conviction in & circuit or dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district in which the offense was com- 
mitted, be liable to and receive the same punishment as the laws of the State 
in which such peace is situated now provide for the like offense when com- 
—— Shen — j ee p such State, ann the oa courts are 7 75 
y ction for su: urpose; and no su uent repeal of an 
such State law shall affect any such prosecution. z 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment reported by 
the committee. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was read, as follows: 


After the word “willfully,” in line 3, insert the word “ wantonly.” 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a blue print sent 
from the War Department, and I will ask the Clerk to read the 
indorsement on the back. I think members of the House can see 
the result of not having any regulation of vessels coming up the 
channel. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On June 17, 1898, grand junction box of grand up No. 3 was raised in 
order to locate and repair the injuries caused to triple group No. 16 by a 
heavily laden three-masted schooner beating through the mine field against 
a b wind on the previous day. The picture shows what a snarl the cables 
were in when the grand junction box was brought to the surface. To un- 
ravel the snarl all the cables had to be taken out of the grand junction box 
and joints broken, and then each cable separately unwound from the tan- 
gle—a work of several hours, 
S. W. ROESSLER, 


Captain, Corps of Engi: 
WILLETS POINT, June 18, 1898. = 3 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read by the Clerk 
the letter which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
601 Eighteenth Street NW., Washington, D. C., May 26, 1898. 
GENERAL: Notwithstanding that this office has refused to permit Capt. 
E. S. Randall, proprietor of the Potomac River Line of Steamboats and owner 
of River View wharf, to run his steamers from that wharf between 8 o'clock 
p. m. and 4o’clock a. m., as such would be in violation of the regulations 
authorized by the Secretary of War for the navigation of the Potomac River 
in time of war, it is reported to me by Lieutenant Morrow that his steamer, 
the Samuel J. Pentz, left that wharf as follows: 
May 22, 1898, about 8.30 p. m.; May 23, 1808. about 9.41 p. m.; May 24, 1898, 
about 10.07 p. m.; May 25, 1898, about 10.05 p. m. 
Also that the bulletin announced her hours of leaving that wharf on those 
nights as follows: 
ay 22, 1898, at 8.30 p. m.; May 23, 1898, at 9.30 p. m.; May 24, 1898, at 10 p. m.; 


Ma ne ony 10 p. m. 

Paragrap 1 and 2 of the said regulations are as follows: 

J. No vessel will be allowed to pass through the channel between the 
fortifications at Fort Washington, Md.,and Sheridan Point, Va., between the 
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hours of 8 p. m. and 4 a. m., or at times of heavy fogs. these pexiods 
CTC below the wharf at Sheridan Point 
or within 2 miles above the fortifications at Fort Washington. 

“2. No vessel will be allowed to anchor at any time within the aboye- 


named limits exce special authori 
r i GAA 3 & Michener, in a letter of 


tain A 
9 War. upon by me under date of 
May 24, 1808 (24943-11), claimed in effect that he had the right under the law 
i boat from River View wharf to Washington 
at any time between ph Page and 4 a. m., provided he got his boat to the w 
Depo is answered in my said report of May 24, to 
y refer. 
Captain Randall's steamer carries passengers, excursionists chiefly, on his 
evening trips from River View to Washington. 
It appears evident that he does not propose to fully obey the regulations 
referred to unless he is forced to do so. 
ings be instituted by the 


I would respectfully recommend that 
United States against Captain Randall if there is any law under which they 
can be 75 panunen bedient i 
ery respec , your obedient servani 
zá Ter a 8 ee J. arr 
teutena lone Corps o Engi neers. 
Brig, Gen. Jonx M. WILSON, 
thief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 
[First indorsement.] 
OFFICE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
; May 28, 1893. 
tfully submitted to the Secretary of War for his informa 
ret letter 


Respec 
connection with my indorsement of May 26, 
dall. I know of no 
n Randall for vio- 


ley & Michener in behalf of their client, Capt. E. S. 

law under which 3 can be taken against Captai 

lating the regulations governing the navigation of yom 2 me 30 War. 
Brigadier: General, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 


[Third indorsement.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 


Washington, D. C., June 7, 1898. 
Respectfully returned to the eer pot War. 

Engi — — —— i 8 Cape E. 8. Randall pre 

neers, ins: ro- 
prietor of the Potoaas River Line of Steamboats and owner of River View 
wharf, for violation of regulations prescribed vg tha Secretary of War for 
the navigation of the Potomac River. There is, however, no law for the en- 
forcement of the regulations. 

G. NORMAN LIEB 


9 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the blue print has to be returned to 
the War Department later, but in transmitting these letters to 
the Committee on Military Affairs the Secretary of War submits 
this letter, which I ask to have read, so that the House may have 
full information. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 10, 1898, 


Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a letter addressed to 
Department by Lieut. Col. Charles J. Allen, Corps of Engineers, concern 


ing a serious infraction of the tions established by this ee yn for 
the navigation of the Potomac River, together with indorsements thereon by 
Chief of Engineers and Judge-Advocate-General 


of the — 8 calling 
attention to the fact that there is no law for the enforcement of such regula- 
tions. This case is brought to the attention of your committee for considera- 
tion in connection with a bill now before it on the ae in the hope that 
the matter may receive the early favorable on of Congress. 


A R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War. 
Hon. JOHN A. T. HULL, 
Chairman Committee on Military i 
House o; tives. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the major of the Corps of Engineers 
in sending the blue print, was urgent that something of 5 kind 
should be enacted at once, so that we could at least compel these 
heavy vessels in going through the mine fields to be towed by 
tugs. I understand that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] desires to offer an amendment. I want to retain control of 
the floor. so that the consideration of the bill shall not take more 
than an hour. I ask the gentleman if he is ready to proceed with 
his amendment now? 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HULL, I yield twenty minutes. I suppose that will be 
sufficient. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the House 
for a moment, we shall have no serious trouble about this matter. 
This bill has for its object the protection of the mines placed by 
the Government in our harbors. A proper penalty is attached as 
a punishment for the destruction of mines,and soforth. That is 

right, and it ought to be passed without any sort of discussion 
or hesitation. The trouble grows out of this, and this only: By a 
previous act of Congressit was provided that a fort or defense upon 
the land of a private individual might be erected by the consent 
of the individual. 

Now, the question arises as to where the jurisdiction is in re- 

4 to these forts erected, wit the 5 of Th owner of ‘the 
and, upon private property. My point is this: t a private in- 
dividual can not confer jurisdiction upon the Federal courts over 
territory withina State without the consent of the State. To make 
it plain, A owns land on the coast and es his consent to the 
Government to put up a fort upon that land. The Government 


ee up a fort there, and a violation of this law occurs upon that 
erritory upon which the owner of the land has conceded the 
right of the Government to put up the fort. 

No action has been taken by the State in regard to the jurisdic- 
tion, soI contend that this bill ought to be for the pun- 
ishment of those whointerfere with these mines willfully, and I 
will go further and say carelessly; but you must confine it to the 
jurisdiction that is recognized by law, and there is no jurisdic- 
tion inside the territory of a State unless it is ceded by the State. 
That is the whole point. 

Now, to reach that point, on line 7 of the bill, soas to make the 
connection as intelligently as I can, any person— 
who shall willfully or maliciously— 
The amendment is put in there “ wantonly ”— 
injure or destroy any works or property or fortification or harbor defense 
owned or constructed or in process of construction by the United States. 
And here would come the amendment: 
der th 
ane a bet pe 3 ae =~ United States, as now provided by law, 
So the only object of the amendment is to confine the jurisdiction 
of the United States to the 5 as established by 
law. Now, then, I will pass over that. 
Wh fi i 
beon retained by the United States or sodod by the States (ver Which has 
That is correct— 
or which has been purchased with the consent of a State— 
That is correct— 


or is cone ied. upon the written consent of the owner of the land for the 
<= a a fort, magazine, arsenal, dockyard, or other needful building or 

That ought not to be in here. No individual of a State can 
concede jurisdiction to the United States. It must be the govern- 
ment of a State that concedes its jurisdiction, and not the action 
of a man or a citizen of a State. 

Now, I make that point, and any gentleman listening can 
clearly understand it. Here is A B. He concedes to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States the right to erect a fort upon his 
land. A murder is committed upon that territory. Where is the 
jurisdiction? Not with the Federal courts, but in the courts of 
the State. The jurisdiction ought to be retained in the State 
courts, because no citizen can concede away by a private contract 
the jurisdiction of the State. 

Now, that is this whole proposition; and I can not see why we 
should have a contention about this. It is only to keep us within 
the line of the law. Wherever the Government has jurisdiction 
that has been ceded by a State as the law now recognizes it, then 
there is no trouble about it. But this bill goes another step fur- 
ther, that, in my judgment, would not be sustained in the courts at 
all, and makes the jurisdiction of the United States depend upon 
the act of a citizen. Iwill yield the balance of my time to my 
colleague on the committee 7 — Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the bill by striking 
out section 2. 


As I understand the object of this bill, it is for the purpose of 
protecting the harbor defenses and fortifications constructed and 
used by the United States. Now, the first section of the bill cov- 
ers all of that, and it states that the United States courts shall 
= jurisdiction of the districts over which they have jurisdic- 

on. 

Now, we all know that the States are divided into two or three 
United States judicial districts, and if any offense against the 
United States is committed in those districts, why, then the 
United States courts no doubt have jurisdiction over them; and 
there is no conflict between the jurisdiction of the United States 
and of the State. So that section 1 covers all that is desired in 
this bill. Section 2 refers entirely to magazines. arsenals, and 
dockyards which are within the States, over which the juris- 
diction of the United States would apply. Therefore I can not 
see any reason for keeping in the bill section 2; and I hope that 
the chairman of the committee will accept the amendment. 

Mr. COX. I am perfectly willing to t the amendment 
made by my colleague for the amendment which I have proposed 
to the bill. Either one is satisfactory tome. The only objection 
Ihave is to the jurisdiction of the United States courts in this 
bill, and it ought not to be done as a matter of policy. It ought 
not to be extended upon doubtful questions, when the object of the 
bill is absolutely legitimate and proper, and that is for the United 
States to protect its own defenses. It ought not to bedone, It 
brings complications and uncertainty without reaching the rem- 
edy that is intended. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, in the judgment of the commit- 
tee the amendment now neoposad by the two gentlemen, members 
of the Committee on tary Affairs, was considered unimpor- 
tant and unnecessary. The first section of the bill provides a pun- 
ishment for the offenses at which it is directed, amendment 
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suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee to that section is of 
no moment, because the section does not attempt to extend the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts over any territory that it would 
not now have the jurisdiction 5 offenses committed 
within it, but confines the provisions of the bill strictly to a defini- 
tion of what shall constitute the offense and the punishment for it. 

Mr. HAY. Thatis what I say. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. So far as the first section is concerned the gen- 
tleman from Virginia agrees with my statement. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia insisted the second section 
of the bill should be stricken out. The purpose and object of the 
second section is to extend the jurisdiction to a class of offenses 
which it is now doubtful as to whether or not the Federal courts 
have jurisdiction, and upon reading the section it would seem to 
be clear to anyone that this class of offenses ought to be embraced 
within the penal powers of the Federal court. y f 

There may be, and yonr is, one question involved in this 
bill with reference to the jurisdiction of the Federal court bein 
extended to territory which under existing laws is not reco; 
as proper for the court to exercise jurisdiction concerning of- 
fenses committed therein. That questionable provision is in sec- 
tion 2, in these words: 


Or is occupied upon the written consent of the owner of the land. 


Iam not going to disagree so much with the gentlemen who 
raise the question upon that provision of the bill. But if they 
desire to perfect the bill, so that it shall be free from objections as 
relating to their own views on the question of jurisdiction, why 
not say they will move to strike out these words which I have 
just read? 

Mr. HAY. I did not catch the words. ; 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Take the words stated in line 6, section 2, com- 
mencing with the word “or” down to and meludia the word 
land.“ in line 7, and all objections would be removed. 

Mr. HAY. I think so. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Because they are the provisions to that extent 
that extend the jurisdiction to a class of offenses therein intended 
to be regulated and controlled relating to territory the jurisdic- 
tion over which has been retained by the United States. That is 
one class. Who can object to the Federal court exercising juris- 
diction within such territory? 

Mr. COX. Nobody. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is the law now. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. ‘Or where it has been ceded to it by a State.” 

Mr. COX. That is right. : 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Or which have been purchased with the con- 
sent of the State.” There can be no question about that. 

Mr. COX. That is right, 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I say that the objectionable 
provision is contained in lines 6 and 7, on page 2 of the bill. 

Mr. HAY. I will withdraw the amendment I have offered to 
strike out section 2, if the gentleman will offer that as an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to- offer it as an 
amendment, 

Mr. HAY. Then I shall offer it as an amendment. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Certainly. e 

Mr. COX. Because we can get to the pointin a minute. The 
bill is all right, in my judgment, except as to this one point, and 
that is whether the owner of the land ceding the right to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to erect a fort can by law extend 
over it the jurisdiction of the United States. If the gentleman 
will take that out of the bill, I will support it cheerfully. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Then the gentleman from Tennessee virtually 
abandons the amendment that he offered to the first section of the 
bill, 

Mr. HAY. He has withdrawn that. 

Mr. COX. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I have withdrawn 


that. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. The reason I am not willing to offer any such 
amendment as suggested is this, that the question is divisible. 
There may be attached to the shore, pursuant to a license or per- 
mit of the owner of the land, certain mine connections, and yet 
the mine itself be located so as to be within the provisionsrelating 
to riparian rights over which the United States has jurisdiction, 
Rather than strike that provision out and allow some who might 
be offenders to escape, I would prefer to see it retained, and the 
committee would so prefer, in order that if the mines beyond the 
shore should be injured the Federal court Fa have jurisdiction, 
and thereby secure punishment of the offender. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield once more? And then I 
will not ee 5 him again. 

Mr. GRIFFIN, Certainly. 

Mr, COX, Suppose you take a fort erected by the United States 


by consent of the owner of the land, under the legislation which 


we have had (and I voted for it), and an offense arises upon that 
territory where the consent of the owners wasobtained. Now, the 
difference between the gentleman from Wisconsin and myself is 
this: I say that the owner can not concede jurisdiction to the 
Federal courts without the consent of the State, and I say the 
courts of the United States could not punish that offense on that 
territory unless the State itself ceded the jurisdiction. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Iwill say to the gentleman that the offender 
then goes unpunished. 

Mr. COX. No; you can punish him in the State court. 

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will yield to me, 
I will withdraw the amendment I did offer and will offer as an 
amendment to the bill, to strike out of line 6, section 2, the words 
“toris occupied upon the written consent of the owner of the land.” 

Mr. GRIFFIN, I will yield to the gentleman to submit that 
amendment, 

Mr. HAY. Ido not wish to be heard upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payne). The gentleman 
from Virginia offers the following amendment, which the Clerk 
will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 6 and 7 2, after the word “State,” the following: 
“Or is occupied upon the written consent of the owner of the land.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. Now there is no objection to the bill,in my judg- 


ment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing 
to the amendment recommended by the committee, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I have read this 
bill very carefully, and it does not seem to cover the difficulty, 
which is that the steamers on the Potomac River and elsewhere 
violate the regulations of the War Department by sailing any- 
where that they please. 

The bill does not meet this difficulty. It does not punish breach 
of the raiona unless there is injury to the mines or interfer- 
ence with their operation. It provides only that any person who 
shall willfully or maliciously or wantonly trespass upon, injure, 
or destroy any of the works or property or material of any sub- 
marine mine or torpedo, or fortification or harbor-defense system 
owned or constructed or in process of construction by the United 
States, or shall willfully or maliciously or wantonly interefere 
with the operation or use of any such submarine mine, torpedo, 
fortification, or harbor-defense system,” shall be punished by fine 
or imprisonment. 

Will not the captain take the risk? Will he not take the re- 
sponsibility of going ahead if his boat is of light draft and sailing 
around in the harbor defenses? Will he not take the chance of 
avoiding injury, with,the further chance, in case injury result, 
that no jury will find that he did it wantonly and maliciously? 
This chance is what is now being taken, and there ought to be 
some punishment provided for men who insist on breaking the 
regulations of the United States and imperiling the lives of pas- 
sengers aboard their boats. These regulations are for the benefit 
of the public as well as for the benefit of the Government, and I 
propose the following amendment: 

Mr, PITNEY. Does the gentleman state that the bill makes no 
provision for the punishment of a person who breaks the regula- 
tions of the United States? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. No; and not even for actual in- 
jury to the mines unless the injury is done “ willfully, maliciously, 
or wantonly.” I therefore propose the following amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 10, page 1, after the word “system.” the following: or shall 
8 willfully, or wantonly violate any regulation of the War Depart- 


ment that has been or shall be made for the protection of such mines, torpedo 
fortifications, or harbor-defense system.” 


Mr. HULL. That is right; that will help the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COOKS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. HULL. I call up the bill (H. R. 10693) directing the enlist- 
— 5 of cooks in the Regular and Volunteer armies of the United 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause to be enlisted ineach company, battery, and troop 
in the and Volunteer armies of the United States, as — 905 of the 
aul enlisted strength thereof, under rules to be prescri by him, a 
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competent person as cook, who shall take rank as and be allowed the pay of 
a corporalof the arm of the service to which he belongs, and whose duties in 
connection with the preparation and serving of the food of the enlisted men 
of the company, battery, or troop, and with the supervision and instruction 
of enlisted men hereby authorized to be detailed to assist him, shall be pre- 
scribed in the regulations for the government of the Army. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What is to be the pay of these men? 

Mr. HULL. They will get the pay of corporals, which, I think, 
is about $2 a month more than the pay of a private. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will this bill interfere with the mess system? 

Mr. HULL. The bill permits the detail of enlisted men for the 
instruction of others in cooking; and the men are permitted to 
divide themselves up into smaller messes if they want to. 

The report is quite full and can be read if any gentleman desires 
it. The measure is essential not only to the health of theenlisted 
men, but as a matter of economy in caring for and preparing their 


Mr. HANDY. I think this is a ill. 
Mr. HULL. I am much obli to the gentleman from Dela- 


ware. 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
it was sonnan read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


POST QUARTERMASTER-SERGEANTS, 


Mr. HULL. I call up the bill (H. R. 10051) to increase the 
number of post quartermaster-sergeants in the United States 
Arm 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the number of post quartermaster-sergeants of 
the Army be increased by the addition of twenty-five pe quartermaster- 
sergeants, to be appointed by the Secretary of War in the manner now pro- 
vided for by law. 


r HANDY, Was not a bill for this same purpose passed re- 
cently? 

Mr. HULL. This bill has not passed. It was up once before, 
and quite a majority of the House was in favor of it; but accord- 
ing to my recollection the question of a quorum was raised 
against it. 

I will say to the gentleman from Delaware that within the last 
three days the commanding officer at Fort Washington has been 
urging me to get this bill through because these officers are very 
much needed; it is impossible to get along without them; and 
their appointment is, I think, a matter of economy. 


— 


Mr. DY. The gentleman refreshes my memory. The bill 
was up before; and the gentleman satisfied me then that the bill 
was a good one. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SECOND ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. HULL. I call up the bill (S. 4678) providing for a Second 
Assistant Secre of War. 

Me Ha F. ah Speaker, I hope this bill will not be 

ù . Mr. er, I hope no pert 
So far as I can understand, there is no necessity for it. e civil 
war was fought through for four years, and for the first time 
then an Assistant Secretary of War was created. 

Mr. HULL. If there is objection to the bill, I will ask unani- 
mons consent to withdraw it for the present, until we get through 
with other measures. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 


RANK OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 
Mr. HULL. The Committee on Military Affairs at its meeting 


3 instructed me to ask for the passage of the joint, 


resolution (H. Res. 270) to correct an omission relative to signal 
officers on the staff of corps commanders. I call up that resolu- 
tion. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That so much of section 10 of the act of Congress approved 
April 25, 1898, as provides that the staff of the general commanding an po 
corps shall consist of certain officers with the rank of lieutenant-colonel 
be held to include among such officers a chief signal officer. 

Mr. HANDY. I should like to know the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. HULL. There is no written or printed report accompany- 
ing the bill, as the committee did not act on it until this morn- 
ing. The purpose of the bill is simply this: In the Volunteer 
Army bill that we passed some time ago provision was made that 
certain officers on the staff of corps commanders should have the 
rank of lieutenant-colonel. In designating those officers the chief 
signal officer was inadvertently omitted. A bill to correct the 
omission was sent to the committee some time ago by the War 
Department, but by reason of some oversight the measure was 
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not considered until it was brought up here yesterday by my col- 
league [Mr. Lacey] as an amendment, and ruled out upon a point 
of order made by the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 8 

Mr. HAY. No; it was ruled out on a point made by me. I do 
not want my friend from Iowa to do any injustice to the gentle- 
man from Delaware. 

Mr. HULL, I would never do that willingly. 

Mr. HANDY. I raised one point and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia objected to consideration at another time. 

Mr. HULL. The Committee on Military Affairs took up this 
resolution this morning. They came to the conclusion that this 
signal officer on the staff of a corps commander is more necessary 
in this war than in ordinary wars; and I think there was no vote 
except in the affirmative as to the propriety of at once reporting 
and passing the bill. It creates no rank not already provided for 
in the volunteer staff, and will expire at the close of the war. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ERECTION OF CHAPEL, WEST POINT, 


Mr. HULL. I now call up for consideration the bill H. R. 
6149, a bill authorizing the Secretary of War to exercise his dis- 
cretion in certain cases. 

The SPEAKER pro 3 The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

B: it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may au- 
thorize the erection of a building for religious worship by any denomination, 
sect, or religion on any mili reservation of the United States: 9 
That the erection of such bui g will not interfere with the uses of sai 
reservation for military purposes. Said building shall be erected without 
any expense whatever to the Government of the United States, and shall be 
removed from the reservation whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War, military necessity shall require it. : 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may authorize the erection 
of a building for religious worship by any denomination, sect, or religion on 
the West Point Military Reservation: Provided, That the erection of such 
building will not interfere with the uses of said reservation for military pur- 
poses. Said buil shall be erected without any expense whatever to the 
Government of the United States, and shall be removed from the reserva- 
tion or its location changed by the denomination. sect, or religious body 
erecting the same whenever, in the es of the Secretary of War, public 
or mili necessity shall require it, and without compensation for such 
building or any other expense whatever to the Government.“ 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
in charge of this matter, Mr. Speaker, that he withdraw the bill 
for the present, because from my personal knowledge there are a 
certain number of members who are absolutely opposed io its 
present consideration and passage, and I shall myself be com- 
pelled to enter the point of no quorum if its consideration is in- 
sisted upon at this time. 

Mr. ARNOLD. And it is not a war measure. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is not a war measure, certainly. 

Mr. HANDY. It is just as much a war measure as the bill just 
passed to give a sinecure office for life to a military storekeeper. 

Mr. L. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in the reading of 
the resolution or rule giving to the Military Committee the two 
days that confines them exclusively to war measures. It is true 
the committee may not have had the rule if it were not for the 
fact that the passage of certain war measures was urgently 
demanded. 

But in the four years of service which I have spent in the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs under Democratic chairmen of that 
committee, there was not in any long session of Congress an oc- 
casion where the committee had not the opportunity to report its 
measures, and justify its action before the House, and from one 
to two days were ea that committee each session. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me— 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

5 N OPEN: ar 5 view of the oon thata argo nanten of 
bills are pending, which are necessary to be passed for the Military 
Committee, I would like to ask the gentleman if it would not beas 
well to withdraw this bill from present consideration, it not being 


absolutely n at this time? 
Mr. HULL, Well, Mr. Speaker, I can only say that in one sense 


of the word the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs is 
the servant of the committee. He must carry out, as far as he 
can, its dictates and wishes, Instruction has been given by a vote 
of the committee in reference to the matters to be called up. I 
was instructed by the committee positively to call up this bill. 
And let me say further to the gentleman and to the House that if 
anyone will take the trouble to goto West Point and look over the 
grounds he will see that this permit can be given without embar- 
rassment, and without injury to any interest of the Government, 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in juiry. 


1898. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will state it. : 

Mr. COX. Will the Speaker kindly inform me how this kind of 
a bill has any privilege under any of the rules of the House? 

The SPEARER pro tempore, The rule under which we are 
operating to-day provides for the consideration of business re- 
ported from the Committee on Mili Affairs, and this bill is 
called up by the chairman of that committee. 

Mr. COX. Do I understand that this matter is one reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER oh kd tempore, This bill has been so reported, 
and has been called up by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HAY. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
it comes with the unanimous report of the committee, 

Mr. COX. Is the bill reported with an amendment? 

Mr. HAY. Itis. 

Mr. COX. Well, Mr. Speaker, can this bill, under the rule 
which has been agreed upon, be considered as a privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks that under the 
rules it is privileged to be called up and considered now. 

Mr. Cox. Very well. ‘ i 
Mr. HAY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to submit a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. HAY. Can not the chairman of the Committee on Mili 
Affairs withdraw the bill now and bring it up afterwards? 
mean, would he not have the parine of bringing it up within 
the time given to the committee? Not that I desire personally 
that it shall be withdrawn, for I am in favor of the bill; but sim- 
ply to meet the 1 which seems to have been incurred. 

in. SULZER. f Sporre; this is a fair, honest, and just bill. 
It ought to pass this House to-day without opposition., In my 
opinion, no fair-minded man can object to it or will object to it. 

This bill provides that the Secretary of War, in his discretion, 
may authorize the erection of a building for religious worship by 
any denomination, sect, or aan Seg on the West Point Military 
Reservation. It also provides that said building shall be erected 
without any expense to the Government, and shall be removed 
whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, military neces- 
sity shall require it. That is all there is to the bill, and the War 
De ent is in favor of it, or, at all events, has no objection 


The gentleman from Tennessee 


to it. 

The bill has been carefully considered by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and that committee unanimously report it to 
this House and favor its passage. 8 

In my judgment, this bill is a worthy and meritorious measure, 
and its critics, I feel confident, will agree with me after careful 
investigation. The bill is also favored by the people at the West 
Point 1 

Let me say, I stand for religious freedom in its broadest sense. 
I am very liberal in regard to religious matters. I respect every 
man’s religion, and I want every man in this country to have the 
unquestioned right to worship his Maker in his own way and in 
accordance with his own faith. I hate bigotry and fanaticism, 
and I know the passage of this bill is KANAT DOSNT in order 
that a great many people at the West Point Military Reservation 
may enjoy the right to worship God according to the dictates of 
their own consciences. No one here will dare to deny that right, 
and yet I know that in many ways and in many places it is sub- 
stantially denied. This bill is sure to do some good. In no way 
can it do harm. 

For one, sir, I make bold to say that I do not believe there is a 
man in this House who is so illiberal, so bigoted, and so narrow- 
minded that he is not willing to give his fellow-man the same 
religious rights he enjoys, that is, the right to worship his God in 
his own way, and according to his own heart. If there be sucha 
man, he ought to hang his head inshame. He is not in touch 
with the liberal spirit of his age. 

This bill was introduced by the gentleman from New York 
Mr. Satan , and although he is necessarily absent to-day, I know 
eis heartily in favor of its passage. He represents the district 

in which the military reservation at West Point is located, and 
he knows how essential is the passage of this bill in the interest 
of a 8 class of people there. He advocates the passage of the 
bill in their interest. I sincerely hope now that no member of 
this body will raise an objection to its passage, but that unanimous 
action will be taken in reference to it. 

There is not a single tenable objection that can be urged against 
this bill. It is as fair to one denomination as another. It lodges 
the whole discretionary pover in the hands of the Secretary of 
War, and it does not apply to any of the reservations of the Gov- 
ernment but the one at West Point, and that reservation is quite 
remote from any town or village of any size, and hence at West 
Point church facilities are peer limited. 

When we fre this authority to the Secretary of War, I do not 
believe the discretion will ever be abused. I think we can safely 
trust this power and right to an officer of the Cabinet. And so, 
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r how any man can te opposi 
i 


It ought to this House by a unanimous vote. And, sir, it 
will if you believe in the Constitution of the United States, if you 
believe in freedom of worship, and if you believe in religious 
liberty. If you do, you will support this measure. If you do not 
believe in the Constitution and the freedom of worship and religi- 
ous liberty, you will vote against this bill. I know several times, 
when the bill has been brought up heretofore, it has been objected 
to. Iam pae to say, sir, that several members who formerly ob- 
jected to this bill withdrew their objection after a careful investi- 
gation, and they now say that the bill ought to pass. The bill 

ives no especial privilege to any church or any denomination. 

tis as fair to one as another. The bill simply gives the Secre- 
tary of War the discretionary power. The whole matter will be 
in his hands, and surely we ought to be able to trust him in re- 
gard to this matter. 

A Member. Is not this bill intended to give the Catholic Church 
a chapel at West Point? , 

Mr. SULZER. Oh, no. The bill provides that any church can 
build a chapel at West Point if the Secretary of War gives his 
consent, but I want to be entirely frank with all gentlemen. I 
do not believe in concealing anything regarding this bill from 
this House, If this bill becomes a law, I believe, in fact there is 
no doubt, that the Catholic Church will request the right to erect 
a chapel at West Point, and the permission will be given. We 
know that at West Point there are a great many officers, a great 
many cadets, a 1 Se many soldiers who live there, and who must 
live there, who belong to the Catholic Church and who demand 
the right to worship God according to the rites of that church. 
This bill will give them the right to worship God in a chapel of 
their own. ey sughi to have that right. Ihave only pity for 
the bigot in these closing years of the nineteenth century who 
would deny them that right. 

Mr. POWERS. Do other denominations have chapels on this 
reservation? 

Mr. SULZER. There is a Protestant church there now, a Goy- 
ernment church, and there is a sort of a chapel there also used by 
the Catholics, which is utterly inadequate. 

This little chapel is down in a hollow, and I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont that it is totally unfit and inadequate. It 
is nothing more nor less than an old ramshackle, barn-like sort of 
a Sag Oe 

Mr. POWERS. Ihave not the E pepe objection on the ground 
that it is asked for by Catholics. The only question in my mind 
is whether we shall cover the entire reservation with churches. 

Mr. SULZER. There is no danger of that. It can not be done, 
and it will not be done—— 

Mr. POWERS. Other churches will seek the same privilege. 

Mr. SULZER. No; I think not, because all of the people of 
other denominations on the reservation, that is, those people who 
believe in the Protestant faith, worship in one church; that is the 
Government church. That is not so with those of the Catholic 
faith. They must worship in a church of their own or not at all. 
I believe this is so, although I do not belong to the Catholic Church 
myself. My parents were very strict Presbyterians, and I was 
brought up in that church. I believe in all churches, and 1 be- 
lieve they all do good. Iam now, always have been, and always 
will be a firm believer in religious liberty and in religious freedom. 

I believe that every man in this country ought to have the right 
to worship God according to the dictates of his own conscience, 
and I am prone of the fact that while I was a member of the leg- 
islature of the State of New York I placed on the statute books of 
the Empire State the law guaranteeing freedom of worship and 
religious freedom to all. 2 We boast that this is a 
land of civil and religious liberty. Let us prove it to-day. One 
of the best ways to prove itis to pass this bill. 


Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois pe 
PELENE] such time as he desires, reserving the balance of my 
ime, 


Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio rises 
to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I want to know whether the gentleman 
from New York has any time to yield? : 

Mr. SULZER. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker, and I am a mem- 
ber of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
was recognized, no other gentleman rising. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I supposed he rose for the purpose of mak- 


ing a apa i inquiry. 
r. SULZER. Not at all. You did not listen to me. 
Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. Speaker, I wish to express my hearty ap- 
roval of this bill. Itis only just and fair that it should pass, 
personal investigation at West Point I find that the youn 
men there whose belief is other than that of the Protestant fait 
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have on Sundays to be marched in charge of an officer or proper 
official down under the hill where there is an inconvenient and 
undesirable building. At the time of ip a 5 
is erected. This building is not suitable for religious ip for 
any denomination. A tem altar is erected, and when the 
services are concluded it is taken down. 

This bill simply gives to any denomination the privilege, under 
proper restrictions, after obtaining the approval of the Govern- 
ment, of erecting a chapel there. It is simply right and just to 
every man to it him to worship as his conscience dictates. It 
is not desirable that these young men should be put to this incon- 
venience and taken down under the hill in the manner in which I 
have described. Isincerely hope, as a matter of justice and sim- 
ple fairness, that the bill will become a law. Lwas reared a Protes- 
tant, but I want every person to have the privilege and opportu- 
nity to TER just as they deem best and most proper. 

Mr. CANNON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I merely want to ask a question, so as to under- 
stand the facts. There is a Government chapel on the West Point 
Reservation? 

Mr. B Yes. 


. And that is occupied by a Protestant chaplain? 
Mr. BELKNAP. Yes. 

E Paid from the Government Treasury? 
Mr. BELKNAP. Yes. 


Mr. DANFORD. Not necessarily so. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not asking whether it is necessarily so; 
but I am asking whether it is so? i 

Mr. BELKNAP. At present it is occupied by an Episcopalian 
minister. 

Mr. CANNON. Whatever chaplain occupies it, he is the Gov- 
ernment chaplain. 

Mr. B AP. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Paid from the Treasury? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Yes. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to ask two more questions, This 
bill as amended, if I understand it, permits any denomination, 
under the a 1 and within the discretion of the Secretary of 
War, to bull a church there at their own expense? 

Mr. BELKNAP. It does. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to ask still another question. 
Well, I do not know that I want to ask it. This allows anyone to 
do that? 

Mr. SULZER. It does. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Exactly; and furthermore I will say 

Mr. CANNON. I do want to ask one further question. I want 
to ask whether one or more churches can be t there without 
injury to the public service? : 

BE AP. I can 3 in response to that inquiry, 
that I was a member of the Board of Visitors at West Point for 
the year 1897, and from personal observation there is plenty of 
room for one, two, three, or maybe more churches to be erected 
at convenient places for the men to worship, and it will not in- 
convenience the military requirements of peed ari 

Mr. CANNON. Is it proposed by this legislation to pay any of 
the expense of building the church or the maintenance and minis- 
tration there by the Government? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Not one cent. The denomination erecting it 
must take charge of its own church and stand all the expense in 
every particular. A 

Mr. CANNON. One further question. Can the gentleman 
conceive now of any 3 objection to the passage of this bill? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Not to my mind, by any gentlemen who will 
look at it 8 and squarely. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman yield to me now for a 
question? Do you believe that any private body of people who 
want to build a church should be allowed to go upon a public res- 
ervution and build a church without the Congress of the United 
States passes a bill to give them that authority? d 

Mr. BELKNAP. I believe that when conscience dictates that 
men should worship in a certain way, they should have that priv- 
ilege accorded them. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you think that there should be any 
power given to the Secretary of War or the President to permit 
any repon body to come upon the grounds of the Capitol here 
5 bui d a church so that they might dictate religiously to mem- 

rs? 

Mr. SULZER. That is entirely different. The case is not 


analogous. 
Mr, BELKNAP, That is not this bill. The bill in question 


mig gives the men in the military service of the United States 
at West Point the privilege and opportunity to worship as their 
consciences 


dictate. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. S 


peaker 
Mr. SULZER. I have the floor, but I yield it to the gentleman | to th 


from Iowa. 


Mr. HULL. Ihave the floor in my own right, and had itin 
the beginning. 

The SP. R pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Iowa, chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. I want very briefly to review for the House some 
psi roy history of the Government in regard to matters simi- 
lar to When Mr. McCreary was Secretary of War, a propo- 
sition came before the War Department for what is called a rev- 
ocable permit to erect a chapel—I think at Leavenworth-and 
the Secretary of War, Mr. McCreary, held that he had power to 
grant a revocable permit; and there was ee given to build 
a chapel at Leavenworth, under a revocable provision, which pro- 
vided that whenever the Government needed the ground the 
building should be removed withont expense to the Government. 
Secretary McCreary was an able lawyer. 

That has been maintained from that time to this. At one time 
the Government, needing the original location, required the re- 
moval to another site, which was done, and the Government has 
not suffered any loss and no citizen has been ruined, And the 
War Department held from that time down to two years ago that 
they could 1 this revocable permit on any military reservation. 
Now, as to West Point; some two years ago the Catholic Church 
raised $20,000 and applied to the Secretary of War, Mr. Lamont, 
for a revocable permit to erect a chapel at West Point, and that 
was granted in the closing days of President Cleveland's Admin- 
istration. Before it was consummated and the contracts drawn 
up, however, the Administration changed. 

President McKinley ht into his Cabinet an Attorney-Gen- 
eral—and while we are ing about Catholics I may say that 
Attorney-General McKenna is a devout Catholic—and when the 
question was brought before him for official construction, heheld— 
and it is the first time it had been held that way since the days of 
the Hayes Administration—that the power rested only in Congress 
to grant this permission to occupy any reservation. I think At- 
torney-General McKenna was right. This question was up last 
Congress, but that was in another line—to pass a joint ution 
prohibiting the Secretary of War or the Attorney-General enter- 
ing into any such contracts without power being granted by Con- 
gress. It was never reported or acted on. 

Now, this money has been raised for the purpose of erecting a 
chapel at West Point. The proposition was before the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs to give that right on all military reserva- 
tions, but the committee was very strenuously opposed to that, 
and there is a reason why they should treat this differently from 
other reservations. West Point is a military school. We have 
some 5,000 acres of land there, only a small part of which is used 
for buildings, the rest being in drives and scenery, and ample 
room for anything whatever of this kind that may be done. It is 
a permanent school, where boys are gathered from all parts of 
the United States, one from each Congressional district of the 
United States, one from each Territory, and ten appointed by the 
President at large. 

These boys represent both Protestants and Catholics. An average 
from 25 to 30 Catholic boys attend the school ascadets. The regu- 
lations of the school are that the cadets can not leave the grounds 
to go to church; they must attend on the grounds or go ont under 
the es of an officer, unless excused. At one time the authori- 
ties at West Point itted the cadets to attend church in a small 
town below called Highland Falls, but it wasso utterly subversive 
of discipline—the young fellows got out and into saloons—that the 
authorities put a stop to it. They then gave permission to the 
Catholics to use an old barn of a building on the grounds, but 
it is down under the hill in a — needed for a storehouse for 
= and other things, and yet the Catholics to-day are occupying 


Now, another thing. The detail of soldiers at the Academy have 
been for years more than three-quarters of them members of the 
Catholic Church. I say this because I do not think the Protestant 
churches willapply for a permit, although they have a right toapply 
on the same terms under this bill as have the Catholics. There is 
nothing in the bill that says Protestant or Catholic“ in any 
way; but, treating the matter fairly, we might as well recognize 
that it is for the purpose of accommodating the cadets and profes- 
sors that can not be accommodated under present circumstances. 
There is an average of six professors at the school who are Catho- 
lics, I know very little about the Catholic Church myself. Iwas 
raised as a Methodist, but for the last fifteen or twenty years I 
have not worked at it very hard. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, if there were to-day 35 cadets of the Metho- 
dist Church, and there were 50 enlisted men of the Methodist per- 
suasion, and 6 professors of the Methodist persuasion, who had no 
church facilities at all, and they came knocking at the door of 
Co’ , and asking for a general law that would give them au- 
ty to build a church at their own expense, and pay the ex- 
penses and would agree to remove the building without expense 

e Government whenever the Government ordered them to do 
£0, I should say it was hard lines if my Methodist friends could not 
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have the permission which they ask. This is not like a reserva- 
tion in any other ö 
they have e. It is a permanent post for enlisted 
men experienced in instruction that can give it instruction in 
drill, ete. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not a fact that the officers and cadets and 
soldiers at West Point are forbidden to go off the reservation to 
attend church? $ 

Mr. HULL. They have to get a permit to go. ; 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is there not a chapel there dedicated for 
worship in the Protestant faith? . 

Mr. HULL. I do not know whether it was ever dedicated or 
not. There is a Government chapel there. The post chaplain 
has charge of that absolutely. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. He isa Protestant? 

75 HULL. He may be a Catholic under the law, but he never 
been. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Then this bill is to put the Catholics on 
an git Ble the Protestants? $ 

Mr. HULL. No; the chapel that is there now is filled by a post 
chaplain, and the Government pays him $2,000 a year; in addition 
the Government pays all the expenses of caring for the building, 
lighting it, and soforth. This bill proposes to let the Catholics 
or the 1 or the Methodists or any other sect that ap- 

lies put up a building upon the reservation, if the Secretary of 
ar consents, with a revocable permit that they shall take it 
down whenever the Government orders, and for the time the 
building is there the sect that erects it must keep it up and pay 
for heating and lighting it and for all the services connected with 


carrying it on. it is ordered removed, it shall be done with- 
out e to the Government. That is all there is to it. 
Mr. POWERS. As I understand, the gentleman argues that 


anted because the cadets should have 


the permit ought to be 3 0 
according to the dictates of their own 


the right to worship 
conscience? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. The practical test has resulted that when the 
had an opportunity to go outside of the reservation to atten 
church they brought up in a saloon. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HULL. That is hardly a fair statement. I have known 
both Protestant and Catholic boys, when they got out from under 
discipline, to go astray. I have seen officers and privates from 
Camp Alger drunk within the last week, but that is no reflection 
on their religion, and I do not think it is a fair statement. Boys 
at school, kept under strict military discipline and training, are 
liable to go astray when out from under that discipline. 

Mr. POWERS. Ido not blame the bo 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL]. 8 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not 1 may to discuss 
the merits of this bill. The objection which I have to it is to its 

ent consideration by the House when there are at this time so 

e 
very co able of op n lass o on. 
I think so important a measure, establishing so ag ripen a prec- 
edent in to Government reservations, for applies not 
only to West Point d 
nN HULL. Oh, yes; the bill limits this exclusively to West 


oint, 

Mr. BROMWELL. Well, su it does; it is one that will 
be used as an entering wedge for every other reservation in the 
United States. i 

Now, I say that the committee ought not to have brought in 
this bill at this time, It is well known that when this or similar 
measures haye been broughi 5 in this House heretofore they 
have met with very considerable opposition from conscientious 
members, who have a right to be heard. It was upon this ground 
more than upon the general merits of the bill that I proposed to 
raise the question of consideration. I presume, however, that the 
discussion of the bill has gone sofar that that quano can not be 
raised now; but I do propose to say to the gentleman in charge of 
the bill that in order to pass it to-day he will have to have a 
quorum of the House present. 

Mr. SULZER. We had a roll call here afew moments ago, and 
there was a gouan present. 

Mr. BROMWELL. If there is a quorum present and the bill 
can be put through, all right; if there is not a quorum, the bill 
will not go through, and other legislation far more important and 
necessary will be retarded by the fact that this bill is brought in 
at this time. 

Mr. SULZER. Are you opposed to this bill? 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is neither here nor there. The gen- 
tleman will find when I come to vote what is my position on the 
merits of the bill, I never shirk a vote, 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to know whether you have the 


coura, 
Mr. BROMWELL. I have the courage to say and do what I 


of the United States. It is a school where | by 


deem right, and I do not propose to be bulldozed or browbeaten 
the gentleman from New York. When my vote is recorded, 
he will find where I stand. 


Mr. SULZER. There is no attempt to browbeat or bulldoze; it 
is merely a question of the gentleman having the courage to de- 
clare his convictions. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER re tenpoa; The gentleman from Ohio de- 
clines to yield, and must be permitted to proceed without inter- 
ruption. 5 

r. BROMWELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, I do not 
propose to discuss the merits of this bill. Iam familiar with the 
situation at West Point. I know there is a chapel there which is 
controlled by the chaplain, who for the time being is resident at 
that post. If he is an Episcopalian, the services at that chapel 
are, I understand, the Episcopal services. If he should be a Pres- 
byterian, the service would be the Presbyterian service; if he is a 

ethodist, the service will be a Methodist service. 

Now, I want to say that among the various branches of the 
Protestant Church there are just as decided views and objections 
in reference to the different forms of Protestant service as the 
differences between the Protestant Church and the Catholics; and 
if we are going to open up a discussion as to what denomination 
shall control the religious services of the cadets at West Point, we 
might just as well have it unders that permission is to be 
given to all the various sects of the Protestant Church to put up 
chapels on those grounds and have separate religious services. 

Mr. SULZER. This bill provides that. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It seems to me, Mr. S 
thing to do is to have a Government chapel that shall be open to 
all denominations and let the time be divided among those de- 
nominations, so that each can hold its own service in the one 
chapel. There would be no difficulty in permitting the Catholics 
to hold their service on Sunday morning and the Protestants to 
hold theirs in the afternoon. ere is no desecration of a build- 
8 denomination using it. That, it seems to me, 
would be the sensible and reasonable way of 3 matter. 

There are but few Catholics among the cadets; there are but 
few enlisted men there who are Catholics; there are still fewer 
professors or officers at that post who are Catholics. Yet it is 
proposed to construct a chapel on those Government grounds and 
put it under the control of a particular sect, and practically to 
recognize in this way one denomination, op to the whole of 
the great Protestant denominations or churches, and without giv- 
ae ual opportunity to these various sects of the Protestant 

urch. 

Mr. HULL. My friend has not read the bill. It does not saya 
word to warrant the statement he has just made. It provides that 
the building or buildings which may be erected as chapels may be 
under the control of any sect. 

Mr. BROMWELL. e bill is very skillfully worded, in gen- 
eral language; but every one of us knows, and the gentleman from 
New York admits it, that this bill has been prepared in order to 
enable a particular church to construct a particular chapel. Ifor 
one do not believe that such a bill should be permitted to pass this 
House when so large a proportion of its membership is prepared 
to object to it and to show good reasons why its provisions could 


not pass into law. 
How do you know that? 


er, that the proper 


Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I know it just as all of us know such 
things—by conversation among members. 

Mr. SULZER. Has the gentleman made a canvass of the House 
in regard to this question? 

Mr. BRO That is neither here nor there. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Ido not believe that this bill is 
subject to the criticism which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
5 makes. Under the por of the bill my church, 
the Methodist Church—I am a kind of a brother-in-law to that 
church, that is about as near as I can get [laughter]—will have 
just as much right to build a chapel there as the Catholic Church 
or any other; and so long as the church which may erect there a 
chapel does not interfere with the business of the post or with the 
religious services of other denominations, and so long as it pays 
its own bills, I see no objection. 

Mr. HULL. I yield now to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BERRY] for ten minutes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I learned, a long while ago, when 
I read the Constitution of my country, that it was somewhat im- 
perfect when it was adopted by the framers of that instrument; 
and the first amendment made to the Constitution, penned as it 
probably was by Thomas Jefferson himself, was to the effect that 
religious freedom should be one of the privileges of the people of 
the United States. Knowing that fact, I must confess myself 
somewhat astonished that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brom- 
WELL] who has just taken his seat, living as he does in a Catho- 
lic center and among a Catholic community, should take the posi- 
tion he has assumed here; that is, to make this bill, if it be passed, 
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applicable only to the Catholic Church. Under the bill, as its 
terms distinctly declare, any religious denomination in the United 
States can, with the permission of the Secretary of War, go on 
the public reservation at West Point and construct a chapel to 
be conducted in accordance with the tenets of their own particu- 
lar faith. There is no exclusion for any, and no special privileges 
accorded. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BERRY. Certain 4 

Mr. BROMWELL. Did not the gentleman hear the gentleman 

-from New York [Mr. SULZER] a few moments ago explain what 
the ieee of the bill was? 5 

. BERRY. I do not care what any gentleman may say in 
reference to the matter. The facts are in evidence on the face of 
the bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Did not the gentleman hear the statement 
that this is for the benefit of the Catholics? s 

Mr. BERRY. Isay to the gentleman from Ohio that this bill 
does not give and does not pro to give a dollar to the Catholic 
Church or to sy particular denomination in the United States 
for the erection of a church at West Point. Iam only sorry, Mr. 
Speaker, that some of our Protestant denominations do not seem 
to have the same energy that has been exhibited by the Catholics 
and put up buildings for their people and for the water hed their 
God according to their religious belief. I regret that they have 
not shown the energy that the Catholic people have shown and 
are showing in this country. 

This only gives to any denomination the right to use a part of 
the reservation for the purpose contemplated. It only authorizes 
them to erect a chapel, which may be removed whenever the 
Government so directs. It gives no one any permanent foothold. 
The Methodist, Baptist, or any other denomination can avail 
themselves of its provisions. Why, then, will you object to allow- 
ing men who have a particular belief, that is not in contravention 
of the Constitution or of any enactment that Congress has made 
in reference thereto, the privilege, at their own expense, to pro- 
vide a place for worshiping God according to their own religious 
opinions and beliefs? 

There are at West Point many young men, employees and offi- 
cers of the Army also, who desire the privilege of worshiping in 
the church of their own selection. Why should they be denied 
that privilege? It is a right that is inherent in our people by vir- 
tue of the Constitution itself. It is illiberal to deny it, and no man 
can with propriety condemn the exercise of that privilege who 
respects the Constitution of the United States. $ 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. BERRY. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. There is not anything that may be said of the 
pending proposition that even nearly or remotely denies to any 
other denomination the 8 of the same rights which this 
bill would confer on any religious denomination in the United 
States, as I understand it? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly not. I do not myself belong to an 

articular church; but, like my friend from Illinois . CANNON], 

may be “a brother-in-law” of some of these religious denomi- 
nations, and while I stand aloof, yet I am willing that each man 
shall have the privilege of exercising his own religious views ac- 
cording to the Kiekates of his own conscience. 

Mr. LOVE. I would like to ask the gentleman if the grounds 
at West Point are sufficient for all of these denominations in case 
they should exercise the privilege conferred by the bili? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know as a matter of fact. I have been 
told that they are sufficient. I understand that there is ground 
enough for all; but whether they be Methodists or Baptists, 
whethae they want to go to heaven by water or by land, I say, 
give them all an equal chance and let them construct these chape 
if they so desire. e ought not to sa Ac right to anybody. 

I live in a Catholic community myself. They pay a very large 
proportion of the taxes, The gentleman from Ohio lives in a sim- 
ilar community just across the Ohio River. 

West Point is part of the public property of the country, and 
there should be no favoritism, and none is shown by the bill. If 
the Catholic Church desires the privil the bill accords, if they 
have the will and the power and the ability to erect a chapel there, 
so that the young men and the officials of that institution may 
worship God according to their own creed, it should not be denied 
them. 5 lause.] 

Mr. H . Mr. Speaker, I will now yield ten minutes to the 
ntleman from Ohio [Mr. NorTHway]. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry that this 
bill should have been brought up here to-day, at the close of the 
session, because there is no use in attempting to disguise the fact 
that it at once excites some feeling and arouses a sentiment 
amongst the members of this body that ought not to be aroused. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER], in response to 
some ons made by the gentlgman from Ohio [Mr. BROM- 
WELL], only a moment ago, when it was alleged that he lives in a 


Catholic community, made the remark that ‘‘he would hear from 
them in the next election.” That is just the difficulty here, 

I undertook in a mild way before, when this bill was up on an- 
other occasion, to oppose it, and I think I made no mistake in that 
opposition. And yet, Mr. Speaker, it has not been three weeks 
since I received a copy of a paper which contained in broad head- 
lines the words, Brand the traitors,” and my name appeared in 
capitals, as opposed to the building up of religious denominations 
or institutions in this country. It is difficult, then, to consider a 
matter of this kind from a reasonable standpoint. When you 
enter upon 1 of this character, you are entering upon a 
dangerous field. There can be no question of that. I care not 
what church may be provided for at West Point. The same prin- 
ciple applies to any one and to all of them. Ido not think that 
we ought to allow any to be built there, whether they be built by 
Catholics, Presbyterians, or Methodists. 

What would you think if I should introduce a bill into this 
House providing that the President or the Secretary of State 
should allow any church that pleased to do so to build a great 
cathedral or church down here in the Agricultural Grounds, or on 
any other Government reservation in this city, on the principle 
that the young men of Washington need religious education? I 
am not opposed to the building of churches. I am not opposed to 
the Catholic Church or any church, for I am not a member of any 
church, and I do not say that boastingly; but I do say that as a 
5 we ought not to give any special privilege to any 
church. 

Let me rg bod that if you pass this bill and let any church—I 
do not care what it is, Presbyterian, Methodist, or Catholic—build 
a great building up at West Point, that very moment you array 
all other churches, quietly or openly, against the West Point insti- 
tution, and we can not afford to do that. We can not afford 
to do anything here to-day that will weaken the hold of that great 
military school upon the people. We want all the American peo- 

le, whether they are Methodists, Presbyterians, or Catholics, to 

eel that they have an 3 — interest in that school. If you au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to allow a great Catholic cathedral 
to be built there—and we are told that is what is to be done—you 
array all the Protestant churches of America quietly against that 
school. It is an entering wedge that will not, I tell you, cease to 
be felt in its effects for the next generation. This Government 
ought not to interfere with the building of churches. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TEREE I have but very little time, but what is the 
question 

Mr. BERRY. I simply want to ask you, in view of the fact 
that you speak of this as a special privilege, if it is not to be ex- 
tended to every church that wishes it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman from New York -[Mr. 
SULZER] told us, and the chairman of the committee said he did 
not want to disguise this matter, that the dendmination which 
wants to build this church there is the Catholic Church. Now, 
there is no use in trying to disguise it. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Protestants have a chapel there now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, Protestants, nonsense! I am just as 
much opposed to the Protestants as the Catholics having any spe- 
cial privi there. 

Mr. BELKNAP, The Protestants have a church there. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir; it is a Government church. Any- 
body, whether Catholic or Protestant, has a right to go there and 
hold service. 

; Hr. BELKNAP. It is presided over by an Episcopalian min- 
ister. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It is nonsectarian. You know that if that 
church is built there sooner or later it will be expected that all 
cadets will be marched into it, nolens volens, to listen to the Cath- 
olic service. ; 

Mr. HULL. I do not believe that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Very well; if the Protestants do not goin 
there, then they are no nearer to 8 services than they are 
now. Iam op to the building of any church there, and I do 
not want it said here that I am opposing the Catholics. I am op- 
3 the giving of this privilege to any denomination. I do not 

lieve we should enter upon the business of l eriek g any school 
or any sect to build a schoolhouse or a church upon these grounds 
any more than we should permit it upon Government reserya- 
tions in this city or anywhere else. The bill, as sanay intro- 
duced, provided for all Government reservations, Itis now nar- 
rowed down to the reservation at West Point. 

The intent on the part of somebody is to get one denomination 
there that shall control the religious ideas of that great milit 
school, so that sooner or later, ramifying from that school throug’ 
all the Army, you will have one religion and one religions idea. 
I dare stand here and oppose that, and they may brand measa 
traitor, whoever wants to doit. Iam opposed to any denomina- 
tion, whether Methodist, Presbyterian, or Catholic, entering upon 
the public reservations of this country and under the permission 
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of Congress building a church there and attempting to inculcate 
its 2 7 ideas. 
Mr. EVANS. How large a town is West Point? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. BROMWELL. There is not any town there. 

Mr. HULL. It is only a military school. ? 

Mr. EVANS. Are there not other churches in the town which 
they can go to? 

r. NORTHWAY. Isupposeso. I have never stopped there, 
but I have seen the spires of the churches through the trees. 

Mr. EVANS. If there are other churches there, that is enough. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I suppose the people of West Point have 
the same religious privileges as in other places, and I suppose they 
have churches there just as they do everywhere else. That is 
not the idea. The idea is to get the sanction of the Government 
to have a cathedral built upon the Government reservation. That 
is the idea; and if you enter upon that course, let me tell you you 
will start a fire in this country that will burn long after you and 
I are out of Congress. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit me to correct an 
error he has made? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, if I have fallen into one. A 

Mr. SULZER. Thegentleman says the Catholic Church intends 
to build a cathedral there. That is not true. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, a church. 

Mr. SULZER. The Catholic Church intends, if it gets the per- 
mission of the Secretary of War, to build a respectable little cer 
ag That is all. No liberal-minded man should be opposed to 

at. 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Well, I used the word cathedral as applica- 
ble to a church, 

Mr. SULZER. And I will say to the gentleman that they have 
a place there now where they worship. The only difference is 
that the chapel that they have now is a ramshackle old barn of a 
building, and they simply want to build a respectable place to 
worship in. Besides the church now is in a bad location, and the 


mili officers and cadets object to it, and 
: Mr. NORTHWAY. Ican not yield for aspeech. I must de- 
cline. 


2 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield 
urther. 
Mr. NORTH WAV. I can not allow a speech. I must decline 


to yield. . 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. ill the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr, NORT AY. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I first desire to say that Iam 
ardently in favor of this bill. Does not the gentleman know that 
under the doctrine of the Catholic Church she can not, as has 
been incorrectly suggested, occupy a building used for Protestant 
worship; that her church must be specially consecrated and used 
for her religion alone? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understand that the doctrines of that 
church will not permit any of its members to enter into a church 
where Protestants enter and hold service. Thereforein thechurch 
upon the ground there the Catholics will not enter, because 
Protestants are permitted to enter; and therefore it a slp sere to 
build this church for its exclusive use; and it thus seeks to domi- 
nate its own religion upon all the young men in that institution 
to the exclusion of all others. I want to say it is the proud boast 
of the American people that we seek to enforce no religious creed 
and no religion in this country; and when you undertake to enter 

upon any other course, you enter upon a course of death, I tell you. 

Now, lam opposed to this bill; I am opposed to any denomination 
being permi to gothere. Let us stand where we have always 
8 West Point has got along for three-quarters of a century 
without any complaint coming from that source. This is nota 
complaint that young men there do not get religious privilege. 
It is the church’s complaint that it can not build a church with- 
out permission of Congress. I say let the ground stand as it has 
ever stood—nonsectarian. Let no church get exclusive use; let it 
be as it always has been, and our country will stand by us. You 
enter upon a different course and you enter upon a course that 
will drag that school down and make us an object of contempt in 
many ee of our country. [Applause.] 
= 755 HULL, Iyield to the gentleman from Texas such time as 

e desires. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr, Speaker, the best way to absolutely refute 
the assertion that this is intended as a denominational favor is to 
have the bill read; and I desire it to appear in the Recorp by the 
side of the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NorTHWway]. 

The bill declares— 
That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may authorize the erection 
of a building for religious worship by any denomination, sect, or religion on 


the West Point Military Reservation: That the erection of such 
building will not interfere with the uses of said reservation for military pur- 


Said 8 shall be erected without any expense whatever to the 
8 of the United States, and shall be removed from the reserva- 
tion, or its location changed by the denomination, sect, or religious body 
erecting the same whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, public 
or military necessity shall require it, and without compensation for such 
building or any other expense whatever to the Government. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman did not understand me. 

Mr. BROMWELL, Who introduced that bill? 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ODELL]. 

Mr. BAILEY, The bill was introduced by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ODELL]. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Let me ask the paunan a question. 
Was he present when the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] 
made the distinct statement that, while this bill was introduced in 
that general language, he did not want to deceive anybody, but 
that it was a bill intended for the purpose of permitting the con- 
ane of a Catholic chapel for the Catholic cadets at West 

oint? 

Mr. BAILEY. It would make no difference with me. The 
gentleman from New York would not say that under this bill the 
Secretary of War might not allow the Baptist, Methodist, or every 
other denomination to do the samething. Under this law he can 
allow any denomination to erect a building for religious worship, 
Will the 3 from Ohio say that because one denomination 
will build a church, or that there is one denomination willing to 
furnish the young men with facilities for religious worship, they 
ought to be denied that privilege because some other denomina- 
tion might not exercise it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman did not exactly catch my 
point. Ido not believe in akg ye any denomination, Cath- 
olic or Protestant, to build there. [Applause. 

Mr. BAILEY. In other words, you would rather see these 
young men denied the privilege of worship than to see them ad- 
mitted to its enjoyment. [Applause.] 

Mr. BROMW. ill you permit me to ask you a question? 

Mr, BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Down at Highland Falls there are churches 
dedicated to the service of God for the various denominations, and 
the men can go to these churches. 

Mr. HULL. They can not. 

Mr. BROMWELL. If they can not go there—— 

Mr. BAILEY. The statement is that they can not go there, 

Mr. SULZER. Thatisso. They can not go. 

Mr. BROMWELL. If they can not go to church without going 
to the såloons, they are a di ce to the service. 

Mr. BAILEY. Since the House permits a bar to be maintained 
in this Capitol, certainly it will not refuse to permit a church upon 
a military reservation. Ga cit I have no religious preju- 
dice; I was reared by a Protestant mother; but I would cut my 
tongue out of my head before I would try to inflame religious 
prejudices t a large part of my countrymen. [Lond ap- 
plause.] It matters not to me under what name a man worships 
God; if he worships at all, he is infinitely better than the man 
who would deny him the opportunity for worship according to 
his own conscience. [Loud applause, | 

It is the glory of this country that many of its great soldiers 
have been Christians , and there is not in the military annals of 
the world a higher example of a Christian soldier than was fur- 
nished by the late Confederate cause. Better than Cæsar at Phar- 
salia, better than Wellington at Waterloo, better than Napoleon 
at Austerlitz, better than any of them—yes, better than all of 
them in their hour of mightiest triumph was Stonewall Jackson 
on his knees asking his God for the forgiveness of his sins. [Ap- 


plause. 

Mr. * ORTH WAV. And yet these gentlemen educated them- 
selves in private churches without any help from the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Government does not propose to help any- 
body now. It proposes to allow them to help themselves, and you 
deny them that 5 
r. NORTH WAV. I do not; but Isay the Government should 
not institute any church. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Government does not; it simply permits 
the church to institute itself upon a military reservation. The 
bill expressly provides that the Government shall be at no expense 
in the erection or maintenance of it. It simply allows any denom- 
ination to build a church in which the young men who are to glo- 
rify our country in future conflicts may worship God and enable 
them to learn of Him who teaches statesmen and teaches soldiers 
that the highest duty in this Christian day and in this Christian 
country is to be obedient to Him who ae ete our fathers with 
the wisdom to found this, the greatest, the freest, and therefore 
the best Government that ever rose to animate the hope or to bless 
the sacrifices of rnankind. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. HULL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. AMS. Mr. Speaker, I returned a few days ago as one 
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Con, shall make no law respecting the establishment of religion or 
probilit the free exercise thereof. 


At West Point to-day there is a Protestant chapel, and a Protes- 
tant chapel, too, at the expense of our Government. Asan Amer- 
ican I deprecate the induction of any religious or sectarian argu- 
ment into this matter, but in consideration of the fact that there 
is a Protestant chapel there, I contend that this bill is in the direc- 
tion of ing out the article of the Constitution which says that 
there shall be no restriction in the exercise of free religious opin- 
ion. It is the very foundation of our Government. 

Iam a Protestant, but I speak free from prejudice, Our coun- 
try was founded by those who exercised religious freedom, and 
shall it be said now that after one hundred and twenty years of 
the free exercise for every man to believe that which he wants, 
we shall have men raise their voices in this Hall to protest against 
a bill which in its direction means the free exercise of that re- 
ligion? When the Protestant commander and the Protestant 
chaplain and the other Protestants at the post do not object to the 


erection of this chapel for the believers of the Catholic faith, it ill | th 


becomes Representatives in this House toraise their voices against 
the exercise of the right of religious freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, I can only say, inclosing, that thismatter was pre- 
sented to the Board of Visitors and it met their entire approval. 
We were told that not only the cadets, but the enlisted men want 
it. The enlisted men are sent to that post under military orders, 
and, as it now stands, they have no opportunity to worship in a 
house of God dedicated to their religion. The privates from the 
regular troops ordered to that post can not leave its boundaries 
except by special permit to go outside; and if the Protestants of 
the Regular Army are allowed to exercise their religious freedom, 
the Catholics should be accorded the same right. ; 

For this reason I regret to see this question raised, for this propo- 
sition comes from those most interested; and I hope the House, 
which in this broad land of ours ought to know no sectarianism 
nor contain any religious bigot, will see that this bill passes, so 
that the Catholicsand Protestants at the Military Academy of our 
country shall have the right to follow their convictions in the mat- 
ter of religious worship. 5 

Mr. H „ IL now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Comminas]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of no 8 we 
denomination. I e that in olden days I would have been 
termed a heretic. t, sir, 1 am an American citizen, and I be- 
lieve that all religious denominations, under the Constitution of 
the United States, should stand on an equality. I do not believe 
that this House, in this Congress and in other Co: , has 
treated the Roman Catholic Church fairly. I will give you one 
instance. In the Hall of Statues stands a work of art. It is the 
statue of a priest arrayed in sacerdotal gown, sent here as a con- 
tribution from the State of Wisconsin. . S 

In the last Congress the Senate passed a bill accepting this statue; 
in the House the bill was put to sleep in committee, and never 
has been heard of from that day to this. On the other side of the 
Hall stands the statue of a Lutheran cl an sculptured in 
marble, which was formally received by the House. I believe 
that Father Marquette is entitled to the same consideration at the 
hands of Congress as is the Rev. Mr. Muhlenberg. [Appas] 
And, sir, I hope that when this vote is taken, at least every man 
on this floor who voted to give Government ground at Fort Mon- 
roe for the erection of the Hotel Chamberlin will vote to allow a 
little ground for the erection of a Roman Catholic chapel at West 
Point. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. HULL], who has knowledge of the legislation on this 
subject, whether it is true or not that the Government of the 
United States did by an act of Congress, passed here in the House 
and in the Senate, lease a large portion of the military reserva- 
tion at Old Point Comfort for the erection of a hotel, free from 
the payment of any rent to the Government, and whether there 
a not now kept on that same property a high-toned, first-class 

oon? 

Mr. HULL, Ican answer only a part of that question. The 
Congress of the United States,when the Secretary of War refused 
a revocable permit for the erection of a hotel there, did & bill 

ay granting permission for the erection of the berlin 
otel. 

As to the existence of a first · class saloon” there, I assume that 
my friend from Ohio and others who have been able to visit Fort- 


ress Monroe since the hotel was erected can give evidence on the 
subject. panan] 

Mr. GROS OR. Ihave not visited Fortress Monroe since 
that hotel was built, or I should know, undoubtedly. 

I want to give evidence upon another point. bill was 
passed in the House of Representatives at about 2 or 8 o'clock in 
the morning; and I, with about two others, made a hard struggle 
to get a chance to make the point of no quorum. We could not 
get tellers; we could not get the yeas and nays; we could not get 
anything except the passage of the bill by gentlemen who did not 
want anybody to know that they voted for it. 

Mr. HULL I will say further that there are a large number 
of buildings at Fortress Monroe put up on revocable permits— 
permits granted during the long period I have referred to, when 
the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General held that the 
Secretary of War could grant such permits. I hold that at Fort- 
ress Monroe the grounds should have been kept for Government 
purposes almost entirely, because we have not any more ground 
there than we need, and in case of invasion we should be com- 
pelled to tear down a great many of those buildings. 

Mr. HENDERSON rose. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 


[Mr. HENDERSON]. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have just read this bill. I 


ão not see any harm in it. Let me read it to the House: 


building not in ere with the uses of said reservation for military pur- 
s. Said building shall be erected without any expense whatever to the 
Government of the removed from the reservation 


nited States, and shall be 
denomina 


or its location chan tion, sect, or 9 5 erecting 
the same whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, public or mili- 


ity mire it, compensation for such buildin; 
or any other 8 to the Government. s 


There is not one word in this bill or this report that authorizes 
anyone to attack any religious denomination on this continent— 
nota word. [Applause.] It is a clean-cut authority for the Sec- 
retary of War, in his discretion, to allow any sect, whatever the 
altar at which it may worship, to erect a building at its own ex- 
pense and without expense to the United States Government. 

We have 5,000 acres of ground at West Point, only 1,000 being 
needed in any shape or form for military or educational pepas, 
Why are you raising ‘‘a tempest in a re ” here? [Laughter 
and applause.) What is there to get scared about or to run away 
from? Have we reached a point when we are going to tear down 
places of worship in this country. Are we going to turn the bat- 
teries of legislation against the citadels of worship? 


I am like my friend from New York ee Cummincs}; I am 
not a very attendantatchurch. [Laughter.] Iam some- 
what of a believer in the idea of the poet— 


For modes of faith let graceless zealots fight; 
; His can't be wrong whose life is in the right, 

I believe a deal in that doctrine, This bill being here, I 
for one say shame upon the American Congress if some one can 
get up here and by shaking before us a cross or a crescent or any 
other ical emblem drive us from the performance of a simple 
act of justice to those who have in special charge the morals of 


the e 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

Mr. FLEMING. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs a question. Iwas perhaps absent from 
the Hall when that part of the subject was discussed, but I would 
like to ask whether or not thereis now on the reservation at West 
Point a chapel used for Protestant service exclusively? 

Mr. HU Well, there is a Government chapel there. Ido- 
not suppose you could say that it was specially used for Protestant 
services. But as a matter of fact, the chaplain who has always 
been in charge, so far as I know, for the last fifty years, is a Prot- 


estant. 

Mr, FLEMING. Then an opportunity is offered for Protestant 
* the grounds there? 

Mr. LL. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. FLEMING. Then until such 8 are accorded to 
other religious bodies, I am willing aes bah the proposition 
now before us. Let both sides, or neither enjoy these privi- 


. HULL. If there was a Catholic chapel at West Point, 
I would be in favor of allowing any other denomination the same 
privilege and make no discrimination between them. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Iowa permit a question? 
Mr. HULL, Certain 


Mr. GILLETT of rr E I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether the chapel now on the grounds at West Point is 
not open to every religious denomination, and the reason why it 
is not occupied by any particular denomination is that such de- 
nomination considers it somewhat of a sacrilege to use a — — 


where another sect worships? In other words, is it not a fact tha 


1898.. 
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Catholic chaplains will not officiate ina building which is used 
by so other religions denomination for purposes of public wor- 


r. HULL. That is not correct as to West Point. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Well, I would like the gen- 
tleman to state explicitly the facts in reference to it. 

Mr. HULL. The chapel at West Point is under the control of 
the post chaplain, who holds two services, morning and evening. 
If any other clergyman desires to conduct services in the chapel 
and should present himself, he will be allowed to have a service 


during the day. f 

Mr. BERRY. And the chaplain is pe by the Government? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Is it not true that there are 
some chaplains who are Catholics? 

Mr. HULL Yes; I think that is a fact. 7 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why, Mr. Chidwick, the chaplain of the 
Maine, is a Catholic. 

Mr. TONGUE. Some question has been raised here whether 
under the rules the students at West Point Military Academy are 
not compelled to attend church services, or whether they are for- 
bidden to attend such services outside of the military reserva- 
tion—— 

Mr. HULL. It has been found necessary, I will state to the 

tleman, to withdraw the permission to go outside, because it 
em up the discipline of the school. 

Mr. TONGUE. Then the student would have no means of at- 
tending religious service except those which are presented by the 
chapel on the grounds. 

Mr. HULL. Except by i 

Mr. FOOTE. Is 
from Iowa, 3 at chapel services there? 

Mr. HULL. I can not say as to that. j 

It is true that the students get so many demerits for failure to 
attend worship, but I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BELKNAP] is familiar with the matter. F 

Mr. BELKNAP. Each boy is expected to attend religious serv- 
ices on Sunday, if his religious belief permits him to do so. If 
his belief is such that he can not attend, he is excused, so that prac- 
tically full liberty is allowed to the student to remain in his own 
room and conduct such religious services, either by himself or 
with two or three of his associates, as he chooses, fleughter] 

Now, I have been there, Mr. Speaker, and I know the facts 
which I am stating. There are young men at West Point who 
exercise this privilege. They are neither Catholics nor Protest- 
ants, but Jews, and they worship properly, according to their 
own belief, and in their own rooms. 

Mr. FOOTE. How about the Catholics? 

Mr. BELKNAP, They are marched down, as I have said, toa 
building under the hill, asort of a ramshackle contrivance, where 
a temporary altar is erected, and where they worship, and the 

is afterwards removed. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Would they not decline to go intoa chapel 

y 


which had been occupied or was being occupied by a Protestant 
denomination? 

Mr. BELKNAP. Does the gentleman mean if such chapel had 
been occupied previously by a Protestant clergyman or any one of 
the Protestant denominations? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Would not the Protestants desire to have a 
chapel where they might worship according to their own faith if 
a Catholic priest had charge of the Government chapel now sus- 
tained by the Government at West Point? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They might not attend the Catholic service, 
but they would hold their own service immediately afterwards. 

5 AP. Would you force them to go into the Catholic 
church? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir; I would not force anybody. 


Mr. BELKNAP. Then I want the Catholics given the same | Bar 


privileges as the Protestants. Give each man th 
worship as he may deem right and most 2 
Mr. LL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 


Ir. eRe 

Mr. Z. Mr. Speaker, the Military Committee gave this 

estion considerable time, and in our investigation we found 

tat West Point it is es oe all the students to attend 
religious services of some kind unless a special excuse be made by 
the parents of the boy. In view of that one fact alone, I fail to 
see how it is possible for this Co or any member of it to 
comply with the Constitution of the United States to give religious 
om unless you permit the boys of the different denominations 

to select their own church. 

Now, I care not what denomination the boy may belong to or 
what denomination his parents belong to, as long as you compel 
him to attend some church, and as long as there are any denomi- 
nations ready to build churches or eo Beats for the holding of 
services according to their own faith, it is our sworn duty either 
to wipe off from the West Point Reservation the Protestant chapel, 


1 3 
e attendance, I would ask the gentleman |” 


which we are now maintaining there at Government expense, or 


to permit any denomination to have panes eee that are 
accorded to or rather forced upon the boysin of the Protes- 
tant Church or one of the Protestant churches, We find from 
some of the graduates of West Point that at one time they had a 
Congregational minister in charge. At another time they had an 
Episcopalian minister. 

But they never have had a Lutheran nor a Catholic nora rabbi 
for the Hebrews, and so on along the list of other denomina- 
tions. It seems to mea plain and simple duty for us, if we are 
pu to have religious equality, if we are going to have religious 

om, to permit the Secretary of War, as long as it does not 
interfere with the uses and needs of the ground, to let all denomi- 
nations put these Hr there at their own expense under the 
conditions of this bill. We had a bill before the Military Com- 
mittee proposing to permit all denominations to go upon the 
eighty military reseryations of the Union and put chapels upon 
each of them; but this was not necessary, use the men in the 
Army are not obliged to attend church every Sunday as the boys 
are at West Point. You compel these boys to attend church, and 
so long as you do the parents ought to be permitted to provide or 
select the church they see fit. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. HULL. Mr.S er, I call for a vote. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was ingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, Mr. BROM- 
WELL demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 21. 

Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of no quorum. 
I tried to get the gentleman to withdraw this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HULL. The point of no quorum being raised is just the 


same, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 25, an- 
swered present 16, not voting 180; as follows: 


131. 
Acheson, Cowherd, Ketcham, Perkins, 
A Cox, King, Powers, 
Allen, = = 12 Ray, 
Bailey, OW. Rhea, 
Baird, Lace ay Ri Y, 
Baker, III. Davenport, Lamb,- Robb, 
Ball, Davey, Lentz, Sayers, 
Bankhead, De Vries, Lewis, Wash. Shannon, 
— — ore, Li Sherman, 
Bartle er, 
Belford, Lovering, — a, 
Belknap, Fleming, McClellan, Southard, 
Bert Foote j Mevlane Stallings, 
ingha McDonald, Stark, 
0 Graff, McDowell, Steele, 
Boutell, III. Greene, Mass. McIntire, 8 
Bradley, Griffin. Stewart, N. J. 
Brown, Grosvenor. 1. T, 
Brundi nn. Marsh, orp, 
Burke, Handy, Marshall, T CA 
Burle: SAWON, Maxwell, uF ad 
y an Voor 
— Me Meron, ee 
D, 1 arner, 
Capron, Henry, Miss. Mills, Ti 
Catchings, Hepburn, Minor, Wilber, 
Chickering, Moon, Williams, Miss, 
Clark, Iowa Howell, Mudd, ilson, 
Clark, Mo. H Newlands, Wise, 
Hunter, N 8. Yost, 
Coddin Hurley, Osborne, Young. 
Connolly, Jones, Wash. Parker, N. J. 
* Payne, 
NAYS- %5. 
Aldrich, 8 pond 
ham, riggs, Loudenslager, ey, 
Bromwell, Grow, McRae, Ates 
, Wis rn, Mad: eymou 
Danford, Howard, Ga. ‘Moody,’ 
Evans, Kirkpaí Northway, 
Fenton, Kitchin, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—I& 
Brownlow, Hicks, Miller, Pugh, 
Brucker, Jenkins, Morris, Strai 
Griffith, d, Otey. Uj 
Hager, Miers, Ind. Pitney, anger. 
NOT VOTING—180. : 
Adamson, Benner, Pa Broderick, 
Alexander, Bennett, Brosius, Connell, 
Arnold, Benton, Broussard, Cooney, 
Babcock. Bland, Brumm, „Tex. 
Baker, Md. Bodine, Bull, Cor! 
Barlow, Booze, Campbell, Cranford, 
Barney, Botkin, Carmack, Crump, 
Barrett, Boutelle, Me. Castle, Crumpacker, 
Barrows, Brantley, Clardy, Curtis, Iowa 
Bartholdt, Brenner, Ohio aes N. H. 8 Wis. 
Belden, Brewster, N. TJ. Davison, Ey. 
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Dayton, Hooker, U. Southwick, 
De Arm opkins Norton, Ohio Spalding, 
De Graffenreid, Howard, Ala. ell, parkman, 
Dingley, owe, Ogden, prague, 
Dockery, ett, Otje Stevens, Minn. 
Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Ove t Stewart, Wis 
Dorr, Johnson, N. Dak. Packer, Pa. Stokes, 
Dovener, Jones, Va. Pearce, Mo. Stone, C. W. 
Dri; oy, Peters, Stone, W. A. 
Eddy, Kerr, Pierce, Tenn. Strode, Nebr. 
Elliott, Knox, ce, Strowd, NG 
Ermentront, Kulp. igg, Sturtevant, 
Landis, ves, Sulloway, 
Fitzgerald, Lanham, Richardson, Sutherland, 
Fitzpatrick, Latimer, Robbins, Swanson, 
F Lawrence, Robertson, La. Talbert, 
Fowler, N. C. Lester, Ro n, In Tawney. 
Fowler, N. J. Lewis, Ga. yse, Tayler, Ohio 
Fox, Littauer, R U. Taylor, Ala. 
Gaines, ttle, Sauerhering, Terry, 
Gardner, Livingston, Settle, Todd, 
Gillet, N. Y. Love, Shafroth, Vandiver 
Greene, Nebr. Low, Shattuc, Vincent, 
Grout, Lybrand, Shelden, Wadsworth, 
Hamilton, MeAleer, Showalter, Walker, Mass. 
Harmer, McCall, Shuford, Walker, Va. 
McCleary, Simpson, ard, 

Hemenway, McEwan, Skinner, Weaver, 
Henry, Conn. McMillin, Smith, III. Wheeler, Ala. 
Henry, Ind. Mahon, Smith, Ky. Wheeler, Ky. 
Henry, Tex. Mann, Smith, S. W. White, N. G. 
Hinrichsen, Mai Smith, Wm. Alden Williams, Pa. 
Hitt, Mesick, Snover, Zenor. 

So the bill was passed. y 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 


Mr. Pitney with Mr. DOCKERY, 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

For this day: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 

Mr. DAYTON with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. Pudn with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. Smita of Illinois with Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr, TALBERT. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Swrn with Mr. LANHAM. 

On this vote: 

Mr, BREWSTER with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I find that the 
Florida, Mr. SPARKMAN, with whom [ am re 

e 


I therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. G. S. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded as pres- 
ent.” I would vote for the measure if not paired with the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BENNETT]. he were present, he 
would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to s t the sickness of 


mtleman from 
has not voted. 
were present, I 


my coll e, Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky.. He was taken sick in 
the Chamber and had toleave. If present, he would vote in the 
. affirmative. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gen- 
tleman will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am with my colleague 
from Michigan, Mr. SPALDING. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I desire to withdraw my negative vote and be marked 
“ present.” 

r. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Texas, Mr. LANHAM, but have transferred my pai 
the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. SamuEL W. Satu, and there- 
fore desire to have my name called and to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can be noted as 
“present.” He is not entitled to vote at this time. 

.MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, [have just this moment returned 
from a journey to my home city, but | understand that the result 
of the roll call has not as yet been announced, and therefore I de- 
sire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is noted as pres- 
ent.” For the time being the gentleman is not entitled to vote, 
but may later. 

After a pause, 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether I 
am recorded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has been noted 
by the Clerk as “present.” Does the gentleman now desire to 
vote? 

Mr. MAHANY. Ido, I vote yea.“ 

The name of Mr. MAHANY was called, and he voted ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. CONNOLLY. How am I recorded, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recorded as 
» present.” 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I desire to vote“ yea.” 

The name of Mr. CoNNOLLY was called, and he voted “yea.” 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, I am marked present. Ide- 
sire to vote. 


The name of Mr. RIDGELY was called, and he voted “ yea.” 
Mr. BROMWELL. A parliamentary inquiry. I understand 
distinctly that the Clerk called the name of Mr. Manaxx, and he 


-voted “yea?” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I want to inquire of the Chair whether the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHANxI is entitled, under the 
rule of the House, to vote “ yea?” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. The Chair 
directed him to be called. The gentleman from New York was 
noted as “ present.” 

Mr. BROMWELL. Noted as ‘‘present.” But has he the right 
to vote on this question? 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr.Speaker, permit meto say to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] that immediately on my arrival in 
the House I acquainted the Chair with my presence here—in 
ample time to protect my right to vote, as appears from the fact 
tbat the result of the roll is still unannounced. 

Mr. BROMWELL. You were not present at the time your 
name was called. I have made a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
8 er. I wish to understand how the gentleman from New 

ork has the right to vote yea“ on that question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In announcing the vote, which 
has not as yet been done, the gentleman would have been an- 
nounced among others as ‘‘present.” That being done, the gen- 
tlemaa from New York would be entitled to vote. Perhaps he 
was not entitled at the time to do that; and if the gentleman ob- 
jects to it, the gentleman from New York [Mr. MaHany] will be, 
for the time being, noted as present“ 

Mr. BROMWELL. I do object to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 
133, the sg is 25, answering “present” 16; noted as present, Mr. 
BELL, Mr. NEWLANDS, Mr. Games, Mr. Davis, Mr. Knox, Mr. 
Dayton, Mr. Manany, and Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those additional to the 16 re- 

nding “ present and the 8 noted as 2 being 182 present. 
he gentleman from New York [Mr. MaHany] states that he de- 
sires to vote. 

Mr. MAHANY, Ido. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the name of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The name of Mr. MAHANy was called, and he voted “yea,” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would like to vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The name of Mr. NEwLanps was called, and he voted “ yea.“ 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The name of Mr. BELL was called, and he voted “ yea.” 

Mr. Set al IE I would like to know if I am recorded as 
voting 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recorded in 
the affirmative. e aggregate vote stands yeas 136, nays 25; 
and a quorum being present, the yeas have it, and the bill is 


On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in ee concurrence of the House of Representatives was 

ueg : 


. 4583. An act for the relief of the estate of Abel Adams, de- 


S. 4812. An act to pay J. and W. Seligman & Co. the sum of 
$1,794.56 for certain coupons detached from United States bonds, 
which said coupons were lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, 
sunk at sea March 14, 1886; 

S. 4807. An act directing the issue of duplicate of lost check 
drawn by C, C. Suiffen, major, United States Army, in favor of 
Fourth National Bank, New York City; and 

S. 4717. An act authorizing the use of typewriting machines for 
the recording of deeds and other instruments of writing in the 
office of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 
4810) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence Department of 
the Army, had agreed to a conference with the House on the dis- 

ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

AWLEY, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
4809) to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster’s Department 
of the Army, had agreed toa conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Haw ey, Mr. CARTER, and Mr, COCKRELL as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. ; 

The ee oe also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 


pair to | ceased 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6505 


(S. 4571) to extend Rhode Island avenue, asked a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. HansproucH, Mr. McMILLAN, and Mr. 
ManrtTIN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
3 titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 869. An act for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes; 

H. R. 6897. An act making 8 to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other F 

H. R. 3697. An act for the relief of Martha E. 1 

H. R. 10585. An act designating Titusville, Crawford County, 
beg a pee of delivery in the customs collection district of Erie, 

a.; an 

H. R. 1004, An act for the relief of Theodore F. Swayze, admin- 
istrator de bonis non of the estate of John S. P. Wheeler, deceased. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 4756. An act for the relief of Michael McNulty; 

S. 3144. An act for the relief of Finetta Nalle; 


MILITARY SECRETARY TO THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to call up the bill (S. 4742) 
` providing for the appointment of a military secretary to the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
select a person whom he may consider to be especially well ee for the 

rformance of the duties of the office by reason of long and faithful service 
i the War Department, and by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate to appoint him in the Army to be milii secretary to the Secre 
of War, who shall have the 3 and allowances of a jor, ani 
phere gs 1 torm such duties in ent of War as - 
scri Secre 

been filled and becom: t 
5 8 ARA onon aah te provisions of this bill shall 
thereupon become null and void. 

Mr. BAILEY. May I ask the chairman of the committee if 
this bill proposes to continue the office beyond the war, until 
death, resignation, or retirement? 

Mr. HULL. It does. I will say that there are two bills that 
the Secretary of War has the committee to take up. One 
was for the creation of the office of Second Assistant Secretary of 
War, to last for the war, and the other is for the position of mili- 
tary secretary. His letter transmitting the latter bill to the com- 
mittee was written on the 17th day of May. The committee con- 


sidered it for some time, reported it some time ago, and the | W. 


Senate passed the bill with this other limitation, making him a 
major, the office to be filled but once, and then the office to cease 


to exist. 

It is the Senate bill we have taken up. Ihave only the state- 
ment of the Secretary of War that he is exceedingly anxious for 
it to pass. My impression is that, when it is passed and been 
filled once, if this man who holds the office should live a long 
time, it would be difficult to get the requirements for the next 
man in the place, as he must be a man po ogra well qualified 
for the performance of the duties of the office by reason of long 
and faithful service in the War Department.” I now yield to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I think—— 

Mr. BERRY. ill the gentleman from Virginia allow me? 
Has the man already been selected; and, if so, how old is he? 

Mr. HAY. I do not know the gentleman’s name who is picked 


out to occupy the office, and therefore I can not say how old he is. 
Mr. G. Es, Then some particular man has been picked out 
already? 
Mr. HAY. I understand so. The point I make in the bill is 


that it creates a new office, and creates it in the interest of one 
man. Now, I think we havegone far enough in creating an office, 
as we did to-day, for one man, and I do not think it isa wise thing 
to bring these measures up during the war which could not by 
5 possibility pass if there was not a war pending. . 
ere we are asked to make offices for gentlemen who are about 
to retire, or who are getting too old, or of that age where they want 
some sinecure where ai ae have nothing to do. That is not 
what we are here for. e are here for the purpose of passing 
measures of urgent importance for the successful conduct of this 
war, and I do not think it is right to bring up measures of this 
kind at this time. I do not believe that it can be sustained upon 
any sort of argument that these measures creating offices, per- 
manent offices, should be passed now under the stress of war 
measures. 
If there is no quorum present, the burden is placed upon some 
geneman on this floor to make the point of no quorum, and in 
hat way try to get rid of the bil. For my part I shall not make 
any such point. I shall not obstruct the passage of any of these 


be pre T 
of War or may be required by law: Provided, how- | tain 


bills by any dilatory motion of that sort, because I believe there 
are other bills that the chairman of the committee has of more 
importance that ought to be considered at once. I do not think 
ee as this should be thrown in until the others are dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman suggest what other bill the 
committee has that ought to be taken up before this? 

Mr. HAY. It is not for me to suggest to the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I now ask for the reading of the let- 
ter of the Secretary of War. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 17, 1898. 


DEAR Mr. HULL: I have found the need ever since I haye been in the 
Department of an officer to assist me in the dispatch of business, and this in 
addition to the Assistant Secretary of War now provided by law. The offi- 
cer needed should have a thorough knowledge of the business of the Depart- 
ment by reason of ability and long experience, in order that the work ee 
not only be transacted expeditiously but with the greatest accuracy, an 
legislation is needed to provide for such anofficer permanently. Accordingly 
. suggest that object may be — — by an enactment as 

ollows: 

“That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to select a person 
whom he may consider to be especially well qualified for the performance of 
the duties of the office by reason of long and faithful service in the War De- 

rtment, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 

in the Army to be military secretary to the Secretary of War, who 
have the rank, pay, and allowances of a lieutenant-colonel, and who shall 
perform such duties in the ent of War as be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, or may be required by law.” 

This will secure to the Government the seryices of a competent adviser, 
one who from long experience is fully informed of the laws, regulations, an 


customs of the War rtment, and has rendered important service in the 
administration of its affairs and in the simplification of its business Methods, 
by which great economy has resulted in many ways. 

The benefit to the Government is apparent. e public business should 
be transacted with speed and accuracy, and this is especially true when the 
need of dispatch is the test. ` 

The creation of the office is 


necessary, for the business required to be per- 
formed by the Secretary of War is constantly increasing in itude. 
y Us ie E E sew DORE 78 
y to any bureau en o proper 0 

such questions reliance is had upon the eat course of 8 in the. 
office of the Secretary, and hence the need of an officer possessing the requi- 
site information. 

1 have written you thus informally peaking that there may be some bill 


in process of formation in which the pro lation may be ingrafted 
— the needs of the Department 8 7 
Very truly, yours, 
R. A. ALGER, Secretary of Nur. 
Hon. JOHN A. T. H 


ULL, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HAY. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 
if it is not a fact that no such office as this existed during the civil 


ar? 
Mr. HULL. I think that is true. I think the Secretary of War 


had a mili secretary that was detailed. 
4 st G Is not he there now and ready to work every 
ay 


Mr. HULL. I suppose he has all the officers there detailed. 
What they do and what their duties are I do not know. 

Mr. OTEY. Does the chairman know who is to be appointed 
under this bill? 

Mr. HULL. The chairman has an idea. 

Mr. OTEY. Will he state to the House who it is? 

Mr. HULL. I never heard the President say a word as to who 
he was to appoint, and the appointment lies with him. 

Mr. OTEY. Let us into the secret. 

Mr. HULL. The chief clerk of the Department is Mr. Twee- 
dale, who has been there many years, and my impression is that 
2 1725 Office is created he woul the description set out in the 


Mr. GAINES. He is there anag the bill now, is he not? 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask if the chief clerk now holds a 
position in the Army? 

Mr. HULL. No. 

Mr. BAILEY, Then this bill makes him an officer in the Army, 
gives him rank and pay and gives him the benefit of the law in 
regard to retirement, without haying served one honr in the mili- 
tary service of the Government. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not know whether he has ever served in the 
Army or not. My friend from Indiana says that he has. All I 
can say is that he is not in the military service now. 

Mr. BAILEY. If he has served heretofore, he is entitled to 
whatever benefits accrued from that service; but here you propose 
to take him from civil life and make him a lieutenant-colonel 

Mr. HULL. The Senate bill makes him a major. 

Mr. BAILEY. Whether it be a major or a lieutenant-colonel, 
he is taken from civil life,is promoted over men educated at West 
Point, who have spent years in the service, who are fighting now 
the battles of the country in Cuba, an1 you create an easy place 
for him now and retire him hereafter. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

Mr. GAINES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa one 
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question. Does he think the public welfare requires the creation 
of this office? 

Mr. HULL. I think the Secretary of War is more competent 
to answer that question than I am, and he says it does. 

Mr. GAINES. Lask the gentleman’s honest opinion. 


Mr. HULL. that the Secretary of War understands 
the duties of his office and the needs of the public service, I should 
say the creation of this office is required, because the Secretary of 

ar has said so in writing two or three times. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman could have said “yes” or “no.” 
What I wanted was his personal opinion—not what the Secretary 
of War had said. s 

Mr. HULL. I have answered this as I have all other questions 
of administration. 

The quana being taken on ordering the bill to a third reading, 
it was decided in the negative. 


SECOND ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR, 


Mr. HULL. I now want to call up the bill which was before 
the House a little while ago, providing for a Second Assistant 
Secretary of War—Senate bill No. 4678. This is purely a war 
measure. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Has this bill been reported by the committee? 

Mr. HULL. It has been—that is to say, the committee in- 
structed me to call wp this bill in lieu of the House bill which 
they had 8 hi 
morning and temporarily withdrawn. 

Mr. COX. Let us understand what the report of the commit- 
tee is. 

Mr. HAY. The committee reported a House bill, and, as the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] has stated, he was authorized 


to call up the Senate bill in place of the House bill, the two being | d 


the same, 

A MEMBER. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. HAY, It is not. 

Mr. HULL. Ibelievethe gentleman from Virginia voted against 
the bill in committee; but this is one of his temporary measures. 

Mr. HAY. I do not think the gentleman can properly claim 
that this is a temporary“ war measure. When the bill was 
brought up this morning and read at the Clerk’s desk, I pointed 
out the fact that there was no necessity for its ergy lbw ae we 

ent through the civil war with only one Assistant tary of 

ar. ` 

A MEMBER. We had a Stanton then. 

Another MEMBER. And we have an Alger now. 

Mr. HULL. Let the bill be read. 

The bill (S. 4678) Piha for a Second Assistant Secretary of 
War was read, as follows: ` 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the Department of War, during 
the existing war, a Second Assistant Secretary of War, who be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 


d shall be entitled toa salary of $4,000a year. ble monthly, and who 
Shi of War as shall bo prescribed 


shall perform such duties in the 5 
by the Secretary or may be requi by law. = 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken on this bill I 
wish to point ont the fact that it is an entirely unn meas- 
ure. It provides for the creation of an office for somebody—I do 
not know who, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I believe that if we are to trust the 
statement of the Secretary of War at all, this bill ought to pass. 
During the civil war there were sometimes more than two Assist- 
ant Secretaries of War. I am informed by officers of the War 
Department in private conversation that there were at one time 
three assistants. I know that once, for quite a while, they had 
an Assistant Secretary of War in the office and Mr. Dana in the 
field. 

Mr. HAY. Was not Mr. Dana the Assistant Secretary of War, 
and did not other persons act in that capacity only temporarily? 

Mr. HULL. He was one of the Assistant Secretaries. 

Mr. HAY. I should like the gentleman to name any other. 

Mr. HULL. Well, I have not looked the matter uD. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Peter H. Watson was one; he was duly 
appointed an Assistant Secretary of War. 

r. DALZELL. Thomas A. Scott was another. 

Mr. HULL. I know that Mr. Scott was an Assistant Secretary 
of War at the same time that Mr. Dana was. À 

We have in the present war large e which we did 
not have in the civil war. Our poe are being sent to the differ- 
ent islands of the nation we are fighting. The duties of the Sec- 
retary of War have in this manner been multiplied beyond what 
they were even in the civil war, and require from him a more ex- 
tended line of ability. The civil war was fought on our own soil, 
at our own home, while this war has extended to Cuba, to the 
Philippines, and, if the war continues, will be extended to Puerto 
Rico, and, as a gentleman near me suggests, even toSpain. We 
are obliged to provide great fleets. a tion is re- 
grs by land anà water; and if we can Secretary of 

ar, this assistant is required. 


eve 


e bill was considered by the House this fi 


Mr. Speaker, another thing: The gentleman from Virginia [Mr, 
Hay] and others on that side of the 3 have said e 
and whenever it is to provide officers, men, or supplies 
for 8 war, and during the continuance of the war only, 
they join in giving the War Department such support, if the 
Secretary of War says that the Government must have it. If that 
is true, here is an office that complies strictly with the description 
that I understand the gentleman is willing to concede. It is an 
office created for the war only and for eac pu . Itis 
of a temporary , and not permanent. Itis asked for by 
the great War De ent of the Government and in a case of 
emergency. The ess of the United States is notified that it 
is necessary and that the creation of the office is essential for the 
proper working of the Department. 

I will say further, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary of War stated 
to me within the last few days—and he would have put it in writing 
if necessary, and I may state it, as it appears in the House report 
accompanying some of these bills—that they frequently had to 
work at night to 1 or 2 o'clock in the morning in order to get 
through with the business which is pe upon that Depart- 
ment under the present condition. He stated that he had left the 
Department thenight before at half past 12 o'clock, and the work of 
the Assistant Secretary of War was still pressing; and that he had 
to work early and late. In view of these conditions the Secretar 
thought proper to ask for the appointment of this additional of- 


cer. 

Now, I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the House will grant this addi- 
tional appointment, in view of the urgency of the occasion and 
the statement of the Secretary of War that he absolutely needs 
the assistance. 


I yield to the gentleman from Virginia such time as he may 


esire. 
Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to rest quietly under the 
charge of insincerity in reference to the conduct of any of the bills 
on the floor of the House such as the gentleman from Iowa has 
intimated. I to be always consistent in my actions in this 
body. Now, I did not say, and I never have said, that I would vote 
for any temporary bill which might be presented by the Commit- 
25 on Military Affairs, if, in my judgment, I did not regard the 
as n 

How one man can relieve all of the additional pressure which 
the war has brought upon the ae to which the gentleman 
refers, I do not understand. e are to keep an officer there, as 
the gentleman says, for the p of looking after the trans- 
portation of the Army. But at the same time we are informed 
that this service will carry him all over the country where trans- 
portation is to be had or where it is necessary, Now, how one 
man is to accomplish all of this is a question. 

I ask the gentleman if he has got any idea, in this connection, 
as to who the man proposed to be provided for by this bill is? 

Mr. HULL. I will state to the gentleman from Virginia very 
candidly that Ido not know. I have notconsulted with reference 
to anybody in this matter, and I neither know nor care who he 


may be. 

Mr. HAY. I did not suppose, of course, that the gentleman was 
positively aware of who would be the appointee, but I thought he 
might have an idea. I understand 

. MARSH. Do you know who he is to be? 

Mr. HAY. I do not. : 

Mr. ARNOLD. The House does not confirm him, at all events. 

Mr. HAY. I understand that. But when the bill goes through 
the House, he can be nominated and appointed. 

Mr. LENTZ. Why not use the storekeeper for this purpose, 
who has recently been appointed? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAY. I should my that he might be appointed for this 
purpose, and might possibly relieve some of the pressure brought 
to bear now upon the War Department. If one man can relieve 
this pressure, he will probably be as good asany other. You have 
already made provision for him, and here is a plan to utilize him. 

But, Mr. S er, in all earnestness,I ask gentlemen on both 
sides of the House whether or not it is necessary to have an office 
established which was never asked for before in time of war, 
when we were dealing with five times the number of men than 
we have to deal with now, and when a part of the transportation 
spoken of by the gentleman from Iowa is controlled, as we all 
know, by the Navy, and only a part of it by the Army. I simply 
want, if I can, to guard, as far as possible, against going a un- 
necessary expenses and appointing any more unnecessary officers. 

voor} House will vote down the bill. [Cries of “ Vote!” 
“ Vote! 

The question was taken on the third reading of the bill; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. Hay) there were—ayes 50, noes 62, 

So the House refused to order the bill to a third reading. 

- DAILY ARMY RATIONS, 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 10686) to increase the daily army rations. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, — sry tehan vided by law shall 
3 T 


Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
GRIFFIN] such time as he may desire. : 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, my opinion is that the reading of 
the report accompanying the bill will enable the House to have a 
better understanding of the p of the bill than any state- 
ment which can be made in connection with it. I ask fortheread- 


ing of the report. 
e report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read, as follows: 


ounces of 


WS: 
“That the daily army ration now provided by law shall be increased 
the addition thereto triweekly of on 1 
can cheese, and also 2 ounces of corn.“ 

r 
on the honorable ar, and by 
tr tted committee, ad visa- 


your his views concerning the 

bility of ad cheese to the army ration, as follows: i 

me mi e was made in the late war of the rebellion 1 
law the bulk of actual food materials which was to be carried into the 
and issued out daily for the subsistence of the soldier in the ranks. This ad- 
dition largely increased the amount of tion which was necessary 
to be provided, and . . branch of 
the service was augmen As a matter of fact, this legislative increase of 
the bulk of food materials to be carried into the field was unnecessary, as 
was conclusively shown in an in Hon. Henry W. 
chairman ot the Senate Committee on March 8. 1864. 

The restoration of the ration to what it was on July 1 was 


the same y- increase tho 
bulk by law to-day would only be to repeat the error of 1 The article 
F cheese. This article has been used experi- 
mentally in the Army. In 1878 it was made a of the ration of troops 
bod gle apa cars or transports, or in the field, when it was impracticable 
cook ra 

uantity to be issued with each ration was increased in 1879. This 

travel ration was used principally by recruits trayeling to join their com- 
ies. From reports received during the three yearsin which it was on 
„an 1 Was 9 = exist 5 to its wegen erg oan 2 
accordingly m the supply e asa cle of the sol- 
dier's diet; — — been, and is now, kept on hand for sale to officers and 


Gene 

or to the committee's action on the bill whereby the amendment relating 

wc 
that amendmen 


e 
but little value, owing to the fact that recruits are usually very deficient 
with respect to the p: r method of caring for themsel 
pee use of Boar as 1 — them. This knowledge can only 

Service e ence e Army. 
The „ with an RREA to the advisability of adđing 
to the Army ration are: 
First, as to its nutritive properties when compared with other foods now 
a part of the Army ration; = 
0 8 that, for th 
upon a inv e to appear ‘or the 
„ in bulk. cheese possesses greater nutritive properties 
than many other components of the army ration, the necessity for adding the 
same to the ration be fully established. 
ot ae honorable 8 
instant, replying to à request 
committee 5 the value of cheese as an 


a member of your 
e of food, gave his 


views as follows: 
“A table showing the com: tion of cheese and various components of the 
Army ration is herewith osed. It will be seen that cheese is far ahead of 


rust nc ge protein 
ce as One 
and with 


“Few accurate experiments upon the digestibility of foods have been con- 
ducted, but the report of one investigator shows that old cheese required no 


pony etm i ion than did hard-boiled or fried eggs, roasted fresh beef, 
or fresh bread. milk fat of cheese is more easily ä 
and the casein of a well cured cheese is broken down in the process 

ripening and thus made readily 

3 E OE OS Doa DOE DATIN pay Semper spr 
can now be purchased cents per pound. Other van- 
tages of cheese as a part in the y ration are in the facts that it requires 


The following is the comparative table referred to in the honorable Sec- 
retary's letter: 


Average composition of cheese and of various components of the army ration. 


` 0.7 
> sz 
ag EE 
E * 8 
ag 38 
38 Zi 
8 BB 

P.ct.| P. ct. P. ct. P. ct. Calories. 

35.6 | 28.2 1,875 

49.3 | 14.1 910 

52 15.3 915 

57.9 | 16.8 125 

47.3 | 14.4 1,00 

54.4 16.7 1,335 

51.8 | 24.4 1,45 

49.6 | 14.2 1,25 

50.8 | 81.8 890 

44.8 | 38.6 950 

40.6 | 11.9 1,35 

52.2 | 15.1 895 

35.9 | 14.1 1,665 

17.8 | 9.6 2,720 

35.4 | 9.5 1,25 

13.2 | 22.3 1,590 

67.1) 18 825 

9t 1.2 16 


bacon. 
In view of the fact that both chemical and practical experim 
by dietetic experts agree that cheese is a most healthy and nutritious arti- 
cle of food and known to be superior re i 
strength-sustaining and i 


2 transacting public business the 
to follow in a certain line or rut rather than to improve 
y striking out for a more intelligent and beneficial system. There are 
many exceptions to unfortunate rule, and hence your committee is of 
opinion that cheese not be discriminated against or the soldier 
Sm Ste REAR S A Yrs ee thie steer zation ately because itis 


An recommended providing that the ration of cheese 
shall only be issued triweekly. As to the addition of canned corn, while it is 
not as nutritive as cheese, it may nevertheless serve a purpose as a part 
of the ration, if issued in ce with the amendments providing for its 
addition triweekly to the existing ration. 

Your committee is of the opinion that both cheese and canned corn should 
be added to the army ration, and therefore recommend the ad of the 
amendments set forth in this report, and that when so amen the bill do 


pass, : 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, in view of the various complaints 
that come from one source and another in reference to the food 
which is being furnished to the Army, it seems very proper that 
we should enter upon some beneficial reforms in reference to 
army rations as they are now provided by existing law. 

The only question in reference to the bill is this: Is cheese desira- 
ble as a part of the army ration to be furnished to our soldiers? 
Many will say that the army ration now is sufficiently large and 
abundant. But, sir, I want to speak from experience when I say 
that the Government seldom furnishes a full army ration so that 
the enlisted man shall have his full portion. 

There are times when they can not procure for the purpose of 
issuing to the Army all the component parts which constitute an 
army ration. Hence, the addition of cheese or the addition of 
canned corn triweekly, as this bill proposes, is not an overloading 
of the army ration beyond the limit at which it ought to be main- 
tained. If, Mr. Speaker, we have up to this time omitted from the 
army ration an article of food which is more beneficial than many 
of the others, it is time and now is the hour when we ought to 
inaugurate a reform with reference to ishi ‘ood for the 
Army. 

It is true a test was made about twenty years ago with reference 
to the use of cheese as a part of the army ration, and that test sat- 
isfied some that it was not desirable to continue it as a part of the 
army ration; but upon unearthing the difficulty and the real facts 
concerning that test, it was found that the ration was used to 
supply recruits, green soldiers, on their way to join their com- 
mand. Let me say to the House, Mr. Speaker, that there are two 
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pen in which the newly enlisted man is exceedingly deficient 
which one would naturally suppose he might be proficient in from 
the very outset. 

Those are, first, the care of himself as an independent factor in 
the Army, and second, the proper care of his food. Hence I say 
that if that was the only test—and it seems to have been the only 
test made, as stated in the letter of the Commissary-General of 
Subsistence—the test was insufficient at that time. Furthermore, 
since that day great improvements have been made with reference 
to the manner of making cheese so far as its keeping qualities are 
concerned. So that the cheese made to-day is far ahead of the 
cheese made twenty years ago so far as being able to properly pro- 
tect it in its transportation is concerned. 

Again, experiments have been made with reference to the value 
of cheese as a food product in 5 with the other articles 
that constitute the army ration. e result of that experiment 
is that cheese is found to have more nutritive qualities than any 
other article of the army ration except smoked bacon. It is twice 
as valuable as beefsteak. This fact being established, it 
would naturally follow that it is a useful article to add to the sol- 
diers’ ration. I may say that aside from bacon there is no com- 

ment part of the army ration to which cheese is not far superior 
in its nutritive properties. That being the case, who shall say 
that we have not made a mistake in the past in continuing this 
old army ration so long without placing cheese at the disposal of 
the soldiers? 

Mr. Speaker, I say that if this question were submitted to a 
yote of the enlisted men of the Army, every man would say, 
“ Give me cheese as a part of the army ration.“ Those who have 
served in the Army at a time when the Government was unable 
to supply the food that soldiers required to maintain themselves 
properly will recall the fact that if they could have had cheese as 
a part of their ration it would have been a blessing. Iam speak- 
ing from experience. How often have I seen a man cut a piece of 
raw fat pork, lay it on a piece of hard-tack, and apparently enjoy 
it better than any meal which can be furnished in any eatin 
house in the city of Washington. And how much more woul 
they have been pleased with aration of cheese, rather than to haye 
been obliged to eat with their hard-tack a piece of salt raw pork, 
as they were obliged to do. 

Now, Mr. S er, I care not what the Commissary-General of 
Subsistence may say with reference to increasing the cost of trans- 
portation of the army ration if cheese and canned corn be added 
toit. If it is of benefit to the enlisted man in the Army, what- 
ever the cost may be, it is our duty to afford him the opportu- 
ai of having cheese as a part of thearmy ration, This is an 
article which is condensed in form, 1 pound of cheese being equiva- 
lent to 5 pounds of milk. There is no other article of which I 
know in which you can find as much in the way of nutritive 
qualities in as small space or compass, or that cost less in 
transportation and care, than the 4 ounces of cheese provided as 
atriweekly part of the ration. This being true, it possessing these 
superior qualities and properties, why should we hesitate to add 
it to the army ration? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I desire to know how much time the gentle- 
man from Delaware wishes? 8 

Mr. HANDY. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that, 
having been recognized by the Chair, I am entitled to an hour. 
I propose to use a part of my time and then to yield to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], who wish es to discuss this 
question. 

Mr. OTEY. A parliamentary my Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OTEY. Amendments can be offered to this bill, can they 
not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will pass upon that question when 
it 3 

Mr. V. That is what I want to know, when it is coming 
up, so I can be prepared. 

Bes SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware at present has 
floor. 

Mr. HANDY. You will have time to prepare your amendment, 
eta, while the gentleman from Mississippi is speaking, if not 


ore. 

Mr. OTEY. My amendment is ready now. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of more than 
pe importance. It is, in the first place, of considerable finan- 
cial moment to the Government, involving no small sum of 
money. If this bill is passed the Government of the United States 
will be required to buy for the Army now in the field 50,000 
pounds of cheese three days in every week, making 150,000 
of cheese per week. It willcost to the Government of the United 
States at current prices between $4,000 and $6,000 every day when 


nds | $03 


the cheese is bought. With this additional demand coming upon 
the market, cheese will raana rise very considerably in price 
and it is almost impossible to tell with any accuracy Sat it will 
cost before the war is over. To furnish this proposed ration to 
200,000 men for one year will require 7,800,000 pounds of cheese. 
cay: wei and persistent demand for cheese will naturally force 
up the price. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Is this cheese to be foreign or American? 

Mr. HANDY. Full-cream American cheese. 

Mr. Hay rose. 

The SPEAKER. To which gentleman is the gentleman from 


Delaware yielding? 

Mr. HAN DY. The gentleman from Virginia is a member of 
the committee; I will yield to him first, and then I will yield to the 
gentleman from . 

Mr. HAY. I just want to ask the gentleman from Delaware if 
he knows it is a fact that the Commissary Department of the Gov- 
ernment has reported against this bill? 

Mr. HANDY. I do, and will call attention to it in a moment. 
Now I yield to the gentleman from Kansas, 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iwas going to ask you, if we can make the 
foreigner pay the tax, why not have foreign cheese, and have the 
orn PeF for the cheese? 

Mr. H V. We will have to pay for the cheese, and doubt- 
less a good round price at that. I would like to call the attention 
of the House to the present ration of the enlisted man, just what 
rey soldier gets at the present time, under the law, to eat every 

ay. : 
THE RATION. 

A ration is the allowance for subsistence of o 
consists of the meat, the bread, the vegetable, the cdffee 2 . poo 
soning, and soap and candle com cients 

The kinds and qualities of articles composing the ration for troops where 


8 is practicable, and the quantities computed for 100 rations, are as 


uantities 
Q 100 rk 


Meat components. 


Or fresh mutton when the cost does not 
3 that of beef 


— — x 2 1 48 1 LIS | 81 


Baking powder for troops in the field, when 
oy to enable them to bake their own 


TORU he cece anon one eran nt eee wate eee 
Or potatoes, 11} ounces, and canned toma- 
toes, 44 ounces; or 44 ounces of other fresh 
vegetables not canned when they can be 
obtained in the vicinity of the post or 
in a wholesome condition 
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In addition to this ration set forth in full in the table I have 
read, every soldier is given, under the act of June 16, 1890, 1 pound 
of fresh vegetables every day. . 

It is plain to see that our soldier is not starving by any means. 
The present ration of the soldier is ample. If he gets all the law 
allows him, the soldier of the United States gets enough to eat 
and a fair variety. Along comes this bill and proposes to impose 
upon the soldier a quarter of a pound of cheese three times a week. 

is cheese does not come in as an optional ration. It comes in as 
an additional ration. The soldier can have beef or mutton or 
2 — or bacon, but under the provisions of this bill he must have 


eese. 

This astonishing request for alarge and steady diet of cheese is 
not coming from the Army. I wish the members of the House to 
understand that and fix it firmly in memory. i 
coming in the condition pictured by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. GRIFF], with uplifted hands, exclaiming by unanimous 
vote, “Oh, give us cheese!” Quite to the contrary, the body of 
men who are crying out in the ear of Congress for cheese to feed 
soldiers are more interested in selling cheese than in eating cheese. 
They are not in the Army. The Commissary-General speaks for 
the Army in the matter of its diet. He wrote to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and he wrote in opposition to cheese. I will 
read you what he said. It is as follows: 


The mistake was made in the late war of the rebellion of jnereesing by ike 
the bulk of actual food materials which was to be carried into the and 
issued out daily for the subsistence of the soldier intheranks. This addition 
largely increased the amount of rtation which was necessary to be 
provided, and consequently tbe cost of the rmaster's branch of the 
service was augmented. As a matter of fact legislative increase of the 
bulk of food materials to be carried into the field was unnecessary, 
A koy tn Gomer nk: in an ioris ramie by Hon. Hen: 

man of the Senate Committee on Mili airs, 

The restoration of the ration to what it was on J nly}, 1861, was thereupon 
directed by law (see section 2, act June 20, 1864, 13 Stat. L., 144), and in its essen- 
tial constituents it remains the same to-day. To forcibly increase the bulk 
by law to-day would only be to repeat the error of 1861. The article which 
it 18 p to be added is cheese. This article has been used experimen- 
tally in the Army. In 1878 it was made spare of the ration of travel- 
ing upon cars or transports, or in the field, when it was impracticable to cook 
rations. The quantity to be issued with each ration was increased in 1879. 

This travel. ration was used 8 by recruits traveling to join their 
companies, reports received arios the three years in w it was 
on trial an opinion was found to exist unfavorable to its continuance. It 
was 8 provost from the supply table as a article of the 
soldier's diet, but it been, and is now, kept on hand for sale to officers 
and enlisted men (including the company messes of enlisted men, by whom 
it can be from company savings when wanted). 


This letter argues, in the first place,that cheese is bulky and 
from a military reason it is not wise when you are sending troo 
into the field, and particularly when you are sending them to dis- 
tant places, to increase the bulk of provender which they must 
rany along. It argues, in the second place, that cheese has been 
tried as a ration and proved undesirable, and thataction had been 
taken against its use. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I did not understand the word. Did you say 
“bulky” or “ buggy?” i 

Mr. HANDY. “Bulky.” The Commissary-General kindly 
omitted all reference to the bugs. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The bugs will come later on. 

Mr. HANDY. In reply to the Commissary-General, in the re- 
port of the committee of this House, we find a very funny argu- 
ment. The committee says the test referred to in the commu- 
nication.” Thatis the test referred to by the Commissary-General 
when he says that cheese proved itself undesirable as a regular 
article of the soldier's diet. 


The test referred to in the communication during the three years that 
cheese was ed as a travel ration, having been made principally by the 
issue of a cheese ration to recruits traveling to join their companies, should 
be regarded as of but little value, owing tothe fact that recruits are very 
deficient with to the proper method of caring for themselves or mak- 
ing the best use of the rations issued to them. 


In other words, our committee says because this cheese was 
eaten largely by the recruits on entering the service and going to 
their companies—the recruits not yet having a regular army 
digestion, and not yet having that training which comes with the 
dangers of army life—that na y cheese was not a fit thin 
for them and was too much for them to manage in their raw sad 
jejune state. 

ut, according to our committee, after men are inured to battle, 
after they have gone through the hardships of the march, after 
they have been used to army diet, after they have been trained, 
seasoned, and disciplined to hardship, then they can tackle the 
cheese and masticate it with success and digestit. [Laughter.] 
The gentleman from Wisconsin made a long argument about 
how nourishing cheese is and how good it is, but a little expe- 
rience will overcome and put to shame a whole world full of fine- 
spun theories. I have in my hand a copy of the New York Her- 
d of this morning, and it contains an article on cheese. It is 
not a theoretical article, but a little news article. It gives a bit 


The Army is not 


of experience from camp life. The headlines are Troops made 
ill by eating cheese.” It relates to an occurrence at Camp Alger. 
Members of the Third New York had a most unpleasant experience last 
night. An uncle of Colonel Hoffman, of the Third, had sent a big cheese to 
Company L from Elmira, and the men made their supper from it. 
This is not an ancient trial of cheese. It is a trial of to-day. It 
is a trial by the boys now in the field. They are brave boys from 
New York State. Tier are willing not only to fight for their 
country, but to facehidden dangers in behalf of the cheese makers 
of their native State. [Laughter. 

When the cheese makers selected a fine large chesse and sent it 
to the brave soldier boys, they volunteered without a dissenting 
word or the holding back of one timid man to tackle the cheese 
and dare fate to do her worst. 

A quantity was also taken to the officers’ quarters, where it was madeinto 
a Welch rarebit. 

Our bold officers meet the Sanges side by side with the men, 
only using a little more caution, for instead of eating the cheese 
raw they cooked it. 

Now, what was the result? 

Every member of Company L became ill an hour or two later, while one 
or two of the officers were also ill. The latter, however, escaped lightly, 
probably because the cheese was cooked. . 

Every member of the company, every one of the brave boys 
who sacrificed or put in peril his tive ap tus for the sake 
ve 17 55 suffering farmers and cheese makers in New York State felt 

e blow. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let me say to the gentleman from Delaware 
25 what they needed was a little beer with the cheese. [Laugh- 

r. 
tte. SIMS. Did they have any corn with it? 

Mr, HANDY. I maras to thecorn later. Well, Mr. Speaker, 
there was one gallant boy who just escaped being a hero. 

One man of Com: L was dangerous]. but this morning all hai 
covered, The C DENSA TEMRE — to ptomaine poison: nae: 

He escaped as did the es on the Merrimac, but, like them, he 
faced a great danger with heroic composure. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is not in the interest of the soldier. This 
bill is not asked for by the soldier. This bill is asked for by the 
men who manufacture cheese and want to sell cheese. I suppose 
the mental attitude of the cheese maker is something like this: 
Two hundred thousand men have enlisted to fight their country’s 
battles. Two hundred thousand men have put on the uniform 
of the United States, and now they must obey the regulations of 
war. These cheese makers think, and their representatives on 
this floor reflect the thought, that these soldiers are in a position 
where they can not rebel against the imposition. So they have 
brought in a bill here which will require every mother’s son of 
them to eat a quarter of a pound of cheese three times a week in 
order to rescue from the evils of dropping prices the cheese makers 
of the great State of New York. ughter. } 

Well, Mr. Speaker, that is not fair; that is not . the 
contract. When the men enlisted to fight their country's battles, 
they knew that they must go into the Tropics and face the insidi- 
ous and deadly diseases; they knew that they must face the hurt- 
ling bullets of death; but they did not know that beyond the Tropics 
and the bullets they were to face another and cruel peril. Itis 
not fair now and not according to the contract to stuff them with 
a third of a pound of cheese apiece three times a week. Many 
would doubtless survive the torture, but have gentlemen no mercy 
on those who might find the burden greater than they could bear? 
Mr. SULZER. You have no dairy interests in the State of 


Delaware. 

Mr. HANDY. I have a little dairy interest in my State; but I 
also have in my Con ional district, which covers the whole 
State, a whole regiment of soldiers. I believe I represent on this 
floor as many volunteers in the Army of the United States as any 
one Representative here, and, please God, I raise my voice in pro- 
test against making the gallant boys consume all the cheese that 
the cheese makers of New York may desire to force down their 
manly throats. 

Mr. SULZER. Would you not amend the bill by putting 
peaches in the place of cheese? aughter. ] 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I confess that I should feel less 
opposition to the bill if it were peaches instead of cheese. It 
would be a much more sensible thing. These boys are going 
down into the Tropics; they are going wheresome more fruit add 
to their diet might be of use. hy send them to Cuba, why send 
them to far Manila, why send them into these tropical regions, 
and force them to a diet of cheese? If you want to send the water- 
melons of Georgia, the pineapples of Florida, or the peaches of 
Delaware to the soldiers, if you want to give them fruit, there 
would be some reason in it, but there is no sense nor rhyme nor 
reason in giving them large quantities of cheese. 

3 is not a man in this House who can not have cheese when 


6510 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 29, 


he wants it. Every one of us is his own commissary department. 
For my part, I am fond of good cheese in due proportion and at 
proper times. I venture to say that neither I nor any other gen- 
tleman here ever eats 4 ounces of cheese three times a 
venture to say there is not one free man in the United States, net 
under duress or restraint, who could be made, year in and year 
out, to eat 4 ounces of cheese three times a week. [Laughter.] 
Ah, Mr, Speaker, we must do something, I el for thecon- 
stituents of our friends here who make cheese. How would it do 
to call out another hundred thousand men to face this additional 
danger? We have an army to attack Cuba; we have an army to 
goto Manila; we shall have an army to go to Puerto Rico; we 


may yet have an army to go to Spain, Let us also raise an army | sten Ing 
to attack this surplus cheese. Let men enlist knowing what they | a 


are going todo. Let the President issue a new call for 100,000 
men—immunes, if you please, to the dangers of cheese. [Laugh- 
ter. 


21 the President of the United States appoint all the officers. 
We will not raise the point any more that the governors of the 
States must appoint the officers. Have it your own way, gentle- 
men. Put these men in a cold country; put them near to drug 
stores; or, better still, put them alongside of some patent medi- 
cine factory, so that zo can please and promote two interests at 
the same time—the cheese maker and the pill maker, Let them 
devote their whole energy and warlike zeal to eating the cheese 
that is manufactured in New York State. Let them sweep the 
country; and we shall have a cheese hero to put alongside of our 
naval and our military heroes who are winning imperishable re- 
nown on distant lands and seas. 

Mr. Speaker, let us go into the thing right. Let us have a cheese 
secretary appointed with the rank of major to consult with the 
Secretary of War about these things. Nee feat Let us have 
a Third Assistant Secretary of War to attend to the inspection of 
the cheese. 

A MEMBER. A secretary of cheese. 

Mr. HANDY. Yes; a sec of cheese, with the rank and 
pay of 1 8 Assistant Secretary of War, to go upon the retired 

t shortly. 

A MEMBER. With the rank of rank cheese. [Laughter.] _ 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, while I am discussing this serious 
question these frivolous interruptions much upset my balance of 
mind [laughter]; for this is a great proposition; this is a patri- 
otic proposition. Iam not surprised that the Committee on Rules 
brought in a rule to devote these two ye to the great military 
question of cheese, and others of similar import. 

This is a war measure; itis a measure. Doubtless the 


Democratic party is to be pitied that it so degenerate a mem- 
ber as m unpatriotic enough to stand here and orate against 
eracy in the Democratic 


cheese. Ah, it soray Gaga great 1 
party that any member of it should be opposed to this cheese 
scheme of tlemen who have cheese factories in their districts. 


bills e as full of snakes as any cage in the museum 


of the fifty-million war-emergency bill 
echo of patriotism of nine out of every ten of 
t of populari 


They were willing to demand that the President should send his Army and 
his ships to bombard Havana, but when they have been asked to raise the 
money to carry on the war, but 6 of them in the House, and all but 8 of 
them in the Senate, voted “no” upon every proposi: 


I have also noticed where the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


OVERSTREET], the secretary of the Republican Congressional 
committee, in a carefully prepared interview published in the 
Washin Post on the of May, among other reflections on 


I | the political organization to which I belong, said: 


The Democratic leaders in Congress, who were so loud in their declama- 
tion for 1 by and 8 so patriotic in their determination, were 


reall 
prom a desire to vantage of the situation to foist their fnan. 
cial upon thecountry. The people have noticed that while the Dem- 
ocrats in Con; claim: willingness to lay aside all par for the 


ed a 
0 g the Administration in condu 
t came to the test and a vote was required, voted ost unanimously st 
the ution which authorized the President to take the initiative in the 
war and insisted upon the independence of Cuba, an act which 
events have demonstrated would have been 3 and voted against the 
raise funds with which to car: 


2 on the war. At each 
their cordial sympathy, w 
bringin, t 


had for nearly 
or the “coinage 
and other 


QUOTAS OF DEMOCRATIC STATES. 
tion was authorized a t number of 


of their States 


ocra —.— tati l 8 ledg a 
ic resen ves 80 e ueni 
their people to the cause that has f its quota under call. n 

Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, there was never a more unjust 
and baseless accusation brought against any political organiza- 
tion than the charge that the Democrats and Populists in this 
House had exhausted their patriotism when they voted for the first 
$50,000,000 appropriation. If ever a set of men ‘‘marched up to 
the rack, fodder or no fodder,” patronage or no patronage, cheese 
or no cheese, and gaye their unstinted support to an Administra- 
tion opposed to them in politics, the Democrats and Populists of 
this House have done so in their support of the Administration in 
the conduct of this war. 

We have believed, Mr. Speaker, that when our country is en- 

ed in a war with Spain or any other foreign country weshould 
orget all partisanship—forget, so far as measures necessary to 
successful conduct of the war are concerned, whether we are 
Democrats or Republicans, and only remember that we are Amer- 
ican citizens. pplause. ] 

And thus believing, we have stood here recognizing William 

McKinley as the President of our common country, and have 
iven him and his Administration everything asked for. I do not 
lieve that the history of this or any other country will show 
money as arpaa § appropri with as few restrictions on its 
use, and with as little opposition from the political opponents of 
the Administration that was to expend it; and we have voted 
almost without question for every measure asked for by the Ad- 
ministration in aid of the 5 rosecution of the war. 

It is true, Mr. er, that most of us on this side of the House 
did vote against the proposition to issue bonds. There was more 
than $100,000,000 of unnecessary surplus in the Treasury; there 
was a large amount of silver seigniorage lying idle in the ury 
uncoined. We favored utilizing these resources of the Govern- 
ment first, and then, if more money should be needed, we favored 
issuing greenbacks or Treasury notes to carry on the war, but it 
was our vote against the bond issue that, with most Republicans, 
stamps us as unpatriotic. 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that in the minds of many gentlemen 
on that side of the House no man can be a patriot who does not 
stand for and vote for every proposition to issue bonds. Some 
konan regard that as the biel Beet race test of patriotism. 

wey, with his brave men, might be willing to go into what a 
peared to be the very jaws of death, ae ns did of Manila ; or Ho 
son and his brave crew might exhibit their willingness to go to 
the bottom with the Merrimac; but neither of them would be 
patriots in the eyes of some people unless they favored every 
proposition to issue bonds. - 

Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, whether the proposition to issue 
cheese will be made a test of loyalty or not, but I hesitate now 
to raise my voice i the addition of cheese to the regu- 
lar army ration lest I be accused of a want of patriotism. But 
being an old and experienced soldier and having had much ex- 
peos with rations and the want of them P 1 

pe wan 
to say that my caper ice was with the rations issued to an 

y its achievements, was as good as the world 

when I look over the bill of fare now issued 

as the rations to our soldiers, I can but think of what a ban- 

queting feast it would have been to the soldiers who made such a 

utation for 5 qualities on both sides in this nation 

thirty-five years ago. Just listen to this bill of fare. This is the 
daily ration now required by law to be furnished the soldiers: 

THE RATION. 

A ration is the allowance for subsistence of one person for one day, and 

consists of the meat, the bread, the vegetable, the coffee and sugar, the 


$ Quantities} Quan 
per 
Articles, 3 
815 
Meat components. 
Dp Be. Se eta eros ey Ee Ree SENE ay Saas, |} Read Beers 
Or fresh mutton, when the cost does not 
a 8 4 — — 
Or bacon... 1 sate 
Or salt beef.. r 
Or, when meat can F 
13 .—.— . — 
N 
P CE EE, Se ee ene 1 Ee 
3 8 . 12 86 
Or hard bread. ie Se 
Or corn meal 1 
Baking powder for troops in the field, when 
neo paged to enable them to bake 10 


T 


„„ “SES 
Or potatoes, 12$ ounces, and onions, 3} 
an 


toes, 44 ounces; or 4$ 
vegetables not cann 


Soa) 
Candles (when illuminating oil is not fur- 
nished by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 


Why, Mr. Speaker, when I was a soldier, this ration cooked, as 
we knew how to cook, would havefurnished a feast more tempting 
than raf that could be set before me now by Delmonico. It is 
admitted the Commissary Department is op) to adding the 
cheese ration. My understanding is the soldiers are well 
satisfied with the presentration. If there are complaints from the 
volunteers whoare unaccustomed to the hardships of war, I think 
they will cease when they become inured to camp life. 

Tam abe to do everything necessary for the good and com- 
fort of our soldiers. But if you want soldiers, you do not 
want to coddle them too much. You a great deal of talk 
about hard-tack and ‘sow belly,” but I have not been real 
hungry since the war that I did not crave hard-tack and bacon. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, a man witha good appetite who is really 
hungry, who can get some hard-tack or baker 's bread and a piece 
of bacon, put a stick through it, hold it over the fire and broil it, 
and drip the grease on his bread and eat it has what is to me a 
very good repast, if he can get enough of it. When I get hungry, 
as 1 many a time, I think much more about broiled or fried 
bacon and bread than I do about terrapin and champagne or lob- 
ora a P? Newberger or punch a la Romaine, [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

Why, sir, last year I bought a few boxes of hard-tack and took 
them down to some of my old Confederate friends just as a re- 
minder of old times. [Laughter.] I do not want our soldiers 
“eves to hard-tack and bacon, 
and get your ration too big. Our Army is not out just for 

g- [Laughter and applause. j 
other business in hand to w ee ee Pac eh 
‘will give them a reasonable amount of and a chance to fight. 
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Look at the Regular Army, who have been furnished with the 
rations nowprescribed bylaw. You will not see a finer, healthier, 
or hardier set of menanywhere. They have plenty of such things 
as experience has demonstrated were best for Fee Let the 
Government see that the contractors do not swindle them in the 
quality of the food furnished. I doubt very much if this prop- 
osition to furnish cheese is made as much in the interest of the 
soldiers as it is in the interest of the people who have cheese for sale. 

Mr. Speaker, so far as I am individually concerned and those 
who cooperate with me in this House, we want to give to the Ad- 
ministration every possible facility for the proper conduct of this 
war. Ido not believe there will be found on either side of this 
House anyone voting to obstruct a successful prosecution of 


„this war; it should not be a partisan war. 


I do not believe any party would attempt, for partisan purposes, 
to hamper or impede the Administration in the conduct of this 
war, and I for one enter my protest against the efforts which have 
been or may hereafter be made to make political capital in favor 
of or against any political party,especially when there is no more 
ground for it than exists up to this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my Republican friends, let us lay 
— proesa = oes until we have ‘‘licked” the 

paniards [applause], and then we can resume our partisan quar- 
rels and fight it out before the American E pal ae ee 
In the face of a common enemy let us put efforts for i - 
vantage behind us. I do not intend that any of you display 
a. more patriotism than I or my people. 

t will be seen that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVER- 
STREET], who seems to have felt he had discharged his duty to 
the country when he delivered his interview against the Demo- 
cratic party, and who, I believe, has ever since been absent from 
his seat, took occasion to reflect on the patriotism of some of our 
States by saying they had not at that time furnished their quota 
of tr I think the States have been remarkably prompt in 
supplying the troops called for. 

ut I want to call attention to the fact that in most of our 
Southern States conditions are very different from those in which 
most of you reside. In my own State the majority of our popula- 
tion is colored. The call having been made in the States accord- 
ing to population, and no call for colored troops from the State, 
has left our quota to be filled from the whites,” Besides, we have no 
— population. The war found our people all at work; most 
of them are farmers; they had commenced their crops, and it is a 
more serious problem for a man ponent on his work to give 
up his job or his 8 one who nothing to do. 

They doubted if their services would be needed, for they did 
not believe that with our 75,000,000 of the greatest people on the 
face of the earth, with our unlimited resources and unlimited 
credit, with our 4 per cent bonds worth $1.20 on the dollar, that a 
nation like Spain, Spey our inferiorin numbers, in wealth, 
in intelligence, and in all the attributes that make good soldiers, 
with her 4 per cent bonds worth 30 cents on the dollar, one-fourth 
of what ours are worth—they did not think it could be much of a 
war, and that it would necessarily soon be over. 

And if they did not go as readily as some others, under these 
conditions, our quotas have been filled reasouably fast, and you 
will find that when it comes to fighting, the troops from no State 
in this Union will show more courage or do better fighting than 
the Mississippians. They will go where ordered, and I am willing 
for the patriotism of my section to be tested by the way they dis- 
charge their duties as soldiers rather than by whether their Rep- 
resentative votes for or against bond issues or for or against the 
cheese ration. [Laughter.] 

I notice the gentleman from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, when 
called down by an editorial in the Washington Post about his 
3 which I have already referred, in a card in answer to 

at editorial threatened at some later day to furnish a catalogue. 
of the crimes or votes of the Democrats as evidencing their want 
of patriotism in connection with the prosecution of the war. I 
suppose these charges will be chucked into the RECORD just 
about time of adjournment to be used for campaign purposes, and 
I suppose those of us who vote against this proposition to furnish 
a market for the cheese makers will be held up as obstructing the 
successful prosecution of the war, and it may be that the secre- 
tary of the Congressional Republican committee will supplement 
his charges against the Democratic party with this accusation. 
But, Mr. er, Iam going now to make a proposition that I 
think is a better test of fervent patriotism than a vote for or 
against bonds or a vote for or against cheese, and I make it in the 
most perfect good faith. It is understood we are going to adjourn 
in afew days. Iam willing to head the listof a company of Con- 
gressmen to be commanded by General pose ruse e 
to start from here and go down to Cuba and join dy Roose- 
velt’s Rough Riders right at the front. [Applause.] 

A {on the Democratic side), Cheese or no cheese, 

Mr. ALLEN, Cheese or no cheese, and I will tell you another 
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thing I will engage to do, notwithstanding there are a great many 
more Republicans here than Democrats. I willtakemy standand 
let them form on me, and forevery Republican on that side of the 
House that you will get to march up and take his stand beside me 
to go in that company I will furnish a Democrat from over here, 
3 And I tell you when they see us coming, and when 

ey see the gentleman from Ohio heading this band of gallant 
Congressmen who helped to bring on this war, then the war will 
soon be over and we will not have much more use for cheese. 


[Laughter. } 
That proposition is made in perfect good faith. I am ready to 
o, and I am ready to go from here; and, so far as I am concerned, 


do not want ee commission. I want to occupy the same Lev 
and distinguished position in the next war that I occupied in the 
last one, and I want to show ‘‘Old Glory” that I can do just as 
good fighting under her as I did when I fought against her as a 
private soldier. Torpa] 

Mr. BAIRD. you think the Spanish could stand cheese and 
Congressmen both? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know how the Spanish are on cheese. I 
wanted to discuss this matter of patriotism, I was not much in 

‘favor of war. I was not so anxious for a fight. I was one of the 
pee over here who thought that, with the idea of liberty that 

d been instilled into us from our earliest youth and of which 
we had talked so much and prized so highly, we had taught the 
Cubans to aspire to it and try for it—that in their attempts to 
throw off the yoke of a very bad Government and be free it was 
a shame that our Government should be spending millions in 
helping Spain and keeping people who wanted to help the strug- 
rns in their effort to obtain independence from doing so. 

pplause. 

l I wanted a long time ago to acknowledge their belligerency. I 
wanted to acknowledge their independence. I was not anxious 
for war, but if the war is properly conducted it may not be a bad 
thing to put a war in which we are all together between us and 
the terrible war in which we were against each other. But this 
war has been a eet to the Republican party. It has let you 
out of the trouble you were in over the failure of the Dingley bill to 
produce sufficient revenue, and has made the people for the pres- 
ent forget many of your other shortcomings. 

Mr epeen, I am a member of that great committee of this 
House that reports the bills that appropriates the money for the con- 
duct of this war, and I appeal to the chairman to know if any Demo- 
crat on that committee has ever shown any disposition to with- 
hold from this Administration anything that was asked for in aid 
of the successful prosecution of this war. [Applause.] Then 
when that committee has di d its duty and its bills have 
been brought into the House, I say, for the members of the Dem- 
ocratic party, that if the Administration conducting this war 
had been their own, they could not have shown more disposition 
to intrust that Administration with unlimited sums of money to 
be expended in the discretion of the Administration than we have 
done here. 

I do not want to criticise anybody now. There are many 
things being done that do not meet my approval, and I have 
felt Tike criticising them; but, just as I said a while ago, while 
we are doing up Spain let us not be trying to do up each other. 
I do not want to make any capital off of anybody, but I do ap- 

al to this Administration, while we are exhibiting this con- 
2955 while we are placing in its hands unlimited amounts 
of money—I do ap to the Administration and appeal to the 
Committee on Military Affairs in charge of bills here affecting 
this war to see that our confidence is not abused; to see that 
all parts of this country have a fair showing; to see that nothing 
is done as a matter of favoritism, but that all that is done is done 
in the interest of the whole people of our common country. 

If they will do that for us, I want to say to you, my friends, 
that as an American citizen no man on your side of the House 
will applaud President McKinley and his Administration more 
heartily than I when he conducts this war to a successful termina- 
tion with just as little stealing as is absolutely necessary. [Laugh- 
ter.] We expect some, of course. We do not expect to get 
through without some. What I want is, gentlemen, that it shall 
be done with absolutely as little as possible. I want the steal- 
ing and jobs kept out of it, if it can be done; we want to be 
loyal supporters of the Administration that does it. We may 
differ about methods of raising revenue to do it, but we will not 
differ about any method when it becomes necessary, and it is 
shown that that method is necessary to a successful prosecution 
of this war. 

I have felt, Mr. Speaker, that it was not improper for some 
Democrat to say this much in behalf of our 8 I am neue 
with you, shoulder to shoulder, in this struggle. e may differ 
about whether cheese is necessary or not. tis a mere matter 
of detail, You know in these matters of detail the greatest lati- 
tude is permitted when you agree on the general proposition. 


Now the question of cheese or no cheese, with that sort of bill 
of fare already in existence, is a mere matter of detail, and nota 
test of patriotism one way or the other. If it is necessary to the 
soldiers, give it to them. If it is necessary to raise the price of 
cheese and give a good market to the cheese interests, why, let us 
postpone taking care of the cheese makers until we take care of 
Spain and not mix it with war measures. 

But I want to be understood about my proposition to make up 
this company of Congressmen to go to Cuba, I will tell you what 
is the truth. The erican people would spare a company of 
Congressmen as readily as any company that has ever gone to the 
front. [Great laughter.] There has Psy some complaint that 
there was too much talking and not enough disposition to fight 
up here. Now, I say 1 do not doubt that the peop e will look with 
much complacency after the battle on the list of dead Congress- 
men, especially those who want our places, 

But I make that proposition in good faith, and I will join a com- 
pany of Congressmen. We will not ask any pay, we will not even 
ask cheese; we will just ask the Government to give us this ra- 
tion, and will stand on our Congressional salaries. [Great laugh- 
ter.] That is better than the other boys down there get. [ite 
newed laughter.] We will not ask any increase—just the - 
gressional salary. The Government gives us this ration, and we 
will go down there, and I tell you what is the fact—I know if they 
can get a full company of such men as I am, it will not take us 
long to bring this thing to a termination. [Great laughter. ] 

Just think about a company of such men as I am being led by 
the gentleman from Ohio, charging theenemy. Why, gentlemen, 
the flag would soon float over Morro Castle. I want to say 
one more word about that ration. I went into the Confederate 
army weighing about 100 pounds. I was a sickly boy. You 
never would have thought I would have come to be what I am 
if you had seen me then. [Great laughter. ] 

ou never would have expected it. When I went into the army 
and got to eating rations from a commi that was very poorly 
supplied, I fattened on it; I grew on it. ith a very much in- 
ferior ration to this, I came out an able-bodied man without any 
necessity, even if I had been on the successful side, for a pension. 

I want to test my patriotism by the side of some of you pa- 
triots, and Iwant to do it in the usual way, by fighting. Iam nota 
great fighter. I have 86 some. I never went in without fear; 
always scared; but still I went, feeling like the fellow that ad- 
dressed the rabbit when he was running from the battlefield, when 
he said that if hedid not have any more reputation at stake than the 
rabbit, he would have been going, too, [Laughter. ] 

1 never got over this fear. After the war, for thirty years I 
used to be punished in my dreams by the Yankees being after me. 
I would see the bluecoats all around me and not much chance to 
get away. But now I see 2 le who were with me then. I see 

utler and WHEELER and Fitzhugh Lee and Oates and Rosser and 
a great many others who were there fighting the bluecoats and 
who are now wearing them. (arpiu 

1 have not the same fear that one old Confederate expressed to 
a gentleman when writing a letter not long ago. He wrote to 
know if he was going to the war. The Confederate said no; he 
did not believe he would go. He had been thinking of it right 
smart, and he would not mind to go, but he did not believe he 
would go. He said he wouldn't mind to go, and he thought he 
could make it all right with the boys who were living, but the 
thing that troubled him was that if he were to wake up at the uy 
of judgment with a blue uniform on, what the boys who were d 
and didn’t know . about this war would say. [angi 
ter.] He said they would look up and see him with a blue uni- 
form on, and they would say, ‘‘ Deserted, damn him.” [Laughter.] 

Now, I am not afraid of that; I am not afraid of not being able 
to make it all right with the boys already dead; I am not afraid 
of the blue uniform; but I tell you what I want is to stop all 
this business about what political party is going to fight this 
war. I say that all the troops you want from Mississippi you 
are going to get, and you are going to get them just as good as 
ever shot a gun. eee And you are going to get them 
from every other State represented here by Democrats, Repub- 
licans, and Populists. 

Now, let us make a little armistice here to-day, and let us clean 
up Spain, and then I will give you all you want of Democratic and 
Republican politics, [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. G IN. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, Forty minutes. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. - z 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to break into the 
hilarity of this occasion b 97 8 discussion. If I had had m 
way in the drafting of this ill, I should not have forced an amend- 
ment or addition to the army rations, except as the elective choice 
of the soldier. I make that suggestion for what it is worth. 

Mr. CHICKERING, I make the assertion that the soldiers in 
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the field are the ones most interested in this bill, knowing as I do 
the value of this A eng food product in connection with army life. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; I think they are suffering for it, cry- 
ing for it; and I wanted to suggest to the gentleman from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Hanpy] that he did not comprehend the full force and 
value of the suggestion about cheese when he was talking about 
the difficulty of transportation. If you have cheese on hand long 
enough, it might facilitate transportation. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not recognize the right or the propriety 
of any man to undertake to make a question on the floor of this 
House in regard to a political ne speech. During the last 
thirty days there was more personal abuse of the President of the 
United States made by members of this House at four or five con- 
ventions that I can name, the proof of which I have, than was 
ever before poured out upon the head of any President of the 
United States in any war, I can bring at the proper time the 
statement of members of Congress ig rig a ident with 
corruption in the execution of his office. I have not questioned 
the right of poa to go on the stump and say what they 
please, and I do not recognize the right of any man to make it a 

uestion on this floor; but I do desire to intimate calmly to gen- 
tlemen that there is going to be a political campaign in this coun- 


shortly. 
1 1 have N that some gentlemen have been nominated as 
Democrats, others as Populists, others as Republicans; and I have 
not any doubt that some time during the early days of the fall 
there will be a political competes, opened in the United States of 
America, notwithstanding the patriotic speech of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. And if you could follow him when he leaves 
here, and, instead of going to Cuba, goes to Tupelo (if that is the 
name of the town), if you could hear the reception speech he 
will deliver there, I i ine you would find some politics in the 
atmosphere of 3 about that time. And I can tell gen- 
tlemen that there will be politics on both sides during the com- 


ing fall. 

Kov, I am not going to be drawn out of my intrenchments un- 
til my artillery is in place. Any time that the House will give 
me the opportunity, after to-morrow, I shall be ready to try to 
vindicate every word that I have been criticised for, in the spirit 
in which it was uttered, if not in the utmost detail. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to close the exercises of the pres- 
ent occasion so far as I am concerned by pointing out that it is 
very strange that I should be singled out for criticism when I am 
not charged with saying one-half as bitter things as have been 
said by distinguished Democrats upon the same question right 
here in the city of Washington. 

Iholdin my hand an editorial published in a leading Demo- 
cratic newspaper of the city of Washington. the Times, dated the 
22d day of June. That was a remarkable day for men to speak 
out. at was the day of the Republican convention in Ohio; 
and while a Republican was saying a very few very modest and 
mild things, there was a Democrat in the city of Washington 
hurling bitter 5 upon the unprotected head of the Demo- 
cratic on this floor. I hold that article in my hand, and I 
am authorized to say that it was written by a Democratic Con- 
gressman now sitting on this floor. 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). Give us his name. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Further than that—— 

Mr, COX. Linsist on knowing who that man is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was not the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox]. [Laughter.] Iclear him of any such charge. It is 
an editorial in a responsible newspaper. e owner of it, as I 
understand, is Mr. Stilson Hutchins, a leader of the Democratic 


— 
9 Where? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To-day one of the strongest supporters of 
Mr. Bryan for the Presidency in the election of 1900. 

Mr, SULZER. Let us hear what the article is. Read it. 

Mr. COX. Not until the gentleman from Ohio states who wrote 
the article. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to know by what authority 
the gentleman from Tennessee demands the name of anybody 
from me? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has no right to accuse a Democrat 
of writing an offensive article without giving his name. 

Mr. LIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Ohio 

should understand that in a matter of this kind his own reputa- 
tion is at stake. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is a gentleman sitting within four 
feet of me who heard a Democratic Congressman say to both of 
us that he was the author of this paper. 

Several MEMBERS. Name him. 

a oak GROSVENOR. I will have the paper read at the Clerk’s 
es 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object to that article being read 
unless the man’s name is given. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can have it read as part of my speech. 


XXXI——408 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Mississippi rise? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise toa parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is this article to be read by unanimous consent or is it to 
be read as a matter of right? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If there is any point about it, I will read 
the article myself. Iam a pretty good reader. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. GROSVENOR). Read it yourself. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Is the article to be read by 
unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the Clerk will not read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I shall object unless the gen- 
oann will give the name of the man who he says wrote the 

cle. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill read it myself as part of my remarks, 

Mr. HANDY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The rule of 
this House in regard to debate being 8 to the pending bill 
has at times been enforced pretty rigidly against myself. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that the 
article is not germane? 

Mr. HANDY. Unless the gentleman from Ohio will furnish 
us the name 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman either makes the point or he 
does not. If he does, the Chair will have to rule upon it. 

Mr. HANDY. I do not make any point upon the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, then, will proceed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘ Wednesday, June 22,” I read the foliow- 
ing editorial cut from the paper at that time. This is headed 
Democratic folly:” 

We do not think it will profit the Democrats of the House to hold any 
more caucuses. It will be much better for the minority to go at once into 
voluntary liquidation and apply for a leader who has the ability to lead and 


whom they, with self-respect, can follow. Nothing short of a complete reor- 
ganization within the next thirty days will avert 


Now, Mr. S. er, I point out 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will read the 
entire article. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam reading this article in my own time, 
and will take my own way to do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- 
man has no right to select such parts of an editorial as he may 
choose and submit them to the House. 

I want to say that, as this is an attack upon me, I want every 
word of it read, so that the House may understand the animus of 
it. I deny the right of the gentleman from Ohio to garble it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I hope this does not come 


out of my time. 
The gentleman from Ohio can have all the time 


Mr. BAILEY. 
he wants. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have the right to read any part of this 
editorial, and comment upon it as I go along, just to suit my own 
convenience. 

Mr. BAILEY. Only by permission of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not asked consent of the gentleman 
from Texas, He will observe that Iam reading this in my own 
time and in my own way. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then the gentleman should read the whole 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not inclined to take my rule of action 
in reference to such matters from the gentleman from Texas. I 
want no favors from him, and I shall not submit to any effort on 
his ge if he undertakes to strangle facts. 

. BAILEY. And I would not offer a favor to a man who 
was not decent enough to be at least civil in his treatment of 
other members. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Have I not been civil in all respects to the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. You certainly have not been. 

3 GROSVENOR. In what respect does the gentleman com- 
Plain ; 
aon WILLIAMS of Mississippi. By refusing to tell the whole 

Mr. BAILEY. Let us have the entire article. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is my business, and I defy the gentle- 
man from Texas to show wherein I have been lacking in proper 
Sue to him or to other members on this floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. I stated, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Ohio was reading this article by permission of the House. It was 
manifest, the Chair having intimated that it was ready to so hold, 
that it could not be read without the consent of the House, and 
the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Hanpy], at my request, with- ~ 
drew the point of order to allow the reading. 

Now, I insist, in view of that fact, the whole matter should be 
read as a matter of justice. 


e popular wrath tocome. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I will read it in my own time and in my 
own way and comment as I 


Mr. BAILEY. But the gentleman from Ohio knows that he 
could not have read this or any part of it if the objection had 
been insisted upon. 

Now, I object to the reading of any part of this unless all is read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I intend to read the whole of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman had made that statement in 
the first instance, there would have been no complaint on my part. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, I am not a school- 
boy, to be called to order for my delinquencies by the gentleman 
from Texas or anybody else. 

Mr. BAILEY. Perhaps it would be well for the gentleman 
from Ohio to go to school again and learn a good many things of 
which he seems to be ignorant at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I could not learn anything from the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to conclude his re- 


marks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will take my time from the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I yield five minutes’ additional time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that it is 
not in order for the gentleman from Ohio himself to read that 
article. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground does the gentleman make 
the point? ; 

Mr. BAILEY. On the ground that it isnot germane to the 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. That it is not germane to the subject before 
the House? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman makes the point, the Chair 
has to sustain it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say another thing 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I insist I have the floor, if the 
gentleman from Ohio has consumed his time. Now I would ask 
the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Hanpy] if he will consume 
his seven minutes? 

Mr. HANDY. What is the gentleman's question? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Will the gentleman from Delaware consume 
his seven minutes? 

Mr. HANDY. I shall desire to use the seven minutes. If he 
proposes to use all the time remaining to him in one block, of 
course I shall be forced to use my seven minutes now. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I do not know how I may use it or how it may 
be used, 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, having used more of my time than 
the gentleman from Wisconsin has used of his—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The House must be in order, 
because gentlemen can not be heard. The gentleman from Del- 
aware 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will relieve the whole sit- 
uation. The Chair has decided that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] can not read that editorial if the point of order 
is made. I made the point of order to obtain the decision. I now 
withdraw it, and I am willing for the gentleman to read it, but it 
must be understood that he reads it by the permission of the 
House. 7 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire that it shall appear in the RECORD 
that the attempt that I made to discuss this question followed the 
use of an hour, or nearly an hour, on the other side, in which a 
very able 78 pene speech was made by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. ALLEN], and that upon my attempt to answer the 
very criticism that he had made, immediately 
was put forward. 

Mr. BAILEY. And withdrawn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, withdrawn. Now, what I was try- 
ing to say as a matter of comment was that it was peculiarly cu- 
rious to me that a distinguished editor, on the very same day that 
the very mild remarks that I made were uttered, or rather on the 
day that they were published, should have written just what I am 
now going to read: 

Since the outbreak of the Spanish war they have committed— 

That is, the Democrats in the House— 

* ae 
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rT Appronta of $50,000,000 

or the national defense, they lined themselves u t solidly against the 
climax last = by casting the bulk 

a 


is point of order 


The result is plain. What was intended to be, and what was originally, a 
purely American war has degenerated in the eyes of the country into a He. 
publican war with all that that implies. 

The Republican President stands before the world to-day as one pursuing 
a patriotic policy in the teeth of unreasoning Democratic opposition. When 
victory comes to him and Spain is humbled in the dust; when America’s pos- 
sessions are enriched by the addition of Hawaii, the Philippines, Puerto Rico, 
and perhaps the es, Mr. McKinley can rise and truthfully say: 

Fals is my work mine and the Republican party's. As we saved the 
Union in 1861, so now do we glorify it with victory. Ours the triumph, ours 
the spoils, including a majority in the new House of Representatives!” 

And the people, on the 8th day of November, will cry Amen.“ 


In the same paper on this evening, under the head of “Party 
coffin makers,” referring to the manufacture of political coffins 
going on on the other side, substantially the same language is 
used. I have not had time to read it and I do not propose to re- 
produce it now, but will reserve it for some future occasion. Now, 
that is all I was trying to do. I was trying to show that two 
minds, one a humble Republican mind and the other a great lead - 
ing Democratic mind, 1 on the same day to run along the 
same channel, the Republican mind running very quietly and 
without much demonstration, and the Democratic mind putting 
you in mind very much of an eruption of a volcanic formation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, will the gentleman from Ohio give the 
ap ofthe Democratic member of the House who wrote that edito- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not doit, unless the gentleman will 
give his consent—and the gentleman from Texas knows it would 
be a breach of confidence if I did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May ask the gentleman from 
Ohio a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One moment; I am responding to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. The editor of this paper doubtless knows 
whether my statement is correct. 

A brother member of the Housenear me did hear the statement 
made. Iam willing to give his name, but Iam not willing to give 
the name of the member who claimed the authorship of this arti- 
cle. Ican not give it honorably without his consent and will not 
give it under coercion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iaminclined to think that the gentleman ought 
not to divulge the name without permission of the Democrat who 
is rushing to criticise his Democratic colleagues. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Anonymously. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is an editorial article. 

Mr. BAILEY. There have been many similar ones in this 
paper; but I did not suppose it had a Congressional editor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The paper is better off than the gentleman 
from Texas understood. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not with this kind of Congressional editor. 

Mr. GRIFFIN, Will the gentleman from Delaware consume 
his seven minutes? 

Mr. HANDY. I desire to yield tothe gentleman from Virginia 
for the 1 of offering an amendment. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “corn,” in line 6, insert “and weekly 2 ounces of smoking 
and 2 ounces of che tobacco.“ 


Mr. OTEY. Mr. S. , am I recognized? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. OTEY. I donot care tosay anything about the amend- 
ment, but there was so much disorder in the House at the time, I 
ask to have it read again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

7 SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PITNEY. I move to strike out the word “tobacco” and 
insert the word“ gum.” 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 
strike out the word tobacco“ and insert the word “gum,” 
[Laughter. ] 
=- Mr. HANDY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HANDY. I want to understand whether the “gum” is 
supposed to be both chewing and smoking gum? 

itr, PITNEY. Certainly; that is the common sense of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not state the effect of amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HANDY. Is it in one or both places? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is in both. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of age ge A parliamentary inquiry. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OTEY. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 65, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OTEY, Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 68, 

Mr. OTEY. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Twenty-eight gentlemen 
haye arisen. Twenty-four is one-fifth of the last vote. Accord- 
ingly the yeas and nays are ordered. 

ite GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the other side. 

3 STEELE. Pending that, I move that the House do now 
journ. 

The question was put; and pending the announcement, leave of 
absence was granted as follows: : 

To Mr. SPARKMAN, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
b To Mr. ERMENTROUT, for one week, on account of important 
usiness. 
To Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 
The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
6 o'clock and 2 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the 3 and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 8 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 4741) to authorize the construction of a bridge over Tombig- 
bee River, in the State of Mississippi, 2 the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report g o. 1633); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4710) to amend an act entitled! An act pro- 
viding for the construction of a bridge across the Yalobusha River, 
between Leflore and Carroll counties, in the State of Mississippi,” 
approved April 29, 1898, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1634); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4714) to protect the harbor 
defenses and fortifications constructed or used by the United 
States from malicious injury, and for other p reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1635); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4808) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint additional cadets at large at the United States 
Naval Academy, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a maes (No. 1636); which said bill and report were 
Teferred to the House Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. Res. xi kee the thanks of 
Congress to Assistant Naval Constructor Richmond Pearson Hob- 
son and to the volunteer crew of the Merrimac, andauthorizing the 
transfer of Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson from the Con- 


struction Corps to the line of the United States Navy, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1637); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
(H. Res. 274) for the improvement of the harbor at Racine, Wis., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
ie o. 1638); which said resolution and report were referred to the 

ouse Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. Res, 275) for improvement of 
the harbor at Kenosha, Wis., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1639); which said resolu- 
tion and report were seared to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr, MAHON, from the Committee on War Olaims, to which 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3426) for the relief of Ed- 
ward H. Murrell, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 1631); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 8171) to refer certain claims for Indian depre- 
dations to the Court of Claims, re the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a repan (No. 1632); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4028) for the relief of Emogene C. Crawford— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 10616) to place on the pension roll the name of 
E. Laurence Herriott—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8697) granting a B spor to William Conover— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o Set following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 9 5 to authorize the im- 

rovement of the water power in the issippi River at Sauk 

pids, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10846) authorizing the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of War to accept 
and muster into the volunteer service the regiment of sons of 
Union and Confederate veterans known as the William Me- 
Kinley Regiment of Sons of Veterans”—to the Committee on 
Military ‘Affairs, 8 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 10847) for the relief of 
Louis A, Yorke—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10848) granting an 
increase of pension to O. C. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10849) granting a pension to Anna Lenk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 10850) granting a pension to 
Joseph Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX (by request): A bill (H. R. 10851) for the re- 
lief of George W. Demoney, of Floyd County, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 10852) for the relief of G. 
Moss, of Gordon County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10853) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry H. Brown—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 10854) to remove the charge of 
desertion against William Harrison—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 10855) esis an increase of 
peon 3 rae 2 . ae ere Committee on 5 

80, & R. ing a pension to Jose Ham- 
rick to the Committee on favalid aian, j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10857) granting a pension to Ella G. Ham- 
rick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 10858) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Amanda Willmarth—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10859) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Koea the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10860) porn a pension to Mianda A. San- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr, REEVES: A bill (H. R. 10861) for the relief of Visa C. 
Morrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr, SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10862) granting an increase 
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of pension to Hollis O. Dudley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10863) grantin; 
nam—to the Committee on Invalid 


a pension to Helen M. Put- 
ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: Affidavit to 5 House bill No. 8697, 
to grant a pension to William Conover, of Veterans Home, Napa 
County, Cal.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of J. B. Corey, of Allegheny 
County, Pa., in favor of the repeal of the salary act of 1873—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of brotherhoods of Locomo- 
tive Engineers, Locomotive Firemen, Railroad Trainmen, orders 
of Railway Conductors and Railway Telegraphers, in favor of the 
passage of the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Resolutions of a union meeting of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Brotherhood of men, 
Order of Railway Conductors, Railway Trainmen, and Teleg- 
raphers, held in Philadelphia, Pa., June 5, 1898, favoring the pas- 
sage of the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the American Federation of Musicians. Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for legislation restraining the Marine Band from 
competing with musical organizations outside of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Transpor- 
tation, indorsing the measure enacted to provide aliberal revenue 
to carry on the war—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Anti-British Alliance Association of New 
York, in opposition to a treaty of alliance with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Forei airs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Resolutions adopted by the Brother- 
hoods of Locomotive Engineers, Firemen, and Trainmen, and 
Orders of Railway Conductors and Telegraphers, in favor of the 
p e of the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TODD: Memorial of the American Federation of Musi- 
cians, relative to the employment of the Marine Band outside of 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: Resolutions of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Order of 
Railwsy Conductors, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, and 
Order of Railway Telegraphers, in favor of the e of the anti- 
scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, resolution of the Irish National Club of New York City, 
Edward O'Flaherty, president, in opposition to the so-called 
“Anglo-Saxon alliance — to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the American Federation of Musicians, pro- 
testing against the practice of allowing the United States Marine 
Band to compete with civilian musicians outside of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 

rtation, pledging the loyalty and earnest assistance of its mem- 
Teri to the Government in all proper ways to conduct the present 
war to a successful termination—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. WARNER: Resolution adopted by the Illinois State 
Dairymen's Association, protesting against Government seed dis- 
tribution—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of business men of the Thirteenth Congressional 
district of Ilinois, protesting against the imposition of a duty of 
23 cents per bunch on bananas—to the Committee on Ways and 
M 


eans. 

Also, petitions of the Epworth League, Baptist Young People's 
Union, and Woman’s Christian 3 nion, all of Clinton, 
III., for the bill which forbids the sale of alcoholic liquors in Goy- 
ein buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Christian Church, First Baptist Church, 
First Methodist 8 Church, and Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, all of Urbana, III., and 77 citizens of Tuscola, III., 
in favor of legislation to protect State anti- cigarette laws by pro- 
viding that cigarettes imported in original packages on entering 
any State shall become subject to its laws—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of 5 citizens of Bloomington, 52 citizens of 
Tuscola, 40 citizens of Tolono, 15 citizens of Paxton, and 4 citi- 
zens of Farmer City, State of Illinois, favoring the p of the 


anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 30, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. JACOB VoorsanGer, D. D., of San Francisco, 
Cal., professor of Semitic languages and literature, University of 
California. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SPOONER presented sundry petitions of the Lemonwier 
Congregational Convention, of Wisconsin, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transmission of lot- 
tery messages and other gambling matter by telegraph, to protect 
the first day of the week in the District of Columbia, to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings, for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the labor problem, 
to substitute yoluntary arbitration for railway strikes, to prohibit 
the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of newspaper 
descriptions of prize fights, to prohibit the kinetoscope reproduc- 
tions of pugilistic encounters in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories and the interstate transportation of materials for the 
same, and to raise the age of cers for girls to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of August Bolten, residing 
temporarily in Sweden, praying that he be granted relief for in- 
juries received whilst in prison in the Island of Cuba; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Local Union No. 23, 
American Federation of Labor, of Muncie, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of an eight-hour law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Department of Indiana, Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying for the purchase of ground at 
Vicksburg, Miss., for a military park; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented à memorial of the American Federation of 
Musicians, remonstrating against the practice of allowing the 
United States Marine Band to compete with civilian musicians 
outside the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 


THE CURRENCY QUESTION, 


Mr. WILSON. I present a communication from the editor of 
the Seattle Post-In cer, in reply to the letter of Mr. Charles 
A. Towne, of March 17, 1898, relative to the currency question, 
published in Document 227. I move that the communication be 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10550) to enable 
volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain to vote at Congres- 
sional elections, to report it without amendment. 

I should like to put the bill on its 1 875 now, if there be no 
objection, but I suppose it is quite likely that some members of 
the Senate may wish to examine it. I will give notice, therefore, 
that I shall take an early opportunity to call up the bill. It is a 
matter which, as the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations wil! see, will require to have some little time l to it, 
but it should be acted upon without delay. 

oe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill wiil be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Education and 
Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7889) limiting the 
hours of daily services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 

loyed upon the public works of, or work done for, the United 
tates, or any Territory, or the District of Columbia, to report it 
with two or three amendments, but without recommendation as 


rs the bill. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10424) to provide for a temporary in- 
crease in the Inspector-General's Department of the Army, re- 
ported it without amendment, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the action of the Senate by which the 
bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of the owners of the ship Achilles 
was referred to the Committee on Claims be reconsidered, and that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
„ Without objection, the change will 

made. - 
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INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make an investigation 
of internal-revenue and customs matters, and to report from time to time to 
the Senate the result thereof; and for this purpose they are authorized to sit, 
by subcommittee or otherwise, during the recess or sessions of the Senate, at 
such times and places as they may deem advisable, to send for persons and 
papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer and such clerical 
and other assistance as may be necessary, the expense of such investigation 
to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


PAY OF STENOGRAPHERS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 20th in- 
stant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

b 1 to report the hearing before the 
8 ga education ea Labora ung 5. 1808 on the bill H. R. 7389, “An 
Sed ies he S N T I te meee fear lee, the Untied Sieben or 
ae 8 ‘ttle District of “Columbia,” be paid’ from the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 1st 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

on Indian 
difiaes to A r fe malate te es ean ce batten CATAE 
in Oklahoma Territory, and other matters, be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Suovr on the 6th in- 
stant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the stenographer employed by the Committee on Territo- 
ries to report testimony in relation to the necessity of a better government 
for Alaska be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4829) . an increase 
of ion to Robert Voigt; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4830) for the relief of 
Alonzo E. Miltimore; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 4831) fixing the rank of the 
Adjutant-General of the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. TURPIE (by request) submitted an amendment relative 
to the claim of Thomas M. Steep against the District of Colum- 
bia, amounting to $879.78, intended to be proposed by him to the 

meral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
8 on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. CARTER. My engagements for to-day are such that I can 
not well serve as one of the conferees upon the bill (S. 4809) to 
increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster’s Department of the 
Army. I therefore ask to be relieved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to relieving 
the Senator from Montana from service upon the committee of 
conference on the Quartermaster’s bill. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and he is excused. The Chair will appoint in his stead 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

THE FREEDMEN’S HOSPITAL, 


Mr. FAULKNER. Isubmit a formal resolution and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. It is very important 
that we should get the information in order to publish it with the 
next report of the Joint Select Committee on the Charities of the 
District of Columbia. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the WESA the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to the Senate an formation he may have in regard to the man- 
agement of the Freedmen’s Hospital, together with the rules and regulations 
9 . — the said institution, and any suggestions in regard to legislation 
or the more effective management of the hospital. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 8277) to authorize the appointment of a military store- 
keeper in the Army, 

e message also announced that the Honse had passed with 
amendments the bill (S, 4714) to protect the harbor defenses and 


fortifications constructed or used by the United States from ma- 
licious injury, and for other purposes, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6149) to authorize the Secretary of War to exer- 
cise a discretion in certain cases; ; 

A bill (H. R. 10051) to increase the number of post quartermaster- 
sergeants in the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 10693) directing the enlistment of cooks in the Reg- 
ular and Volunteer armies of the United States; and 

A joint resolution 9 — Res. 270) to correct an omission relative 
to signal officers on the staff of corps commanders. 

The message also announced that the House further insists upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 13, 
14, 186, 221, 222, and 233, to the bill (H. R. 8428) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil nses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

The m e further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10691) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cannon, 
Mr. Nortuway, and Mr. SAYERS managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States; 

A bill (S. 3144) for the relief of Finetta Nalle; 

A bill (S. 4718) relative to the Corps of Engineers of the Army; 

A bill (S. 4756) for the relief of Michael McNulty; 

A bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 1004) for the relief of Theodore F. Swayze, ad- 
perme de bonis non of the estate of John S. P. Wheeler, 


A bill (H. R. 8697) for the relief of Martha E. Fleschert; 

A bill (H. R. 6897) making 9 to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10585) designating Titusville, Crawford County, 
Pa., aport of delivery in the customs collection district of Erie, Pa, 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 259. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
55 Res. 259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the 

nited States? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, it is my purpose this morning to pre- 
sent to the Senate views I entertain in regard to the pending ques- 
tion. I think we have had no question before the Senate since I 
have had the honor of being a member of this body thatapproaches 
this one in far-reaching results. I think it is fraught with more 
eyil to this country than any other measure we have had under 
discussion in the present Con , and it is one in many respects 
entirely new. It is novel in the fact that we are discussing here 
in open session, under a resolution which comes from the House, 
that which, I think, properly belongs to an executive session of 
the Senate. 

What is the present status of this question? There was a treaty 
presented involving precisely the same matter, in the last few 
years, by one President and withdrawn by another. Succeeding 
that, it was presented again, and we have it now as a treaty pend- 
ing before the Senate, and the extraordinary fact presents itself 
that, while a treaty embracing the same identical matter is pend- 
ing before the Senate, there is a resolution embodying the same 
peram, the same interests, the same principles of that treaty, now 

fore the Senate for discussion. 

A treaty, Mr. President, has more of dignity about it than an 
ordinary actof Congress. It is generally supposed to be of a more 
weighty character and to involve delicate international questions 
and relations, Hence it has a greater degree of enhy attached 
toit, and we proceed in the discussion of it ordinarily in executive 
session, with closed doors, because it involves the rights of two 
governments. 

Yet at the present time we find the anomalous proceeding under 
resolutions that have been introduced in the popular branch of 
Congress and passed, and have, under rules governing the two 
Houses, been sent here for the consideration of the Senate, as I 
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said, involving precisely the same questions that are in the treaty 
which is still pending. 

I grant that there might be some show of excuse for this course 

ovided the treaty had been di of and had been defeated 
ion in the Senate, but while it is still pending I assert, without 
fear of contradiction, that it is an innovation upon all precedents 
known in the history of this country and its legislation that we 
should have a resolution from the House of Representatives be- 

“fore the Senate involving the precise question that is still pending 
in the nature of a treaty. 

The Constitution recognizes in the Executive and the Senatethe 
power to make treaties, and the House of Representatives has 
nothing to do with it. This Hawaiian treaty was sent to the Sen- 
ate by the President, bringing to bear the powers of the Execu- 
tive and the powers granted to the Senate to perfect it, and in 
order that action by this body might be had for or against it. 

Not only has the Sealy making power been granted by the 
Constitution to the Executive and to the Senate, but additional 
guards have likewise been thrown around it. It has to be done 
in a solemn way, generally in executive or secret session. In 
addition thereto, so much dignity is attached to legislating upon 
a treaty that the Constitution throws around it the additional 

ard of saying that it shall be ratified by a two-thirds vote 
Katore it can be approved, z 

This treaty, then, has not received any two-thirds vote; and, 
sir, without fone too critical, I find that those who are in favor 
of it do not desire to have a test upon that question even in exec- 
utive session for fear that it would not pass with the necessary 
two-thirds vote. I believe it would not. : 

If the poise! machinery resorted to and set in motion at the 
other end of the Capitol for the purpose of overriding that opin- 
ion of the Senate, which is adverse to the approval of the treaty, 
and in seeking to override those constitutional measures which 
are given unto usin treaty relations, then I assert that this is a 
novel and unprecedented proceeding, and that we are now here 
seeking to legislate as in ordinary session on a subject which be- 
longs properly to a secret session and requiring a two-thirds ma- 
jority, and which belongs exclusively to the treaty-making power. 

I wish to present to the Senate in connection with what I have 
just said some proof as to the precedents. I know it has been 
said here time and again in the discussion and in previous debate 
and in the newspapers of the country that the admission of Texas 
is the precedent upon which those who favor this resolution rely. 
Iam quite content to state what I think is the correct history of 
it, and that instead of being favorable as a precedent it is decidedly 
the reverse, for there were certain ties thrown around it by 
the expressions of the President (Tyler) when he asked Congress 
for its action in regard to the admission of Texas that show it is 
not and was not intended as a precedent. . 

These resolutions are confessedly predicated on those which 
annexed Texas. But it is a well-accepted principle that ‘‘analo- 
gous facts” must sustain the application of a precedent. Be- 
tween the annexation of Texas and the pro annexation of 
Hawaii there are no analogous facts. Texas was contiguous ter- 
ritory, settled by Americans, with government and institutions 
almost identical with American States. There was not only the 
assent of the existing government, but the ‘‘consent of the gov- 
erned,” by a popular vote of 4,174 to 312. These facts brought 
the case of Texas clearly within section 3, Article IV, of the Federal 
Constitution, authorizing the admission of a State. 

Notwithstanding the total absence of every analogous fact, the 

rt of the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate for the 
annexation of Hawaii refers to the joint resolution of March 1, 
1845, for “annexing Texas to the United States,” as clearly estab- 
lishing the precedent that Congress has the power to annex a for- 
eign state to the territory of the United States, either by assenting 
to a treaty of annexation or by agreeing to articles of annexation 
or by act of Con based upon the consent of such foreign gov- 
ernment obtained in any authentic way.” 

That is a perversion of both the principle and the lan e of 
the fundamental principle of the American Government, which 
requires the consent of the governed, and not the ‘‘ consent of the 
Government,” and which emphasizes the wide difference be- 
tween action by the people and trading with anoligarchy. In 
this case of Hawaii there is not a pretense that the consent of the 
governed has been given to this annexation, Every existin 
precedent in our history by which territory has been obtain 
establishes the fact that the treaty-making power—the President 
and the Senate—is the only constitutional mode of acquiring 
foreign territory. A 

Louisiana was purchased by treaty with France April 30, 1803. 

Florida by treaty with Spain February 22, 1819. 

New Mexico by treaty with Mexico February 2, 1848. 

Alaska by treaty with Russia March 30, 1867. 

Arizona had its boundaries extended by the Gadsden treaty 
with Mexico December 3, 1853-June 30, 1854. 

The unsuccessful treaty with Santo Domingo, 1869-70, contained 
a clause requiring the consent of the governed, which was given 
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with almost unanimity, the vote being 1,006 for to 9 against; and 
yet that treaty for obtaining foreign territory and people was un- 
successful, i 

When, in 1867, the United States attempted to obtain St. Thomas 
and St. John from Denmark it was by treaty which contained 
the condition precedent of the assent of the governed. 

All these well-established examples of obtaining forei 
tory by treaty, two of which embodied the great principle of the 
consent of the governed, barred the way of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and it was compelled to fall back on the Texas 
example, admitting a State, not acquiring mere territory, which 
has no application in either principle or practice to the case of 
Hawaii, which comes to the Senate destitute of all those indicia 
of popular government upon which our whole system rests, 

It is a fact that while the title of the Texas resolutions reads, 
“ Joint resolutions for annexing Texas to the United States,” the 
word “annex” or ‘‘ annexing” does not appear in the resolutions 
from first to last. But instead thereof the resolutions read, ma 
be erected into a State,” ‘‘admitted as one of the States of this 
Union,” always recognizing the admission of a State and not the 
acquisition of territory. The proper title to the Texas resolutions 
is shown by the Congressional Globe to have been, Joint resolu- 
tions declaring the terms on which nares will admit Texas into 
the Union as a State.“ That is certainly no precedent for acquir- 
ing Hawaii as a Territory, and which no Senator at present con- 
nde en a State. 

y passing these resolutions Congress is not only disregardin 
all the precedents in our history for the acquisition of pede Ned 
but it is violating the great underlying principle of our system of 
government, and ratifying and confirming the robbery of a whole 
people of every right and privilege, of their country, their gov- 
ernment, and their happiness. 

By the passing of these resolutions the Monroe doctrine passes 
out of existence, the United States departs from its position as an 
American state, guarding every other American state from the 
aggressive policy of any European power, and assumes the rôle of 
an Asiatic power, with a sphere of influence,” zone of tariff, and 
a voice in the partitioning of China. These must follow the es- 
tablishment of our Pacific outpost, naval and military, in Hawaii. 

Then we must assert our power and influence in the middle of 
the Pacific, and take a step in a direction which no Senator can 

int out or fix its limit; a ‘‘leap into the angry flood with which 

urope threatens China; the beginning of a new departure; the 
initiation of a policy unknown to all our previous history, incon- 
sistent with all the precepts of the fathers, and totally at variance 
with all that has made and preserved us a nation.“ Such de- 

arture from principle finds no warrant in the annexation of 

exas, and no justification in any present emergency, but is an 
outrage alike on the American and Hawaiian people for which 
there is neither reason nor excuse in any existing condition of 
public affairs. 

In point of fact, what did President Tyler say and do touching 
the admission of Texas into this Union that will authorize the 
advocates of this bill to claim it as a precedent for these resolu- 
tions seeking the annexing of the Hawaiian Government to this 


terri- 


country? 
John Tyler in 1844 was in the Executive chair of the United 
States. The reasons for the annexation of Texas are set forth in 


the message of President Tyler, dated June 16, 1844 (see Con- 
gressional Globe, first session Twenty-eighth Congress, at page 
709, June 11, first column). What does he say? 

A republic coterminous in territory with our own, of immense reso: 
which require only to be brought under the influence of our confederate an 
free system in order to be fully developed, ete. < 

A territory settled mostly by emigrants from the United States. who will 
bring back with them, in the act of reciprocation, an unconquerable love of 

om and an ardent attachment to our free institutions. 

Mr. President, it was the rejection of the treaty of annexation 
of Texas that induced President Tyler to invoke the power of 
Congress” as “fully competent in some form of proceeding to 
accomplish everything that a formal ratification of the treaty 
could have accomplished.” 

But while the treaty was pending before the Senate,” he said, 
“I did not consider it compatible with the just rights of that 
body, or consistent with the respect entertained for it, to bring 
this important subject before you ”—the House of Representatives. 

By way of emphasis, as this treaty is still pending before this 
Senate, I repeat that, coming from the President of the United 
States, in regard to the only precedent that it is alleged has oc- 
curred touching this matter— 

While the treaty was pending before the Senate I did not considerit 
compatible with the jut hts of that body or consistent with the respect 
entertained for it to g important subject before you (the House of 
Representatives). 

Here is the reason given, even then, after the treaty had been 
defeated: 


Instructions have already been given by the Texas Government te propose 
to the Government of Great Bri forthwith on the failure (of the treaty) 
to enter into a treaty of commerce, and an alliance, offensive and defensive, 


1898. 
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That was the reason which caused him to present the resolution 
for the action of Congress after the treaty had been defeated. 

Mr. Calhoun, Secretary of State, in a letter to Mr. Benjamin E. 
Green, minister to Mexico (Congressional Globe, first session 
Twenty-eighth Congress, Appendix, page 482), directs Mr. Green 
to say to Mexico that the step (treaty of annexation) was forced 
on the Government of the United States in self-defense in conse- 
quence of the policy adopted by Great Britain in reference to the 
abolition of slavery in Texas, etc. 

Mr, Jefferson, in communicating to Congress the purchase of 
Lonisiana, emphatically said: 

ro kor holding fore 2 

Dg etn ls annari 
-e ; 

Committee on Foreign "Affairs by Mr. er, ot Texas, at — 4 of that 


report.) 

Mr. Tyler, who was then President of the United States, did 
not approve of the taking of any action; neither did he think any 
action under a resolution of Congress was authorized until they 
had disposed of the treaty that was pending. There was a treaty 
pending then to admit Texas, and while it was pending he de- 
clined to send any resolution asking any other character of legis- 
lation leading to the admission of Texas. But after the treaty 
was defeated he asked Congress to act; and, mark you, it is his- 
tory that the treaty was defeated by only two votes. 

hy was there great necessity for the admission of Texas or the 
denial of it? England was standing ready to enter into commer- 
cial relations with Texas, and with a clause in that proposition that 
there should be freedom of the slaves it was brought home to all 
our Southern people. That was the cause of the immediate action 
and almost forcing the resolution in regard to the admission of 
Texas. And that is now called a precedent for the Congress of 
the United States while the mer is pending in the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the condition of things in 
Texas at that time, allow, me to say it was different from what is 
presented in the proposition for the admission of Hawaii, Texas 
was built up of our kindred; she had then an organized govern- 
ment; she had her president and her cabinet and all the authori- 
ties and all the paraphernalia of a state and a government. She 
made application unto us to be annexed under certain conditions, 
She had a right to speak for herself. She had no doubtful gov- 
ernment as the one we are now dealing with; for Hawaii, to say 
the least of it, is a doubtful government; and it is very question- 
able whether the Government of the United States ought to or 
can legally deal with a government which has a doubtful atti- 
tude among the nations of the earth, a government u ed by 
an oligarchy and formed and framed in the manner in which it 
has been done. 

1 think that I am borne out in the statement that there is not a 
single instance in all the history of this Government, in every 
treaty it has had, even with the Indian tribes, if you please, where 
there has been any doubtful authority to negotiate with. This 
Government has never negotiated with doubtful authority; and 
here, certainly, the Hawaiian is doubtful authority. I say we 
should not entertain a proposition from such a source. 

But the case of Texas was different. She was blood of our 
blood. She was our kith and kin. Her population had emigrated 
from our part of the country, and had settled there for the pur- 
pose of establishing a government, and they did it. When the 
vote was cast in Texas there were some 8,000 in favor of annexa- 
tion against 342 in opposition toit. That is another link as we 
go along showing the Tifference between the two cases. We pro- 
pose to take in Hawaii without giving an y raind even for 
them to have a say so, or to have a vote cast there so as to show 
whether they desire annexation or not. The case of Texas was 
entirely different. Everything which we may call a precedent is 
antagonistic to the conditions which exist in regard to Hawaii. 
The people of Texas were, as I said, our blood and our kin, and 
when they came into this country it was like taking our own peo- 
ple back. They held the same relations to us, so far as form of 

vernment and social condition were concerned, as did our own 


tates. 

All we had to do was to extend our arms and take them within 
our embrace, for they were our brothers. That was the situation 
in Texas. y 

Further, the men who fought for Texas, who ed her lib- 
erty, were men from onr country. My own State the honor 
of giving birth to and having as her governor the leader of 
the party in Texas that established her organization and framed 
their government. That man was Sam Houston. He was at the 
head of the Texas government. Furthermore, Mr. President, 
when they fought the battle of San Jacinto and won their liberty, 
the battle cry was, Remember the Alamo!” And why remem- 
ber the Alamo? It was the fatal place where the Mexicans had 
massacred the citizens of this country, among them that noted 
Tennesseean, Davy Crockett, who had been a member of the United 
States Congress from Tennessee, and Travis and Bowie and their 
few but brave associates were all citizens of this country. The 


blood of our citizens had freely flowed for the freedom of Texas, 
as the genius of our sons had feed her constitution and laws 
after the form of our own. They were our kindred and neigh- 
bors; they were 2,000 miles away in the Pacific Ocean, strangers 
to us and of a different race of people. 

The people of Hawaii are tied to us in no way. We have had 
friendly relations for years with the islands, it is true. I believe 
after Captain Cook discovered the islands, before our Revolution- 
ary war, and from the existence of our Government, our relations 
have been generally of the kindliest character with that Govern- 
ment. It has all the while been a small and feeble Government, 
always dependent, and could notassertits rights against any of the 
great powers of the world; but being our neighbor in one sense, al- 
though it was 2,000 miles in the open sea away from us, and with no 
connection or kindred whatever, with no similar laws existing be 
tween us—it being a feeble little kingdom—the Government of 
the United States had friendly relations with it from the out- 
set to the present. It seemed to have gotten on in its own quiet 
and modest way with some success as a little kingdom. 

We find, Mr. President, during all that time no great character 
has risen in those islands to mold and govern her people. No 

d character as a leader and no marked characteristics have 
n developed, as in other countries. Indeed, I might say that 
perhaps this would have been expected if we were to look at 
natural causes and study ethnological philosophy. It has been 
stated that no great characters possessing those high traits which 
govern races of men who have made their mark in the world has 
ever yet been produced in the Tropics. No one has come, as a 
fact of history, from the equatorial regions who has 3 
into a great man. There is one exception, I believe, that all his- 
tory writes down, and that is Simon Bolivar, who lived near the 
equator in South America. He is the only man from the equator 
in modern times known to history who has naen up and de- 
veloped a great manhood and a great character and wielded an 
influence over the populace around him. There are none others 
that I know of. 

Therefore, living as the Hawaiians do, where the climate is soft 
and gentle and where every influence invites lassitude and inertia, 
there is no development of mind or body as compared to ours. 
But, Mr, President, they were a gentle, docile race of people, hos- 
pitable and kind. These traits of character were shown when 
the navigator, Cook, first went among them, even in their bar- 
barous condition. Although they were almost semi-cannibals, 
they showed these peculiarly docile and submissive traits of char- 
acter. Cook afterwards died at the hands of one of them, it is 
true, yet it was his own fault; and they made a divine of him and 
almost worshiped his memory. 

Then, Mr. President, they went on, as I said, in these kindly 
relations existing between our Government and that Kingdom, 
and in 1820 a new day dawned upon them when some of the best 
of the people in the Eastern part of this country immigrated there 
for the purpose not of developing the race of people so much as to 
bring about their religious conversion, Stas ee iven some- 
what to idolatry. They were very pliable. ey yielded at once 
to the infiuence of the missionaries, the result was that they 
cast aside their idols and became a Christian people. Since that 
time have been a Christian people, and so recognized in the 
Christian world. 

The people who went there settled among them and became a 
part of that government, and some of them have been instru- 
ments, I am sorry to say, in the establishment of the present 
political condition and participants in the fraud that has been 
practiced upon the Hawaiian people. Mr. Dole himself, the now 
President of that so-called Republic, was a descendant of those 
who went there to Christianize those people. His ancestors had 
much to do with it, and he himself was educatedand raised among 
them, and, indeed, it is said that their quondam Queen, Lilino- 
kalani, and Dole were classmates and friends and grew up to- 
gether under the same influences. 

But recently a different order of things was brought about, 
How did this change occur? There had been some troubles there- 
tofore, but very few and not serious. It is not necessary to go 
into minutia and detail those facts, but there were some political 
troubles, some little debt troubles also with other governments. 
Great Britain perhaps on one occasion put her red cross on shore 
there and collected at the customs-some of the indebtedness due 
her citizen, and France, too, with her tricolor, also did the 
same thing, and I believe the United States Government once 

anted her colors there for a day or half a day to take care of the 
interest of some citizens of ourcountry. They had no power to 
resist. They had nodisposition to resist if they had had the power, 
for they are, as I have said, a docile, unresistive race. They were 
relying to some extent upon us. The United States, although dis- 
tant from them more than 2,000 miles, yet really in point of fact 
are their nearest neighbors, and they looked upon us and regarded 
us as a kind of paton ia poulos sense of that little Kingdom, 

In the meantime that island, which is semitropical, with its 
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genial climate, its flowers, its fruit, and its fertile soil, with agri- 
cultural productions, became attractive, and it drew to it the 
efforts of enterprising men, who made investments, ially in 
sugar plantations and tropical fruit orchards, etc. Greed went 
along with it and the disposition to govern. Those men found 
what it was to their interest todo. It was all well and good when 
everything went quietly along; but whenever the existing order 
came in contact with their interests, then came the desire for 
change; and the political movements upon the board show that 
there was a master hand behind what was then and there done, 
and it was done secretly and privately. No other so-called reyo- 
lution in any country has ever been known which was so subtle 
and accomplished without a drop of blood within two or three 
hours, and with so few men, only thirteen, in the conclave. 

It was in Honolulu, in the back room of the office of William O. 
Smith, where it is said the thirteen met and where that junta had 
their conferences and where they hatched their schemes and 
plans. Like the witches’ dance upon the heath, where around 
the caldron they threw their element of discord. They then 
carried their policy further. They went on to lay a scheme for 
the purpose of having a semblance of a revolution in order to 
make sure of it. As was emphasized and d yesterday even- 
ing by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], they pro- 
ceeded to make sure of their e.” They were determined to 
have an interview with United States Minister Stevens or with 
the captain of the vessel, the Boston, which was there at that time, 
and to have the flag of the United States planted upon their soil. 
In order to accomplish that they had their private interviews and 
brought it about. The troops were landed. Allow me in brief, 
but with some particularity, to give the history of that affair as I 
see it from roading the official reports given by those who were sent 
there to ascertain the truth of the causes and manner of bringing 
about the so-called revolution. 

The overthrow of the monarchy of Hawaii was the result of a 
conspiracy between the United States minister, John L. Stevens, 
and certain persons holding large sugar interests in Hawaii, who 
were desirous of securing the bounty paid on American-grown 
sugar, the benefits they had enjoyed under the treaty of reciproc- 
ity with the United States having been lost by reason of the Mc- 
Kinley tariff, which made sugar free of duty. Annexation of 
Hawaii to the United States was the means to the end to secure 
the sugar bounty. The complicity of the United States minister 
is made apparent by his correspondence with the State Depart- 
ment in Washington in 1892. One letter in particular asks in- 
structions to shape his course in case a certain condition of affairs 
should arise in Hawaii, the conditions stated in this letter being 
almost a programme of the transactions leading up to the revolu- 
tion of January 17, 1893. 

On the 15th of Jan , 1893, J. O. Carter was called to meet 
the minister of Queen Liliuokalani to consider the request of the 
so-called committee of safety—established by whom or for what 

u nobody knows—appointed by the conspirators, for the 
5 ing of the forces from the United States ship of War Boston 
for the protection of life and pro in Honolulu. Mr. Carter 
states that several other persons had been invited to the confer- 
ence with the Queen's ministers, among whom was the Hon. 
Samuel M. Damon, who was later on the vice-president of the 


provisional government. The attorney-general of the Queen’s 
vernment briefly stated the request for the landing of the United 
States forces, and asked the gentlemen present to state their views 


as to the landing of the forces. The attorney-general was asked 
whether the police force under his control was insufficient to pre- 
serve order, and replied that the police force was sufficient, 

Mr. Damon, who was aware of the purpose of the committee of 
safety, said to the ministers of the Queen and the gentlemen pres- 
ent that the forces from the Boston would be landed whether the 
Government asked for them or not. That man is the present 
vice-president. The attorney-general was advised that it was not 
desirable to ask for the landing of the United States forces, upon 
which Mr. Damon again said that the forces would be landed in any 
event. The gentlemen present concurred in the opinion that the 
landing of the forces without the invitation of the Queen’s Govern- 
ment would lead to grave 5 The Government decided 
not to invite the landing of the forces and sent a strong protest to 
the United States legation when the forces were landed. 

On the 16th of January, the day following the above E 
the forces of the United States were landed, in full battle array, 
and marched up the street between the palace and the Govern- 
ment building, finally 8 premises within pistol range of 
the Government building and short musket range of the mates 
the town being quiet and orderly at the time of the Spe 

On the 17th of January, the day after the landing of the United 
States forces, the conspirators occupied in small force, unresisted, 
the Government building, and were soon after recognized as the 

rovisional government of Hawaii by the United States minister. 
The forces of the Queen's Government, the police station, and the 
mili barracks had not been surrendered at the time of said 
recognition. 


Mr. Carter states that on the 17th of January, after the recogni- 
tion of the provisional government by the United States minister 
and before the surrender of the station house and barracks, he was 
sent for to meet the provisional government, and was by its lead- 
ers requested to 3 the Hon. S. M. Damon to the palace, 
who was authorized to inform the Queen that she had been de- 

and to invite any protest she might be pleased to make 
against such action. Mr. Damon, in the presence of the Queen's 
ministers and members of the privy council of state, informed the 
Queen that she had been deposed and n to her that her 
protest would be received by him and handed to the provisional 
1 that the action taken by the said government and 
er protest would be subject to review by the Government of the 
United States. The Queen was iuclined to resist, as her forces 
were in possession of the police station and barracks and under 
arms awaiting orders. 

The gentlemen in waiting upon the Queen advised her, on the 
strength of Mr. Damon’s assurances that the action of the pro- 
visional government would be subject to review by the United 
States authorities, to surrender and await the action of the United 
States Government. The gentlemen said to the Queen that the 
United States Government might be depended upon to disavow 
the action of the United States minister and of Captain Wiltse in 
landing an armed force from the U. S. S. Boston. The Queen, 
after some hesitation, informed Mr. Damon that she would sign 
a poran and await the decision of the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Now I desire to read the protest presented and signed there un- 
der the idea and with the belief, as the Queen had been made to 
believe, that the United States Government would review this ac- 
tion and would see that justice was done to her. She had a right 
to expect it and did expect it, and with that idea she signed the 
protest. That protest reads as follows: 

I, Liliuokalani, by the grace of God and under the constitution of the 
Hawaiian Kingdom Queen, do hereby solemnly protest against any and all 
acts t myself and the constitutional Government of the Hawaiian 
Kingdom by certain vow pate have established a provisional goy- 
ernment of and for Kingdom. t I yield to the superior force of the 
United States of America, whose minister plenipotentiary, His Excellency 
John L. Stevens, has caused United States troops to be landed at Honolulu 
and declared that he would support the said provisional government. Now, 
to avoid any collision of . orces and perhaps the loss of life, I do, under 
this protest, and ps gray by said force, yield my authority until such time 
as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts being presented 
to it, undo the action of its representative and reinstate me in authority, 
which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian Islands. 

That is the protest which arose out of this council of the min- 
isters, her ministers and those of the newly established govern- 
ment, This protest was signed by the Queen and countersigned 
by the ministers. Mr. Damon accepted this protest and carried 
it to Mr. Dole, who read and indorsed the receipt and accepted 
the conditions of the protest. 

Under this statement of facts how can the United States Gov- 
ernment in good conscience accept the tender by Mr. Dole and his 
so-called Republic of the Hawaiian Islands for annexation? 

I will ask the Secretary to read the parts I have marked on pages 
1048 and 1049 of the volume which I send to the desk, and also on 
pages 1271 and 1395. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


No. 18.—Mr, Foster to Mr. Stevens. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 11, 1393. 


Sır: Your cipher telegram, dated the Ist instant and transmitted through 
sha Navy aatia good offices, was received here at 430 p. m. on the 


n 

You therein make the following important statement: 

“To-day, at 9 a. m., in accordance with the 5 7 of the provisional gov- 
ernment of Hawaii, I have placed government of Hawaii under the United 
Sen 8 during negotiations, not interfering with the execution of 

ublic 

y The precise character and 1 of the act thus announced ry. you do not 
appear from this brief recital. The press, however, prints full details of the 
occurrences of the Ist instant, as palora piod from San Francisco on the ar- 
rival of the mail steamer Australia at that port on the morning of the 9th, 
and I therein find what purports, with appearance of general correctness, to 
be = text of a proclamation issued by you on the lst instant, which reads 
as follows: 

“By authority to the Hawaiian people: 

At the request of the provisional government of the Hawaiian Islan 7 
Thereby, in the name of the United States of America, assume protection o 
the Hawaiian Islands for the protection of life and property, and occupation 
of the public buildings and Hawaiian soil, so far as may be necessary for the 

specified, but notinterfering with the administration of public affairs 
by the provisional government, This action is taken pending and subject to 


negotiations at W. 
“JOHN L. STEVENS, 
“ Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 
UNITED STATES LEGATION, February 1, 1593. 


“Approved and executed by C. C. Wiltse, captain, United States Navy, 
commanding U. 8. S. Boston.” 

The manner and degree of the execution of your proclamation by the 
naval force are not related with particularity in a brief telegraphic report 
just received 5 Wiltse. He merely says: 4 

~ To-day at 9 a. m., in accordance with request of provisional government 
of Hawaii, the United States minister plenipoten placed the govern- 


ment of Hawaii under United States protection, during negotiations, not 
interfering with the execution of public affairs.” 
It appears from the press reports that the ceremonial for the execution of 
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our orders consisted in the landing ot a battalion from the Boston, its forma- 

at the Government building in concert with three volunteer companies 

of the provisional government, the reading of your proclamation by Lieuten- 

ant Rush, and the hoisting of the United States flag over the Government 

building. The Hawaiian Hag on other public buildings in Honolulu is stated 
not to have been disturbed. 


The phraseology of your proclamation in announcing your action in as- 
eutpton of nts LER of the Hawaiian Islands in the name of the United 


States would a to be tantamount to the assumption of a protectorate 
over those islands in behalf of the United States, with all the ri; 2 and obli- 
e necessi- 


gations which the term implies. To this extent it goes beyon 
es of the situation and the instructions heretofore given you. 
Your existing instructions, and those under which the commanders of 
naval vessels of the United States acted, were and are ample to provide all 
legitimate material protection in case of need, either in your discretion or at 
the request of the duly constituted authorities of the Hawaiian Islands, for 
the lives and rty of American citizens endangered or menaced, or for 
the prevention of lawless and tumultuous acts of disturbance of the public 
peace and safety. The accordance of such measures of protection or the un- 
solicited taking of the needful precautions to those ends is, however, not to 
be confounded with the establishment of a 5 is in fact the 
positive erection of a paramount authority over or in p of the duly con- 
stituted local government, and the assumption, by the protector, of the 
responsibilities attached to such formal protection. 

t is not ates ere that the provisional government of the Ha- 

waiian Islands, in soliciting protection, contemplated more than the coop- 
eration of the moral and material forces of the United States to strengthen 
its own authority and power as a recognized sovereign government for the 
protection of life and property, as stated in your proclamation. Such a de- 
cree of protection you were, as I have said, already fully competent to ac- 
cord, or to exercise in your discretion, in case of need. 
Your proclamation bie gag no reservation as to confirmation of your ac- 
tion by the Government of the United States. Its provisos are that the 
assumed function of protection is to be exercised so far as may be necessary 
for the 5 seed sere of protecting life and property, without interfer- 
ence with the administration of public affairs by the provisional government, 
and that the action in question is taken pending and subject to negotiations 
at Washington.” These qualifications are 8 in the line of my views of 
the s and intent of the request made to you by the provisional govern- 
ment of the Hawaiian Islands. The omission of reference to the necessary 
sanction of the Government of the United States is immaterial, for its func- 
tion of revision and confirmation or disayowal of the acts of its agents is in- 
herent and exercisable at its discretion. x 

So far, therefore, as your action amounts to acco: at the request of 
the de facto sovereign Government of the Hawaiian Islands, the cooperation 
of the moral and material forces of the United States for the protection of 
life and property from apprehended disorders, your action is commended. 
Bat so far as it 55 a to overstep that t by setting the authority 
and power of the U; tates above that of the Government of the Hawaiian 
Islands, in the capacity of protector, or to impair in any way the independent 
sove: ty of the Hawaiian Government by substituting the flag and power 
255 5275 8 . — 9 as the symbol and manifestation of paramount author- 

savowed. 
Instructions will be sent to the commanding officers of the United States 
naval forces in the Hawaiian Islands confirming and renewing the instruc- 
tions heretofore given them under which they are authorized and directed to 
cooperate with you for the preservationof American life and property and 
the maintenance of order in case of need. Yourown instructions in the 
same sense are continued. 

You are accordingly authorized, upan the receipt of these instructions, to 
arrange with the commanding naval officer for the continued presence on 
shore of such marine force as may be practicable and requisite for the secu- 
rity of the lives and property interests of citizens of the United States, and 
the repression of lawlessness and public disturbance threatening them, when- 
ever in your judgment it shall be necessary so to do, or when such coopera- 
tive measures may be sought for good cause by the Government of the Ha- 
waiian Islands; being, however, always careful to make due discrimination 
between those functions of voluntary or accorded protection and the assump- 
tion of a protectorate over the Hawaiian Islands by the United States. 

No step should be taken by youor will be sanctioned by this Government 
which t tend to derogate in any Med from the independence of the Gov- 
ernment of the Hawaiian Islands, which the United States have 
as sovereign and with which they treat on terms of sovereign equality. 

A telegraphic instruction briefly outlining the substance of this | Ca 
will be sent to you by way of San Francisco by the mail steamer sailing 
from that port on the 15th instant. 


Iam, sir, etc., JOHN W. FOSTER. 
The provisional government was not established by the Hawaiian people, 
or with their consent or uiescence, nor has it since existed with their 


consent. The Queen re to surrender her powers to the provisional gov- 
ernment until convinced that the minister of the United States had recog- 
nized it as the de facto authority and would support and defend it with the 
military force of the United States, and that resistance would papate a 
bloody conflict with that force. She was advised and assured by her minis- 
ters and by leaders of the movement for the overthrow of her government, 
that if she surrendered under protest her case would afterw: be fairly 
considered by the President of the United States. The Queen finally wisely 
yielded to the armed forces of the United States then quartered in Honolulu. 
relying upon the good faith and honor of the President, when informed oi 
what had ocurred, to undo the action of the minister and reinstate her and 
the — which she claimed as the constitutional sovereign of the Ha- 
waiian Islands. 

After a patient examination of Mr. Blount's reports the President is satis- 
fied that the movement the Queen, if not instigated, was enco’ ed 
and supported by the representative of this Government at Honolulu; that 
romised in advance to aid her enemies in an effort to overthrow the Ha- 
wal Government and set up by force a new government in its place; and 
that he kept this promise by causing a detachment of troops to be landed 
from the Boston on the 16th of January, and by recognizing the provisional 
government the next day, when it was too feeble to defend itself and the con- 
stitutional government was able to successfully maintain its authority against 
any threatening force other than that of the United States alread fated. 

e President has therefore determined that he will not send k to the 
Senate for its action thereon the treaty which he withdrew from that body 
for further consideration on the 9th day of March last. 

he request was made, too, by men avowedly intending to overthrow the 
existing vernment and substitute a eee government therefor, and 
who, with such purpose in progress ot being effected, could not proceed there- 
with, but fearing arrest and imprisonment and without any thought of aban- 
doning that purpose, sought the aid of the American troops in this situation 
to prevent any harm to their W and property. To consent to an appli- 
ap without any suggestion dissuading the applicants 

of the American minister, with naval forces under his 

not otherwise be construed than as complicity with their 


The committee, to use their own language, say: We are unable to pro- 


tect ourselves without aid, and, therefore, pray for the protection of the 


United States forces.” 
In less than thirty hcurs the petitioners have overturned the throne, 


ee a new government, and obtained the recognition of foreign 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, the extracts which have been read 
are in corroboration of the point I have heretofore stated in regard 
to the manner of producing the so-called revolution in Hawaii, 
which resulted in the establishment of a government de facto, and 
which still, under that régime, holds its first strength, and which 
has been held, it seems, against the popular will. It isa fraud 
which has been practiced, a scheme resorted to by the men inter- 
ested in the planting of in those islands who would be bene- 
fited by the payment of a bounty if Hawaii became a part of the 
Government of the United States, as a bounty of 2 cents a pound 
was then being given on sugar grown in the United States. Their 
sugar would then be allowed to come in free and they would be 
the recipients of bounties such as the sugar panes at that time 
were getting in this country. So it is seen that greed was at the 
bottom of it. 

The Hawaiians are a docile, unsuspecting, and honest race of 

ple, and they were imposed upon by these political schemers. 

t is regrettable to say that some of those who are the posterity of 

the men who went there in 1820 for the purpose of showing to the 

natives the cross of Christ and teaching them religious duties 

participated in this scheme, although there were not many of 
them who did so. 

Mr. President, that was a crime of which our country and all 
civilized countries ought to be ashamed. I do not want to see our 
country partake of the fruits of that crime; and if this question 
were thoroughly understood, I do not believe they would. 

The history of the crime against the principle of American 
government—the consent of the governed—as well as against the 
sovereignty, the freedom, and the welfare of a people particularly 
friendly to and confiding in the Government of the United States, 
has been officially written, printed, and proclaimed by the Exec- 
utive and Senate of the United States in the Executive Document 
No. 45, Fifty-second Congress, second session. It is now a part 
of the history of this country, and it is a record at which eve 
33 of government by consent of the governed must blush wit 
shame. 

These resolutions are the consummation of that erime. Its pub- 
lication in that executive document arrested this consummation 
during one Administration, but now that lapse of time has some- 
what softened public indignation this scheme of annexation, with 
its initiation and conception in the crime of the provisional gov- 
ernment, has been revived. But the Senate would not ratify the 
crime by riiag the treaty. Two-thirds of this Senate could 
not be induced to connect the treaty-making power of the Senate 
with the usurpation of the provisional government in Hawaii, 
but that which two-thirds would not do a majority in an indirect 
way, disregarding the pending treaty, is expected to consummate. 
This joint-resolution plan of annexation is not in harmony with 
the so-called precedent in the case of Texas. In that case the 
treaty of annexation was submitted to and rejected by the Senate 
before the joint resolution was offered in the House. 

But now, while the treaty is fending and unacted upon, the 
subject-matter is wrested from the treaty-making power of the 
Constitution and by the legerdemain of a parliamentary device, 
and under the hue and cry of war, of conquest, of military and 
naval exigency, all the consequences of this unwise action are to 
be entailed upon the country. Ido not assert that this joint- 
resolution plan in itself is unconstitutional, but the coupling of 
an appropriation of money—in this instance $4,000,000—with this 
scheme of annexation, in order to bring the whole subject within 
the power of the House of Representatives, is irregular, but in 
harmony with the many other irregularities and worse that have 
marked this whole scheme of annexation. 

Political partisanship has endeavored to decry and minimize the 
force of the report of Commissioner Blount, but the fact remains 
that since the printing and publishing of that report this Senate 
has not ratified and will not ratify the treaty of annexation; and 
that is the vindication of Commissioner Blount. Notwithstanding 
his unmerciful exposure of this crime against all government, this 
piracy of rights, privileges, peoples, and government, this annexa- 
tion is to be justified only because of the war with Spain and its 
e ted results. 

r. President, we have what is known as a representative gov- 
ernment, and we are the only power known in the civilized world 
where there is a truly representative government, Ours is are 
resentative government, and springs from that fountain of intel- 
ligence and patriotism which thus far has buoyed up our ship of 
state until it has moved on successfully for more than a hundred 
years. I say our Government springs from the people, and unless 
the people are virtuous, intelligent, and patriotic, then, sir, our 
Government will be in a bad way. But, fortunately for us, thus 
far at least the virtue, the patriotism, the intelligence, and the 
vigilance of the American people have kept the ship of state on 
her pathway in a glorious career; but whenever we depart from 


6522 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 30, 


that principle of representative government, whenever we say 


that we are not 1 ting for the good of the governed, whenever 
we put satraps at head of our institutions or organizations in 
the distance, when colonization is entered upon as a of the 
theory of this Government, then I say woe unto our ship of state, 
for she will go down in a political maelstrom. 

Sir, how would we govern those islands if they were attached 
to this country under these resolutions? Would it be done 
having representatives to come from that country toours? Would 
we see the dusky man from Hawaii in this Senate as a representa- 
tive of a State? It must be remembered that when Hawaii is 
once admitted to this country it would be under a Territorial form 
of government in some shape; but it would soon come into the 
Union in the form of a State, and would be entitled under our 
Constitution and laws to that representation which belongs to 
other States in this Union. 

I do not, for one, desire to see here the character of representa- 
tives that would come from there; I do not desire to see such rep- 
resentatives as would come from Hawaii, as would come from the 
Philippines, or from any other country similarly situated, taking 
their seats either in the House of Representatives or in the Senate 
of the United States. Woe unto the day; and an evil day it will 
be, sir, when such as that comes upon this country. 

Our Constitution and laws require representation and that that 
representation shall come from the people. When the reverse of 
that comes about, we will see that there will be grave troubles; 
but, Mr. President, preceding such representation, there will be a 
régime of carpet oer 2 aa of government which is known 
to our people in the Sou d to their sorrow; which kept them in 
such a condition that they were without even a yoice in the elec- 
tions, without even the privilege for Bhp of exercising the ballot— 
that species of carpetbaggery which amounted to political dicta- 
tion. The same scenes will be enacted, the same corruptions will 
transpire, and millions and billions of money will be expended, 
which will come out of the pockets of the taxpayers who are en- 
titled to honest representation. Corruption will be the watch- 
word, as it has ever been where carpetbag government preyails. 

I say that will be the first step in this scheme, It will not only 
do that, Mr. President, but it will do violence to that doctrine 
which has become almost common law to the people of this coun- 
try, known as the Monroe doctrine, the substance of which is that 
we intend to take care of the institutions of the Western Hemi- 
sphere so far as to see that they are all of republican form or that 
no monarchy shall be established herein. eshall have to depart 
from that doctrine whenever 5 55 into this scheme of coloniza- 
tion. Colonization! Sir, it would be a forerunner of great evil to 
this country and, in my opinion, would result in a change of the 
form as well as the theory of our Government. 

What is to become of the Monroe doctrine if these resolutions 
should be and if the islands of Hawaii should come in as a 

of this country? In what form will we take them? Will it 

in the form of a satrapy, or will it be said that they must have 

a representative form in order to conform to the institutions of our 

country? For otherwise they would not conform to the Constitu- 

tion of the United States; and therefore it will be necessary to 
have a representative form. 

But then suppose, Mr. President, that all may beso, I want to 
state how it would affect the grand and great doctrine which has 

ided us ever since 1823, to which I have incidentally adverted, 
wn as the Monroe doctrine, and which, as I have said, has 
become common law unto us; a doctrine which is almost as strong 
and binding as the sections and articles of the Constitution of the 
United States, and the man who would do violence to that doctrine 
does violence to the history of our people and to the history of his 
country. 

Whee then, Mr. President, is to become of our most cherished 
principle, the Monroe doctrine, when oncethis country has adopted 
the licy of a sete to the isles of the Pacific Ocean? Under 
the Monroe doctrine the United States denies to European powers 
all colonial rights on the American continents. Can this coun 
at the same time assert and exercise the right to extend its system 
to the archipelagoes of the Pacific? 

No such 8 g inconsistency can be traced or discovered in the 
writings of the statesmen contemporary with the announcement 
of that great American declaration. Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 
and John Quincy Adams were the apostles of the new political 
dispensation—that the Americas should for all time be dedicated 
to republican government. To that end Mr, Jefferson expressed 
the conviction that— 

The day is not distant when we may formally require a meridian of 1 
tion through the ocean which se! 25 the two hemispheres, on the Wither 
ae oe ich no European gun ever be heard nor an American on the 

That meridian of demarcation was to be as effectual and bind- 
ing on the United States as upon European nations, Thus far 
and no farther, we said to Europe, impliedly pledging ourselves at 
the same time to a like respect to tha 8 5 e demanded 


try | of Hawaii neutralizes 


that European nations should not bring their monarchical 
to the American continents, and we impliedly declared that we 
would not extend our republican system 1 those continents. 
The American continents, North and South, is the habitat of 
popalar government, znd nowhere eap will it find conditions of 
ivıng and thriving. You may transplant it, you may water and 
fertilize it with the treasures and blood of fee rs — but 


by | it will dry up and wither in uncongenial soils and climates. The 


fathers and statesmen of our country and its republican princi- 
ples knew and understood its peculiarities and the condone nec- 
essary to its healthy growth and full fruition, and they were too 
wise and practical to experiment it upon half-civilized and savage 
peoples at the expense of the blood and treasures and the princi- 
ples of Americans. 

This country can not and will not abandon the Monroe doctrine, 
but this annexation of Hawaii, so inconsistent on our part with that 
doctrine, will embarrass every effort to have the Monroe doctrine 
accepted by other nations. Heretofore the United States has taken 
no seat in the congresses of nations. We have stood aloof, partly 
by our own choice, but mainly because the subjects and questions 
which were there for discussion related to Euro nations, from 
participation in which we have sedulously kept apart, But here- 
after, when this country has forced itself into the isles of the Pa- 
cific and seized an archipelago on the shores of Asia, isolation from 
the congress of nations will no longer be possible, 

The rumors which daily reach this country abont European in- 
tervention in the war with Spain may have no tangible existence, 
but their persistency of repetition and variation point to some 
as yet undefined purpose on the part of European powers when this 
country is depleted in strength, if not exhausted by the war with 
Spain. When the lavish hand has scattered our funds and the 
markets are overflowing with our bonds, when hospitals are over- 
burdened with patients, and cemeteries studded with the green 
mounds which cover the dead, then will be the opportunity of 
Europe’s monarchs to clip the wings of a too aspiring republican- 
ism. I would offer neither the reason nor the occasion; I would 
confine the United States to the limits of the continents, where, 
strong in numbers, overflowing in resources, and inspired by 
patriotism, we may safely defy the concentrated power of all the 
nations. That is the philosophy of the Monroe doctrine, but I hope 
it will not be entirely out of place to once again place it before the 
Senate inits naked simplicity, In hism of December 2, 1823, 
President Monroe laid down and called all Europe to observe and 
respect the following declaration: 

We owei e s 
323200 A 
any attempt on their to extend their system to any portion of this hem- 
isphere as us to our peace and safety. With the existing colonies or 
dependencies of any European power we have not interfered and shall not 
interfere, But with the governments who have declared their independence 
and maintained it, and w. independence we have on great consideration 
and on just principles acknowledged, we could not view any interposition 
2 ͤ v0 
of an ‘unfriendly disposition toward the United States. W 
å THe months previous Mr, Jefferson had written to the Presi- 

ent: 

Icould honestly, therefore, join in the declaration ˖ 
at the 8 any of 92255 ons, that 8 tke 
way of any amicable 3 between them and the mother country, 
but that we will oppose, with all our means, the forcible interposition of an 
other power, or auxiliary, sti or under any other form or pretext, 
and most especially their transfer to any power by conquest, 
quisition in any other way. 

„Those two great American statesmen—the one standing before 
his almost open grave, with all the glory and splendor of his life 
behind him, the other in the blazing light of the American Presi- 
dency—did not palter in a double sense” with the nations of 
Europe. They meant that if European monarchy kept out of these 
continents republican democracy would confine itself within 
these continents. It was not a promise to the ear to be broken to 
the hope by our seizing all wit sight. Hence the annexation 
e Monroe doctrine; leaves this continent 
as open to . . as Mio Tacito Ocean is to Amer- 
ican experimen oration with republican government among 
Malays and Kanakas. 

It is repeatedly insisted that other nations will seize these 
islands “if their annexation does not take place.” In reply I 
would call attention to interviews with President Dole, published 
in the New York Journal of January 24, 1898, and he certainly 
ought to be good authority in this regard. 

reference to the purpose of Japan to seize the island, he said: 

There is absolutely no foundation for these stories of Hawaii being men- 
aced by Japan. There is absolutely nothing in it. There is nothing in the 
relations between our country and Japan that hurried me to America. 

And as to the future of these islands, in case they were not an- 
nexed, he said: 


Well, the Republic is there. I don't know that anything would happen, 
except that would go on as usual, [don’t eve any immofiate danger 


be- 


cession, or ac- 


any r country. 
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And thereis no immediate danger threatening these islands, nor 
will there be auy in the future if this country, letting that Gov- 
ernment alone, shall notify the world to keep hands off. : 

This Con reuttered the Monroe doctrine in all its essential 
integrity when, on the 20th of April, 1898, it declared 

i ti intention to 
NCC 
the tion thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accom- 
plished, to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 


That was known as the Teller resolution. That of itself is an 
acknowledgment of the very doctrine of which I have been speak- 
ing and reading—the Monroe doctrine. N i 

Hain having offended against every principle of humanity, 
having blown up our battle ship and killed our sailors in her 
friendly waters, we reassert the Monroe doctrine to drive her away 
from the island, and Ge asar its essential integrity when we 
declare our purpose to leave the island to its people. We may 
seize Puerto Rico as indemnity for the past and security for the 
future” under the laws of war i and practiced by all 
nations without infringing on the Monroe doctrine, but to annex 
Hawaii without war, with nothing to indemnify for and noth- 
ing to be secured against, is piracy in violation of the Monroe 
doctrine. 

Mr. President, suppose we defy the Monroe doctrine, the doc- 
trine which has existed in this country now for more than three- 
quarters of a century. Suppose we abandon that doctrine; sup- 

we abandon the doctrine of the treaty-making power vested 
in the Executive and in the Senate of the Uni States, and 
ruthlessly, I may say, take the matter in our own hands by the 
introduction of a resolution in another branch of Congress and 
bringing it here and passing it, thereby disreg and overriding 
the Monroe doctrine. What will be the result? e tendency of 
that is, in my opinion, toward centralization. Whenever you 
accept these islands under a resolution of annexation as part of 
this country, you enter into the broad arena of colonization; and 
when you orce enter into that field, where will you stop? Where 
will the line be drawn? This Government will be a government 
of expansion, a government of aggression. I repeat, Where will 
it stop? What islands in the sea will it not take? What country 
in Europe, Asia, or Africa will be free from our expansive and 
aggressive policy? £ ; 

Then I say the simple republican spirit of this country, the lib- 
erty of our people in its simple purity, will be gone, and our Re- 
public will not be what it is to-day and what it has been in the 
past. It will be gradually moving on toward centralization, and 
centralization means empire, and the time will not be far distant 
when Senators who are now present, if an expansive and aggres- 
sive policy of colonization is adopted, will see that degree of im- 
perialism which is expressed by “the man on horseback.” There 
is where we are going. That is the tendency of this colonization 

licy. I for one, Mr. President, with my voice and vote as a 

mator, whatever that may be worth, expect to try to stop it at 
the beginning. I do not wish to see this entering wedge driven 
in by the trip hammer of war power and rift our hitherto gnarled 
and unwedgeable oak—the Monroe doctrine. 

We would not override by a joint resolution the treaty-making 

wer. It would still be left as the Constitution places it, in the 
8 of the President of the United States and the te, guarded 
by a two-thirds vote. It should still be there. And when war 
comes on, the reason is greater for the treaty-making power to 
remain where our fathers placed it. 

War stirs afever in the blood of age, 
And makes the youthful sinews strong as steel. 

It brings about an artificial condition in the body politic—an 
excited and excitablecondition. Pass this resolution, and we over- 
ride the doctrine that we have been living up to, the doctrine 
which we have proclaimed as ours, which we have implanted in 
the bosom and the hearts of our ple—the Monroe doctrine— 
that we will not go beyond the Western Hemisphere, our own 
country; that we will not go outinto the two oceans that bound it. 

Have we not territory enough in this country? Have we not 
enough in the West? Have we not millions of acres of land, even 
on the Old Dominion side of the Alleghenies, that are practically 
unoccupied? Can we not give homes and occupations to two or 
three or five hundred millions of people upon this continent with- 
out having it densely settled? Why should we seek to expand and 
to aggress so as to destroy the rights of a weak, simple, plain, and 
an humble people like the Hawaiians? Why should we extend 
our wings so as to take that people under them asashield? The 
Philippines are practically under our flag, and we must hold them 
anyhow until peace comes unto us. They are ours so far as they 
are now under the control of our war ships in their chief port, and 


I believe they will soon be in our on. 
Let them be held, then, as a h until the final day of reckon- 
ing comes between the two powers that are now at war, Spain and 


the United States, and, my word for it, a happy solution, under 


the guidance of Providence, will be found. Let us not run to 
meet evils. Let us cross the bridge when we come to it and not 
try to do so before we reach it. But for the existence of this war 


„this excited, unnatural, artificial condition in our country would 


not exist, and we would look calmly and practically on the situa- 
tion and would pass nolegislation fraught withsuch consequences as 
to cause regret. But for the existing war I believe this proposition 
would not be here in its present form, and if it was tera in for 
political or other we would relegate it to where it prop- 
erly belongs—where a two-thirds vote would be required. Yes, 
we would relegate it to the form known to the Constitution and 
leave the question of the annexation of Hawaii to the Senate and 
President of the United States, 

Mr. President, we have territory enough. How did we get it? 


Did we get it properly, so far as other nations are concerned? It 
perhaps may not be uninteresting to scan for a moment how the 
territory between the two oceans came into the possession of the 


United States. Where was the first title deed given or the first 
gmi of power or right to land in the United States? When the 

volutio war closed and by the treaty of peace England 
ceded to us all east of the Alleghenies. Where was the second? 
There is some curious history connected with it. 

The next piece of land given to the United States and which 
was owned by it afterwards was that known as the Northwestern 
Territory, ceded ff Ad song comprising four or five States—Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and a part of Minnesota. 

Where was the third attainment of territory by this country? It 
was Kentucky, which was placed in the lap of the United States 
by the hand of Virginia Where was the next? My own 
native State of Tennessee, first organized as the State of Frank- 
lin,” but which afterwards became Tennessee. It was turned 
over as the territory of North Carolina and generously placed in 
the lap of the Government of the United States. 

Where was the next? The next, if I recollect, was the Louisi- 
ana purchase, which has figured so extensively in this debate. 
What is the history of that? Thomas Jefferson saw the necessity 
of owning the mouth of the Mississippi River, seeing that all the 
tributaries of that monarch stream of the universe extended overa 
vast country. He felt that its ec, was vital to the exist- 
ence and p rity of this country, and although he did have 
doubts as to its constitutionality, he relied upon the fact that the 
Congress would adopt the measure as a great necessity, and ap- 
prove it and settle the matter amicably. 

Thomas Jefferson saw the settlers over in my part of the coun- 
try, who had gone there for the purpose of building up their for- 
tunes, had gone with the Bible and the rifle and had in good 
faith built their cabins and owned their homes, should be pro- 
tected, although living beyond the Alleghenies in the valley of 
the Mississippi. These brave and hardy settlers, when the Revo- 
lutionary war was fi t and when Cornwallis had left Cam- 
den, going through the Carolinas, destroying as he went, came 
together on the Watauga, o i themselves as a band of 
pook although beyond thereach of danger, and the mountains 

tween, organized under the leaderships of Sevier and Shelby, 
left their homes and their families, and at their own expense, 
through pure love of liberty in this country, threaded the moun- 
tain passes and came over Kings Mountain, where the British 
commander, Ferguson, was established and badiiy the country 
and as a protection to the left flank of Cornwallis, and there 
fought one of the greatest and most vital battles and won one of 
the most noted of victories in the history of our Revolutionary 
contest. That great battle, fought principally by those Missis- 
gn Valley men, caused Cornwallis to change his course and to 

Yorktown, and Washington came 3 dow from the 
laware like a sr, hawk, closed in upon him, and the result 
was the victory of Yorktown and liberty to this country. 

That is one of the influences which operated in connection with 
the acquisition of Louisiana. Jefferson saw that flatboats and 
other water craft were coming down the Tennessee, the Ohio, and 
the Mississippi, and that a connection necessarily must exist all 
through that tributary country; and seeing the necessity, he was 
determined to have it. He got it. He could not have got it by 
direct communication and negotiation with the King a Spain, 
but he sent Monroe and another agent, Livingston perhaps, over 
to France to interview Napoleon in regard thereto, and made an 
arrangement with Napoleon, who was then all-powerful in Europe 
and who held the King of Spain at his bidding as he would a 
titular dignitary upon the chessboard. 

2 got Napoleon to take title to the Louisiana poau, and 
then he made his negotiations with Napoleon. Napoleon was 
keen to do so. And why? Napoleon at that time was engaged ina 
war with England, England being virtually the mistress of the 
sea, and Napoleon wanted a navy to compete with her vessels at 
sea. He hadnothing with which to do it, and he needed the fifteen 
millions of money offered for the purpose of purchasing a fleet. 
Jefferson made the bargain. Hegotthemillions. Ido not remem- 
ber the exact amount, but he made the bargain, and finally he ceded 
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to the United States, through the instrumentality of Thomas Jef- 
ferson, Monroe, and 
which is described as the ppi River Valley and all of the 
tributaries of that stream, now kia g fourteen of the grandest 
States that are known in this country, with 22,000,000 population. 
That territory came in, and the line of demarcation between the 
Mississippi Valley and the Pacific slope, as known now, is where 
the water divides upon the mountain tops, one stream flowing to 
the Pacific and the other into the Mississippi and thence into the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

Thomas Jefferson was successful in his negotiations with Napo- 
leon, although failing with Spain, to secure the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries and all the land connected therewith. The re- 
sult, sir, you have seen. That is the next territory to that of Ten- 
nessee, as I have stated, which came into the Government of the 
United States. Where is the next? The next is Florida. Who 
brought it in? James Monroe brought it in, and it was paid for 
by the Government. When he made that arrangement—and itis 
not generally known—he claimed by that treaty all the possession 
that Spain had left in this North American continent; and Spain 
claimed a title to a certain portion of territory on the Pacific 
coast, which served Mr. Polk a valuable purpose in the settlement 
with Great Britain in our Oregon boundary dispute. 

Texas was the next to come in. It belonged to Mexico, and you 
notice a fine demarcation of lines in Texas, You notice some of 
Arizona and New Mexico and a part of Kansas notin the Louisiana 
purchase, The other part of it is where the Sabine and other 
rivers flow directly to the Gulf. All those rivers that flowed to 
the Gulf and the land west of them belonged to Mexico, and hence 
there was Mexican resistance to our claim, which finally culmi- 
nated in our troubles with Mexico. Our people emigrated thither 
on Mexican soil. Texas was a Mexican State, and set up for her- 
self, and having set up for herself it became a struggle between 
Texas and Mexico. Texas won her liberty. 

Now, this was in 1836, and Texas was not admitted into the 
Union until 1845, nine years. Thatis my point. Nine years she 
was an independency, a state set up for herself. She had a legis- 
lature, heads of departments, her governor or her president, and 
her congress, and a representative as minister to the United States. 
She had the 1 5 of a state to speak for her people, and she wanted 
to come into this country as a part of it. She a right to have 
her voice and the voice of her people, when she spoke their will, 
carried out. Then under proper regulations she was brought in. 

I have shown in the first part of my argument, however, how 
it comes that she was admitted by oar resolution. Tyler ex- 
pressly—almost expressly, certainly by implication; and I want 
you to remember that, because it should be fastened upon the 
memories of Senators—Tyler virtually said that he would not 
have asked that a joint resolution be ed for the annexation of 
Texas, so much in violation of the spirit of the Constitution, but 
for the fact that England was then negotiating with Texas, the 
result of which might have been the freedom of all the slaves. 

Tyler said that nothing was done until after that treaty had 
been defeated here. We have had no defeat of this treaty here. 
It still hangs on. It is before us now and walks like a ghost. It 
may be dying, but an affirmative yote upon this joint resolution 
will be, in my opinion, an unfortunate one to the perpetuity of 
our present form of government. But it will be done. War 
times will cause it to be done. The fever, as I said, in the blood 
of age will do it; the youthful sinews strong as steel will have it 
done, all growing out of war excitement. It will be done, and 
woe to the day when it is done. It will be perhaps, I hope not, to 
the perpetuity of this country the click if not the crack of doom. 

Mr. President, I have been speaking of this country and how it 
was acquired. What is the next thing that was done in the way 
of territory? Sir, it was in the time of James K. Polk, a South- 
ern man and a Democrat, too. James K. Polk was President, and 
Texas was admitted. Mr. Clay, the greatest, almost, I may say, 
of living orators and statesmen at that time, wrote his celebrated 
Raleigh letter against the annexation of Texas and was turned 
down by the popular voice. The admission—not annexation—of 
Texas became an element in the politics of this country and a suc- 
cessful element. Why? Because Texas was of our blood, bone 
of our bone, flesh of our flesh. Her people had our habits. They 
had our tastes. They had our ideas of government and they 
formed a government fashioned after ours, and they came in as 
our brothers. That was the reason of it, not because we would 
establish there a carpetbag government, not because they were 
Portuguese, Japanese, Chinese, or Hawaiians. No, sir; it was 
because they were our brothers, our kindred, and they came 
within our embraces. That was the reason of it. 

Now, in regard to what came in from the war, we received a 
large amount of territory, rich, fertile, and valuable, extending 
500 miles on the Pacific coast, which now has its immenss cities 
and a dense population. The acquisition of that country was ac- 
complished, and how did it come in? By conquest? Not exactly. 


That may be said to have been the case in one sense, as it came 


ee his agents, that vast territory M 


in as the result of the war; but it came in under treaty with 


exico, 

But, Mr. President, it was negotiated by treaty, by the treaty- 
making power organized in proper form, with all the solemnities 
thrown around it, and by the representatives of this Government 
oe duly and the representatives of Mexico appointed duly 
an monang at Queretaro, 

The result was that by giving a certain amount of money in 
addition we got the territory that I speak of, including 500 miles of 
the coast of California and Nevada, one coming in with her apples 
of gold and the other furnishing a waiter of silver upon which to 
pae those apples of gold as they were transferred to the United 

tates Treasury. That was not done by resolution, but by treaty, 
and our territory now extends from ocean to ocean and from lakes 


to . 

What was the next that came in? There was a little piece of 
territory known as the Gadsden purchase down on the Gila 
River, running into the Gulf of California, the lower part of Cali- 
fornia, and the northwestern part of New Mexico. That was 
gained by a purchase. But how was that done? It was done by 
treaty with Mexico 8 by representatives appointed by 
this Government and likewise by the Government of Mexico, 
They met together and agreed upon that line, and we paid Mex- 
ico $10,000,000 for it. That was under the Administration, as I 
shall presently notice, of Franklin Pierce. 

What was the next territorial acquisition? It was Alaska, 
How long have we had Alaska? For thirty years, I believe, 
Have we had any government over it yet? There is, I believe, a 
battalion of i there, but we have no government over it, 
We have sought to establish one at the present session, but it has 
not yet become a law, 

Alaska was the last territorial acquisition of the United States, 

Mr. President, what I say msy be roaraa by some as signifi- 
cant. It has been said in this debate that the Democratic party 
brought in all the territory of this country, and therefore the 
Democrats in this Chamber ought not to oppose the acquisition of 
the Hawaiian Islands. It is true that these acquisitions have been 
made under Democratic administration. Every one of them was 
made under the Administration of a Democrat. Further, let me 
say with a degree of pride that every one of them was under a 
Southern man as well as a Democrat except the Gadsden treaty, 
under President Pierce. But not ina single instance did they 
seek to take in a people not homogeneous or who were not used to 
our system of government or who were not our own kith and kin. 
I say all but one—Alaska, 

But, Mr, President, I will state a fact as a very singular coin- 
cidence—whether it was providential or not I do not pretend to 
say—in connection with the admission of Alaska. It is known 
that Mr. William H. Seward, a very eminent statesman of his 
day, was the-negotiator with Russia. The United States was 
always a favorite with Russia, and Russia with us. Singular as 
it may seem, it was a mixing of Cossack with Republican; yet it 
was so. Alaska was 2 for by William H. Seward, under 
the Administration of Mr. Lincoln. 

But what turned up? After negotiations were agreed upon, be- 
fore there was a final settlement, before ever a signature was 
made to the treaty with Russia transferring to us Alaska, Mr. 
Lincoln was killed. The result was that Andrew Johnson, a 
Democrat and a Southern man, signed that treaty. So you are 
correct when you charge us with having taken in all the territory 
under Democratic administration. It is so. Wondrous are Thy 
ways, O Providence! It so happened that Mr. Lincoln died before 
his signature was given for the acquisition of Alaska, and Andrew 
Johnson, a Democrat, signed the treaty. 

Mr. President, I may draw from this the conclusion that the 
Democrats were in favor of the extension of our territory within 
the limits of the two oceans; that they were for extension of ter- 
ritory where there was a homogeneity of races between us and 
the party who sought to be a part of our country. That is the 
point I make, and I say we were right; and when you go beyond 
that you are wro We should adhere to the treaty-makin 
power and let the Government act by a two-thirds majority o 
the Senate and not have it left to the House of Representatives 
and the Senate under an impulse arising from the existence of 
war, creating an unnatural and artificial state of things. Thatis 
my pation ene sir; that is my belief. 

r. President, the reasons which would have influenced my 
judgment to oppose the ratification of the treaty for the annexa- 
tion of the Hawaiian Islands are equally potent against these. 
joint resolutions, for those reasons apply more to the welfare of this 
country than to objections to Hawaii. They rest on the injury that 
must ensue upon the abandonment in the least of the great prin- 
ciple that governments are instituted among men, deriving 
their just powers from the consent of the governed.” That was 
a declaration of a ‘‘self-evident truth,” not ial and particular 
to the government of the colonies by Great Britain, but a general 
principle of the true foundation of all governments, 
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Upon that self-evident truth rests the whole system of our Gov- 
ernments, Federal and State, and upon the same ‘‘truth” rests 
the absolute rights of the people of Hawaii to alter their old and 
institute new government for their own welfare. That right be- 
3 to the people, not to their rulers, and whether those rulers 
be in rightful or wrongful possession of power, that principle rec- 
ognizes only the will of the people, the consent of the people, to a 
transfer of lands and allegiance to another nation. That which 
these resolutions propose to do with Hawaii and its people would 
light the fires of rebellion throughout this country if attempted 
by its legally constituted authorities. We ‘condemn the wrong 
and yet the wrong pursue.” 

Mr. President, there is no doubt in my mind as to the right of 
this country to acquire territory by conquest or cession, either of 
which is open as well to this as to any other country. But this 
scheme of annexation rests on neither conquest nor cession. We 
have made no war on Hawaii, and hence we take not by conquest; 
and we can not take by cession, for it is apparent that the goy- 
erning oligarchy now in power in Hawaii have no sanction inlaw 
or morals to give away that country, with all its peoples, all their 
hopes and all their aspirations. hat less crime is the Congress 
committing in taking all of Hawaii without the consent of its 
people than Russia, Austria, and Prussia committed on Poland? 

Governments which rest on the “ right divine of kings” are in- 
different to the will and consent of the people; but a government 
whose fundamental principle is the consent of the governed can 
not share in the booty and escape from the crime of the robbery. 

This country knows the wrongs perpetrated by the reignin 
oligarchy in Hawaii; we can not plead ignorance; we ee 
the filching of power from the people. e are cognizant of the 
utter failure of that oligarchy to discharge the function of govern- 
ing; and by these resolutions we are to permit that oligarchy to 
dump the islands and their people, Chinese, Japanese, Portuguese, 
and Kanakas—leprosy and all—into the United States, against 
the will of 90 per cent of the people. 

Mr. President, this country can not afford to accept a gift of a 
whole people from donors without authority. We ought not to 
accept a transfer of all the dearest rights of a people—their gov- 
ernment, their allegiance, their happiness, and their welfare—with- 
out ascertaining in the clearest possible manner the consent and 
sentiment of that people. We are asked by these Hawaiian 
authorities—if I may properly use that term—to accept a gift of 
an archipelago, with all its people, without stopping to inquire 
whether the people desire the transfer. By accepting this gift we 
are incorporating into this Union thousands of natives and for- 
eigners from all countries of whom we have little knowledge, and 
that little does not commend them to our people. We are to take 
those people, willing or unwilling, natives, Chinese, Japanese, 
Portuguese, South Sea Islanders, European, and Americans, some 
re cay no doubt, left their countries for their countries’ 
> Weare not to pause and ask their consent to our governing them, 
but we are to join with the Hawaiian oligarchy in compelling an 
unwilling people to become the unwilling subjects of a distant 
country. I use the term unwilling, because, first, we do not know 
their will; and second, it is a fair presumption that every people 
is unwilling to be transferred to another and unknown allegiance; 
and third, because the Hawaiian oligarchy has never attempted 
to consult the will of the people. I use the term subjects, un- 
known heretofore to American political terminology, because these 
natives, Chinese, Japanese, Portuguese, and South Sea Islanders 
can not become citizens. One experiment already made in creating 
citizens under the pressure of war has demonstrated the unwis- 
dom of haste in the important matter of American citizenship. 

To accept and hold these unwilling subjects will be naked des- 
potism, and would be so characterized by the universal voice of 
our people if done by any other nation. American sympathy 

‘oes out to Ireland, because that prone are the unwilling sub- 
jects of the Crown of England. This annexation of Hawaii may 
prove to be an Ireland on our hands. There is to be no more se- 
cession from this Union, and when once the dice in these resolu- 
tions are thrown the result will be irrevocable and these people, 
willing or unwilling, happy or miserable, must remain, not citi- 
zens, but subjects of a superior race. We would hold that in 
= other government to be reestablishing slavery. 

ence I regard this annexation as perpetrating a greater wrong 
on the 5 and future character of our Government than 
upon these unfortunate people. The humanity of the American 
character may insist upon and secure that humane treatment 
which will mitigate the wrong done to them, but the blot upon 
the escutheon of government by consent of the governed can never 
be removed. 

‘Twill be recorded as a precedent, 


And many an error by the same example 
Will rush into the State. 


As lawyers, we understand the value and force of precedents; 
as statesmen, we have encountered their advantages and disad- 


vantages: as politicians, we rest our platforms upon them. A few 
lines in the ordinance for the government of the Northwest Ter- 
ritory became the antislavery precedent which seventy years after 
lit the fires of civil war and overwhelmed the country with blood- 
shed, ruin, and devastation. We may follow a principle with 


safety, but no man can cast the horoscope of a p ent. 

This country, Mr. President, conquered vast country from 

Mexico; it acquired Louisiana, Florida, and Alaska by purchase 
and cession. ln each case the territory and the people passed 
from the sovereignty of one nation to that of another without the 
consent of the people being asked or given. Whatever violence 
to the principle of the consent of the governed may have ensued 
in either case, it was soon and properly corrected by the establish- 
ment of governments founded on the popular will. But in Ha- 
waii there can be no popular will, no people's consent. The Asi- 
atics must be denied participation in consent, the natives are too 
ignorant of all governmental responsibility to give that intelligent 
consent which the principle necessarily 5 — The consent, 
the popne will, upon which government in Hawaii must rest 
will be that of the American a aged which by foul means and 
fouler force have foisted themselves upon that people. 
_ Mr. President, in our history we have had but one experiment 
in governing a distant and disconnected possession. Alaska has 
been American territory for more than thirty years, and yet to-day 
the only symbol of governing power in that immense possession is 
two companies of infantry, while thousands of enterprising and 
energetic miners are pouring into that country, carrying with 
them the primitive principles of lynch law for the preservation of 
order and protection of life and property. Until Congress shall 
have illustrated by an actual example of its capacity to provide 
an American system of government for Alaska it would be an 
act of wisdom not to m tiply our difficulty and embarrassment 
by acquiring an arene’ of people of all races and nations so 
ignorant of every principle of government that they could not 
administer any which Congress might devise. 

Our system of government, State and Federal, presupposes a 
bicameral legislature, an executive, and judiciary. Boos any Sena- 
tor persuade himself that the Kanaka of Hawaii can understand 
that complex system, or that he can comprehend the parliamen- 
tary philosophy of the Reed rules,” or solve the problem of the 
previous question, or count a quorum, or fully realize a deliberative 
assembly where all deliberation is choked off by a Committee on 
Rules? Yet all these are indispensable parts of an American 
legislature. Would it not be more 1 that the Kanaka 
would fall into, without ever having heard of, that liberum veto 
of the Polish Assembly, where differences of opinion were settled 
in a fight free to all comers? 

That would not be an American government. Weare told that 
these people are childlike and bland, easy of control, and can be 
governed without difficulty. That, again, would not be American 
government—with us the people must govern themselves. This 
country once tried the fe sions of carpetbag government, but its 
failure, disgrace, and evil consequences left no desire on the part 
of the people to try that system again. Besides, Hawaii has ad 
enough of 1 — there now in conspicuous iso- 
lation from the people, possessing power without right and exer- 
cising authority without warrant. 

Mr. President, it can not be the purpose of Congress to estab- 
lish in these islands, after annexation, a government not responsi- 
ble for its acts to the people of these islands; to entirely abandon 
every principle of government by the governed and to set up, in 
our country, the Euro system of governor-generals, captain- 
1 military or civil, answerable only to the distant head at 

ashington. It is to be taken for granted that the future gov- 
ernment of these islands will rest on the suffrages of their people 
and be si e totheir people; that, like our Territories, while 
the President appoints the governor, the people will select the 
territorial legislature to make the law, subject to the review and 
sa Sa of Congress. 
hese islands by their last census contained 110,000 inhabitants, 
of whom 42 per cent were Asiatics; that is, 22 per cent were Ja- 
panese, 20 per cent Chinese. Are these 46,000 Asiatics to be citizens 
of the United States in Hawaii, but not in any other part of our 
Union? Can this large population be aliens in the United States, 
but citizens in Hawaii, a double and doubtful character hitherto 
unknown to any country? 

What disposition in the suffrage will be made of the 15,000 Por- 
tuguese? Will they also be citizens in Hawaii, subjects in Portugal, 
and aliens in the States? 

Here, then, are 61,000 out of 110,000 people whose political status 
must be defined. If they are made citizens in Hawaii and in- 
trusted with the right to vote, they will be able to control its leg- 
islation. If they are denied the right of suffrage, they must sink 
into peonage. 

To prevent that possible fate to the negroes in the Southern 
States oy were invested with the right of suffrage and that right 
bulwarked by the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution. 
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Will the fifteenth amendment guard these people of the yellow 
race by its provision as to race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude?” After the yellow races have been provided for there 
remain native Hawaiians, 31,000; part Hawaiians, 8,400; Ameri- 
cans, 13,000; British, 2,200; Germans, 1,400; ee 479; 
South Sea Islanders, 1,055. A citizenship like Falstaff's ragged 
regiment of ‘tattered prodigals, lately come from swine keeping, 
from eating draff and husks” in their own countries, to fix them- 
selves in Hawaii, as a sure way of petting into the United States. 

These are to be the suffragists of our Pacific territorial archi- 
pelago—an embryonic State of the Federal Union, Eliminating 
the 61,000 Asiatics and discounting those Europeans whose pa- 
triotism will not permit their allegiance to another country, there 
will remain 31,000 natives, 3,000 Americans, and probably 1,500 
Germans—a total of 35,500 to be represented in the suffrage. The 

roportion of these who are males, over 21 years of age, was stated 
in the debate in the House of Representatives to be—natives 8,000, 
Americans 1,000, and probably others above 21 years, a total of 
about 10,000 voters. Three thousand Americans among 110,000 
people of every race, clime, and color; 1,000 American votersamong 
10,000 other voters! ne 

„Oh, monstrous! but one half-pennyworth of bread to this intol- 
erable deal of sack!“ And for that unsavory mess of pottage this 
country is asked to give up its birthright to the very principle 
upon Which all its institutions are founded! , 

It is apparent, as was asserted in that debate, that if left to a 
vote of the people of Hawaii, after annexation, the Americans 
will have no voice whatever in the government of the islands, ex- 
cept that of an infinitesimal min ,” and that when it comes 
to taking the independent Government from the islands and merg- 
ing it into our Government, every thought and sympathy of the 
great majority will be entirely anti-American in governmental 

licy.” Like liberty-loving and unwilling Ireland under Eng- 
fna. it will require a government by the bayonet, rather than the 
ballot, to make this heterogeneous people harmònize with our in- 
stitutions; and we shall reenact the rôle of the reconstruction 
period at the very beginning of our Pacific colonial policy, 

Facts and considerations such as these ought to cause Congress 
to pause and consider some other solution of the problem rather 
than rush to irrevocable annexation of distantislands, with differ- 
ent races of people, ail without experience in self-government, 
the only kind of government possible under our system. 

Tam no opponent of territorial expansion within the limits of 
the continent to which our dual system of government is l- 
iarly adapted, but which is utterly unfit to be extended over 
islands in distant seas. Ihave always belonged to that great po- 
litical party whose statesmen added every territory but Alaska, 
and who broke the “pent-up Utica” on the Atlantic and extended 
the empire of the until “the boundless continent was ours.” 

Mr. Jefferson held that New England townships “have proved 
themselves the wisest invention ever devised by the wit of man 
for the perfect exercise of self-government and for its preserva- 
tion.” k all the additions to our country made by Mr, Jefferson 
and other Democratic statesmen the township or some other 
scheme of local self-government was ible, But no man can 
imagine the people of Hawaii exercising and administering the 
duties of self-government in a township meeting. The fathers 
and promoters of territorial expansion always had an eye to local 
self-government in the State and to participation in the Federal 
Union—first as Territories and then as States. Can any Senator 
see even in the far-distant future the probability or possibility of 
a Kanaka N State? f 

I do not forget, Mr. President, that Mr. Jefferson also said that 
he had ever looked on Cuba as the most interesting addition 
which could be made to oursystem of States. Thecontrol which, 
with the Florida point, this island would give us over the Gulf of 
Mexico and the countries and the isthmus bordering on it, as well 
as those whose waters flow into it, would fill up measure of 
our political well-being.” 

I Rear that this Administration, now so ardently urging the an- 
nexation of distant Hawaii, has effectually interposed an insur- 
mountable obstacle to the attainment of Mr. Jefferson’s ardent 
hope. In 1823, when Mr. Jefferson’s letter was written to Mr. 
Monroe, the British premier, Mr. Canning, was seeking that alli- 
ance with the country which a second time has been brought into 
e tation and hope by the conditions surrounding Cuba. 

hen Mr, Jefferson was willing to fill up the measure” by 
taking the Island of Cuba, He was not laying down a principle 
of expansion over the Pacific, nor establishing a precedent for 
absorbing whole archipelagoes of le just emerging from the 
bondage of barbarism, ignorant of self-control, and utterly unfit 
for the responsibilities of self-government. He was, on the con- 
trary, willing to take in Cuba because that island would ‘fill the 
measure” of our Union, in which, after Cuba, there would be no 
place for island or archipelago, civilized or sis e 

Mr. President, in the absence of all that knowledge and experi- 
ence indispensable to self-government, these islands, after annex- 
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ation, must be governed from Washington. I do not doubt that 
some scheme of centralization extending Executive power far 
beyond our present conception can be devised and set in force. 
But I fear that all the islands in all the seas would be dearly bought 
by extending the scope of Executive power. I am op to every 
increase of Executive power, Democratic or Republican, whether 
it is extended over distant isles or States nearer home. When 
custom and use have familiarized the people with instances of 
high-handed power over ignorant islanders, our people at home 
may find the increased Army at their doors to enforce Executive 
orders, and instead of the State governors being called on to pre- 
serve order the Federal authority will usurp the right of preserving 
domestic peace. Such things have been done in the past, and I am 
unwilling to increase the facility of repeating them in the future. 

We are told that the annexation of these islands is demanded 
by the exigencies which confront our fleet in the Philippine Is- 
lands, but I recall that the treaty of annexation antedated the 
declaration of war, and I believe that the geniusfor command and 
the gallantry which won Manila without the help of the Hawaiian 
Islands can hold the Philippines whether Hawaii be taken in or 
left out of the Union. 

The supposed military relation of Hawaii to Manila ought not 
to have any place in the discussion of this question of annexation. 
The 3 Islands are at present no part of our system. Ma- 
nila, held by our Navy, can hardly be accepted as transferring 
10,000,000 of ery E to the United States. In sending an army 
to hold what the Navy had seized we discharge a military duty, 
but do not determine a political problem. What the United States 
will do with the Philippine Islands can only be determined after 
our title by conquest is confirmed by the treaty of peace. We 
jump to conclusions when we attempt to determine questions with- 
out considering the course which events may take in the future, 
I would not give color to the Philippine qoron by annexing Ha- 
waii as a possible factor in that matter; but leave it uninfluenced 
by every consideration for the determination of the convention 
between the United States and Spain which must conclude the 
peace and fix the results of the war. 

I hear it is said, Mr. President, that our Pacific commerce needs 
these islands for many and various reasons, But that Pacific 
commerce grew to its present condition without these islands. I 
can not subscribe to this alleged commercial necessity. This 
country demands for its commerce open ports all over the world— 
these it will have—and to obtain them it will be prepared toresort 
to the ultima ratio regum. Neither in Hawaii, nor along the 
shores of Asia, nor anywhere in the isles of the ocean, will this 
country permit its merchants to be excluded from access to the 
interchangeof products. We have lately heard agreat deal about 
“ spheres of influence,” ‘‘ zones” set apart in Asia and Africa for 

articular European nations, and this annexation of Hawaii is an 
imitation of that robbery of all for the benefit of one nation. Our 
sphere of influence“ widens wherever ships may steam or a sail 
flutter ing the peaceful products of commerce without let or 
hindrance from any nation on earth; asking no advantages, we 
will submit to no ‘vantages, 

Mr. President, I have not entered upon the discussion of the 
commercial aspects of annexation, and touched but briefly upon 
its alleged military and naval pakir e These may be of great 
value and importance. They may add to the military and naval 
prestige of the country, to the glamour of a splendid future, and 
captivate the imaginations with visions of the future grandeur of 
our country. But the higher and more important principle, the 
greater and grander policy of being faithful to the principles of 
our pure Government, are sufficient to impel me to oppose with 
voice and vote an act of violence to the sacred principle upon 
which the Government was founded and by which our people 
govern themselves, 

I can not believe that any commercial or military or naval or 
strategic advantages to be derived from the annexation of these 
islands will compensate our people for the utter abandonment of 
the principle of their own Government, which is to be compro- 
mised by the passage of these resolutions. Shall it be said of us 
that we swa the fundamental principle of our Government 
for the doubtful gains of trade; that as ‘‘the jingling of the guinea 
helps the hurt that Honor feels,” so the earnings of commerce 
will salve over any harm to principle; that money, gold, trade, 
commerce are paramount to the untarnished principle upon which 
our Government rests, and that to gain these we are indifferent to 
the theories of government, to principles, however sacred, to wrong, 
however great? 

Mr. President, this annexation threatens not only the principles 
of our Government, it endangers the system of our labor. Which 
of us on this floor can forecast the consequences of incorporating 
with our high-priced labor the low-priced Chinese, Japanese, Ha- 
waiian, Portuguese, and South Sea Islanders? Themost stringent 
customs regulations have not entirely closed this country to the 
Chinese, hat system of espionage will prevent their filtering 
through when Hawaii is a part of our Union? 
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But even if the laborer can be kept out, what watchfulness 
under interstate and foreign commerce can exclude the inter- 
change of the cheap products in competition with the higher-priced 
products of States? Protection for American labor against the 
pauper labor of Europe was a postulate by which manufacturers 
were enabled to increase the price of domestic products without 
increasing the wages of labor. The party of protection against 
Europe will by the e of these resolutions open their country 
to an influx of the cheapest labor in the world and to a deluge of 
its cheapest products, and it will come from the west and not the 
east. Not only the principle of our Government is at stake, but 
the support of our laborers is in danger from the annexation and 
incorporation of a people corraled by adventurers and turned 
over to this country. 

Mr. President, I contemplate the present power and future 
grandeur of my country in its continental solidarity with that 
jealous pride which advises against weakening a position now 
impregnable to all the nations of the world. Iwould not endanger 
this our stronghold on the continent by adding to it outlying 
islands which may be lopped off in future wars, where accident, 
bad management, or even tardiness in moving to battle may turn 
victory to defeat, bringing humiliation and loss to a proud and 
self-reliant nation. 

Heretofore our country and its policies of government have ex- 
isted only for the happiness, prosperity, and general welfare of its 
individual citizens. Hereafter the grandeur, the power, and the 
influence of the nation may absorb the labor and products of the 
people. Imperial taxes must sustain the imperial ends of a great 
standing any and a navy commensurate with a nation having 
possessions all over the world. Instead of being satisfied with 
the continent we eens but have not developed, I fear we are to 
become an oriental power, involved in oriental questions, haying 
Malay subjects, Hawaiian subjects, Puerto Rican subjects, un 
we attain the climax of a power which has dotted over the sur- 
face of the whole globe with her possessions and military posts, 
“whose morning Kunden following the sun and keeping com- 
pany with the hours, circles the earth with one continuous and 
unbroken strain of the martial airs of England.” 

But England, Mr. President, is a monarchy with subjects; the 
United States is a republic with citizens only. Territorial expan- 
sion, colonies, and dependencies may become the ornaments and 
adornments of the throne of the British Queen and Empress, but 
they would be most singularly out of place around the chair of 
state of that servant of the le—the President of the United 
States. Let this annexation of Hawaii is but the initial step in a 
new and untried colonial policy, unsuited to our institutions, not 
adapted to our system of government, unknown to our people, and 
impracticable in every respect. À 

would not be understood as expressing any opposition to the 
most vigorous prosecution of the war for the p for which it 
was ee freedom and independence of Cuba—but I pro- 
test against turning the red right hand”—rubente dextera—of 
war for Cuba to the conquest of an archipelago of Malays in the 
distant Pacific and then using that incomplete conquest as an ar- 
gument for annexing Hawaii. y 

The friends of annexation look to a new epoch in American pol- 
icy, a vast extension of territory as auxiliary to foreign commerce, 
The first necessary step is a vast enlargement of our Navy. It 
must be made equal to the most powerful fleets on the ocean, Our 
model will be the English navy. : 

Are we ready to abandon a safe and conservative policy and 
enter upon a reign of force and upon that tbaggery, which 
must follow in some parts of the country—a policy which I know 
has been condemned by my friend who sits before me, the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS], who has seen more of carpet-baggery 
or as much of it as any living man, certainly as much or more 
than any Senator upon this floor? He, I think, like those who 
have witnessed the scenes which resulted from the carpet-bag 
governments in the South, will never yield a willingness to have 
that system again put upon any part of our country. 

Are we ready to abandon our safe conservative policy to enter 
upon the reign of force that has marked the history of all the 

eat mon ies of the world? Our policy has been one of peace, 
5 which we have built up the most powerful state in the world. 

@ possess a vast extent of territory, a variety of climate and 
productions, vegetable, mineral, and animal, that furnishes us 
the elements for our skilled workers, that enables them to fur- 
nish the most extensive commerce, embracing foreign and do- 
mestic, in the world. Our Army and Navy has not exhausted the 
resources of the producers, and this has sent their surplus into 
the channels of production. Under this benign policy our do- 
main has enlarged and our population has increased until the 
Republic is now the greatest power on the earth. 

ur peopleare brave and intelligent. They will excel as soldiers 
and sailors, and have when tried. The time has come when 
the purpose is to convert the Republic into a great military and 
naval power. This means the su ination of our citizens to 


military and naval service. Nor is this all. It means the de- 
moralization of our 5 Instead of an intelligent, self-ruling, 
6, 


self-governing people, they are to be a governed, subordinate, 
subjected race. Instead of a simple, plain, brave, confident de- 
mocracy, we must have a titled nobility living from the labors of 
a subjective, subordinate pedsantry. 

It is affirmed that we need the Nicaragua Canal. Then, it is 
said, we can easily protect this canal by the possession of these 
islands, We have the fine harbors on the Pacific coast, that are 
nearer the canal than any of the Sandwich Islands. Then they 
can readily be supplied with coal by rail from the interior, whilst 
thereis no coal within 3,000 miles and more of the islands. Men 
and means of defense can be much more easily supplied from the 
continent than from the islands, 

The commercial advantages are confined to a trade in which we ~ 
must import more than we export to the islands. In 1891 our 
exports to the islands were $6,495,608 and our imports were $10,- 
258,788. These were articles that come in competition with our 
own producers. The principal article is sugar, which, with their 
cheap labor, can be produced to a great advantage, and to so great 
an advantage that its free importation would ruin our young and 
promising production of beet sugar. They have provided them- 
selves with cheap Chinese, Japanese, and Portuguese labor. And 
with their fertile soil and fine climate they can destroy our Cali- 
fornia industry. 

Our valuable oriental trade will be with India, China, and 
Japan, peoples who manufacture and produce articles that we do 
not and who take from us articles they do not potae, and who 
have great extent of territory and a numerous skilled population. 
These islands are in no auxiliary to our oriental trade. 
For all they have to sell they are dependent upon China and Japan 
for producers, Eliminate these workers, and the islands, with all 
their fine climate and fertile soil, would be barrenof productivity. 

There are K jate questions, I think, which are not to be and can 
not be settled until the close of this existing war; and no man 
whose opinion would be worth anything would venture to say 
what should bedone with these islands at this time, before we have 
concluded a peace with Spain. 

Is the United States going to change its uniform policy? 

What reason is there for a change? 

Has the Spanish war extended our empire to the Orient? 

8 colonies in the Philippine Islands be the result of their 
capture? 

It is said the establishment of the United States in the Orient 
will secure the Philippine Islands. 

First. The islands are to be secured. 

Are they necessary to the defense of the Pacific coast? 

Are they necessary to the defense of the Nicaragua Canal? 

Are they demanded for commercial advantages, etc.? 

Mr. President, these islands are 2,000 miles from our Pacific 
coast. At present there is no probability of a war with any nation 
on earth except Spain that would invade our Pacific coast. If 
a war with any other power should occur, of what use would 
these islands be to us? 1 is the only state capable of at- 
tempting an invasion, and there is not the most remote proba- 
bility of any such action on her part. The moral, , and 
commercial relations of these two peoples forbid the idea of war. 
It will be easier for us to adjust any difficulty by pacific means 
than by a resort to force. If a war other than that we have with 

in should occur, our defense would be in our own States, by 
eir own people and their own means at home. The idea of look- 
ing off 2,000 miles for a defensive position is supremely ridiculous. 

e might as well contemplate a part of the moon as a point of 
defense as look to Hawaii. 

If this country contemplates a new policy by the extension of 
our empire into the remote East, these islands might then become 
useful, provided they were in danger of falling into the hands of 
any hostile nation. 

we are to abandon the policy of our fathers, that has produced 
such noble results, a vast population of intelligent, brave, self- 
supporting freemen, it is not necessary to pursue this subject fur- 
ther. The experiment has been made and the results chronicled. 
The ee Roman Republic finally, after subordinating 
the world and robbing it and degrading it, finally robbed, demor- 
alized, and degraded her own citizens, till they fell easily before 
the toils of ambitious chiefs, their government became the prey 
of a debased army. - 

The Pretorians pa the imperial power to sale, and when they 
desired a change by violence disposed of their en ee ses bar- 
gain. In the meantime the people lost their manhood and became 
an easy prey to the hordes of barbarians that marched through the 
great empire with little opposition. Their arbitrary rule ruined 
all the peoples over whom their abrupt rule was established. One 
beautiful feature of this barbaric invasion ornaments history. 
When Brennus with his hordes, after capturing the city of Rome 
invaded the Roman senate chamber, and the old senators remained 
in their seats and drew their robes around them ready for the 
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vandal knife, their patriotic courage and stoic firmness appalled 
the barbarian and they escaped inj 

The Britons, a brave and warlike 
defense and fell victims to the 5 
terminated by the German hordes. The Gauis had a similar his- 
tory. Our own system of relying on valor of the citizen and 
on the inviolability of local State government is our only safety 
from the demoralizing tendency of the age. 

I have here a table showing the population of the Hawaiian 
Islands by the census of 1896, which I ask permission to print as 
part of my remarks. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Population of the Hawaiian Islands—Census of 1896. 


sople, lost all power of self- 
ict and Scots, and were ex- 


South Sea Islanders = 
f Other nationalities............. 


109, 020 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, there are two important consider- 
ations in this question. The policy and the right of annexation. 

It is the commencement of indefinite extension of our territory. 
It will introduce a foreign dissociable element, the most heter- 
ogeneous mass that has ever been incorporated and which can 
never unite with Americans. It will introduce into our system 
the Roman pro-consular service, an element foreign to American 
sympathies and habits. It will be commercially a disadvantage. 
They will purchase little and sell much. It is wholly in the in- 
terests of Hawaiian planters, 

This step will demand a great increase of our Army and Navy; 
both results to be avoided if we adhere to our traditional policy. 
They will increase the expenditure and greatly augment taxa- 
tion. They will greatly increase a class of men who will contribute 
nothing and must be paid and supported by the laboring element. 

The movement is of doubtful constitutional authority. It has 
only the unauthorized authority of pressing and interested oppor- 
tunity. It will increase the number of officers: with it will come 
paternalism, and with that, strength to the great center and weak- 
ness to the outlying States. This continued process will by de- 

ees wear away the muscular power of our great Republic and 
Swindle it to a shadow and death. 

One reason urged for it is the existence of the present war. But 
for that this resolution, in my opinion, would never have been 
introduced. The p ition of this treaty remained in the Sen- 
ate undisturbed until the first cannon boomed in the war, and 
then came this resolution. But regardless of co: uences, this 
war must be fought out. It should be fought with vigor and 
without letting up until an honorable peace is won. 

In all cases the United States has annexed only territory ceded 
by governments having undoubted right to cede, and never from 
governments of doubtful ownership. They have never instigated 
revolution to get territory before this case. 

The present oligarchy has no right to annex the islands, 
a government that has not the sanction of the people. 

t is divesting a race of men of their right to country and goy- 
ernment and putting them in a gradual process of extinction. 
` The process has be; and will continue with accelerated «pen 

The strength of the Government depends on the unity and har- 
mony of thought and action of the people. This results from the 
unity of race. Discordant races can never harmonize in putting 
into action political and social institutions. They can never agree 
completely in devising the best means to effect desired results. 
They necessarily take different views of governing forces as their 
intelligence =f habits differ. Thus a government composed of 
different races will demand despotic rule to keep order and force 
obedience to law. In a republican government it requires the 
yoluntary assent of the people which must come from them, and 
this can only be where the mass is congenial and act from similar 
motives and a uniform intelligence. = 

A mass of such heter eous races as now inhabit the Philip- 
pine and Hawaiian Islands will always be a source of weakness in 
a government ruled by the highest and most advanced races in the 
world. The present Governinatit of Hawaiiis but an oligarchy of 
interested men placed in power and kept there by the power of this 
Republic. Our Government depends on the consent of the gov- 
erned. The violation of this principle, whether by bribery and 
corruption or by force, will soon change the character of the mass 
and of the Government. The higher races will not tolerate the less 
advanced races with the Government. They will either purchase 
their action or force it. In Hawaiithere is not one in ten, not more 
than 5 per centof the population, that understands the principles on 
which our Government is based, and they are incapable of under- 
standing or conforming to them. It might be better in case of 
annexation to establish for them a despotic proconsular govern- 
ment. It would be better than the irresponsible singles now 


It is 


a a divided opinion in this country as to its future 


existing sustained by the power of this Government. The politi- 
cal evil of introducing a mass of semibarbarism is not any worse 
than the moral and social. 

The annexation of Hawaii would be the entering wedge toa 
series of troubles in our country which could not be controlled by 


our people in after years. It may be the beginning of empire: it 
would be the initiatory of a new theory of government and give 
impetus to that rule of military power which will result in the 
control of this Government by militarism. Having these grave 
is separa I shall give my vote against this resolution. 

know and 1 the fact that an unfair partisanship can, 
and perhaps will, distort a vote against these resolutions into a 
vote against the Administration of this Government in time of. 
war; into a vote against a vigorous prosecution of the war against 
Spain; into a vote against the possible policy which may confront 
the country at the settlement of peace; into a vote against the in- 
evitable consequences of war as to the acquisition of territory; 
into a vote which encourages the enemy in the belief that there is 

. paler. which 
will encourage the enemy to persist in carrying on the war in the 
hope of better terms of peace. But notwithstanding all these pos- 
sible and probable misrepresentations of my motive, and con- 
scious of the rectitude of my purposes, I shall record my vote for 
the preservation of the great principle that all government de- 
rives its just powers from the consent of the governed, and that 
because these resolutions violate that principle I shall vote against 
their passage. 

I shall vote against their adoption because they will incor- 
porate with the American people races which know not and can 
not learn our complex system of government. 

I shall vote against their adoption because the governing of 
these races will initiate a departure from the principles of re- 
publican government by requiring the establishment in these 
islands of a government responsible to Washington and not to the 
people governed. 

I shall vote against these resolutions because their adoption 
will be an abandonment of the Monroe doctrine and the inaugura- 
tion of an oriental policy, with all its consequences, and for which 
our Government was not designed or constructed and with which 
it can not be administered. 

I shall vote against these resolutions with the same integrity of 
motive which led this Congress to assure the world that this war 
was not for the acquisition of territory. And I shall vote against 
these resolutions because they are a practical violation of the 
Constitution when they er from the treaty-making power 
to the Congress a subject-matter now before the Senate in a 
treaty form and undetermined, and with which the Congress 
should have no connection until the treaty-making power has 
definitely acted. 

Mr. TILLMAN obtained the floor, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to suggest the want of 


a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). The 
Senator from Kentucky suggests the absence of a quorum. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Faulkner, McBride, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Foraker, Mallory, Sewell, 
Baker, ‘ye, Mantle, Shoup, 
Dato; z: Milte Suave 
rry, ‘eller, 
Burrows, na, Mitchell, Thurston, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Money, Tillman, 
Carter, Hawley, organ, Turley, 
Chilton. Heitfeld, Morrill, Warren, 
Cockrell, Hoar, „ Wetmore, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Perkins, ilson. 
Davis, 12 Sarge 
Elkins, dsay, Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Lod Platt, N. Y. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is therefore present, and the 
Senator from South Carolina will proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is very irksome to me to un- 
dertake to read a speech, and during my service in the Senate I 
have only on two occasions reduced anything I had to say to 
writing. My purpose in now deviating from that general line of 
conduct has been to condense my remarks, to confine them to 
some of the essential features of this question which have not 
been discussed, rather than to trust myself to the discursive and 
expanding seductions, you might say, of an extemporaneous talk, 

he consideration of this Hawaiian resolution has occupied the 
attention of the Senate almost uninterruptedly for ten days. 
There has been only one side heard thus far, and it seems from the 
temper of those who are in favor of annexation that only one side 
will be heard. It is very natural, after a matter has n dis- 


cussed, you might say, extensively and exhaustively in executive 
session, that Senators should feel disinclined to listen to a xepeti- 
tion of speeches which they have once heard; but I have noticed 
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one thing about the Senate: When only one side cares to discuss 
a question, and a emi Se desirous of forcing a vote, there is 
always devilment afoot; there is immoral and improper pressure 
from some source that can alone force the Senate to sit still and 
not talk. 

Senators love too well to speak—they love to hear themselves, 
to see their names in the papers, to see their speeches in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and to send them home—to sit silently by 
and hear a question of this vast moment discussed without par- 
ticipating in it, unless there is something rotten in Denmark. 

I shall be compelled, in order to make anything like a sym- 
metrical argument, to travel over some of the ground which has 
already been traversed by others who have preceded me, because 
the side of the question on which I am enlisted in this debate, 
owing to the form of the discussion, has been exhaustively and 
ably presented in some of its phases. But I propose, if I can, to 
provoke debate, to coerce at least an announcement of policy, ifI 
can not get a discussion in extenso of the vital phases of the ques- 
tion. 

I shall not attempt to go into the! ct of the case because 
being only a la: „a farmer, and knowing little of law or its 
science I would be laughed at by the able lawyers on both sides 
here. Nevertheless, layman though I be, I claim to be able to in- 
terpret the English language and I believe I can determine the 
trath in shes i to a legal proposition with perhaps more clear- 
ness than a hair-splitting attorney who has always been enlisted 
in court for some special side of a proposition. >Z 

Therefore I announce as my fixed belief that the proposition to 
annex a sovereignty by joint resolution as territory, not ađmit it 
as a State, is unconstitutional; and that must haye been the view 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, as is shown by the fact 
that the committee origini] brought in this question in the shape 
of a treaty. The treaty met their approval, and they presented it 
to the Senate for action, and they only resort to the present form 
of action by resolution after they have failed to obtain the consti- 
tutional two-thirds vote and are determined to have majority rule 
here without regard to the Constitution. A 

That that must have been the view not only of the committee 
but of the Administration itself is shown by the memorandum 
which accompanied the treaty when sent by the President, from 
which I will read a brief extract. After rehearsing the various 
forms of alliances, commercial unions, reci ty, and zollverein 
systems for mutual benefit between nations, Mr. Sherman, who was 
then oe of State, declared in reporting the treaty to the 

esident: . 


Mark the words— 
constrained and limited by the constitutional powers of the Government 
of the United States. 


For the information of Senators who may have forgotten the 
language I quote the whole paragraph: 


We hare had with Hawaii since 1875 a treaty of commercial union, which 
ractically assimilates the two territories with regard to many of their most 
rtant productions, and excludes other nations from enjoyment of its 
— — yet, although that treaty has outlived other less-favored bia 
hy schemes, its permanency has at times been gravely imperiled. Under 
such circumstances, to enter upon the radical e: 
commercial union between Hawaii and the United 0 
sovereign, without assurance of permanency and with perpetual subjection 
eee noe tudes of public sentiment in es, was not to be 
thou: of. 

Turning, then, to the various practical forms of political union the sev- 
eral phases of a protectorate an offensive and defensive alliance, and a na- 
tion: ranty were passed in review. In all of these the independence of 
the subordinated state is the distinguishing feature, and with it the assump- 
tion by the ount state of msibility without domain. The disparit 
of the relative interests and the distance separating the two countries coul 
not fail to render any form of protective association either unduly burden- 
some or illusory in its benefits, so far as the protecting state is concerned, 
while any attempt to counteract this by tributary dependence or a measure 
of suzerain control would be a re e movement toward a feudal or 
on ay establishment alike inexpedient and incompatible with our national 
policy. 

There remained, therefore, the annexation of the islands and their com- 
plete absorption into the political system of the United States as the onl 
solution nna the given conditions and promising permanency an 
mutual benefit. The present treaty has been framed on that basis, thus sub- 
stantially reverting to the original proposal of 1893,and necessarily adopting 
mtot the features of that arrangement. As to most of these the negotia- 
tors have been constrained and limited by the constitutional powers of the 
Government of the United States. Asin previous instances when the United 
States has acquired territory by treaty, it has been necessary to reserve all 
the organic provisions for the action of Congress. 

If this was requisite in the case of the transfer to the United States of a 
tof the domain of a titular 5 as in the cession of Louisiana by 

ce, of Florida by § or of by Russia, it is the more requisite 
when the act is not on. but union, involving the complete ration 
of an alien sovereignty into the body politic of the United States. For this 
the only precedent of our political history is found in the uncompleted treaty 
concluded during President Grant's Administration, November 29, 1869, for 
-the annexation of the D ican Republic to the United States. Foll 
that example, the treaty now signed by the plenipotentiaries of the Uni 
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riment of a complete 
tates as independently 


e two coun 


States and the Republic of Hawaii reserves to the Congress of the United 


States the dete ation of all questions affecting the form of government 
of the annexed territory, the citizenship and elective franchise of its inhab- 
itants, and the manner in which the laws of the United States are to be ex- 
tended to the islands. 

Here it is clearly set forth that there are constraints and consti- 
tutional limitations, and the conclusion is inevitable that the 
Cabinet, which must have considered and carefully weighed every 
word in that important document before it was submitted to us, 
held that view. Iam aware that the then Secretary of State has 
been retired from the Cabinet for alleged reasons which I shall 
not mention, and therefore there may be an intimation on the 
part of some that they disclaim any responsibility for his utter- 
ances. But the Cabinet considered this matter—the Attorney- 
General, theable lawyers in the employ of the Government—there 
was consultation, and there never was any proposition, never any 
thought, of attempting annexation by resolution until the failure 
to ratify the treaty. 

We will doubtless have here sophistical and hair-splitting argu- 
ments (I hope we will, at least) from the other side as to why they 
changed front and began a new line of action, but the fact re- 
mains that it is only a resort to unconstitutional methods which 
the majority will force upon this body and upon the country un- 
der the plea that the majority must rule in this country. 

Mr. President, in every instance the United States has acquired 
territory it has been by purchase or conquest, for California was 
i a conquered territory, and we only paid a certain 
amount of money as a matter of decency; and all of the territory 
which we have acquired, except Alaska, has been right at our 
doors and was virgin, occupied only by the aboriginal savages, 
except a few scattered Spaniards and Mexicans, not enough to 
make one to the square mile of the area which we acquired by 
treaty. The only exception is Texas. We admitted it as a sover- 
eign State under the constitutional power of Congress to do so, 
and we admitted it after the people of that State had had the right 
given to them to pass upon it by ballot. 

It is unfortunate that the question of motive has been brought 
in here and those who oppose this annexation scheme have been 
lectured and twitted by some of our colleagues on this floor and 
slandered and lied about by the newspapers friendly to the scheme 
on the outside. And while it is a delicate matter to discuss the 
question of motive, I feel at liberty to say something on that sub- 
ject. Upon their face the motives of those urging annexation may 

considered honorable and patriotic. Annexation is advocated 
“because Hawaii is the key to the Pacific;” „because it is neces- 
sary for the defense of our Pacific coast; because of its use as 
a naval and military base, and because it would command the 
Nicaraguan Canal, if built.” 

These are the principal reasons assigned. The opponents of the 
measure are taunted as lacking patriotism for failure to support 
the Administration in reenforcing Admiral Dewey; with being 
in sympathy with the ar trust,” and some of the penny-a- 
liners, who have been so industriously urging annexation, boldly 
charge that those who op it were traitors and corruptionists. 
Mr. President, what are the facts and with what degree of plausi- 
bility can such reasons be presented for the annexation of Hawaii? 

For me to undertake to go into the four general propositions in 
favor of annexation would be to travel over ground already passed 
over and would consume much more time than I can give to it, 
for, fortunately for the Senate, if unfortunately for myself, I am 
speaking against time, having made engagements and arrange- 
ments to leave the city at 4.40. Therefore I have only limited 
time in which to present what I have to say; but I wish first to 
take up the question of the motive of the friends of annexation. 

When I consider the mastery of the American sugar trust 
over the Senate and the House, as shown in the passage of the 
Dingley tariff law, I am forced into the belief that this trust is 
not opposed to annexation, and that its influence is at work 
among the ranks of those favoring annexation. If the Ameri- 
can sugar trust could prevent an investigation into the charges 
against Senators who were under icion and were severely 
criticised by the newspapers all over the country, it would cer- 
tainly be able to prevent annexation. 

If it had sufficient influence to dictate the tariff law it wanted, 
is it not fair to suppose that it would have influence enough to 
defeat this resolution, if it were working to that end? What evi- 
dence can be produced to show that the trust is in any way en- 


deavoring to defeat this resolution? If any such evidence exists, 


will those Senators who are ready to charge improper motives to 
this side produce it and stand out in the open and not skulk, as 
they are now doing? As far as the charge of obstructing the 
President and Admiral Dewey is concerned, that is equally as 
vague and untenable, 

here is no man on this side who does not justify—at least I 
have heard of none, although I have not listened to all the 
speeches—who does not justify and is not ready to indorse the 
action of President McKinley in coaling our vessels at Honolulu 
and obtaining supplies for them going to Manila. 
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The Hawaiian Government has never declared neutrality, and 


it is at liberty to afford Spain the same accommodation if it should 

be in condition to require it. But as far as the military and naval 

exigencies are concerned the passage of this resolution is ex post 
facto. The die has been cast. 

The islands have been raided, and in international law the obli- 

tion is already incurred. The President has used the islands 

or the purpose of war, and to-day we 55 in alliance, 
offensive and defensive, with the people of those islands; and what 
excuse can there be for saying we must annex them now? 

There are two reasons apparent to the person acquainted with 
recent events for this clamor and pressure for annexation. The 
war with Spain has undoubtedly wrought a change in the minds 
of many in favor of ee e that oo 5 5 will not 
explain nor is it ible for e pressure which is so appar- 
ent. The Army 4 Navy, of course, exert a powerful influence 
in behalf of annexation, but the Army and Navy alone would be 
powerless to effect the of this resolution at this time. 

3 ow, as I claim to 5 pure motives and to have 

mesty of purpose as the only influences governing my own 
pons I dislike to cast imputations on the motives of others; 
but those who charge rottenness and corruption and lack of pa- 
triotism to our side must expect to be accused in turn if there is 
any evidence to warrant it. What are the facts? The sugar 

lantations upon the Hawaiian Islands are largely owned by ca 
falista and corporations in this country. How much of the stoc 
in these concerns is owned by Senators and Congressmen or by 
those who employ Senators and Congressmen as attorneys I have 
no means of knowing, but I do know that in this morning’s Post 
appeared a dispatch which I will read, as it throws a light like an 
ge flash light upon the true inwardness of the annexation 
scheme. 

BIG RISE IN SUGAR STOCKS—EFFECT OF THE PASSAGE OF THE NEWLANDS 
RESOLUTION IN HAWAII—PLANTATION STOCK HELD AT $400 A SHARE, FOUR 
TIMES ITS PAR VALUE—EXTRA LEGISLATIVE SESSION NEEDED TO PER- 
FECT ANNEXATION. 


Those are the head lines. Here is the dispatch itself: 


SAN FRANCISCO, June 29. 
The steamer Alameda this evening brought the following advices from 


Honolulu: 
“HONOLULU, June 22. 

* exation news has caused a tremendous rise in sugar stocks. Ewa 
T 

e nm le 

i The aie exciton at an early „ with rigging dressed. 
She brought news for which these islands haye watched waited for 
oo She brought the news that annexation had triumphed in the 

Sugar has always seemed to come into the Senate since I have 
been a member to debauch and disgrace it in the eyes of the Amer- 
ican people. Here we have it again within less a year after 
the passage of the infamous sugar schedule in the Dingley tariff 
act. 

I have no hesitation in asserting the belief—I wish to God I 
had an opportunity to get a committee to prove it; I think I could 
prove it—that if this Hawaiian sugar trust were not interested in 

lacing these plantations under the protection of the Stars and 
stripes many a vote that has been or will be cast for this reso- 
lution would not have been obtained. The profits from the culti- 
vation of sugar on the Hawaiian Islands are immense, and there 
has been a phenomenal development along this line since Ha- 
waiian sugar was admitted free of duty under the reciprocity 
treaty. This combination of sugar planters dreads that a change 
of political parties or policies might brin: g about an abrogation of 
that treaty. They dread lest the small number of Americans, 
Germans, and English, who are less than 5 per cent of the popu- 
lation, might be unable to hold their grip upon power and be unable 
to protect their vast wealth, which has absorbed or stolen 
from the natives. It is this dread that is at the bottom of this 
scheme, 

I believe the President is honestly desirous of having the islands 
annexed solely to relieve him of the 3 and criticism 
in connection with their use for our Army and Navy. I again 
put myself on record as believing in the honesty, the patriotism, 
the integrity, and the purity of William McKinley. But I believe 
that, honest and pure as he is, he has been duped by the oe 
tors who have taken advantage of the situation and who have 
urged him to force the Senate, as the House has been forced, into 
entering upon this dangerous experiment. 

When I say the House has been “forced,” I think I speak ad- 
visedly, because when THOMAS B. REED surrenders and puts him- 
self on record as opposing a scheme, and when the vote comes the 
proposition is carried, it is evident that there has been a gigantic 
power exerted to control the House over his veto. The President's 
anxiety and a desire to signalize his Administration 7 apo o: 
colonial gees on the one hand, and ae i of consp 
tors and their partners in this country who wish to safeguard 
their — plantations, acting and reacting upon each other, haye 
produced the existing conditions; and an attempt is made to hurry 


the American people into a policy pregnant with dangers to the 
life of this Republic. : 
otwithstanding the American waves over but a very 


small part of the soil of the Philippine ds and has only within 
the last woek been planted on the soil of Cuba, already es of 
imperialism and of changing a righteous and holy war into one of 
conquest are rapidly assuming shape, and they have been given 
voice by the chosen mouthpiece and trusted lieutenant of the 
President. 
= In me cae 3 5 eee on the 21st of 

une, eral GROSVENOR, who is recognized as the Administra- 
tion leader in the House, used the following language: 

It will be the policy of Adminis 

States at Ha 8 and fortify K nad ma K ee — 3 — toq 


tory of the United States, and when the war is over we then settle th 
8 of what sort of a government we will have over there. [Enthusias. 


eering.] A 

Let us wait. Jt is not important to settle the status of tho Phili 0 
Islands now. It is not im t to settle the character of the „5 
the stable government, which we promise to Cuba. It is not proper just now 


to settle the status of Puerto Rico, for we have not 8 er on the soil of 


Puerto Rico; but when the time comes, you know an and all the world 
knows that William McKinley, backed and 8 Ar Republicans of 
this country, backed and supported by the loyal and tic sentiments of 
fonli PC 2 

, and from the 0 ican 
that God has marked for us in the rid. w 


e 

oubt very much whether you 

order of a Republican Administration, 
8 n the starry ban- 
ed down from any flagstaff where 


I make no prognostication e: : 
and I will live to see the tay When, by ord 
and surely not by the order of Mc’ 

ner of your country's glo: 
conquest of arms has p 

All of these utterances were greeted with prolonged and loud 
cheering. We know, of course, those of us who have been there, 
how the thing works; that the inspiration of conventions is largely 
a matter of a crank shaft; that the moving force which dictates 
the platform and announces the temporary chairmanship sets the 
machinery in motion. But, Mr. President, this plain and unmis- 
takable declaration of a policy will mark a turning point in the 
destiny of this country. We are face to face with a crisis. But 
before I discuss this aspect of the question I wish to make myself 
clearly understood. 

We are at war with Spain for ajust cause. The provocation 
was great and the ey imperative. I voted for the war and am 
ready to sustain the istration in every just way in prose- 
cuting it to a speedy and glorious conclusion, 

I do not object to the seizure of the Pippen Islands. I donot 
2 525 to the seizure of Puerto Rico and all other Spanish islands. 
While the Spanish atrocities in Cuba and the treacherous assas- 
sination of the crew of the Maine were the causes of the war, I 
would have Spain not only driven from the Western Hemisphere, 
but, if possible, driven from every island in the ocean and confined 
to her own peninsula, and let her “‘stew there in her own grease.” 
I would destroy her fleets and armies and plant the American flag 
wherever it is possible to carry it until Spain sues for peace. Itis 
absurd to contend for any other policy. 

It is idiotic and unpa ic, for, being at war, it is our business 
as a nation to deal the most effective blows at our adversary that 
we can. But after the war is over and we have conquered and 
captured all these islands, what then? The wrongs committed 
by Spain in Cuba and the unfitness of Spain to administer gov- 
ernment in colonial ions, or even at home, would make it 
unwise and unjust that we should return any of the islands to 
that sas Ar hep es eee: of the po will be enormous, 
comparatively speaking, and wi upon the taxpayers of the 
United States, and it is natural and just to consider 8 we can 
best get the most compensation out of the war. 

Notwithstanding the declaration of war solemnly pledges that 
this country will give liberty and independence to the G bans, 
General GROSVENOR, before we have captured land enough to 
make a township, declares: 

It is not im 
oo vibe 8 dod settle pe 55 of the government, the stable 

When the declaration of war was being discussed in this Cham- 
ber the President's friends proclaimed that he was in favor of the 
3 of that island. But, Mr. President, the most re- 
markable exhibition of how this new fever which has seized upon 
our country has and has reached the brains and turned the 
heads of the most conservative and wisest of our statesmen is 
shown by the utterances of a Senator on this floor last week. He 
is a Senator for whom I have as great admiration as I have for 
any man, living or dead, for I believe his purity of purpose and his 


patriotism are not and never have beens among 
our public men. I read it: 
Do the American people believe it?— 


Believe what?— 


If people in the world are capable of . 
public, ar a republic is A tallure and monarchy or absolutism is better. 


Then he went on to say: 


do not. I do not know what will be done when 
tell you what I believe, yet not wishing to take up 


No, Mr. Presiden 
n 


believe that it is 


y Am 
best best better calculated to bring and 
toe D E than —— tee od government under the — 
The Senator who said that was very much enthused. He looked 
like a prophet of old looking down the vista of time. I watched 
his face. He was almost swept off his feet. 


Five days later, when he had slept on it and thought it all over 
coolly and deliberately, he repeated it. Here is what he said: 
dies and is buried and the 


ble of managing 
ime that the Anglo-Saxon race has 
fail, it will bo the first ‘hoon presented. It will be the first time that the 


— ri U _ failed y — nestions 8 ted to 
e W. 
to solve them properly and righteously and in the interest of their own peo- 
ple and the world. 
Now, here is the last one of the four resolutions passed by Con- 
gress, which that Senator indited: 


ereignty, ver 
„an rts its determination when that is ac- 
3 8 and control of the island to its people. 

Mr. President, in view of this seeming contradiction or this 
direct and absolute contradiction of purpose, in view of the phase 
which the war has assumed before the war is well begun 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr, TILLMAN, Yes, sir; I will yield. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. There is absolutely no contradiction between 
what I have said and the fourth resolution. If the Senator under- 
stands that I meant that wherever our flag was put up over a dead 
soldier there it istoremain, that is not what I meant. Isupposed 
the term put up” hada greater force than that. It means where 
it becomes the symbol of the Government. That is what I mean. 
T haye uttered no sentiment anywhere, properly understood, that 
is not entirely consistent with the fourth resolution, which, I want 
to say to the Senator, I still adhere to absolutely. If those ple 
are capable of maintaining a government, that is what 
they shall do, and 9 3 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator permit me right there? Why 
does he put in a condition that we know to be impossible? 

Mr. TELLER, Does the Senator say that they are not capable 
of self-government? y 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say they are not, because I believe the race 
of Spaniards and negroes mixed that is capable of self-government 
does not exist to-day on the face of the 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to intrude on the Senator, butin 
my judgment the people of Cuba who have been fighting Spain 
for three years are capan of maintaining a government. Ihave 
said that before in debate, and I sayit now. If it shall be demon- 
strated that they are not, then I suppose the Senator will agree 
with me that in that case it will be our duty to maintain a gov- 
ernment. But until that is done I shall adhere to the resolution I 
had the honor, in part atleast, to draft and to present to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr, TILLMAN. Iam glad to hear the Senator so far retrace 
his steps. I do not say that now in any offensive sense, because I 
believe the Senator is speaking with absolute . to the truth 
and to his own conscience, and to what he said and thought and felt 
and feels, but the language he used on this floor has led the people of 
this country to think that he is in favor of letting the American 
flag, when it is once hoisted over Havana, stay there as the emblem 
of government. If the Senator disavows that feeling, and J be- 
lieve now he has disavowed it conditionally—— 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator that I have not 
disavowed it conditionally. I still adhere toit. I do not know 
whether those people are capable of self-government or not. If 
the Senator is right, then I think that we will put up our flag and 
keep it there. hat I meant to say,and what I mean to say 
now, is that we are not going to abandon those people to the 
tender mercies of Spain, neither in the Philippine Islands, nor in 
Cuba, nor Puerto Rico, nor anywhere else. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator meant that, we should have no 

uarrel, because I join hands with him in the proposition that 
2 is unfit to govern anything anywhere. ə only question 
t concerns us is what we, as a great nation, will do when we 
have driven Spain from this continent. But the declaration which 
the Senator put in says: 


want 


tion or intention to 
exercise sovereignty, j 


any 2 
7 leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

The history of the Spanish-American republics which have re- 
volted from Spain and gained their independence has been that of 
continual insurrection and revolution against the established order 
of things. It takes those people almost a century to rise to the 
higher plane where men are capable of self-government, That is 
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fully well understood and known as an historical fact. If there 
were a condition attached to our occupation of the islands after 
we have driven the Spaniards out other than to make them get 
out and stay out and then leave the island to its own fate and to 
the intelligence and honesty or dishonesty of its own people, we 
have acted in bad faith with the world. 

No one can hesitate to believe that such utterances as the Sena- 
tor has made and such utterances as the member from Ohio, Gen- 
eral GROSVENOR, has made will excite distrust, and have already 
excited the distrust of European nations, who are standing and 
looking on at Manila. Germany, with her seven war ships, seems 


is 2 È 
fag is ready to say, If you p to belie your professions and intend 
e | to reach out and 55 


grabbers and conquerors, and seize 
territory and peoples under the pretense of humanitarianism, we 
expect to have something to say and to get a part of the booty.” 
That is the inevitable consequence of any such utterance here or 
any such attitude on the part of the leaders of thought in this 
country. And if by such action we become embroiled with Ger- 


many, who will be ible? 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to say who I think 
will be responsible? 


Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will just let me get through 
with my sentence, I will give way to him in a minute. I for one 
am ready to serve notice on all the European nations combined 
that this is our business; you keep your hands and mouths out 
of it.” The Senator does not differ from me in that, because I 
eee so on this floor and he meant it, and I say it and 
mean it. 

Mr. TELLER. I agree to that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Now, if the Senator wants to interrupt me, I 
will yield to him, 

Mr. TELLER. If 5 say what the Senator has just 
said, there will be no trouble in Manila with Europeans. If we 
stick to that and give them and the world to understand that this 
is our business and we will settle it, and will brook no interfer- 
ence on the part of anybody, there will be no interference. I 
agree with the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But I want to say further in the discussion of 
this 8 that if it was the policy of this country to reach out 
and absorb what we might take in arms as a matter of conquest, and 
if those colonies are to integral parts of the United States, 
we ought to have said it before the war commenced. There was a 
large party in the House and in this body who were in favor of 
ambiguous declarations and who kicked like mules at this fourth 
resolution. They were annexationists pure and simple. They 
were y land grabbers, ignoring the fact that sometimes men 
bite off more than they can chew, and a great many of us swal- 
low more than we are able to di 

I do not hesitate to say that if that specific declaration had been 
made, no declaration of war would have been had, for I, and Ibe- 
lieve many others, would not have voted to embroil this country 
in war with any country to have brought under our flag the 
islands inhabited by the heterogeneous mass of ignorant and de- 
based specimens of d who are now being a and 
embraced in the imaginations of men as a future part of the 
American Republic. 

Mr. President, my objection to the annexation of Hawaii at this 
time is that it is the entering wedge, as some have said, the be- 

inning, the first step downward. We all know after we start 

ownhill how hard it is to stop. It is like the first step in crime of 
any kind; it is the step that counts and that can not be retraced. 
We are to annex under this resolution one group of these islands 
with only 6,700 white men, women, and children on them and 
103,000—well, I do not know what they are properly called; I will 
just simply say colored people. They are aliens in blood, aliens 
in language, aliens in thought and feeling. They have had the 
virus of Spanish misgovernment injected into their blood and 
bones, and we are to become the pacificators, the civilizers, to take 
in this kind of people and make good citizens of them. 

Some Senators want to make that a stepping-stone to the an- 
nexation of the Philippines afterwards, the fulerum by which 
they will move public opinion later on. Give a little morsel to 
the imagination of our Koe in the way of territorial expansion 
r aa the appetite, like that of the opium eater, will never be 
sa 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from South Carolina indulge 


me a moment? 
A . Certainly. 
Mr. BACON. Iam very . the statement made 
0 ELLER], because we, 


T. 
path Carolina, had misun- 


. 
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is on 
tence immediately preceding the part 
icular e to some extent a qualification of What fol- 
ows, and it is due to the Senator that the entire paragraph should 
be read. It is as follows: 


7109 of last Saturdays Recorp. I will read the sen- 
that struck me, because that 


If some newspaper writer has ted it, no statesman will; and if he 
did, the American people would dec we |have not sacrificed our men in 
Manila for the p of returning the islands to Spain or trading them off 


to anybody else. ere the American soldier dies and is buried and the 
A can fag is put up, I say there it will stay, and we will grapple with 
th t problem whether we are capable of managing colonies or not and 
er t; and if we fail, it will be the first time that the AngloSexon race has 

ed when these great problems have been presented. It will be the first 
time that the American people have failed when great questions were pre- 
sented to them to solve them propels and righteously and in the interest of 
their own le and the world. 

Mr. President, let us meet it, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator does not now understand 
that I have taken that back. 

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator to say that—— 

Mr. TELLER. If we establish a government in the Philippine 
Islands we will not take down our flag. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that to mean that the Senator be- 
lieves—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, If Senators will allow me, it is the question 
of what sort of disposition is to be made of all the Spanish islands, 
and Hawaii does not differ from them one iota either in the prin- 
ciple underlying the question or in the conditions. That I object 
to. That is what I am trying to have the Senate consider. That 
is why I stand here pl ing for delay, pleading that the Ameri- 
can people shall not be committed by re composed of both 
parties here, because this is no party issue in the common accepta- 
tion of the term. 5 

I am pleading, I say, that no R or majority of the Senate 
composed of both parties shall force upon us this policy at this 
time, but let us take up the whole question of colonization and 
absorption of outside territory and consider it after the War has 
progressed further, when we shall have had sufficient data and 
sufficient time for pope to consider and think about it. That is 
what I am after. e absorption of Hawaii could wait until the 
war has progressed further. There are only a few people inter- 
ested in the sugar plantations. Consequently the benefits in dol- 
lars and cents will come to only a few hundred American citi- 
zens, while the evils, which, in my judgment, are untold, will have 
to be borne by the entire mass of the people. 

I have already shown that annexation is not necessary as a war 
measure. We have used the islands for a coaling station. We 
can use them again. We can continue to use them. Nobody will 
dare to interfere with us or with Hawaii because we have thus 
used them, There is no excuse for this rush and hurry and pres- 
sure unless, as I say, it comes from the President, who allows his 
advisers to persuade him to assist by his great power and patron- 
age in controlling legislation for the benefit of the sugar ters, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from South Carolina per- 
mit me to sug, a fact with which I suppose he is thoroughly 
acquainted? The minister of foreign affairs of Hawaii, in reply 
to the representative of Spain, distinctly stated that the coaling 
of our ships and the use and enjoyment of the territory of Hawaii 
by the United States forces was with the full concurrence and 
consent of that island, and he intimated that the protest suggested 
by the representative of Spain would not then or hereafter affect 
the position of the government at all in reference to that subject. 
So we are apprised officially that we have, as the Senator well 
says, all the benefits we ever can have by annexation so far as the 
existing war is concerned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am making an explanation 
of my own feeling on this question. Iam responsible to nobody 
for that except my conscience and my constituents, which em- 
brace the people of the United States. Ido not stand here asa 
representative of South Carolina alone, but as an American citi- 
zen, loying the flag and the country as much as any man and 
solicitous for the future of this Republic. 

If, after we have conquered the Philippines, and after the Amer- 
ican people have had time to be heard from and to have Congress 
hear from them, it shall be found desirable that we shall annex 
the Philippines or control them as colonies, as a matter of course 
I will vote for the annexation of Hawaii then as a stopping place 
on the road to this other colony. 

But, Mr. President, I do not want to see this grand and great 
Government occupy the attitude of arobber of a weak power. 
I do not want to see our humanitarian professions given the lie 
by its actions. Ido not want to see the American flag floating 
Over a strange people who have to be held down by the bayonet. 
I do not want to see a policy inaugurated which would require a 
large standing army. Ido not want to see the principles of the 
Declaration of Independence trampled under foot and spit upon 
by those who have been loudest in proclaiming those glorious 
principles as their guide. 

After we have conquered the Philippines and the last Spaniard 


has surrendered, if we do not wisely consider and act judiciously, 
it may be that the historian of the future will declare that Dewey's 
victory on that fateful ist of May was the first step in a series of 
misfortunes which led to the overthrow of the American Repub- 
lic. Right here I would like to press home one thought. Are the 
American people in need of more land or do they want more room; 
is our present area inadequate? To be answered the question 
needs but to be asked, for the merest tyro knows that the territory 
embraced in the United States is very sparsely settled. 

There is ample room in our broad domains for 200,000,000 more 
of happy and prosperous people, provided we shall hold fast to 
the ideals of our fathers and transmit to our children unchanged 
the glorious Government which we have inherited. 

Why do you want more land? Why do you want to go across 
theocean to occupy islands inhabited by coloredraces? This greed 
for land, this reaching out for more territory, is not necessary for 
the purpose of industrial expansion and growth. We are not 
crowding each other yet, and before entering on and incorporating 
into our territory permanently ea pao islands, inhabited by 
aliens in race and lan e, we should calmly consider what con- 
ditions and results follow. The increase in the aggregate of 
national wealth by the absorption of this territory will prove a 
curse rather than a blessing to the masses of the people, and only 
the few will be the beneficiaries. The Philippines are already 
densely R with races for Which we have no affinity or 
8 1 0 t is the same with Puerto Rico and in some degree with 


The reason why I speak as I do and try to say to the Senate 
“ Halt!” is because I come from a Commonwealth where there are 
750,000 negroes and only 500,000 whites, and for thirty years every 
thoughtful man in that Commonwealth has been lying awake at 
night thinking as to what would be the future of his children and 
how that race problem would be settled so as to preserve the 
Anglo-Saxon race in its purity, and not have the Government be- 
come corrupt and rotten and after a while the people be ridden to 
death and to despotism through the medium of the ignorance of 
men unfit to vote, even though you may educate them, simply 
ae God Almighty made them inferior and lacking in moral 

T 

We have the ps question right here among us. It has per- 
plexed and bedeviled Congress and the country for twenty-five 
years. What do you want to bring in another Pandora’s box for 
and open it? The wisest statesmanship is unable to foresee the final 
result of the presence in the same Commonwealth of two distinct 
races, each ing the same rights under the law, but one of 
which is superior to the other. Ultimate amalgamation appears 
ai aioe unless the wisest statesmanship shall control our des- 

es. 

In my State of South Carolina we have by constitutional amend- 
ment, as far as the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments of the 
National Constitution would permit us, disfranchised this igno- 
rant mass and rid ourselves for the time being of danger. But 
the question of race stands there like a Sphinx confronting us, 
together with the fact of the education and qualification of the 
people as voters, to which we are committed because education is 
the basis of suffrage. We have to increase the school facilities to 
protect our own race—the whites—from disfranchisement, and 
the negroes get the benefit of it along with the others. 

I was mainly instrumental in framing the present clause in the 
State constitution, the constitution which makes the educational 
qualification the basis of suffrage. I was equally anxious, and 
used what influence I possessed, to increase the school tax from 2 
mills to 3 in the constitution and not leave it to the legislature, 
In addition to that, we give to the free schools every dollar which 
we derive from the sale of whisky in the State. So we are not 
trying in any un- Christian spirit to solve this question. But it is 
there; it faces us. Our knowledge of the negro teaches us that he 
is inferior, and he stands there pispis forward as he may in- 
crease in intelligence, or rather as he may gain the necessary 
educational qualifications, to act as the balance of power, the 
arbiter between contending white factions, each bidding for his 
debased vote, which they can buy as you would buy a bullock in 
the market. 

I do not mean to say that such is the condition of the people of 
South Carolina now. Negro domination prevailed from 1868 to 
1876. The consequence has been that the whites of my State have 
stood shoulder to shoulder amid all temptations to split. But look 
at Georgia, right across the river; look at North Carolina; look at 
Alabama. I do not mention these States in any spirit of oppro- 
brium or complaint or criticism. I sympathize with them from 
the bottom of my heart, because they are to-day in the same con- 
dition with my State, with only a temporary relief from the 
specter of negro domination in the future. 

With 8,000,000 negroes already among us, the adding of more 
colored peoples presents toa student of sociological and political 
3 a grave problem, a solemn responsibility. Can we af- 

ord to enter upon a scheme of colonial expansion by conquest, 
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with theinevitable result that we will incorporate another million 
and a half of negroes, 10,000,000 Malays, Negritos, Japanese, and 
Chinese, to say nothing of the hundreds of thousands of mon- 
grels of Spanish blood, imbued with Spanish thought and action? 
Can we afford to do it? If we start in that direction by annex- 
ing Hawaii, we may have to afford it. The conditions when we 
annex Hawaii may compel us to do something along this line, but 
do not let us cross the bridge until we get to it; do not let us take 
the first step in the direction of annexation until we are com- 
pelled to consider the question as a whole. Let usa to a full 
and free debate; and after it has been heard, or, if you please, 
wait until a day fixed in January next to yoteon this proposition 
then if the sober second thought of Senators and others is that 
we shall run this risk, that we shall inject this poisoned blood 
into the body politic, I will content myself with. opposing it, un- 
less there are conditions and guaranties which can be attached 
to the proposition which will leave this country, these United 
States, free from the dangers which are inevitable if the Hawaiian 
Islands become an integral part of our empire. 
The gentleman from Ohio—and I am sorry to say that no Sena- 
tor has been bold enough to announce to the Senate the policy of 
the Administration, so that I may refer to Senator So-and-So, and 
I have to go to the other end of the Capitol for a spokesman of 
this policy: I do not speak in any discourtesy to that gentleman, 
use I have the highest respect and admiration for him— 

Mr. Grosvenor, declared what I have already stated to be the 
policy, and the newspapers reported that the 5 
it, and we know that Mr. GROSVENOR would not have e those 
utterances unless he had consulted the President, P 
Therefore we may say that this is to be and is now the Admin- 
istration policy; and I say again it can not be made a party ques- 
tion, for While a majority of the men who are opposed to this 
annexation scheme at this time appear to be Democrats, we have 
upon the other side reenforcements composed of men who are 
brave enough and bold enough and pure enough and high enough 
to stand up and say to their own party, You are wrong,” and 
to the President, Lou are wrong; we can not support this meas- 
ure and we will not;” and there are many of you who in your 
hearts do not want to support this measure, but feel constrained 
to do it because of the imaginary benefits to your party, because 
you are under the lash of the powers that be. 
When weentered upon this war the belief was well-nigh univer- 
sal that one or two naval battles, the bombardment of Havana, 
Santiago, and a few other Cuban cities, and the landing of a few 
thousand American troops would end the war. 
The fact that we were misled by our overweening confidence 
in ourselves and in our prestige as a nation, the scope of the war 
and the time it will take to end it, how long it will take, how 
many men will have to be sacrificed before we have conquered 
Spain, will be no excuse after the war is over for us entering with 
as little forethought and with as great degree of blindness upon the 
dangerous and far-reaching question of what we will do with the 
islands and the people we have conquered. 
Mr. President, this brings me—I have already run ahead of my 
manuscript, because you can not teach an old dog new tricks, and 
I despise as muchas any man living to have my mind tied up with 
a thing like this; but I want to press home to you one thought. 
The Government of the so-called Republic of Hawaii has as its 
only foundation what? The imperial manhood of the Anglo-Saxon 
and the Teutonic races. Asmall handful of white men, who went 
there first as missionaries, and those who have gone there since for 
other purposes, or 6,700 of them all told, are the owners and rulers 
of those islands simply because they are a superior race, possessin 
the superiority of manhood and intellect which distinguishes one 
people from another. God made the difference, and human laws 
can not change it. 
The transfer of the sovereignty from the so-called Republic of 
Hawaii to the United States, if it shall be annexed without other 
conditions than those imposed, seeks to protect the wealth which 
has been absorbed or stolen by these few white men. There is 
no other excuse for it. No European nation dare come in there 
and undertake to annex those islands. We have warned all the 
world away time and again, and made them get out. Weare 
not weaker now than when we drove out England and France a 
half century or so ago. 
We were told in executive session—somehow or other the friends 
of annexation are tender footed; they are solicitous to conceal 
from the people all the secrets which we let out to each other in 
our brotherly conferences behind closed doors—but we were told 
in the most emphatic terms that if we do not go forward and an- 
nex the islands England, or Germany, or Japan, or some other 
power would step in—and Japan was held up as the bugaboo— 
and that the white poopie there would be sacrificed. But, Mr. 
President, the pity of it is—I had almost said the disgrace of it is— 
that the men who stand here as the sponsors and aggressive lead- 
ers in this proposition are the men who have rung all the changes 
for twenty-five years on the proposition that all men, including 
the negro, are free and equal, and have a right to a free ballot and 


a fair count, and should have it in spite of the determined purpose 
of Southern white men to the contrary. 
The Republican party, the great party of liberty, as they term 
themselves, the men who first discovered the man and brother” 
as an equal, stand here to-day contradicting all their theories and 
professions up to this time, and say that the colored races in Ha- 
waii have no rights that they are bound to respect; they say that 
they will take Hawaii under the protection of the Stars and 
Stripes and maintain a stable government there, notwithstanding 
the fact that 50,000 able-bodied men of the 109,000 people of the 
islands are to-day in a condition of slavery. Do you take themin 
to emancipate them? Then you will have to vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], by 
which all of these contract laborers will be free from the condi- 
tions under which they wereimported. Why do you not put that 
in the terms of annexation? 
Mr. President, right here it is well to recall to the minds of some 
men whose memories are short a period in our history to which 
every patriot must revert with pain and sorrow. Thirty-seven 
years ago this 9 was plunged into the most bloody and 
costly war of which history has any record, if we except the 
Napoleonic wars, to prerani the extension of slavery into the Ter- 
ritories. The Republican party never contended, and did not dare 
to proclaim, that its purpose was to emancipate the slaves. It 
only proposed to curtail the area into which slavery should be 
extended. Yet here we are, thirty-three years after that war 
ended, being pressed by leaders of that very party to annex terri- 
tory in which slavery exists, without any condition or any sort 
of condition, unless we shall force you to insert it as to the status 
of those slaves after annexation is accomplished; and the trusted 
lieutenant of the President simply says ‘‘it will be time enough 
to settle the question of what sort of government we shall have 
over Hawaii after the war is over.” ; 
What has Hawaii got to do with the war except the pretense, 
the flimsy pretense, that we need it as a coaling station? It is 
apart and away from the general question of the Spanish war. It 
came here before the war was thought of. These islands have 
been knocking at our door trying to get in under the protection 
of our flag for years, and I will explain their motives and their 
reasons. It is and has always been a wonder that we bought 
Pearl Harbor and allowed the sugar producers of Hawaii to bring 
in their sugar free, to that extentreducing ourrevenue. Wehave 
presented to those planters $72,000,000 of remitted duties on sugar 
since the time the reciprocity treaty went into effect. z 
No wonder they want to getinto the Union. They want to per- 
petuate the conditions under which they shall have the American 
market for their sugar free of any 3 duty in the future. 
The battle cry of the fathers of the Republican yry was: “The 
Republic can not exist one-half slave and one-half free.” The 
great capt the grand and glorious Lincoln, a man who in my 
outh I abhorred as the quintessence of tyrrany and despotism, 
ut who I have come to recognize as the greatest American of 
this century—if he were living, what would he say to this propo- 
sition? He declared: “I donot believe that this Government can 
exist half free and half slave.” 
No doubt you will free these contract slaves. If youdo not, we 
of the South will force you to; and we propose to make you vote 
on this issue before this resolution is passed. Ido not say “we” 
especially, because the Senator from South Dakota has prepared 
an amendment which is pending. You will have to vote on it. I 
claim no credit for it, but I simply stand here and say, as a rep- 
resentative of the South, that we will either have contract slaves 
in Louisiana and South Carolina, or no part of the United States 
or any of the territory annexed shall have them. 

This new doctrine, which only exemplifies the e and 
shallow pretensions of the Republican party in regard to the col- 
ored races, will be fought against bitterly at the South. Even we 
do not want any contract laborers in the South other than those 
who have the right to make a new contract at the end of the year; 
and even if they break a contract in the middle of the year and 
leaye us, the punishment is very light, and in most States there is 
unishment at all, 

r. MASON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MALLORY in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
inois? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will be very glad to hear him. 

Mr. MASON. Do you favor the continuance of that system of 
contract labor in Hawaii? - 

Mr. TILLMAN, Ihave just declared I did not, but I serve no- 
tice on those who are advocating the annexation of these islands 
without abrogating that system that we will fight you to the 
death, or we will have equality on the question of contract la- 
borers. If you are going to have them when you annex the Ha- 
waiian Islands, we will have them in our States too. 

Mr. MASON. Is there any prospect of their having any free- 
dom or liberty under the present situation if left as they are? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not say so. It is not in the resolution. 
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Mr. MASON. You propose to leave them as they are by voting 
against annexation. + € 
Mr. TILLMAN. N to vote for the amendment of the 


Senator from South ota. Iwill discuss that a little later if 
the Senator will just wait and possess his soul in patience. 

Mr. MASON. Allright, 

Mr. TILLMAN, I said that the battle cry of the fathers of the 

ublican y was: The Republic can not exist one-half slave 
and one- free.” The slave driver's — 2 and cruelty 
trated upon the defenseless African by the white men of the South 
was the inspiration of the abolition orators. Toussaint L’Ouver- 
ture, the negro patriot who drove the French from Haiti, became 
the hero of ttier’s verse, and the man and brother,” although 
his skin 1 ee has had 3 in song and story as 
an a or liberty, justice, an ity. 

But Ar. President, within a short time, the term of one man's 
life, we have seen the very men who witnessed the bloody drama 
of the civil war, in which over half a million white men of Ameri- 
can blood lost their lives—one side contending for slavery and 
the other side fighting for the Union and against slavery, and of 
which war slavery was the cause—we hear the very men who par- 
ticipated in it, and who have since dwelt the wrongs inflicted 
upon the enfranchised blacks of the South, now telling us that it 

be time enough to consider this question after the war is over. 


These very men are here to-day urging this great Government to | f 


assist white conspirators in Hawaii, who are robbing the natives 
of their wealth and rights, who drive men with slave whips, to 
get these islands i ted into our territory under conditions 
which would have made Lincoln blush. 

But, Mr. President, Iam no hypocrite; and while I oppose, and 
Will continue to oppose, any proposition which izes contract 
slavery anywhere, I want to say I E kaipara with this handful 
of white men over there in the middle of the Pacific, for blood is 
thicker than water, and my blood is as pure Anglo-Saxon as any 
man’s; and the cardinal faithof my life, which can not be whi 
out of me, can not be driven out of me, and can not be out 
of me, is that the Anglo-Saxon is superior to the African or to any 
other colored 15 5 and is alone capable of self-government. 

I will vote for the annexation of Hawaii upon one condition, and 
that is that you incorporate in this resolution a statement in words 
that the government there shall be extended only to and partici- 
pated in by those with white blood in their veins. You will be 
driven to that at last. If you intend to absorb all these islands 
vou might just as well start there first, and get rid of your preten- 
sions of love of man and universal equality. 

Mr. MASON. ge ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. ith 


pleasure. 
Mr. MASON. What proportion of white blood do you insiston | ad 


haying—what percentage? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would like to have it mighty near all white. 

ughter.] I have noticed in my country that the more white 

ood in the colored race the meaner the men generally are. They 
inherit all the vices of both of their ancestors and none of their 
virtues. 

Mr. ALLEN. Can that be done under our Constitution? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam just pointing out and asking these gen- 
tlemen to consider the condition to which they are bringing us. 

Mr. ALLEN. We have a constitutional aniendment prohibit- 


. the Senator 2 : i 
r. TILLMAN. Yes; I will come to that if the Senator will 
permit me. I want to call attention to the political aspect of this 
case. This new doctrine of white supremacy has come from such 
a strange source and had such a strange birth that I wish to wel- 
come the author of the force bill and his colleagues, for there are 
afew of them here, who a few years ago were with all 
their might, but in dumb silence, the same character of a propo- 
sition which you are now pressing. ree A 

You did not speak on it; you had a majority; but nothing but 
the patriotism and the wish om of this man ting to Senator 
TELLER], who was then a Republican, but who has been com- 
pelled to quit his ged because of its iniquities, saved us from 
that condition which would have reopened all the fires of sectional 


hate, race hate, and every other kind of iniquity which the South- - 


ern people have had to perpetrate upon the negroes to preserve 
white supremacy, which was essential to good government—I sa 
I want to welcome those gentlemen of the very majority, whic 
then pressed without speaking in defense of it, to this new doc- 
trine of Republicanism, that all men are created free and equal 
provided they are away from home. [Laughter.] 

You love the colored race a ing to the square of the dis- 
tance. You do not give them any offices in your own States, but 
sam have at last come, by reason of stress or distress in which this 

dful of lo-Saxons in Hawaii are placed, to say, We have 
been wrong. e have been mistaken. The negrois not equal to 
the white man. The Kanakas are not to whitemen. The 
Japanese are not equal to white men. e Chinese are not equal 
to white men. The Portuguese are not equal to white men;” and 


I want to welcome the gentlemen into the ranks of the new party 
which you must form if we annex any of these Spanish islands, 
and you will be forced to declare that the Constitution of the 
United States does not extend to conquered territory. 

We can stand Hawaii, pom. annexed as an integral part of 
the country, but God forbid that we should take the other ten or 
twelve millions of people of mixed blood, who are being prepared 
to be swallowed, or rather whom the land grabbers are prepar- 
ing this nation to swallow. At any rate, you will be compelled, 
if you do annex those islands, to have one rule of conduct for 
people in the United States and another rule of conduct for peo- 
ple conquered by the United States, and you can not help it, or 
else you will have conditions confronting you of which you know 
nothing; yet I, as a native and inhabitant of the Southern States, 
where this race problem has been confronting us for a generation, 
of which I know a great deal, beg you to pause and consider 
calmly what you will do about it. 

But here is Mr. GROSVENOR, and this same gentleman 
said not more than two months ago in the House of Representa- 
tives, in a contested-election case from Virginia—now, listen. 
Oa, this is sweet; this is nice; this is the old-time Republican 

ogan: 

Mr. G Sla crime of — 
North and South responsible alike, ‘Then came the crest helfen oar 
long years of war, fig! ting for what? The principle that all men are created 

res and Se go and that in America every man shi have a right to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

This great conflict was carried on to preserve the nation, to Hberato a peo- 
ple. Four millions of human beings in manacles, and you enabled a race to 
uphold its hands in the free air without a chain. The colored man was a 
eerie weeat vickory tor amen dightta: the grexteat of oll: th 
Liberty was — slavery was dead. oe > 5 

Lil means universal education, light for every mind, knowledge for 
every child. It means that the ballot box is the ark of the covenant, and 
that this source of authority must not be ed. It means that the citi- 
zen of the Second Con; onal district of the State of Virginia. native or 
otherwise, must be in his right to cast his ballot and to have it 
counted by honest, unprejudiced, fair-minded men. 

Mr. President, if that is good doctrine for the people of the 
South, who live where the colored race preponderate or even 
come 8 up in numbers to the white people, why is it not good 
doctrine all the way through? If it is =e for the negro, why is 
it not good for the Hawaiian? Why do you deny the Kan 
and other colored 1 over there the right to say whether by a 
vote they want to be incorporated, as you did in the case of Texas? 

Well, there is one scheme by which we can get out of this diffi- 
culty. We can govern Hawaii and govern all these islands in the 
way we govern Washington—by a commission, by a denial of 
the right of suffrage to the whites and blacks alike, by proconsuls 
or deputy presidents or governors, appointed by and with the 
vice and consent of the Senate.” 

Everybody knows the reason why Washington was given the 
kind of government it has. It was because, when the negroes 
were allowed to vote here, such a condition was reached that you 


soon saw that you could not afford it. Lou can govern those 


islands by commission. Possibly the Supreme Court, which is 
very wise, may evolve from its inner consciousness some rule of 
law or constitutional interpretation—I think it would be permis- 
sible, poora lawyer as I am—that conquered territory has not the 
right of a State or of the United States; but here are the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments, and the question to be solved, 
which I want you gentlemen to think about, is as to the condition 
of the territory which you annex or conquer. 

If the Supreme Court shall declare that the fifteenth amend- 
ment, which gives to all persons 21 years of age citizenship, and 
forbids their disfranchisement on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude, does not apply to a conquered ter- 
ritory, the question is solved. We can then legislate’ in an intel- 
ligent way as to the future of these islands. We can provide a 
system of government. That will furnish lots of fat places for 
administrative officers; it will furnish lots of room for exploita- 
tion and absorption of wealth. It will furnish a chance for new 


baggers. 

Perhaps some of my friends will geta few offices, even from a 
Republican President. I have hada few lately. I do not know 
whether I have been in great luck or not. I have been harassed 
and bedeviled for six weeks, more than I have been in all the rest 
of my official life, by men I know who have been begging me to 
go to the President or to the War Department or some other place 
and try to get them places. Everybody down there wants to bea 
— or a captain or a majoror somethingelse. Wehavesome 

ifficulty in getting enough privates, but there are always enough 
men seeking offices to form a regiment any time. . 

I say, Senators, this is not a light thing we are doing. The 
legal aspect of the case must be considered calmly by you gentle- 
men who are responsible and who take the responsibility and who 
press forward the measure. You can not deal with these colored 

le like deal with the Southern colored people, where there 
are in all of the States enough white men to ses that Anglo-Saxon 
supremacy is i in spite of — — You 
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ourselves have receded, and I hear nothing—thank God, you 
ve grown more liberal and wise—about an attempt to control 
elections by Federal election laws. 

But the gentleman from Ohio says there must be a free vote 
and afair count in Virginia. I sayin that case give the Ha- 
waiian colored people the same measure that you mete out to the 
negroes of the South, and do not give to the white men of Hawaii, 
your brethren, a different measure than you mete out to those of 
us in the South who are citizens, who are descendants of the 
Revolutionary sires who founded this country, and who love it as 
well as you do. It is not a light matter; it is not a question to 
be shoved aside and pressed through to a vote blindly. It needs 
to be considered calmly and in all its bearings, and in its legal 


1 5 5 especially. i . 
he advocates of annexation can not shirk the responsibilities 
which they are seeking to incur without seeming to realize What 
they are doing. They can not afford to ignore the race question. 
They can not refuse to discuss the future status of the colored 
races on these islands. Under the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution, the moment the islands are annexed their inhabit- 
ants become citizens of the United States. 

Under the same fifteenth amendment, you can not deny them 
the right to vote unless you deny it to the white men in those 
islands, unless, as I said, the Supreme Court shall evolve some 
new interpretation of law, which I believe it is capable of doing, 
because it sees the necessities of the case. It reversed itself on 
the greenback decision. It will reverse itself on the income-tax 
proposition sooner or later. It has declared the South Carolina 
constitution constitutional, by which we limited the suffrage to 
14,000 colored people in the State who are able to read and write 
and therefore to be voters. 

But the question must be settled by that court or the Congress 
as to what will be the legal status and the condition of age 
as soon as this annexation proposition goes through. There are 
limitations on it in the resolution. Hereis an extract: 


Until Con shall provide for the a of such islands, all the 
civil, judicial, and military powers exe! d by the officers of the existin; 
Government in said islands shall be vested in such 
shall 8 exercised in such manner as the President 


rson or persons an 
the United States shall 


Then it goes on to say: 


The municipal legislation of the Hawaiian Islands, not enacted for the ful- 
fillment of the treaties so ext ed, and not inconsistent with this joint 
resolution nor contrary to the Constitution of the United States nor to any 
existing treaty of the United States, shall in force until the Congress 
of the United States shall otherwise determine. 


Therefore the present Hawaiian laws, except wherein they are 
posed to or are repugnant to the Constitution, govern the fran- 
—— These crudities, contradictions, and inconsistencies must 
voke discussion outside of the Senate if not inside. 
oing what you do not know and have not thought of. : 
The majority now in Congress is acting as though the Constitu- 
tion was never intended to hamper or restrict or control its action. 
But the Supreme Court has declared that the fifteenth amend- 
ment protects every man against discrimination on account of 
race or color. However, there is another aspect of this case. Our 
fundamental principle of government, that all governments de- 
rive their just powers from the consent of the governed, is ignored 
andis being ignored and will continue to be ignored. 

I see that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] looks so often 
at the clock and I know he is so ous for me to stop, althongh 
I have been speaking only an hour and a quarter, that I will 
pisses allude to one other phase of this question and then I will 
close. 

It is as far-reaching, as important, as dangerous as the race 

mestion. It is the effect on the laboring classes in the United 
States of the annexation of this large colored population else- 
where, slaves in thought and feeling, with an inherited slavery of 
centuries, Malay, Chinese, Japanese. You will annex enough 
sugar lands not only to supply all the sugar we want or can use, 
but to supply all other countries as well, under the inspiration of 
Anglo-Saxon brains and capital, but Anglo-Saxon brains and 
capital can only be benefited to a limited degree by the exploita- 
tion of these colonies, if they are annexed, which are already oc- 
cupied and in which there will be no room for white men, oe 
to , and you will flood this country with the products of the 
labor of those colored people to the unending detriment and 
wrong of the white and black laborers of this country who are 
here, the first of whom it is our duty to protect and the last of 
0 we can se get a 
e sugar industry wherever it exists or is trying to struggle 
into existence, the Derren industry in the West, and the cane- 
sugar industry in the South will be absolutely annihilated because 
of the unfair conditions of the competition. You certainly can 
not expect or hope or intend to extend to those islands the Ding- 
ley tariff or any other protective tariff which will leave itas a 


You are 


market for the products of our factories and then exclude the 
produca of factories that may go there or be established there 

om this country as competitors with ours with their cheap labor, 
the manufacture of everything which is now protected in this 
country being driven out and the mills and other factories of the 
North and South being closed up in consequence. 

You are threatening a policy which will utterly destroy or bse 
graty injure not only the agricultural population of the Sout 
and West, but the manufacturing population of the North; and 
for whose benefit? Not the laborers’ benefit; but for the benefit 
of a few thousand planters who will go there under the protection 
of astanding army and exploit and introduce their industries, 
using cheap labor, increasing the products that must come into 
competition with ours. 

There is time, gentlemen, yet to pause. There is time to con- 
sider. This vote has not come. There are those of us here who 
never want to see it come, but I will agree, and I think others 
will agree, to a day being fixed next January when we will take 
a vote, giving you time to have a second thought of the matter, 
giving you time to investigate it further. As Isaid, Lam willing to 
vote for annexation if you will provide for conditions which will 
insure us against the admission of Senators or Members of the 
House sn e. States like mine where the colored people are 
counted, but do not vote. 

We have got enough perplexity from race problems in the 
United States without inducting any other additional problems 
of this kind into the body politic. Let us wait and think and see. 
We haye ant gu the Philippines yet. We may not have to bother 
with them, although it looks very much like that. I confess I 
think we will pull the Spanish flag off the islands for fun, if for 
nothing else. But the question is what to do withthem. The 
8 is What to do with the Hawaiian Islands now, Which is 

e beginning. Senators, stop and think. Agree to a postpone- 
ment, Let us stop hereand go home and come back next Decem- 
ber. No harm can result to any American interest. 

The sugar planters in Hawaii may and no doubt will cry, the 
owners of sugar stock will lament, the attorneys and lobbyists 
who are around here pressing and urging a vote will kick; but let 
us rise to the height of statesmanship, let us legislate for the 
whole country and not for the interests of afew. Let us not for- 
nee anes when Bishop Berkeley a hundred and fifty years ago de- 
clared— 

Westward the course of empire takes its way; 
The four first acts already past. 


A fifth shall close the drama with the day: 
Time's noblest offspring is the last. 


Mr. Hoar rose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can see from the expression of the Senator 
from Massachusetts that I 1228 have not quoted the verse 
with absolute correctness. I will be glad if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will give me the exact words just as Bishop Berk- 
eley wrote them. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to say that I think my honorable 
friend the Senator from South Carolina has got Bishop Berkeley's 
words as near right as he did the Constitution. 

Mr. TILL . Perhaps I have got the Constitution wrong, 
but the Senator from Massachusetts and his colleagues have got 
the Republican party very badly off its bearings, and I will be 
glad to see him help to bring it back to the doctrine that all men, 
including the Kanaka, are born free and equal and are entitled to 
life, liberty, and the porai of happiness, and not undertake to 
induct them into this Government or under its flag in a condition 
of semislavery or actual slavery. 

The course of empire has reached the Pacific. Now, shall it go 
on and tread on the heel of the despotisms of Asia? Shall we 
attempt to enter upon lands already occupied and attempt the 
impossible, that is, to put side by side on equality the civilization 
of the American Republic and the effete and dead civilization of 
Asia? That isthe problem. I beg pardon of the Senate for hay- 
ing so long trespassed upon its time. 

_ Mr. ALLEN, I should like to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina if he has read the dispatch in this morning’s Post in regard to 
the rise in Hawaiian sugar stock? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, that shows the injury that is 
done by not having Senators in their seats listening to a speech. 
I have not only read it myself, but I have read it to the Senate. 
Mr. ALLEN. I beg pardon. 

I desire to have inserted in the Recorp a dispatch found in 
rs a Post in regard to the riso in Hawaiian sugar 
8 


Mr. TILLMAN, It has already been put into the RECORD, 

Mr. ALLEN. I will put it in again. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the Senator from South Carolina 
has put 5 3 

Mr. T. . Yes; I have already inserted it. é 

Mr. ALLEN. But it will not hurt to have it go in twice. 
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The dispatch referred to is as follows: 


BIG RISE IN SUGAR STOCKS—EFFECT OF THE PASSAGE OF THE NEWLANDS 
RESOLUTION IN HAWATI—PLANTATION STOCK HELD AT $400 A SHARE, 
FOUR TIMES ITS PAR VALUE—EXTRA LEGISLATIVE SESSION NEEDED TO 
PERFECT ANNEXATION. 

SAN FRANCISCO, June 29, 1898. 


11 8 Steamer Alameda this evening brought the following advices from 
‘onolulu: 
“ HONOLULU, June 22. 1808. 


The annexation news has caused a tremendous rise in sugar stocks. Ewa 
plantation stock is held to-day at $100 a share, which is four times the par 
value. Other sugar stocks have risen in proportion. 8 

The Moana arrived at au early hour this morning with rigs dressed. 
She brought news for which these islands haye watched and waited for 
ths, She brought the news that annexation had triumphed in the House. 


“The of the annexation resolution by Congress will not perfect 


annexation. It is a fact that the resolution will have to pass both houses of 
the Hawaiian Legislature before it can have effect. This will necessitate an 
extra session for the . purpose, as it will be im ible to get the official 
pa rs in hand from Washington before the present session expires by limi- 
on. If 1 news arrives of the final e of the resolution be- 
fore the session closes, the members will simply wait in Honolulu for the 
proclamation oa. the present session together. ; 
No: I do not think the Newlands resolution will be rejected by the 
Hawaiian Legislature,’ said President Dole this morning with a smile.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L, 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Honses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6896) e for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

_ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8428) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference haye been unable to agree. 

W. B. ALLISON, 


EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. G. CANNON, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, there were a great number of 
differences between the two Houses on this bill, and several con- 
ferences have been held respecting those differences. Some days 
ago the differences narrowed down to five amendments, one being 
a total depending upon the others. We have held two confer- 
ences on the disagreeing votes covering those amendments. The 
last one disclosed the fact that the conferees on the part of the 
House of Representatives were unwilling to recede from their dis- 
agreement or in any way to compromise or compose those differ- 
ences. These amendments were all put on in the Senate. With 
the exception of the last one, No. 233, relating to the appointment of 
district attorneys, they were not legislative amendments, but were 
amendments affecting the public service and appropriations. The 
last one, No. 233, being one of legislation, the conferees on the 
part of the Senate were willing to surrender. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is that amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. An amendment miegi the appointment of 
an attorney in the District of Columbia. e were ready to yield 
that e not only because it was legislation, but because 
at a very recent date the Senate passed a bill on the same subject 
in conflict with the amendment proposed by the Senate in the ap- 
propriation bill. 

The first of the amendments in disagreement is amendment No. 
18, which provided for a public building in the city of Annapolis, 
in the State of Maryland, that being, with one exception, the only 
capital city in any State of this Union without a public building. 
It was not and is not unusual to place appropriations of this char- 


acter upon thesundry civil bill. 
“Mz. LINDSAY. hat was the amount proposed to be appro- 
priated? 


Mr. ALLISON. One hundred and twenty thousand dollars. 
We proffered, however, to make a reduction of that amount. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is a very small amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Maryland is one of the oldest States, and is the 
only State in the Union practically without a public building at 
its capital city. 

We also placed upon the bill a provision for a building in the 
city of Butte, Mont., a city lying upon the western slope of the 
Rocky Mountains, the largest city in the State of Montana, hav- 
ing a population of more than 50,000, and growing rapidly, a city 
in which the courts of the United States are regularly held, hav- 
ing a large postal revenue, and where we are i rents 
for the use of buildings for the United States. These two public 
buildings the House conferees and the House would not assent to. 

The next amendment was No. 186, being an appropriation for 


Yaquina Bay, in the State of Oregon, on the Pacific coast, an im- 
provement authorized by the river and harbor law of 1895, included 
within what is called the contract provisions of that statute, and 
one of the 5 which were required to be made by that 
statute, being of a similar character to some twenty or twenty- 
five appropriations in the bill. It was authorized & law, as I 
have said, and was provided for especially in the manner I have 
stated. That appropriation was rejected by the House. 

The next amendment was No. 221, being an amendment for a 
Soldier's Home at Hot Springs, in the State of South Dakota, a 
Home in the nature of a sanitarium for the old soldiers who could 
best find a home there, and a place where their ills might be mit- 
igated if not cured. Like appropriations have frequently ap- 
peared on these appropriation bills, not put on by the Senate, but 
puton by the Honse itself. This the House refused to agree to. 

These are the appropriations that remain to be di of be- 
fore the sundry civil bill becomes a law, this being the last day of 
the fiscal year. The House having twice refused to consider favor- 
ably these amendments or to allow proposals of modification of 
either or any of them to be made, in the last conference practically 
refusing to consider any such modification, it becomes the duty of 
the Senate, in my belief, in order that the bill may be disposed of 
before the expiration of the fiscal year, which is to-night at mid- 
night, to recede from those amendments put on by the Senate 
and which have for so long a time been adhered to. 

Therefore I move that the Senate recede from its amendments 
Nos. 13, 14, 186, 221, 228, and 233, which, when receded from, will 
pass the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cray in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Iowa, 
that the Senate recede from its amendments Nos. 13, 14, 186, 221, 
223, and 233. 

Mr. GORMAN, I do not believe that such a spectacle has ever 
before been witnessed in this Chamber or in the other. The rule, 
and the only rule, is that conference committees shall meet for the 
purpose of adjusting the differences between the two Houses; and 
the old rule and the better one, the one that I hope will be reinau- 
gurated, is that no conference report upon a disagreement between 
the two Houses on one of its bills shall ever be considered until 
that report is 1 

But, following the custom of the last few years, with a view to 
expedite matters, we have had on this bill three or four different 
reports adjusting a part of the differences on each report until 
finally we reached the stage when there were only five items of 
disagreement open, whereupon the two Houses reappointed the 
conferees and we held a conference, that is to say, we met, on the 
last day but one of the fiscal year, in the consideration of an ap- 
propriation bill carrying $55,000,000 necessary for the orderly con- 
duct of the business of the Government beginning with to-morrow, 
and the coordinate branch, represented by its agents upon the 
committee, blandly said to us, Vou must recede from eve 
amendment the Senate has made to the bill which is now pend- 
ing or stop the wheels of the Government. We will not consider 
any one of the propositions which you have presented as a whole; 
we will not agree to modify any single amendment that the Senate 
has presented.” 

The result is the motion made here by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON], that the Senate shall tamely submit to that de- 
mand, It is one that, in my judgment, the Senate onght not to 
agree to. Such a precedent ought not to be made. The power of 
the Senate to amend these bills is as perfect as that of the House 
to originate them, and no such demand that we shall surrender all 
our right or produce this interruption in the affairs of the Govern- 
ment and the complications in the accounts of the Treasury that 
would follow ought to be tolerated. 

Itis possible that, at this late hour, this outrage, as I think itis, 
upon the Senate may be perpetrated and we may submit to it. If 
it does, I trust the result will come from it hereafter that no bill 
in conference shall ever be acted upon finally in the Senate except 
when a final and full report is made, where we may stand upon 
an equality with the other House. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether all the amendments now in dispute disagreed to by the 
two Houses are new, distinct, and substantive matters of expendi- 
ture, or whether in any instance they are modifications or changes 
in the mode of getting at a result proposed by the House? 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘All the amendments of the Senate are perfect 
in themselves, and have no relation to any matter the House has 
suggested. They are all new propositions, and none of them 
unusual. Aes 

The objection, as is reported, to these propositions is that they 
are new legislation; that they are unusual; that, being new legis- 
lation, the Senate ought to recede, and that, under the rule apply- 
ing to conference rts. the Senate is in honor bound to recede. 
Now, the House i that demand must, asa matter of course, 


come to us with perfectly clean hands themselyes. If the amend- 
ments the Senate placed upon the bill related only to such matters 
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as the House had incorporated in the original bill, as is usual in 
the course of legislation, that claim would not stand. 

In the matter of the public buildings, I will take the one at Butte, 
in the State of Montana. Statements were made by the Senators 
representing that State and by the officials of the Post-Office De- 
partment howls an urgent necessity for the appropriation for 
a public building there, because of the great expansion of business 
and the impossibility of conducting the affairs of the office prop- 
erly under the present conditions, and the Senate almost unani- 
mously a that that was an extraordinary case and one that 
ought to be provided for. ak 

en we turn to the bill itself we find in the State of Illinois, 
the State from which comes the gentleman who is charged with 
making up the bill, an emergency appropriation for the marine 
hospital building at Chicago, That was a proper hi Sa enw 
It was as just as the one at Butte. There was not the slightest 
hesitation in accepting the amendment and providing for the 
public building, although there is no law authorizing its con- 
struction. It was an emergency, as is the case of the public 
building at Butte. That amendment was accepted. It is in- 
corporated in the bill as it stands now. It does not lie in the 
mouth of any men who happen to have temporary charge of this 
measure to discriminate against Butte when they accepted items 
relating to Chicago and Cleveland and half a dozen other places 
that stand exactly upon an equality. . 

It is an arbitrary movement at the end of the session, when we 
are threatened with the responsibility of delay and a complication 
of the accounts in the Treasury. If I had my way about it in the 
management of the bill, I would never submit toit. The House 
would be compelled by my vote, if I could have it so, to extend 
the appropriations of fast year and frame a new bill, if such is to 
be the conduct toward this body as to these just and honest meas- 
ures. J would myself have stricken out, if my vote could have 
accoinplished it, appropriations contained in the body of the bill 
amounting to hundreds of thousands of dollars for all the public 
buildings that are not authorized by law. 

Two years ago we were establishing soldiers’ homes, one to cost 
about a million dollars, toward the completion of which $300,000 
is appropriated in this bill. That was inserted and agreed to b 
the Senate. A small one in South Dakota that was then consid- 
ered and agreed to by the Senate was postponed only to this ses- 
sion so that both public buildings should not be incorporated in 
one bill. That is now rejected on the ground that it is new legis- 
lation, and yet there is $300,000 appropriated for one in Illinois. 

Mr. ALLEN. At Danville? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir; at Danville. 

Mr. ALLEN. The home of Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is provided for, and yet the public build- 
ing for South Dakota is rejected as new legislation. g 

e appropriation for a post-office building at Annapolis, that 


ancient capital, is objected to because no public-building b'Ys | 


have been permitted to pass elsewhere. It is claimed that it is 
new legislation and unusual on an appropriation bill. 

The rule adopted by the Senate and the rule adopted by the 
House of Representatives has been to make provision for public 
buildings at State capitals on this identical bill. Three yearsago 
three other State capitals were provided for and Annapolis was 
included, but owing to certain peculiar conditions in relation to 
‘the then Executive. who had once failed to sign such a bill at the 
end of a Congress, I refused to it that item for Annapolis to 
accompany the Dakotas and other States, and it went off, so that 
it might reach a President who would not beembarrassed by such 
anitem upon an appropriation bill. And now the very House and 
the very men who agreed that that rule was the proper one for 
State capitals turn around blandly and say at the end of a fiscal 
year, ‘You must surrender this item; we believe it to be new leg- 
islation.” 

The item relating to district attorneys was a limitation placed 
by the Senate upon the appropriation. It provided that no dis- 
trict attorney appointed by the courts of the United States should 
continue in office longer than the expiration of the next session of 
the Senate. It was a wise and proper provision. Itin effect re- 
quired the President of the United States to appoint the district 
attorneys and permit the Senate to act upon their confirmation. 

Congress has recently acted upon this matter. The Judicia 
Committee of the Senate and of the House have since the consid- 
eration of this bill brought in a measure for an emergency, which 
in effect, if the President permits it to go on as has been and as is 
the case, gives a permanent appointment of district attorneys 
withoutconfirmation by the Senate. That act having gone through 
the Judiciary Committee again on the 24th day of June just past, 
the conference committee on the part of the Senate felt that while 
it was a wise limitation of the appropriation proper upon an ap- 
propriation bill, owing to the recent action of the Senate, which 
the conferees were not aware of until the last few days, it should 
surrender that amendment in deference to the recent vote of the 
Senate, although we were utterly surprised, as I am, that the Sen- 
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ate should again have d an act which would enable a district 
attorney to hold for life by appointment. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, the small expenditure 
of appropriation for a public building at the capital of my State 
amounts to very little, but I regret to see the temper that has been 
shown. I regret to see at this time they have marked five amend- 
ments advocated and supported by gentlemen who are not in ac- 
cord with the Administration, who do not happen to agree with 
them politically. That is an extraordinary and I think an unjus- 
tifiable movement on their part. 

The other appropriation, which is for a river and harbor im- 
provement in the State of Oregon, they reject and refuse to con- 
sider at all as to amounts. It is an appropriation authorized by 
law, provided by the river-and harbor act, directing and requir- 
ing the Secretary of War to make a contract for the improvement, 
We have provided in the bill an appropriation for every other like 
item that was contained in the river and harbor act. Although 
the Senator representing the State of Oregon and the Senate of 
the United States have said it was unfair to discriminate against 
that one improvement, we are met here on the last day of the 
fiscal year with the bland statement, ‘‘You must either recede 
from it or else the bill will fail.” The Senate, Mr. President, in its 
wisdom may do what it pleases with the bill. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. ident, I have but a word to say. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] has so clearly and forcibly 
stated the facts relating to this matter that nothing practically 
remains to be said. 

It is of course a matter of sincere regret upon my part that the 
Senate has been unable to maintain its position with respect to 
these amendments. Time and again it has placed itself upon rec- 
ord in favor of these propositions. Just as often the other branch 
of Congress has refused to accept the view of the Senate. 

Iam impressed by what has been said by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. I realize the critical condition 
which exists at this moment with respect to this great bill con- 
taining as it does millions of dollars of appropriations that are 
absolutely necessary for carrying on the Government, I realize 
that the other House is a coequal and coordinate branch of the 
Government and that its consent of necessity must be had to these 
measures. And yet, Mr. President, I am quite as fully impressed 
with the fact that this body is also a coequal and coordinate branch 
of the Government, and that it is equal in dignity and importance 
with the other branch of Congress. 

I am impressed with the belief that the motives which have 
governed the action of the House conferees and the House itself 
upon these matters are narrow and selfish, and that they carry 
with them a great injustice in respect to these amendments. I 
have already said that the mere statement that this is not a public- 
building Congress carries no weight. These matters have been 
fully presented. There is, from every consideration of justice and 
of public necessity and the needs of the people concerned, abso- 
lutely no argument against them. 

I do not like to ask the Senate further to insist, and yet were it 
an individual matter, were I standing here upon my individual 
rights, I never would yield in a question of this character. I 
know, as has been said by the Senator from Maryland, that there 
are appropriations in this bill which are no more justified, which 
have no more right to be there, than the amendments under dis- 
cussion, some of them lacking by comparison in merit. I feel that 
action such as this simply serves to strengthen and to give coun- 
tenance to a sentiment which exists in the far West, that there is 
actually and in fact a discrimination against those people when it 
comes to a matter of an appropriation of the public moneys. 

Millions and millions of dollars are being europeans annually, 
and yet in the growing young Commonwealth of Montana, for an 
area comprising more than half of that State—more than one-half 
of its population and its votes and its wealth—not a dollar of pub- 
lic money has been expended during my term of service in the 
Senate, and not a dollar has been asked except in this case, and it 
would not have been asked, as I said before, except that it was 
absolutely necessary. And yet we are met time and time again, 
session after session, Congress after Congress, with the same sort 
of treatment which has been accorded to us on this occasion. 

Mr. President, I have no more to say. I want to thank the Sen- 
ate, and especially I want to thank the conferees on the part of 
the Senate for having maintained the position of the Senate as 
long as they have done. I, of course, am disappointed, speaking 
for the people whom I represent and for the State of Montana. 
I have no more to say. 

Mr. LINDSAY, Mr. President, I am very much gratified at 
the spirit being manifested to-day to maintain the dignity and 
equality of the Senate. It is undoubtedly true that the Senate 
has an equal right to propose amendments to appropriation bills 
as the House has to originate such bills, and it is unbecoming 
the dignity of the Senate to allow itself to be placed upon terms 
of inequality by conduct such as has characterized the proceed- 
ings of the House conferees in this particular case. 
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But there is another phase in which this matter is deserving of 
consideration. There is a provision of the Constitution which 
secures to the Senate not only equal rights with the House, but 
about matters of the gravest importance rights exclusive of those 
of the House. We have been told through the public prints that 
until the Senate shall consent to abdicate a power conferred upon 
it by an express provision of the Constitution the other end of the 
Capitol intends to prolong this session of Co and that there 
is to be no adjournment until the Senate consent to surren- 
der one of the greatest powers conferred upon it by the Constitu- 
tion. We are told every day that there is a 1 on the floor 
of the Senate so anxious to submit to this indignity that it intends 
that this session shall not end until the Senate shall abdicate the 
great right of controlling in the exercise of the treaty-making 

ower. ; 

4 A paper which purports to be a treaty between the Republic of 
Hawaii and the 4 of the United States was submitted to 
the consideration of the Senate a year ago. The Senate thus far 
has failed to exercise its right to pass upon that treaty, to either 
approve or disapprove it, and we are to-day considering a joint 
resolution wich if adopted, will amount toa declaration upon 
our part that we are ready to surrender this great, this exclusive 
power conferred by the Constitution, in order that the will of the 
other House of Congress may be carried out. 75 

Lam willing to meet the issue on both these propositions. Iam 
perfectly willing to vote to maintain the a ity of the Senate in 
proposing or amending appropriation bills; and I am willing to 
join with my brother Senators in maintaining to the uttermost 
the exclusive power of deciding whether or not a proposed treaty 
shall become the supreme law of the land, 

We had as well look both these questions in the face. I am 
well satisfied of the fact that a majority of this Senate is proven 
to surrendering this power, and that if a vote could be taken, in 
which each Senator would cast his vote according to his convic- 
tions, we would successfully resist the great outrage sought to be 
put upon this body. i 

We are to have no adjournment until the Senate consents to 
concur in the action pro by the House of Representatives, 
which will substitute for a treaty negotiated by the President and 
sent to us for our consideration a joint resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress adopted in this branch of the Congress by a 
vote less than is necessary to ratify a treaty. When it becomes a 
question of dignity, when it becomes a question of equality, I in- 
sist that we shall not forget the proposed wrong to the Constitu- 
tion while we are protesting against an act which affects merely 
our sense of dignity and our claim to equality. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I concur in much that has 
been said by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Lixpsay], but I 
wish to call attention to one suggestion which is made upon this 
floor by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in regard toamend- 
ment No. 233, which reads: 

Provided, — peg tions 555 authorized in e two Be 

i x nses of a distric 
—— De 5 section 767 ¢ sy salary . the act of Feb- 
ruary 27, Ie for a time beyond the end of the session of the Senate next 
succeeding the date of said appointment. 

It has been stated that that amendment has been affected by the 
action of the Senate in passing an act which provides: 

That the attorneysand marshals of the United Sta inclu the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories, shall continue to discharge the duties 
of their respective offices, unless sooner removed by the President, until 
their successors shall be appointed and qualify in their stead. 

That act was approved June 24, 1898. I Was a member of the 
Judiciary Committee which reported this legislation to the Sen- 
ate. It certainly was not the intention of that committee to influ- 
ence in any way the policy which was outlined in this amendment 
to the sundry civil bill. The proposition which was reported by 
the Judiciary Committee, and which has since gone into our stat- 
utes, was intended to provide for contingencies such as have oc- 
curred time and again, where a district attorney or marshal 
appointed for four years, and the end of his term being reached, 
could not hold over temporarily until his successor could be ap- 
pointed and = 

We have often heard upon the floor of this Senate the statement 
made that it was absolutely essential that there should be a span - 
yea, an instant, confirmation of a new appointee, because the old 
marshal or district attorney could not hold an hour beyond the 
four years fixed in his commission. The great mass of officials of 
the United States Government hold under the general rule until 
their successors come into office, but it has long been the peculiar- 
ity of the offices of marshal and district attorney that the incum- 
bents of the offices lost their pow to discharge the duties of their 
offices ipso facto when their four years’ terms ran ont. 

This law proposed by the Judiciary Committee was intended to 
cover that difficulty in the administration of law in the United 
States and was not intended in any way whatever, directly or in- 
directly, to affect the larger question whether it was not desir- 
able that there should be some check put upon the permanent 


incumbency of office by appointees of the President who had been 
rejected by the Senate upon full consideration, but who, never- 
theless, had afterwards been designated by the courts to fill the 
same office. 

The amendment to the sundry civil bill could stand, and the act 
which has already been passed could stand without any conflict 
between the two. Both construed together would mean that 
when the term of a marshal or district attorney expired he would 
not ipso facto lose his ability to discharge the duties of the office, 
but there would be an interval running from the time his term 
expired until the end of the next session of Congress in which he 
would be entitled to discharge the duties of the office, but that at 
the end of the next session of Congress his ability and jurisdic- 
tion to do so would cease. 

I think the provision of the appropriation bill is eminently fair 
and judicious, Ido not think it a question of ty or a ques- 
tion of persons. If the President appoints a district attorney ora 
marshal and that appointment made in vacation comes before the 
next succeeding session of the Senate and the Senate acts upon 
the case, oog the appointment, I ask, sir, in reason, in due 
respect to the rights of the Senate as a body which must join in 
the confirmation of all the officers 8 by the President, 
why should that incumbent reappointed by the court be allowed 
to hold office after one session of the Senate and another session 
and a dozen sessions perchance may have come and gone? 

It would bea highly eligible reform in our laws to put some 
limitation upon the tenure of an officer who has been appointed 
by the President and whose confirmation has been deliberately 
rejected by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CHILTON, Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwould be glad if the Senator would interpret 
section 2 of the act of June 24, 1898, which provides: i 

That in case of a vacancy in either of said offices, the district court of the 
United States for the district where such vacancy exists, the supreme court 
of the Territory, and the supreme court of tho D ct of Columbia may ap- 
pons persons to exercise the duties of such offices within their respective 

urisdictions, until such vacancy shall be filled. 

I will take the case of the district attorney for the District of 
Columbia, where the court, I think, on the 4th of March, 1897, 
appointed a district attorney, and that district attorney still holds. 

ould he not hold under the latter clause of section 2 until the 
vacancy shall be filled by appointment by the President? 

Mr. CHILTON. Not if this clause of the appropriation bill 
shall be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON, I agree with the Senator; but it is in con- 
flict— 

Mr. CHILTON. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis in conflict in this sense: It is a different 
expression of the legislative will, because there is no limitation 
upon the time, whereas the amendment which we propose fixes 
the limit during which the duties shall be performed to the ex- 
piration of the session of Congress during which the district attor- 
ney serves. 

Now, we find—-I confess I find myself—this expression of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, that our amendment 
here, which confines these appointments until the end of the ses- 
sion, is in conflict with this provision. Iam perfectly willing to 
yield that point, but if the tor will allow me just a moment 
more, if weshould recede from this amendment and then this law 
shall prevail, the district attorney would continue to hold the 
office, although appointed on the 4th or 5th of March, 1897, until 
the end of this Congress and the end of the next and so on, unless 
the President 88 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Leaving the Senate entirely out of considera- 
tion as respects its power of confirmation where appointments are 
held under the provisions of the second section of this law. 

Mr. CHILTON. If the Senator from Iowawill excuse me, there 
is no particular difference 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CHILTON, Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I sympathize very much with the view indicated 
by the Senator, but that is the exact condition of things in regard 
to a large portion of the public offices. Take postmasters, for in- 
stance. A postmaster's term expires at the end of four years, 
The only distinction is that in this case it is an appointment by a 


Judge. ee 
r. CHILTON. That is a very important distinction. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that; still the difficulty which the 
Senator from Iowa points out exists in the whole civil service of 
the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the difficulty in all the cases eye cases 
of life tenure, where the consent of the Senate is requi by the 
Constitution or laws. If an officer so appointed reaches the end 
of his official term, the President may, under the existing law 
allow him to hold over forever, without submitting the case of 
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that officer again tothe Senate. Therefore the only distinction 
between that case and this is that in this case, there being a va- 
cancy before this law that was filled by the judge, the 
judge's appointee now holds on forever unless the President 
interfere. Therefore the real complaint is, if there be any com- 
plaint in the case—I am not ing now of any particular case— 
that the President of the United States neglects to perform his 
official duty, which is to select and submit to the Senate. 

There was a case of a most admirable postmaster, a friend of 
mine, in my own State, appointed on my recommendation by 
President i When President Cleveland came into power 
he found this man. His term of office would expire within a few 
months, and after President Cleveland came in he allowed this 
man to Jala ae during Me a term. Pins Republi did not 
want to take responsibility of appointing & ublican, an 
he did not want to take the ee of 8 this excel- 
lent officer, who had been appointed, holding for four years or 
thereabouts under President 8 , and he held four years or 
thereabouts under Mr. Cleveland. He held over and has ap- 
pointed again. 

Mr. ALLISON. But that was where an officer had been ap- 
pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. Hereisa 

osition that this officer may be appointed by the courts and 

fold indefinitely, unless the President exercises the power of ini- 
tiating the appointment, and the Senate has agreed to confirm the 
appointee, 
z . HOAR. I beg pardon of the Senator from Texas, but I will 
not etoj him sgain 

Mr. CHILTON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not that address itself simply to the consti- 
tutional duty of the President, unless we go so far as to passa law 
that the office shall be vacant, that the duties shall not be per- 


formed? 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

Mr. CHILTON, Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Within my own knowl , since I came to 
the Senate I know this kind of a case under the last Ad- 
ministration, and the Senator will remember something about it. 
The nomination of a postmaster was made for a certain town in 
my State. He was not confirmed, but was not rejected. The 
Senate declined to act upon the appointment. He was again ap- 
pointed in vacation, and held his office until Congress convened 
and until we went through another session without his being con- 
firmed, when he was again appointed; and so he went on and held 
the office almost entirely through the late inistration, and 
never was confirmed by the Senate at all. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, the object of my suggestions 
on this occasion is not to ially advocate an adherence to the 
Senate amendments—that is a broader question—whether under 
all the circumstances it would be useful to make a direct issue 
with the House of Representatives. I want it understood that 
my remarks are not so much intended to express an opinion on 
that 1 subject as to explain that the reason assigned by 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations for yielding 
amendment 233 seems to me al er inadequate. 

The case, in brief, is simply this: A cartain gentleman was ap- 
pointed United States district attorney. His case came before 
the Senate, the constitutional authority for acting on it. The 
Senate deliberately rejected his nomination. Then, under a stat- 
ute which existed in regard to district attorneys, the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia appointed the same gentleman. 

That power existed before this late act was just as much 
as it existed since, and it can not be claimed that this late act, 
which was approved on the 24th of June, had any effect upon that 
proposition, because it is a practical reenactment of an old law 


m that icular subject. 

r. ALLISON Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. CHILTON, Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. I only cite that as showing a later expression 

of the Senate respecting what should be done than the expression 

originally found in the sundry civil bill, the amendment of which 
was placed there some months yoa 

Mr. CHILTON. But, if the ator will excuse me, I must 
return to my proposition, that there is no necessary conflict be- 
tween the two p 3 My point is that they should be con- 
strued together. Lou will understand that under the old law the 
office of district attorney became vacant when his term of four 

. was out. That fact was inconvenient, and we so shaped the 

aw that his term should not absolutely end at the expiration 
of four years, at all events, but that there should be a little lati- 
tude, so that he 5 hold until the qualification of his suc- 
cessor. There would frequently be a few days interim between 
the time when the old term of four years expired and a new in- 
cumbent qualified and took possession of the office, The inten- 
tion of the Judiciary Committee was not to affect this clause in 
the appropriation bill at all, but to 

Mr. EN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CHILTON. rtainly. 


Mr. ALLEN. The court appointing this officer is a court of 
general criminal jurisdiction in which all criminal cases are prose- 
cuted. Is it not an inherent power in all such courts, regard- 


shall dees of mabute, to appoint a promonling oliver when there is a 


vacancy 
Mr. CHILTON. That would raise another question. I am 
discussing rather the authority conferred by the statute. 

Mr. ALLEN. Follo the English precedents and following 
the practice in the United States, would not that be the case? 

T. CHILTON. That may be true; but if so, it would be 
merely temporary. It is very doubtful whether there is any 
common-law power in the United States district courts; but if 
there is, I think the appointment would likely relate to each par- 
ticular case on trial. 

Mr. ALLEN, If that power does not exist, then the whole 
criminal jurisdiction of the court is zed. 

Mr. CHILTON. I will say to the 
case that would arise the court would have the power to make the 
appointment. Without written law pro tempore appointments 
would be authorized. However, that is not material, because 
there was a statute which authorized the judge to make the ap- 
pointment. 

I repeat, that under the law which was 3 by the Judi- 
ciary Co: , and which passed both Houses, when the four 
years’ term of a district attorney expired, then the judge might 
make an appointment. Take this law, and read it with the amend- 
ment to the sundry civil bill now under consideration, and the 
two together would mean that when the four years of a district 
attorney’s term expired, the judge could make an 3 
but that appointment would extend only until the end of the next 
succeeding session of the Senate. 

For example, if on the ist day of last February a vacancy had 
yegim in es — a the . e 5 this stat - 
ute reported by the Judiciary Commi e judge would have 
the right to make the appointment, but under this subsequent 
clause of the appropriation bill the appointment would expire at 
the end of the next succeeding session of the Senate. So both 
would stand together, and both would serve a useful É AS rc In 

usiness and 


yzed, 
ator that probably in every 


ttorneys anywhere. 

S Mr. President, I do not know that I am particu- 
larly concerned in this discussion at this time, but the remarks of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], to the effect that the 
House of Representatives a right to originate appropriation 
bills, is one that ought not to pe without notice. There is no 
exclusive power in the House of Representatives to originate ap- 
propriation bills. 

. LINDSAY. I did not say there was. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator to say the power in the 
House of Representatives was exclusive, subject to the right of 
the Senate to pro amendments. . 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. I myself never could understand why the House 
of Representatives assumed exclusive power to orignate appro- 
priation bills. The 1 is expressly conferred upon Congress, 
which embraces both the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives. There is not one word in the Constitution of the United 
States authorizing the House to originate such bills; and it is 

ectly competent for the Senate to initiste an appropriation 
—as competent for the Senate to initiate an appropriation bill 
and present it to the House as it is for the House to initiate an 
1 bill and present it to the Senate; but for some reason 

e House of Representatives assumes the initiative jurisdiction 
over appropriations. 

Mr. President, it is unfortunate that almost every amendment 
which has been rejected in conference has been an amendment 
favored by some Senator who has not been strictly in accord with 
the dominant party in this Chamber and in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Ido not say there is necessarily any logical connec- 
tion between the two facts. It may be simply coincident. Itis 
likewise true that the little town of Danville, III., which has a 
population of 11,491, the home of one of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Ap iations in the House of Representatives, and one 
of the chief conferees from that body, has received within the last 
few years about $900,000 on appropriation bills like this, and in- 
cluding those in this bill. It has been amply caredfor. That lit- 
tle town has received more money for one institution 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator a question, 


ALLEN. Very well. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. What is the population of the town of 
Danville? . 
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Mr. ALLEN. According to the census of 1890 it was 11,491, 
and in 1880 it was 7,773. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have the Senator inform 
the Senate what member of the Committee on Appropriations of 
the other House resides in Danville? s 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the world ought to take judicial 
notice of that fact. The recurrence of the seasons and the mo- 
tions of the heavenly bodies and the membership of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of both Houses and the conferees are things 
of which all persons should take notice. 

Mr. President, I was about to say that this one little town—no 
doubt a delightful place to live, and no doubt the appropriation 
was proper, and I am not complaining of that—but this one little 
interior town in the State of Illinois, so ably . by the 
Senators from that State, and so well cared for by them, has re- 
ceived more money within the last two or three years than, I pre- 
sume, the entire State of Nebraska has received from public funds 
in ten years. ; ng eee 

I was discussing at the lunch table to-day with a Senator in this 
body the fact that when I came to the Senate all my ideas of the 
greatness of the Congress of the United States had . 
and I was sorry for it, and I am sorry for it now. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there never was a spot, and there is no spot on all this West- 
ern Hemisphere—I speak seriously - where, in my judgment, there 
is more little petty favoritism exhibited in the course of a year 
and there is more pettifogging here than there is in all the petti- 
fogging courts of the land—than is indulged in in the course of 
twelve months in the Congress of the United States. Here is the 
State of Maryland. I never set my foot on its soil until within the 
last six years. 8 3 y 

I have no more interest in it than any other citizen of the United 
States who was born almost a thousand miles west of it and who 
has lived all his life 1,500 miles west of it. Yet here is one of the 
greatest of the original thirteen States of the Union, which in all 
the history of this country has contributed her full share of men 
and money, brains and energy, to the Government of the United 
States, without one dollar being 1 riated to build a public 
building in her capital city. One ya and twenty-six years, 
almost one hundred and twenty-seven years since the establish- 
ment of this Government in its present form, that State comes to 
Congress and asks for a small appropriation for the construction 
of a public building, and it is denied. It seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, Senators could not find it in their hearts under such cir- 
cumstances todeny an appropriation of that kind. 

I say nothing about the other State, because it is a new State. 
I say nothing about the other appropriations, because they are 
comparatively new. But here is a State, one of the original thir- 
teen colonies and one of the original thirteen States, possibly the 
last of the thirteen to enter the Union, entering some year and a 
half or two years after the others, that has gone all these years 
without a dollar being appropriated to construct a public build- 
ing at its capital, when other States have received hundreds of 
thousands and millions of dollars for that purpose, and it is in- 
continently denied that right. Money that should go for the con- 
struction of a public building there and that should be appropri- 
ated to construct public buildings and carry on public works 
elsewhere is taken and expended for ihe buildings in some 
little interior towns like the one which has been named. 

Mr. President, if I had anything to an in the way of appropri- 
ations, I would not make these remarks, but I have nothing. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, one of the five items disa- 
greed to in this bill is an 8 of $50,000 to build a sani- 
tarium as a branch of the National Soldiers’ Homes at Hot 
Springs, S. Dak. This improvement was recommended by the 
Board of Governors of the Soldiers’ Homes and by the inspector 
of Soldiers’ Homes and came here on their recommendation. Long 
before I thought of asking for an appropriation for this purpose 
they had taken thirty soldiers from the Soldiers’ Home at Leaven- 
worth, Kans., to the Hot Springs, S. Dak., for the purpose of 
treating them with the waters at that point. After keeping them 
there thirty days every soldier who had rheumatism was cured. 
The curative properties of the waters were so great that General 
Averell recommended the establishment of a home at this place, 
and said that the cures would produce a saving greater than the 
cost of the home. This was in 1894. 

Since that time the Senate has passed a bill for that purpose, as 
a separate measure, twice at least, having been reported favorably 
by the Committee on Military Affairs unanimously. Last year it 
was = upon the appropriation bill and passed the Senate. 
The House had placed upon the same bill a provision for locating 
a soldiers’ home at Danville, Ill. No recommendation for Dan- 
ville came from the governors of the Soldiers’ Homes. It was in- 
dorsed by nobody. Yet it was placed upon the bill. It came to 
the Senate. The House refused to agree to the Senate amendment 
providing for this necessary sanitarium, where the lives of the 
soldiers could be preserved and they could be returned to the ranks 
of the productive people of this country, instead of suffering and 


ultimately dying of disease or becoming permanent patients. The 
House disagreed, but the Danville scheme went through. 

It was practically understood that in the present year this 
amendment should be agreed to, but, having secured $975,000 for 
the Danville institution, the House again refuses, If I had the 
say about it, this bill would fail also before I would submit my- 
self to the ar of their conduct. I know I can not prevent 
it, and the bill will go through, but it seems to me that if we have 
a right to any voice in the making up of the appropriation bills it 
is time we asserted it. Nine hundred and seventy-five thousand 
dollars for a home in Danville, unrecommended by anybody, for 
the purpose of promoting the interests of those 11,000 people, is 
more money thax has been spent for public institutions in the six 
States which have been admitted into the Union during the last 
ten years. Yet when the Senate asks for a public building in the 
capital of a State, asks for those necessary improvements, abso- 
lutely essential, it is refused and denied, and we are told on the 
last days of the session that we must recede and surrender or the 
bill will fail. It ought to fail. We ought to reject the report and 
then provide other expedients, 

Mr. ALLEN, What objection is there to letting it fail? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [am in favor of its failing. We ought to 
reject the report. The same thing willoccur again. The Senate 
can forever surrender, Is there any reason why these items should 
not be included? No one presents a reason. They say it is legis- 
lation. The provision for Danville was legislation. The House 
has become wonderfully virtuous since the Soldiers’ Home for 
Danville was agreed to. I do not suppose there is anything Ican 
say about it that will change the result. 

Mr, GALLINGER, There are hundreds of cases of legislation 
on appropriation bills. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As the Senator from New Hampshire 
says, there is not an appropriation bill that comes from the 
House, scarcely, and there never has been one since I have been 
here, that does not contain items of legislation. It is a subter- 
fuge, it is not in good faith, it is not honest to make that claim 
and discriminate 1 certain items for motives and reasons 
unknown to us. The conferees give no reason. Nothing is urged 
on the other side except simply that they will not do it. We can 
tolerate this procedure forever or we can resist and have it cor- 
rected; and I am in favor of resisting. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senate in this whole matter 
has been extremely moderate. The conferees representing the 
body have sought to avoid antagonism with the House and have 
yielded many matters rather than pene the controversy, The 
Senate is right about every one of these items, The appropria- 
tion for the public building at Annapolis, the old colonial and 
State capital of an original State in the American Union, under 
the ee! rule ought to be on this bill. The Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman] is right in claiming and urging it. The 
Butte building ought to be on. Ihave not known in my expe- 
rience on the Appropriations Committee a clearer case of emer- 
gency and actual need, onthe part of a great Western community, 
for a building in which to transact the public business. The ap- 
propriation for Yaquina Bay ought to be on here, because it goes 
on all fours with numerous other propositions which have been 
embodied in the bill by the Senate and by the House. 

The contention of the Senate with reference to the prolongation 
unduly of the district attorney’s term is right. It is a kind of 
legal scandal that an appointment should be continued, tided over, 
after an officer appointed has been rejected by the Senate, and 
that he should continue in office year after year and the Senate be 
powerless. It is irksome. We all felt it, Mr. President, and felt 
it in the conference; and the reason why this matter is now before 
the Senate and was not settled long ago, and the bill out of the 
way and we freed from it, and the great things on the bill for the 
country's benefit generally passed, is that the Senate conferees, 
feeling these things, held out and determined to resist, and did 
resist. We found at last, and I call the attention of the Senate to 
this, that we did not meet in the conference only the will and the 
obstinacy and the obduracy of the three conferees, but that all of 
these matters had more than once been by the House conferees 
submitted to the vote of the House, and the House of Representa- 
tives had taken its attitude. 

Motions were made in every one of these cases—in the Oregon 
case by the Representative from Oregon—that the House recede 
and accept the amendment; in the popes Ge case by the Repre- 
sentative, and so in the Montana case and in all the cases, so that 
at last when we met in conference we did not have to deal alone 
with the conferees on the part of the House, but with the delib- 
erately taken attitude of the House of Representatives upon a yea- 
and-nay vote, repeatedly called, that these items should not be 
admitted. In the controversy there it was stated that, without in 
any way impugning the motives of the Representative who moved 
to recede on these public buildings, the House was in a condition 


where it had not been able to obtain public buildings at this ses- 
sion, and it would not make an exception and would not let these 
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through, and therefore voted them down and all the rest, sub- 
stantially, that had been voted on. 

So the conferees on the part of the Senate found themselves face 
to face as against a solid wall, not of the conferees, but of the House 
of Representatives. The day was going and the year is going, 
and every one of the great things on this bill is at stake—all of 
the great appropriations. This is what is called the omnibus ap- 
propriation Bill which has in it provisions for the public build- 
ings, the great question of quarantine which is ponding and vital, 
all the light-houses, all the surveys of public lands; and if the 
pill fails, they fail. The Coast Survey, the Fish Commission, and 
all the provisions in relation to that service, all the provisions in 
relation to the Department of Justice and maintaining the courts, 
the Soldiers’ Home, the public printing, the Nicaragua Canal Com- 
mission, the Paris Exposition, and the whole body of publicimprove- 
ments under the head of rivers and harbors are on this bill. I 
have just received a dispatch from the Los Angeles Chamber of 
Commerce, which says: 

ceedingly solici lest the sundry civil bill be delayed 
Pa en vital 1 San Pedro. May we . 
upon your efforts to prevent delay? 

That is true about every river and harbor improvement; and it 
is this reason and this alone which has actuated the motion made 
by the chairman. Under these conditions, under an almost in- 
tolerable sense of wrong, and abating in no degree our feeling 
and indignation that the Senate has been right and has not been 
recognized in this matter, still in a larger view it is not a wise 
and good thing that the Senate should let the bill fail. 

It is easy to Say, Teach them a lesson and let it fail,” but Sen- 
ators who have lived the length of time that every Senator here 
has know that that feeling is not the one which ought to control 
us in dealing with grave matters. It is the result. I do not sup- 
pose we can gain anything by the bill failing. As Isay, we con- 

ront the House put on record by repeated yea-and-nay votes, and 
a new proposition would be the same thing. That body is in con- 
dition where it has recorded itself and can not back down. Ithas 
recorded itself wrong, but it has recorded itself by yea-and-nay 
voterepeatedly; and if we reject the report and the fails now, 
we will have to try it some time, and we will confront the same 
House of Representatives and the same votes, and I can not see 
where there would be any improvement. 

I dislike, after having been in conference as we have been, and 
after having talked very plainly, to have to say it is better and 
wiser not to let the bill fail than it is to make a point, even if we are 
right, for the sake of teaching the other body a lesson. But the 
Senate must settle that. The Senate must decide what is, not the 
natural thing, not the impulsive thing, not the passionate thing, 
3 the resentful thing, but what is the wise thing with this great 


Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Is it not true that, under Ha poene and condition of the coun- 
try financially, the other y have refrained from making ap- 
poprsia for public buildings in the districts of their own 

presentatives? 

Mr. HALE. That is undoubtedly true, 

Mr. CULLOM. Therefore they say naturally, We are sorry 
that the provisions for these buildings are not agreed to;” but 
they are simply treating the Senate upon that question as they 
have been treating themselves, in view of the actual condition of 
the finances of the country, on the ground that we can not afford 
to go into the construction of additional public buildings at this 


me. 

Mr. HALE. There is force in that suggestion, 

Mr, CULLOM, Will the Senator from Maine allow me to say 
a word further? A certain Representative from Illinois in the 
other body has been referred to pretty freely. He can take care 
of himself pretty well, and there is no necessity of defense from 
me, but I know of my own knowledge that there are not less than 
two cities in his district where they have been waiting and wait- 
ing and waiting for public buildings, and they have not got them 
yet, and the Representative has put them off because of the con- 
dition of the Treasury. 

Again, the Senator from South Dakota refers to nine hundred 
and odd thousand dollars being appropriated for the Soldiers’ 
Home in that Representative’s city. That city is pretty nearly 
twice as large as it was when the census was taken. The impres- 
sion is given out by the Senator from South Dakota, not inten- 
tionally, I know, that there was nine hundred and some odd 
thousand dollars ch pre this year for the Soldiers’ Home 
there, while the truth is that something over $300,000 was appro- 


priated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Perhaps it would be well for me to give 
the exact figures here, i 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I think I had better conclude my remarks, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 
yobs HALE. I am much obliged to the Senator from South 

‘ota, : 
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Mr. President, I have only a word to say further. The Senate 
is, after all, a careful and conservative body, and it does not pro- 
ceed rashly when it sees the whole situation. All my sympathies 
are with these amendments, They are right, just, and proper; 
but I do not think the cause which each of them represents, the 
building of the public structures at the places named and the 
sanitarium in South Dakota, which is on all fours with them 
ie be in any way helped or forwarded in the future by this bi 

ailing. 

These buildings will all be built at no distant day. The con- 
troversy which has been made, the contest which has ensued, the 
debate here to-day settle it that these buildings are to be built at 
no distant day and that they 5 er to be. Maryland will get her 
bnilding—she ought to have had it long ago—and Montana and 
South Dakota and Oregon will get their appropriations; and I 
repeat that they will get them no sooner if we let this bill fail. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I can not forego the opportu- 
nity afforded by this debate to say a few words regarding the leg- 
islation heretofore attempted relative to public buildings for the 
State of Washington. I notice in the RECORD of June 7, if I may 
be permitted to refer to it, that a Representative of my State to 
some extent criticised the action of its Senators in not securing a 
public building at the capital of their State. In a debate that 
arose he said—I refer to the RECORD: 

— A TARIN OEN Vepa I want to say that the State of Washington 
Mr. SAYERS. Has it not one now? 

Mr. Lewis of 1 No. 

AS a: SAYERS. Then probably the Senators from Washington have not asked 
Mr. Lewis of Washington. They have been derelict in their duty. 
Regarding that statement I have to say that in the first session 

of the Fifty-first Congress I secured the insertion in the sundry 

civil bill making an appropriation for a public building at 

Olympia, Wash. That amendment was rejected in conference 

for the reason that no term of the United States court was held 

at Olympia. 

When I first entered the Senate I secured the passage of bills 
roviding for the erection of poe buildings in the cities of 
acoma, Seattle, and Spokane, but they have not for some reason 

received consideration in the other House. 

I do not understand whether or not the items of this bill are 
being rejected because there is no United States court at Annap- 
olis and at Butte. 

Mr. MANTLE. There is now. 

Mr. WILSON. There is now, the Senator from Montana says. 
But we have in the State of Washington four places at which 
United States courts are located. The city of Seattle, the largest 
city in our State, with a population of about 65,000, with postal 
receipts this year of over $111,000, with a United States land office, 
a United States court, and some ten or twelve other Federal offi- 
cers, is without any public building. There is a custom-house 
there in which there are seven employees. We have never been 
able to obtain a public building at the city of Tacoma, where the 

tal receipts are some $75,000, and a custom-house, where, I 
hink, 65 per cent of all the tea that is imported into this country 
enters, with a large and growing commerce. We are absolutely 
without any Fats building there. We are paying in rent to-day 
in the city of Seattle $11,000 for places where the Federal officers 
may have habitation, I will read the report upon the city of 


Seattle: 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, sub- 
mitted the following report: 

The Committee on Publie Buildingsand Grounds, to whom was referred 
S. 348) oponas for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Seattle, in the State of Washington, submit the 5 report: 

The city of Seattle is the Le A city in the State of 3 contain- 
ing at the present time about 60,000 bitants. In it are located the United 
States court, the United States district attorney's office, a United States 
assay Office, the office of a deputy collector of customs, the office of a deputy 
collector of internal revenue, the office of an officer of the United States en- 
gineers and quartermaster of the Army, the office of an tor of hulls 
and boilers, and a United States post-cffice, the receipts of which for the last 

year were over $100,000. 

In view of the many and 
Seattle, the committee is of the opinion that a building suitable for the proper 


extensive Government interests centered at 


conduct of the Government should be erected, and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

And yet for nine long in season and out of season, I have 
pleaded and labored and worked that a city of that size, witha 


number of Federal officers located there, might have some con- 
sideration in this respect, but without avail. < 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There is a land office there. 

Sank WILSON. Yes; there is a United States land office at 
e. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. WILSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. I occasion two or three years ago to ar- 
gue a cause in the United States court at Seattle. That is a very 
proeperona, a very beautiful, and a wing city. The accommo- 

tions for the Federal court in t city are a disgrace to the 
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Government, and the accommodations afforded to the judge of 
that T : 

Mr. WILSON. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
we have improved them some little, but they might be improved 
more. Rents are higherin our section of the country than in the 
East, and we can not get sufficient appropriations to secure proper 
quarters. sey 

The city of Tacoma is a large and growing city in our State 
beantifally located. I read the report ona public building in that 
city: 

3 from the on Public Buildings and Grounds, sub- 
tt e owing report: 
i il to wh ferred 
thal V komis building At tho city of 
a in the State of Washin; submit the following report: 


Railroad, 
ving direct communication with Japan 
ported at Tacoma than at any other port in the 
buted Tacoma 
trade in 1896 amounted to $11,720,- 


learances for 


000. 
ge hasa population of 50,000, and, in view of the Government 
interests centering there, the committee is of the opinion t a building 
should be erected there suitable for the proper conduct of its business. The 
oa therefore 5 the passage of the accompanying bill, with 
the following amendments: 

In line 13 strike out the words four hundred thousand!“ and insert the 
words “two hundred and fifty thousand,” and in line 14 strike out the words 
“four rae thousand” and insert the words “two hundred and fifty 
thousan: 


west. Her bank cl 


The same condition that exists in Tacoma and Seattle exists at 
Spokane. We have at Spokane a United States court. There are 
the United States m: the United States land office, and 
several other officials and officers at Spokane. ö 

In all these growing cities there are no pons buildings, as 
there are public buildings elsewhere with the exception of An- 
napolis se Butte, and aaa Niger Lake, I think they have no 
building yet at Salt Lake. e State of Washington, with its 
four United States courts, has no public buildings, We ought to 
have them. They are scattered all over this country. I will 
venture the assertion without any criticism, but for the p se 
of illustration, that there is not a Congressional district that I call 
to mind in the State of Maine that has not a public building 
located therein. I think they have over nine public buildings in 
that State. 


Mr. HALE. They are very small buildings. They are old 
buildings, and it is an old State. 
they are old buildings. We 


Mr. WILSON. The Senator sa; 
dings, but we have not been 


would be very glad to get old b 
able thus far to get any at all. h 
Now, something ought to be done to eliminate these things from 
continual discussion at every session. We ought to have some 
rtunity in these cities that are growing and have great com- 
mercial interests, where there are a large number of Federal em- 
loyees and where there are United States courts, to have some 
building commensurate with those that their associates in the 
other States have. I very much regret that after almost ten years 
of continuous solicitation, pleading, talking, and running I have 
been unable to get one single solitary appropriation for a public 
building in my State. p ae ‘ i 

It is but fair, however, to say that no public-building bill, with 
the single exception of that providing for a new building at Chi- 
cago, has become a law since the first session of the Fifty-first 
Congress. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, it seems to me that, however de- 
sirable these items may be, it is the duty of the Senate, rather than 
the bill should fail, to recede from the amendments. 

In the first place, there is but one amendment in controversy 
which, in my opinion, properly belongs in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and that is the amendment in d to the appro- 
priation for Oregon. That amendment na y belongs here by 
reason of the fact that that is a continuing contract, and the con- 
tinuing contracts are provided for in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion — 0 Tha othe Sans however irs aT may be, do not, 

perly speaking, belong on an appropriation bill. 

P There is one item in the number that I would have been very 
glad indeed if the House had to, and that is the item in 
regard to the public building at Butte. The Senator from Mon- 
tana 858 MANTLE] has worked so faithfully and earnestly for 
years here to secure that building, and has shown sucha 

case that I think the House of Representatives ought to have 
agreed to that amendment. I tly regret that they did not 
agree to it, but they have ref to do it and the situation is that 
this 5 ill must fail unless the Senate recedes. 

Mr. President, I think the custom has been from the founda- 
tion of the Government that where it became certain that a gen- 
eral appropriation bill would fail, the House proposing the amend- 
ment upon which the difference arose has been forced almost 


invariably to yield. If it were otherwise it would be almost im- 
possible to pass an ap jation bill at all. If we could origi- 
nate amendments which do not pertain properly to the bill and 
insist that we can force the House toa to them, otherwise the 
bill shall fail, they unquestionably will have the same right and 
the same privilege, and they might put upon us the most objec- 
tionable legislation, or the Senate might do the same with the 
House. Either House migi t say to the other, unean p particular 
provision goes into the bill, where it does not ne ily belong, 
you shall have no general appropriation bill and the wheels of 
Government will have to stop, or else Congress must provide a 
temporary remedy after the ist day of July. 

In view of these facts I believe it to be the duty of the Senate 
rather than see the bill fail, to recede from its amendments, de- 
serving as they may be. I think it would be unfortunate if we 
should have to prepare another bill and stay here for weeks, it 
may be, because the House is unwilling to give us a public build- 
ing at Butte or at Annapolis, Md. 

want to say one other word, Mr. President. I have heard a 
good deal said this evening by Senators about the injustice of the 

ouse and how they have imposed their views on the Senate. I 
do not believe that those statements are warranted by the facts. 
My observation and rience here have taught me that the Sen- 
ate has hardly ever failed to get all it was entitled to, if not a lit- 
tle more. I do not think that the statements made on that line 
are justified by the history of the two bodies. I state that, not- 
withstanding, as I said before, I n Taree that the amend- 
ment especi se porine for a public building at Butte, Mont., 
was not by the House of resentatives. 

Mr. McBRIDE. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate by a discussion of the merits of the particular amendment 
to this bill relating to the State of Oregon. It is one of the five 
items in controversy between the Senateand the House. I desire, 
however, to thank the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] for 
his timely statement of the fact that the amendment refused by 
the House for the improvement of Yaquina Bay Harbor is one 
that is authorized by existing law. Therefore it follows that, by 
duress, the House is able to place upon the Senate in the closing 
days of the fiscal year action which is arbitrarily nullifying alaw 
of the United States. 

That this is so, and confessedly so, I shall show by reading from 
the remarks of the chairman of the committee of conference on 
the part of the House, found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
June 29, 6490. In that debate appears the following from 
the remarks of Mr. Cannon. He says: 

Now, I will take only a very short time touching these matters of disagree- 


ment. I want to state, however, a fact that is generally known tothe House, 
that the bod 


which pro; legislation, or a ne ion invol 
lation as well as appropriation must recede if the shee teas ET a 
toit. That isthe practice between the two Houses. 

hfe 3 mulation nave 1 this eee e smena- 
ment proposes ion as well as appropriation, again 
from the remarks of Mr. CANNON: 

Now, as to Yaquina Bay, that is authorized 
sists. ‘The House has time and registered its opinion about it. That is 
the only matter upon the bill in ‘erence between the House and Senate 
that is anthorized by law. I will not speak further of it. 

Mr. President, I have asked permission to place these remarks 
in the RECORD to show that by the admissions of the chairman of 
the conferees on the part of the House of Representatives, that 
House, in refusing this amendment, is deliberately nullifying the 
law, aie, without reason, and upon a pretense which can 
not be established either by official reports or by any other means 
of ascertaining the facts in the case. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I have here a record of the 
establishment of the Soldiers’ Home at Danville, III. In view of 
the fact that this is the home of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations of the other House, I will put the figures in the 
RECORD. Iam not going to do it because I desire to attack him. 
Ido not blame him for getting all the appropriations he can if 
they are necessary and ought to be made, but I do blame and 
I do complain that the excuse shall be made, in view of these 
facts, that the Senate amendment will not be agreed to because it 
is legislation. 

The Danyille Home was established by an amendment on the 
sundry civil appropriation act for the year 1898. It was 
put on in the House; it was established by this provision. An 
appropriation of $150,000 was made. 

Mr. For the year 1898? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 


Mr. CULLOM. A year ago. i 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That Boe wee 5 Rips was 
legislation on an appropriation bill. It is now sai an ap- 
propriation for a United States Home at Hot Springs, S. Dak., 
recommended by the inspectors of the Soldiers’ Homes and re- 
peatedly by this body as being necessary as a sanitarium to cure 
crippled soldiers, shall not be placed in the sundry civil ap ria- 
tion bill because it is legislation. That is what I eee 


law. The Senate still in- 
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adroitly from these appropriations, and 
therefore it will take $975,000 to complete this institution. It was 
established on an appropriation bill. F SIPA 

Yet these five items are rejected because it is new legislation on 
an appropriation bill. What I protest against is that plea. The 

lea of necessity is allright. These institutions ought not to be 
Pailt if the appropriations are SR hyre and unjust and im- 
proper. That is argument enou. If that is shown I shall be 
Pallin to surrender, but when at Danville, where the chairman 


in a 
of the House Committee on ig P, arene resides, they, by legis- 
lation on anappropriation bill, do thing, then I protest against 


that reason being urged against our amendment when everybody 
admits that they are proper, that they are right, and that they 
ought to be made, only it must not be done on an aj riation 
bill. Ido not intend to attack the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations in the other body, either. f 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the tion 
made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] ought to settle 
this whole matter and make it very clear. Con to the custom 
in Great Britain at the time when we established our Constitu- 
tion, these appropriation bills are made up of a number of differ- 
ent items absolutely independent of oneanother. The House hay- 
ing originated the bill, if the Senate has a different opinion in 
to the amount or in regard to the method of accomplish- 

ing the purpose of any one item, the two Houses stand, and ought 


to stand, on an equality, and there is no more reason why we | go 


should yield our judgment to them than that they should yield 
their judgment to us. But when an entirely new, ct subject 
of legislation, as is the case here, is inserted in one of these bills, 
either originally or by way of amendment, if either House do not 
assent to it the other ought, of course, to yield. Otherwise you 
have legislation by one House and not by two. 

It makes no difference whether the opinion of the Senate be rea- 
sonable or unreasonable in regard to this matter of the appoint- 
ment of a district attorney, whether the opinion of the Senate be 
reasonable or unreasonable in regard to a public building in 
the State of Washington or the State of Oregon. We have noth- 
ing to do with the reasonableness or the unreasonableness of the 
opinion of the House of Representatives. That is their affair. 

ey are responsible only to themselves and their constituents. 
If they do not ate ph it, we have no business to press it by say- 
ing that the legislation which both Houses agree is necessary for 
the country shall fail. That is coercion; that is logrolling; that 
is utterly indefensible as a matter of principle. 

So, after we have in conference brought again and again to the 
attention of the House of Representatives our reasons, if they fail 
to convince that body, we ought to ma the point; and in the 
same way with regard to items put in by the House of Represent- 
atives and sent here, if they fail toconvincethis body, they ought 
to yield the point, whether they originate them or whether we 
originate them. 

he Constitution requires two bodies—not one body—selected in 

different ways and representing different constituencies, to assent 

to all legislation. That is for the protection of the people. So, 

whatever we may think of the wisdom or the unwisdom of the 

inion of the House of Representatives, unless we can change 

t opinion, we have no right to put constraint upon that body 

by saying that the public interests shall suffer in some way if you 
do not yield your conscientious convictions. _ 

Mr. MANTLE. It seems to me the contention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts amounts to this, then, that if the House of 
Representatives will not yield, we must; andif the Senate will not 
yield, the House must. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. HOAR. On any distinctive and separate matter which the 
House or the Senate has proposed, if the House of Representa- 
tives pro; one of these items of appropriation which does not 
commend itself to the judgment of the majority of this body, then 
555 body to stick to that judgment and not be 
bullied by the House and yield; otherwise there is legislation by 
one House and not by two. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a word. Next to an 
uninteresting debate under a system of rules that can not termi- 
nate i the question as Bark Fir een not bsg = put general 
legislation on a iati i my mind, the greatest i- 
ble burlesque. W hase aset of rules, and we CODRU 
violate them. The House of Representatives claims the right to 


originate ap iation bills, and they further claim that the Sen- 
née bine Soe Aa IERE to Sais rach bills 

For m „Jam inclined to agree with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] that the Senate has quite as much right to 
originate such bills as the House; but laying aside that contro- 
versy, the fact is that the House originates bills, placing in 
them general legislation, and the committee of this body called 
the Appropriations Committee constantly amends them by add- 
ing more items of legislation, and we affirmatively act 
upon it; but after having done so it is always that some 
E of ac Sat ARAA aman TAE AOADA fone to abo laa 
point of or inst some trifling amendment just to show that 
the rules are still in full force and effect. 


= Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. s 
Nr. BERRY. I want to reverse the proposition. There is an 
item, I think, in the original bill in favor of a yanks building at 
Danville, III. Now,: the Senate had said that it would not 
agree to have a publio ding at Danville, III.; that we are not 

to consent to that under any circumstances whatever, and 
the House had said, ‘‘ Unless you consent to this public building 
there will be no general appropriation to support this Govern- 
ment,” who could stand on such a proposition? If the Senatehad 
refused to assent to that, I should have been in favor of staying 
here until next year before I would consent to let the House of 
Representatives coerce us into voting for a proposition in which 
we did not believe. 7 

There must be equality. Ifthe House of Representatives pro- 
pose such an item it would be compelled to yield, and if we pro- 
pose a like measure, however meritorious, which the House do 
not believe in, rather than that the bill should fail we, as the body 
making such a 5 must necessarily yield. 

Mr. G GER. There is just one practical difficulty about 
that, and the difficulty is that the House in originating an appro- 
priation bill puts in their propositions and our committee consents 
to it and our body consentstoit. We pass upon them affirmatively. 
We then take the liberty of amending the bill by putting in simi- 
lar propositions, and the other body says, This bill will fail unless 
you recede from the position you have taken.” That is the pre- 
cise situation as it exists, and to my way of thinking it is an in- 
tolerable situation. 

Mr. President, I am not going to detain the Senate. I have very 
profound convictions on this question, andsometimes I have hoped 
that the Committee on Appropriations of this body and this body 
itself would plant themselves squarely and fairly upon the proposi- 
tion to exclude general legislation from appropriation bills, and then 
nobody would have any reason to find fault. As it is, our appro- 

riation bills are loaded down from top to bottom with general 

egislation, and yet when some specific matter comes up, itis ruled 
out or waved aside or refused consideration on the ground thatit 
is general legislation on an appropriation bill. 

To my mind, Mr. President, it is a great outrage that we should 
have voted almost $1,000,000 to construct in the little city of Dan- 
ville, III., a soldiers’ home that was not needed, and then that we 
should be denied the rivilege of voting a modest appropriation 
to the metropolis of Montana for a much-needed public building 
in the great city of Butte. When the House of Representatives 
sent over the proposition for a soldiers’ home at Danville, I con- 
fess I felt very much like antagonizing it, believing, as I then did 
and as I do now, that it was a wasteful ea of public 
money, but we, in our good nature and in the cordial relations 
that we all want to have constantly sustained between the two 
branches of this great National islature, allowed that expendi- 
ture to go on an appropriation bill, general legislation as it was, 
and it has become a ity or will become a finality in due time, 
when $1,000,000 or thereabouts is provided for the purpose. 

I regret exceedin, Sees we are in the situation we are to-day; 
I regret exceedingly that the great State of Maryland can not have 
a public building at its capital, on the frivolous and nonsensical 
plea that this is not a public-building Congress, 
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Mr. President, it does not make any difference whether this isa 
ublic-building Congress or not. Every one of these items should 
decided on its own merits, and we should stand firmly and 
ee in support of the proposition the Senate has made in 


regard to these questions. But, I take it, we are going to recede; 
and I am gratified to know from the distinguished Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate]—who, I think, as shrewdly and as accurately 
gauges the sentiment of the National Legislature as any member 
of this body say, I am glad to learn from him that the debate 
here to-day will in the near future secure justice to Montana, to 
South Dakota, and to Maryland, which I submit, Mr. President, 
is denied to those States under the existing order of things. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, it is obvious, I think, that the 
advice of the Committee on . must be followed; 
but I presume that no Senator who votes to sustain the commit- 
tee will thereby intend to indicate that he has any question of 
the merits of the claims 5 here to-day by the Senators 
from Maryland, Montana, Utah, and Washington, who have most 
urgently and ably advocated the interests of their respective sec- 
tions, which have not, in my judgment, been properly treated. 
But this bill is thronged with important items; the legislation is 
essential; the hour approaches when the fiscal year must termi- 
nate; and there is no course for any of us to take, it seems to me, 
except to indorse the attitude of the committee. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on 8 
motion of the Senator from Iowa, that the Senate recede its 
amendments Nos. 13, 14, 186, 221, 223, and 233. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 
` The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there is objection, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
6896) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling ap Aan ula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

r. ALLISON. I hope this matter will now be disposed of. It 
is important that the bill should be passed to-night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report is before the 
Senate, and will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that re has been read. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say that this report is in the exact words 
of the report which has been read at the Secretary's desk, with 
the exception of the item known as amendment No. 38, wherein 
the conference committee recommend to the two Houses that the 
Senate amendment inserted in italics shall be receded from, and 
that that portion of the bill as it came from the House which 
was stricken out by the Senate amendment shall also be stricken 
out; so that the legislation upon that subject shall remain pre- 
cisely as it was before the bill was presented on the subject of the 
leasing of mineral lands belonging to the Indian tribes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. May Lask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Do I understand, then, that the Senate 
amendment is agreed to striking out the lines between line 3 and 
line 13, on page 63; that is, striking out the words: 

Provided, That hereafter, whenever itshall be made to appear, and soforth? 


Mr. ALLISON. The words inserted in italics by the Senate 
committee have been stricken out, as also the proviso inserted by 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then the Senate amendment, so far as 
striking out is concerned, is agreed to, and those words go out? 

Mr. ALLISON. Those words go out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And also the Senate amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. Also the words beginning with the word 
«“ Provided,” on line 3, page 63, down to and including the word 
“Indians,” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The rest of the paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; the rest of the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the conference committee. 

r. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, asI understand it, thiscon- 
ference report also strikes out the Senate amendment on page 72, 
providing for free homes to settlers upon the public domain. 

Mr. ISON. It provides for strikin ing out the Senate amend- 
ment relating to Indian reservations, which is another way of 
stating the situation. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. This provision practically restores the 
homestead law of 1862, which gave to every person who would go 
upon the public domain, remain five years, build a home, conquer 
the wilderness, carry civilization, and build churches and schools, 
which our frontier settlers do, a title to the 160 acres of land upon 
which he had lived during that time. 

Since 1889 we have been gradually providing that lands pur- 
chased from the Indians shall be paid for by the settler, even 


though he has resided five years upon them. Previous to that 
time all the lands purchased from Indian tribes were thrown open 
to settlement under the homestead and other land laws of the 
United States. But in 1889 we be the practice of providing 
that these lands purchased from Indians should be paid for by 
the settler who occupied them. Against that practice we of the 
West did not complain so long as it related to all entries except 
those which required five years’ residence. Where a settler goes 
upon these lands, goes into a country where there are neither 
roads nor schools nor churches nor any of the comforts of civili- 
zation, plants his home, remains five years, and builds roads, 
builds schools, and builds churches, we insist that he shail haye 
the land without other compensation; that is compensation enough. 
Yet we have since 1889 pursued the practice requiring such a 
man to pay from $200 to $400 for his entry. Thousands of those 
peonio have gone upon those lands and have found that they are 
in the arid belt, and if they undertook to produce the crops which 
they had produced in the regions whence they came, where there 
was sufficient rainfall, they were unsuccessful; that the method 
of farming had to be changed. So these five years have rolled 
around, and these men are barely able to exist. They have learned 
gradually that in that arid region methods of farming different 
from those pursued in Iowa and Illinois must be pursued. 
They have learned that they must irrigate, that they must plant 
in the lowest places along the river valleys, where the soil is moist; 
and that they must graze the uplands. It is a slow process. The 


‘consequence is that these people are unable to pay for their homes, 


The Government, then, has a mortgage upon these homes for the 
urchase price. We have refused to foreclose these mortgages, 
herefore each year we pass appropriation bills and we extend the 

time of payment. We have done that for the last four years, 

The House of Representatives this year extended the time again, 

and we amended the House provision in the Senate, which was 

entirely germane and proper and in order, by providing that these 
people, instead of haying the time extended, might make their 
proof without payment. 

A measure eee these free homes passed the House of 
Representatives in 1896. It was provided that those homestead- 
ers who had gone to Oklahoma and had taken 160 acres of land 
8 from the Indians —for all Oklahoma was purchased 

m the Indians—might secure a home after five years’ resi- 
dence without paying the Government price for the land. The 

House of Representatives passed that bill to relieve those people. 

It came to the Senate and was referred to the Committee on In- 

dian Affairs, and that committee amended it by providing that all 

settlers, whether in Oklahoma or elsewhere, who had settled upon 

Indian reservations, lands purchased from Indians, if they resided 

on the land five years, built their homes, and maintained them, 

should have the land without payment. 

In pursuance of this policy the Republican convention in St. 
Louis in 1896 adopted, and it went into the campaign and made 
the campaign on, this plank in their platform: 

We believe in an immediate return to the free-homestead B spre of the 


Republican party and urge the by Con; of a satisfactory free- 
homestead measure, such as has H S passed the House and is now pend- 


ing in the Senate. 

They went into the campaign with that plank in their platform. 
They paraded the fact that they were the authors of free home- 
steads. This measure is word for ward the bill pending at that 
time in the Senate, absolutely the same provision, word for word, 
with no change, and yet the Republicans in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, having won their election and won many a vote upon 
that plank in their platform, now repudiate its provisions. It is 
not strange that the party which repudiated its former plank with 
regard to trusts and which has become absolutely the tool, the 
implement, of the gold standard and all its infamies would also 
betray the people in regard to the homestead law which has been 
the proudest boast in all its history. Let us see. Here is the bill 
which was pending when the St. Louis convention met and 
adopted that plank, and I will put it in the RECORD: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House 3 of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, Thatall settlers under the homestead laws 
of the United States upon the public lands ed aor did agreement 
from the various Indian tribes, who have or who shall hereafter reside upon 
the tract entered in good faith for the period required by existing law, shall 
be entitled to a patent for the land so entered, upon the payment to the local 
land officers of the usual and customary fees, no other or further charge 
of any kind whatsoever shall be required from such settler to entitle him 
a patent for the land covered by his entry: Provided, That the right to com- 
mute any such entry and pay for said lands, in the option of any such settler 
and in the time and at the prices now fixed by existing laws, shall remain in 
full force and effect: however, all sums of money so released, 
which if not released would to any Indian tribe, shall be paid to such 
Indian tribe by the United States. 

That bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
May 16, 1896, and placed upon the Calendar. The Republican 
platform, which was adopted one month later, June 18, 1896, says: 

We believe in an 1 return „ the 

blican * of a sa ac free- 
homestead Bend the 2, such as bas already passed e House and is now pend- 
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That was done in the convention on the 18th of June, 1896, and 
the bill which I have just read was on the Calendar, and therefore 
was pending in the Senate on the 16th day of May, 1896, more 
than a month before the convention convened. Therefore the con- 
vention indorsed this very measure word for word. Now let us 
see what is the provision in this bill; and I will put them side by 
side in the RECORD. 

bezi CANNON. From what page does the Senator propose to 
read? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. From page 72. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator know who drew the free- 
homestead resolution in the Republican platform? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I donot know who drew it. I was not a 
member of the committee on resolutions, 

Mr. HOAR. What year was that? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Eighteen ninety-six, 

Mr. SPOONER. Had the bill the House? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It had passed the House and had been re- 

rted a month before in the Senate and was pending on the 

‘alendar, and in words and terms specific the platform indorsed 
that very measure. That is the measure which the House now 
refuses to agree to, and here it is: 

That all settlers under the homestead laws of the United States upon the 

blic lands acquired prior to the of this act by treaty or agreement 
From the various Indian tribes, who have or who shall hereafter reside apoa 
the tract entered in good faith for the period required by arang AI shall 
Þe entitled to a patent for the land so entered upon the payment to the local 
land officers of the usual and customary fees, and no other or further charge 
of any kind whatsoever shall be required from such settler to entitle him to 
a patent for the land covered by his entry: Provided, That the right to com- 

mute any such entry and pay for said lands, in the option of any such set- 
tler, and in the time and at the prices now fixed by existing laws, shall re- 
main in full force and effect: Provided, however, That all sums of money 80 
released, which if not released would belong to any Indian tribe, be 
paid to such Indian tribe by the United States. 

That is the measure which the St. Louis convention specifically 
and in terms indorsed and said they were in favor of. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says to me they did not do 
any such thing. Let us see whether or not they did. This bill 
was reported to the Senate on the 16th of May, 1896, and on the 
18th of June, 1896, the St. Louis platform was adopted. Now, 
let us see what the platform says: 

We believe in an 3 return oe . oe 

0 
Fomestead measure, such as has already passed the House and is now pend- 
ing in the Senate. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Did they indorse the bill which 
passed the House? N 
Mr. PETTIGREW. And is now pending in the Senate.“ 
What bill was pending in the Senate? The bill reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, the bill I have read here in terms 
and words. f A . 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Whatdidtheyindorse? Did the 
indorse the bill which passed the House or the bill that was pend- 
ing in the Senate? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Both; the bill “such as has already passed 
the House and is now pending in the Senate,” i 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think they knew 
what was pending in the Senate? 
Mr, PETTIGREW. I think they did. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or that this bill was any different 
from the bill pending in the Senate? 
Mr. PETTIGRE They knew all about it. There is no ques- 
tion about it. 
Here is the difference between the two bills. The House bill 
rovided for free homesteads in Oklahoma, every bit of which 
Bad been bought from Indians, and the Senate bill provided that 
the same provisions should extend to the other States of the West. 
Now, the Republicans went into the campaign in South Dakota, 
and on every stump they told these people that they should have 
free homes if the Republican party won and that they could not 

et them if they did not, and you pointed to the record of the 
k ublican party as being the k in favor of free homesteads, 

11 vou showed them that the Democratic party had voted 
against it way back in 1860. You gained thousands of votes by 
that pretense and by that plank in your platform; and now you 
go back on it. 

It is not the only plank 1 have gone back on. You have gone 
back on your whole record as a party. You have left the side of 
the people of this country. You have abandoned the principles 
that made your party great and respectable and have become the 
-champions of everything that is corrupt and bad in American 
politics. That is the trouble. You abandoned this. 

What is more, we passed this bill as a separate measure at the 
last session of Congress and it went to the House of Representa- 
tives exactly in words and terms as in this bill, being the same 
measure. Has the House done a thing with it? It is referred to 
the Calendar—the graveyard of the House. They will not even 
amend it and pass the provision in regard to Oklahoma; and one 
of the prominent members of the House stood up the other day 


XXXI——-410 


and stated that it was made for the purpose of getting votes. 
One of the most prominent members of the House said that the 
par was put in the platform, but the election was over. I wish 

had his speech here, I should like to put it in the RECORD along 
with my statement in regard to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER, If my friend the Senator from South Dakota 
will permit me, we ought to be somewhat exact in these historical 
matters. Do I understand that that plank was in the platform of 
the Republican Fee | in 1896? 

Mr, PETTIGRE Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the campaign was waged in South 
Dakota in behalf of Se apa by the Republican party? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER, And the Senator who is speaking fought 
the Republican party in that campaign? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Republican had not gone back 
on that plank at that time. How does it happen that the Senator 
was with the 8 in that campaign? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, Mr. President, that is a long story, 
but I am willing to answer it. I left the Republican party at the 
St. Louis convention, and I am proud of it. There has never been 
a day from that time to this that I have not been glad of it. I 
stated in that campaign that if McKinley was elected I never could 
return to the party, because the forces which would control his 
Administration would make it impossible, but there was a chance 
to return to the party if he was defeated. Repeatedly on the 
stump I made that statement. 

I left the St. Louis convention, first, because it declared for the 
gold standard, which will ruin every producer in this country and 
every other country that adopts and adheres to it. I left the Re- 
pen rty because the trusts had captured your party and 

ad complete control of your convention, and you left out the 
plank against trusts, which you had theretofore adopted, because 
the trusts, owning you and your party and in possession of your 
convention, did not want to abuse each other, Reason enough, 
reason sufficient to 8 my course before the people I represent, 
and pics fw in my opinion, to consign the Bapatlicnn party to 
eternal oblivion. 

What has been your coursesince? It is known throughout this 
country that vast sums of money are collected and that you are in 
alliance with the accumulated and concentrated wealth of this 
country, and that you rely upon them not only to c your 
campaigns and furnish money to corrupt the elections, but to 
elect your Senators; and after you have done it, after you have 
elected by corrupt means a man to this body, the great convention 
of the State where it occurs resolutions congratulating 
themselves upon the infamy and declaring that they are glad of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me again? He 
seems to be somewhat specific now, and he says that a man has 
been Saget d elected to this body and that the party has not 
only condoned it, but applauded it. 

r. BACON. We should like very much to hear what the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire is saying. - 

Mr. GALLINGER, I made the observation that the Senator 
from South Dakota, in his fervor, which I think is manufactured 
for the occasion, has made the somewhat specific charge that some- 
body was corruptly elected to this body by the Ropa blait, party 
and that the Republican has not only condoned it, but ap- 
plauded it. I wish to the Senator if there is any proof that 
any man occupying a seat on this floor as a Republican was cor- 
ruptly elected? = 

. PETTIGREW. Oh, yes; and the proof is with the Com- 
mittee on Elections. The proof is before the people of the United 
States, and they all know it, and it is conclusive. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That might be said of an accusation 
against somebody whose case was before a grand jury and where 
the grand jury has not reported. I do not understand that the 
Committee on Elections has made a report to this body giving it 
as their deliberate conviction, after proper inquiry aad naik 
gation, that any accusation against a Republican occupying a 
seat here has been proved; and until that is done I think the Sen- 
ator ought to be a little more careful about his statements on that 
point, with all due deference to his rights as a Senator. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am willing that the statement I have 
made shall go tothe country. The proof was sufficient to satisfy 
the Senate of Ohio, and they sent the case here weeks ago. An 
innocent man would demand that our committee act before we 
adjourn. 2555 does the case sleep in the Senate committee? 

WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from South Da- 
kota, not on the matter of his last observation, but more particu- 
larly in regard to the history of the free-homestead business? 

The Senator has been upon the Committee on Indian Affairs for 
many years. It so happened that in another branch I was on the 
Committee on Indian Affairs also, and itso happened that I in 
part had charga, so far as that branch was concerned, of the ap- 
propriation bill for Indian affairs. During that time, and I think 
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treaty which 

tates contained 

aclause that they should be sold for so much K gA acre and the 
m 


the Senator will corroborate my statement, srez 
was ratified for the cession of lands to the United 


United States thereby reimbursed. It was so, if my memory is 
correct, with the reservations in South Dakota, with the reserva- 
tions in Montana, with the reservations in Idaho, 

I recollect distinctly that all along the line, whenever a Senator 

or a Representative, contending for the throwing open of those 
reservations, presented himself to the Committee on A ria- 
tions for the ratification of such a treaty he stated that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States would be reimbursed. The claim 
was the same. I do not recollect whether it was in the Fifty-sec- 
ond or the Fifty-third Congress, but I recollect distinctly that 
they said, Open these reservations and the Government of the 
United States will be reimbursed by those who settle upon the 
land.“ 
Mr. PETTIGREW. There is some truth in the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Washington. However, it does not 
apply to any reservation in the State I represent. I do not care, 
however, to go into that question for one single moment. We 
imposed these conditions. We said to the homesteaders, Go 
upon the public domain and build your homes, live there five 
years, and then pay us for the land.” 

We found the conditions were hard. We found that, although 
the country was fertile, instead of its being a country where there 
was sufficient rainfall, it was a dry country, and the conditions of 
agriculture were very different from what these people had been 
accustomed to in Ilinois, Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
and Iowa. Therefore we placed in the political platforms of 1896 
a provision for releasing the settlers from this onerous provision. 
The plea of the Senator from Washington has been heard before. 

Because the representatives of the 3 people who have gone 
upon the frontier have stated in this or in the other Hall or 
before the committees that the settlers would pay for the land, 
are we still to insist upon payment, although it drives them from 
the land and leaves them homeless? f 

Are we still to insist upon their leaving their homes because they 
can not pay for the lands? The argument which he presents is 
the same argument which made another, in times gone by, say: 

I crave the law, 
The penalty and forfeit of my bond. 

Shylock wanted the pound of flesh nearest the heart, but we 
would drive the homesteader from the home upon which he has 
struggled for five years. Which is the worse—the ancient or the 
modern Shylock? e 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, a single word in reply to the 
Senator from South Dakota. I made no plea. I simply gave the 
history of the transaction, as I remember it, as it passed the other 
House, But there was one thing about it that in his very elo- 
quent remarks the Senator from South Dakota forgets to men- 
tion. We deprived by that legislation many poor men from go: 
upon the homesteads, men who would have gone if they 
known that the land was not to be for. 

Knowing that the land had to be paid for at $1.25 or $2.50 an 
acre, men who could not afford to pay did not enter upon these 
reservations and take up homes They were by their pov- 
erty deprived of that privilege. The error was made, if eat 
all, when we first enacted this legislation. We then should have 
stated that they were free homesteads and thrown them open to 
all the people of the United States upon an exact equality. 

But to it certain men who could afford to pay to go on the 
lands, and by ou» declaration that the lands must be paid for to 
deprive others from going, and now to give the former all the 
lands, seems to me to be an error of judgment, to say the least, 
That is the difference in this matter. I made no plea, I helped 
enact the legislation. I helped to enact it at the solicitation of 
the Western Senators, because we thought it would be beneficial 
to the interests of our entire Sune 

That it has not been is no fault of Congress. The contract was 
known. The contract was made, and had it provided for free 
homesteads, as, in my judgment, I will say to the Senator, it ought 
to have been, then a vast difference might have been made in the 
settlement upon these public lands, and men who did not go there 
because the law said they should pay so much an acre, and who 
did not feel that they would be able to pay and did not go, would 
have had the right which we, having 
others, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This relieves the people who live five years 
on the land. It does not relieve the tor. The tor 

oves up before that time. Heneverstays. The man who enters 


enied them, now give to 


nd fit for a town site, a particularly valuable property, is not re- 

to re- 
ea home 
country that he can not make a 
a question with him whether he 
will leave his home and improvements after five years of strug- 
gle and let Uncle Sam have the land back or whether we will let 


lieved under the provisions of thislaw. We never pro 
lieve him. But the man who lives five years and 
and who has found in that 
living and pay for the land, it 


him have it and let him go on with his improvement and his home 
and his developments and keep a settler there. 

Mr. President, in ten counties in the State which I Tepresent 
18,000 people left their homes and abandoned the lands within 
three years’ time. Sixty thousand people left the western part of 
Kansas for the same reason. Some of them have hung on there, 
and each year we have extended the time for payment year by 
year for the last four or five years. We will not exact a pound 
of flesh nearest the heart; we will not stand upon the letter of the 
bond, wesaytothem. “You may remain there; you have learned 
how in a measure to conduct agriculture in that dry country; we 
wish you success,” say the poiius parties, every one of them, I 
would arraign the other political 8 they were guilty of such 
a thing in 1896. They said, “We will give those men who have 
lived there five years their homes; we will encourage them to go 
forth and conquer the wilderness,” and now the party in power 
refuses to carry out their contract. That is what I protest against, 
and that is the record I propose to make. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr, President, this subject has been frequently 
discussed in this presence. As to-morrow opens a new fiscal year 
and it seems to be important that this bill should to-day, it 
is not my purpose now to delay the Senate longer kant at- 
tention to the fact that this subject will not be permitted to rest 
upon the presumption of a contract which bars hows now in office 
from demanding justice for their people. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I disturb the Senator from Montana just 
one moment? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state that the time has been extended 
to July, 1900, in the conference report on this very bill, which 
gives time and ey ee 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The House extended it one year. 

Mr. CARTER, I realize the importance of that as a partial 
measure of justice. 

The ä eee have ma to all the land 3 e 
oceans, from the beginning, me a possessory title. e In- 
dians haye stood in the relation of wards of the Government. 
They are, as a rule, not an industrious people, nor have they been 
anywhere, save in a very few instances, a self-supporting people. 
It is the boast of our civilization, in so far as the aborigines of 
the continent are concerned, that we have dealt with them with 
a firm hand, it is true, in enforcing law and order, but with a hu- 
mane heart in demanding their support and in seeking to give to 
them the blessings of the civilization we enjoy. 

These wards of the Government from the beginning have been 
regarded, and properly regarded, as a public charge. Their title 
to the land has been the merest fiction of a title. It has been 
deemed proper in extinguishing the shadow called 
right to make treaties with these 80 5 for the purpose of avoid- 
ing expensive wars. Those trea’ ve had a twofold purpose; 
first, to avoid conflict with the Indians in removing them from 
one section of the country to the other, and, secondly, in provid- 
ing a fund which the Indians have considered their own, from 
which fund they have been supported and expenditures for 
schools and various appliances have been met. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the Senator from Montana quite right when 
he says the Indian title is a mere possessory title? 

Mr. CARTER. I think it is a mere shadow of possession, 
according to our view of the rights of the Indians on this con- 


tinent. 

Mr. * It is ae aloe of ponesi; he ae pos- 
sessory right; 1s, & right of possession as long as ve, 

Mr. ALLEN. A right to the soil. : y 

Mr. CARTER. We asa Government assume supreme control 
over the continent of North America in so far as the jurisdiction 
of the United States is concerned. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, the Supreme 
Court of the United States very early in its history held that the 
title of the Indians was a fee title, not a mere possession; that we 
obtained that title by conquest; and therefore the title was trans- 
ferred from the Indians to this Government. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator from Nebraska cite the case 
to which he refers? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ican not give the title of the case, but if the 
Senator will turn to eines Se the Constitution, he will find it on 
the first en of that work. 

Mr. TELLER. I challenge that statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has it ever been held by the Supreme Court 
that the Indians had a fee title to the land? 

Mr. TELLER. Never. It has been distinctly held that they 
had no fee title, 

Mr. ALLEN. Now I have gotten into trouble. 

Mr. CARTER. Serious trouble and deep water. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill satisfy the pr erage before the Senate 
adjourns sine die that I am right and they are wrong. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is very indefinite. Will you fix a day 
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Mr. PASCO. Ido not think the Senator from Nebraska will 
find it in the Supreme Court decisions. A 

Mr. ALLEN. It will be found in the Supreme Court decisions. 

Mr. CARTER. The Indian tribes have been regarded as wards 
of the Government and not as independent sovereign powers. 
Much of their title has been extinguished by conquest. some 
cases they have been driven back from place to place and their 
lands occupied without a shadow of treaty. In other cases their 


reservations have been reduced with their consent by and through | ago. 


a treaty arrangement. X ‘ : 

But, Mr. President, not wishing to get into a legal discussion 
upon this subject or upon the character of the Indian title, the 
truth is that in the case of a eae cin ape 3 
tions the money appropriated for the purchase o been 
set apart for the support of the Indians, That has occurred in 
nearly every instance. 

If this money had not been appropriated for the purchase of 
lands, it would of necessity have been appropriated for the support 
of the Indians without the intervention of any such subterfuge as 
a treaty of cession by an Indian tribe. It was wise and is wise 
now to have the Indians feel that they are living off their own 
money, notwithstanding the money is placed to their credit by a 
fiction, by the beneficence of the Government. > 

Up to 1889, I believe, or thereabouts, the practice of leaving the 
lands ceded by Indians open to occupation and settlement by the 
citizens of the country under the homestead law obtained as the 
policy of the Government. The policy was changed when the land 
remaining was of the most difficult quality encountered upon the 
continent to settle and subdue, We insist that since the surface 
of the States of Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ar x ivi, Min- 
nesota, Wisconsin, of all these great Commonwealths, with their 
wonderful soil, was left open and free as the summer air to the 


homestead settler, it is a manifest and glaring injustice now, when | G 


our people, driven to the frontier, are contending with the condi- 
tions of an arid country, to insist that a of the revenue of the 
General Government 1 be obtained by oppressing the people 
and making it more difficult for them to live and establish a civili- 
zation. 

This may not be settled here to-day, Mr. President. It will not 
be settled until it is settled to principles of right and 
justice, and until the settlers of y on the frontier 
permitted to enjoy without restraint or limitation the same class 
of privileges and to the same degree that the settler of the great 
pene of Hlinois and of the Mississippi Valley enjoyed in the days 

me by. 
ee TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire at this late hour 
to debate the whole Indian question. I think the indictment of 
the Senator from South ota pe PETTIGREW] is well laid 

inst the Republican Administration, so far at least as the 
ouse of Representatives is concerned. The Senate by a very 
decided majority, in the spring of 1896, passed this provision word 
for word as it now is. The conditions that at the time of 
the contract these people had made with the Government to pay 
for this land had so materially changed that it was felt by the 
Senate that it was a righteous thing todo. Thereupon we passed 
the bill. What we complain of is that the Republican organiza- 
tion, after approving of that legislation, having gone to the coun- 
byona professed great interest in the settler, 
dly in another 2 


have discovered that they can not make good their contracts with 
the Government. The question is whether the Government is to 
be a hard landlord and exact from them the payment of that 
Which they can not make, or Whether the Government, with its 
pn wealth and greatstrength, will simply remit to them, and as 

e Senator from Montana says, apply the principle which has 
been applied to other sections, and that is that the settler shall 
have a free home if he will stay there and make it. 

As the Senator from Montana says, this question will not be 
settled until it is settled properly. ‘These people can not pay un- 
less conditions DANY change, There is not one settler out of 
fifty who can make good his contract with the Government. He 
will not stay there upon the ph ep a that he has got to pay. 
He will abandon his effort to e a home there. He will go out 
and hunt for a' piece of land somewhere, if he can find it, upon 
which he can plant himself and not pay for it. 

Everybody ought to realize that the good land of this nation is 

ractically gone now; thatevery quarter section which isattempted 
be subdued is subdued under difficulties that the early settlers 
of the West did not meet. We shall be compelled to do either one 
of two things. I have said it before, and I want to repeat it. The 
American people may take their choice. We shall either be com- 
pelled to remit to these people what they have agreed to pay, or 
we will be compelled to put them off this land, 

In many instances the settlers will do what the Senator from 
South ta says they have done in his State; they will leave. 
In many instances they are too poor to leave, They can eke out 


Mr. i 
be | in view of the fact that the 


a miserable existence and hope for better times and better prices 
and better climatic conditions, that they pray may come. They 
may stay there, and they will stay there until such time as the 
Government of the United States will either be required to put 
them off or acknowledge that they have a right to stay there with- 
out payment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me? The 
Senator was one who disputed the J darer I made a moment 

. I quote from Johnson vs, McIntosh, 8 Wheaton, 543, as 

quoted literally in 1 Story on the Constitution. 

Mr. TELLER. I will let the Senator read the syllabus. That 
will be the best wa: 


Mr. ALLEN, The syllabus is not here. Ibis simply the body 


“ii, TELLER. 

Mr. Read the body of the opinion, then. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not had time to read the whole opinion 
over, but I will read ane parngzarh, To-morrow after I have 
looked it through I will more of it. In ing of how titles 
were treated in the United States during the colonial days the 
court says: 

It has never been objected to this, or to any other similar 
tilde aswell oa i — —ê e 
passed nothing on that account. 

Distinctly recognizing title to possession. 

Mr. TELLER, I will let the Senator present himself to-morow 
or some other day with this simple statement on my part, that the 
Supreme Court of the United States repeatedly declared that the 
fee was in the Government and the possession was with the In- 
dians. The case of the Caoa People ra 1 of ores: 
occurring many years ago, e case to w supposed ti 
Senator from Nebraska alluded. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Worcester vs, The State of 
eorgia. 

Mr. TELLER. That, I think, is the case, but it was a question 
of Cherokee title. 

Mr. ALLEN. This is the case I had in my mind. 

Mr. TELLER. No matter what that title was, I do not re 
that asa precedent, This is a matter that I do not care about 
discussing now, because it does not enter into this question. 

Iunderstand that; but I think the Senator will, 
Senator and three or four others here 
immediately denied the proposition—— 

Mr. TEL . Ideny it now, but I do not intend to debate it, 
When the Senator takes up the authorities, he will be convinced. 
He will read them to-morrow. I do not want to keep the Senate 
here to discuss that question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iread them twenty years ago. They have never 
changed in that time. 

Mr. TELLER. They recognize that the Indians have a title, but 
it is not a title they can sell to anybody else. There is some In- 
dian land that has a fee where we issue patents to them in the 
Indian Territory, but the Indians who roam and had nothing but 
a treaty never a fee. However, they had a title of such a 
character that we ought to have bought it, a possessory title, 
But we did not buy it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In the tribe. 

Mr. TELLER. In the tribe and not in the Indians. e 

Mr. ALLEN. Nobody ever claimed it to be a title in individ- 
uals, It was a property in common. But where the Indian tribes 
had a definite territory in their ion, they had a title to that 
property as complete as any white man by deed. 

. TELLER. Oh, they had no fee. I do not speak nnadvis- 
mas Bie this subject. 
. ALLEN. Nor do I speak unadvisedly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator certainly speaks improperly, if he 
does not unadyisedly—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I speak from what I have read. 

Mr. TELLER. Because that is not the law touching this case. 
As I said, it has nothing to do with it. We bought these Indians 
out. We are dealing now not with the Indian, but with the set- 
tler, and it is a question whether we are to give to the settler the 
land or whether we will not, because that is what it amounts to, 
The settler will not pay for it; he ought not to pay for it. He can 
not pay for it and he ought not to be required. I think the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska agrees with us on that proposition. 

Mr. President, this is all I wish to say, except that I regret on 
the last day of the fiscal year we are compelled to yield this 
amendment. Iam not going to bring any accusation against the 
committee. I un d from what the committee say it was 
deemed that the bill would fail before the House would yield on 


that simple proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN „Mr. President, Iam not going to consume the 
time of the Senate to-night because my proposition of law has been 
disputed. I long since learned not to take the word of an adver- 
sary upon a proposition of law, or to take his construction of it, 
but to take my own; and no lawyer can practice law successfully 
who does not do so. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held—and I say it 
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is undisputed and indisputable—that the possession and the fee 


title of the North American Continent was in the possession of the 
Indians when captured or when discovered and first settled by the 
white man, : 

That title was extinguishable, and was extinguished, in one of 
two ways—by conquest or by cession through the instrumentality 
of a treaty. That much for that proposition of law, which I am 
willing to meet Senators upon any time it may become germane 
to the discussion. I admit that it was a little abstract when 1 in- 
jected it into the discussion in which we are now engaged, but 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] had said, and repeated 
it, I think, for the third time, when I interrupted him, that the 
Indians never had any title to land, that it was simply a poea 
sory right, of a shadowy or nebulous character at that, and I did 
not think that a great question of real estate law should pass in 
the Senate with a Do dere ye or statement of that kind. 

Mr. TELLER. ould not the Senator call a possessory right a 
title of some character? 

= ALLEN. A possessory right simply is not a fee right or 
title. 

Mr. TELLER, Ofcourse. That is what we mean. 

Mr. ALLEN. It may be an easement; it may be a perpetual 
easement; it may be an easement which is determinable by some 
event, 

Mr. SPOONER. A perpetual easement to a tract of land would 
be Nog nea a title, would it not? 

r. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean to a whole tract? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. A man might have a perpetual ease- 
ment for agricultural purposes, and yet the owner of the fee have 
a right, an indisputable right, for mining and other purposes, and 
the two titles be absolutely consistent and the two possessions con- 
sistent; and that the courts have held hundreds of times; and I 
have never heard it before disputed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not want the Senator to think that I was 
a Soar A that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I modify the remark, then. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator did not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I onlysay that it is a considerable title which 
gives a man and his heirs forever a right of ion. 

Mr. ALLEN, For instance, and to illustrate, I call to mind 
now a case which happened in the State so ably represented by the 
Senator in charge of this bill [Mr. ALLISON], a case happening in 
the city of Keokuk—and, as I begin to about these matters, 
I can call them up by the hundred—but the city of Keokuk had a 

rpetual easement over certain land for street pepon, an in- 
8 easement, and vet the court—and I think it was 
the Supreme Court of the United States—held that the owner of 
the fee retained the right to mine coal under that street and 
retained the reversionary interest. 

If you come to examine the books, you will find cases - by the 
ER ie and almost by the thousand without dispute. So it is 
that any people in ion, in absolute, open, and exclusive 
possession, of the land, a tribe or nation of people, are always held 
to own the soil on which they live, for a fee title carries every- 
thing above and everything below thesurface until some other na- 
tion or tribe acquires the title of that 5 a transfer of some 
kind or by armed conquest and excludes the occupants from it. 
I say there is not a law book written in the po language that 
rd Ms a doctrine different from that, and there is not a court 
whose opinion is worth having that ever held the contrary doc- 
trine. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Senators all around me say No,“ but the 
Senator from Nebraska says Les.“ Does the Senator contend 
that after the adoption of the Constitution of the United States 
the tribal title of the Indians throughout the country was a fee 
title? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido, to every foot of territory they occupied as 
a tribe. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis a question aside from the subject we 
are considering. 

Mr. ALLEN, I have been trying to get away from it as rap- 
idly as I could. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I can help the Senator to do so, I shall be 
very glad. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator will find it very difficult 
to get away from it. 

. ALLEN. I will say to the Senator, in all seriousness, that 
I will forfeit readily for any charitable purpose $100 if he will 
forfeit a like sum in case I do not demonstrate the truthfulness of 


m a h : 
5 NER. I do not think I would get into a bet with the 
Senator about it. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Well, I would bet; Iam not so good that I would 
not do that under some circumstances. 
Mr. SPOONER, The Senator would enlist, perhaps, if I would, 


[Laughter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I will do that. 

Mr. President, I will pass from this somewhat abstract question, 
a question which is none the less interesting and worthy of the 
study of intellectual gentlemen, to the simple proposition of re- 
cession from this amendment. 

I am interested in maintaining this amendment to this bill, and 
I can not understand why there should be any hesitancy to hold 
the free-homes amendment on the bill. It seems unfortunate that 
when we amend a bill we have got to constantly struggle to re- 
tain our amendments. All the hostility which comes to the 
amendments comes from the House of Representatives, and our 
committees have receded and receded and receded, session after 
session, until it seems to be taken as a part of the unwritten law 
of Congress that whenever the conferees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives 8 vigorously, there is but one thing to do, and 
that is for the Senate committee to take to cover. 

Mr. President, this free-homestead measure is right; and no 
man can dispute it. It was said here a moment ago that the title 
to these lands was procured from the Indians—and I might say 
parenthetically that it is rather singular that we procured title 
from the Indians if they did not have title to procure—and that 
the Government sold these lands for fixed prices, intending and 
expecting to reimburse itself for money expended. Let that be 
granted; that is true; there is no dispute about that. 

pas the strength of that it is said these lands were sold to the 
settlers who are now on them. That statement is true. But, 
Mr. President, conditions have changed. Are we to deal with 
the settlers on these public lands as one man would deal with 
another respecting a matter of private business or the transfer of 
private title? I certainly think not. 

Weare legislating, or presumably, at least, we are legislating, 
for the benefit of settlers on those lands as well as for the benefit 
of the settlers elsewhere; and when it is made to appear that 
100,000 families of those settlers, who have been occupying Indian 
lands for five or six years, will, unless a provision of this kind is 
adopted, be driven from their homes and become charges upon 
the remainder of the nation in one form or another; when it is 
made to appear that these people for five or six years have given 
their best energies to the building up of those sections, constructing 
homes, cpening farms, building schools and churches and towns; 
when it is made to appear that they will be driven from those 
lands, and that all their labor and all their money put into im- 
provements will be lost, it seems to me there ought to be no hesi- 
tancy about adopting and adhering to a measure of this character. 

It seems like pulling eyeteeth to get a little measure of justice 
of this kind for this class of people. Senators willstand here and 
contend as though this were a court of a justice of the peace, that 
3 le entered into a contract and that they must be re- 
qui : to live up to that contract, whether they have the means 
or not. 


Mr. President, we are making laws, not enforcing them; and 
presumably we make laws in consequence of equitable circum- 
stances calling for their adoption. Here is a vast body of our 
citizens who are unfortunate, 100,000 families at least who have 
faced the perils and the dangers of ponn life, who have gone 
upon these bleak prairies and established homes, and because they 
have been unfortunate for lack of sufficient rainfall in the pro- 
duction of crops, in the obtaining of means to sustain themselves 
and to meet their obligations, they are to be turned out of their 
homes and lose the money and labor they have. put upon their 
8 without any compensation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
= question is on agreeing to the report of the committee of con- 

erence. 

The report was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives in reference to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10691) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and 
EAA for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. ; ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the bill disagreed to 1 7 the House of Representatives 
and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to 


By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, 
Mr ALLISON, and Mr, COCKRELL were appointed. 


1898, 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution were ee. Tead 
2 by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 


‘airs: 
A bill (H. R. 6149) to authorize the Secretary of War to exer- 
cise a tion in certain cases; 
A bill (H. R. 10051) to increase the number of post quarter- 
_ master- ts in the United States Army; y 
A bill (A. R. 10693) directing the enlistment of cooks in the 
ar and Volunteer Armies of the United States; and : 
joint resolution (H. Res. 270) to correct an omission relative 
to signal officers on the staff of corps commanders. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
July 1, 1898, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 30, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved, 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 
on the Indian appropriation bill. 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 


votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to che fall (f. fl. 6896) making appropria- 


e from its d ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, II, 14, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 
6 66, 67, 68, and 69, and agree to 


same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment strike out the word 
only; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered u: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 
“and one of whom may be located by the Secretary of the Interior in the 
Indian Territory, and under his direction and authority may pens an 
duties required by law of said Secretary relating to affairs in said Territory;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out, in line 4of said amendment, the words 
“agent for said Indians“ and insert in lieu thereof the words “Secretary of 
the Interior; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word “Interior,” in line 4 
of said amendment, and insert in lieu of the matter stricken out the follow- 
ing: . $5,000, to be immediately available;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: t the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and — to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word “Interior,” in line 4 of 
said amendment, and insert in lieu of the matter stricken out the following: 
“$5,000, to be immediately available; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inse: by said amendment in- 


sert the 9 
Fox the erection at the Puyallup Indian Agency School, Washington, of 
a new boys’ dormitory and a building for dining room, kitchen, and laundry, 


$10,000; and for water system, sewerage, and minor and improve- 
ments, $10,000; in all, $20,000." 

‘And the Senate ca shoe to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to theamendment of the Senate numbered 28, and to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inse: by said amendment 
insert the following: x 3 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby directed to examine into 
and report to Congress, at its next session, upon the practicability and desir- 
ability and cost of establishing an Indian industrial school on the Fort Keogh 
Mili Reservation, in the State of Montana.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: A shall be allowed from the United States courts 
in the Indian Territo to the Supreme Court of the United States to 
either party, in all citizenship cn tae in all cases between either of the 
Five Civilized Tribes and the Uni States involving the constitutionality 
or validity of any legislation affecting citizenship, or the allotment of lands, 
in the Indian Territory, under the rules and regulations governin e 
prior to 


to said court in other cases: Provided, That a in cases decid 
this act must be perfected in one hundred an wenty days from its $ 
and in cases d ed subsequent thereto, within sixty days from final perp — 


ment; but in no such case shall the work of the commission to the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes be enjoined or suspended by any proceeding in, or order of, any 


foll 
blic å 
ning of 
said 
ha 
used 
to 


court, or of any judge, until after final judgment in the Suprem 
the United States. case of a as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the 
Supreme Court to advance such cases on the docket and dispose of the 
as early as possible;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment; 

the Senate agree to the same. 4 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the same with an 


Monday. in December, i 
stricken out the following: day of April, 1809; “ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and 


5 and the Senate yp — 

That the House recede its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
**$3,000;"’ and the Senate a; to the same. 

Amendment numbered : 
ary eA as follows: In lieu of the matter by said amendment in- 
se e follo : 

“The right is hereby granted to cut timber for mining and domestic pur- 
poses, at such prices and subject to such regulations as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, from that portion of the Colville Indian Rese 
vation in the State of Washington which was vacated and restored to the 
public domain by the act of July 1, 1892, entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
opening of a of the Colville Reservation, inthe State of Washington, and 
for other purposes,’ and the net proceeds arising from the tion of said 
timber shall be set apart and disposed of according to the provisions of section 
2 of said act of July 1, 1892, but primarily the expense incident to disposing of 

timber, including compensation of such t as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall appoint, shall be paid out of an appropriation for 
the survey and allotment of said lands and shall be reimbursed and replaced 
from the proceeds arising from the disposition of the timber. 

“The Indian allotments in severalty prora for in said act shall be se- 
lected and 5 at the earliest practicable time, and not later than six 
months after the proclamation of the President opening the 
of said reservation to settlement and entry, whi 
the survey of the unsurveyed lands therein. Said 
e from lands which shall at the time of the selection 
tled to allotment under 


sued without awaitin: 


allotments shall be 


ve been allotted to Indians as aforesaid shall be subject to settlement. 
entry, and disposition under the act of July 1, 1892: Provided, That the land 
and occupied for school pu: at what is known as Tonasket School, 

on Bonapart and the site of the sawmill, gristmill, and other mill prop- 
erty on said reservation are hereby reserved from the operation of this act, 
unless other lands are selected in lieu thereof, as provided in section 6 of the 
aforesaid act of July 1, 1892." 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out, in line 2 of said amendment, the word 
“availability ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ practicability;" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreem 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and to the same with 
amendments as follows: In line 2 of said amendment strike out the words 
80 req and inline 20 strike out the sum named and insert in lieu 
thereof **$40,000;” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

For ascertaining the depth of the bed rock at a place on the Gila River, in 
Gila one A Ariz., known asthe Buttes, and particularly described in Senate 
Document No. 27, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, and for ascertaining 
the feasibility, and estimating in detail the cost, of the construction of a dam 
across the river at that point for purpose of irrigating the Sacaton Reserva- 
tion, and for ascertaining the average daily flow of water in the river at that 
poet, Pee or so much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be ex- 
pana by the Director of the United States Geological Survey, under the 

ection of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That nothing herein 
shall be construed as in any way committing the United States to the con- 
struction of saiddam. And said tor also ascertain and report upon 
os ey and cost of the Queen Creek project mentioned in said Senate 
ocument.“ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its di ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter stricken out and inserted by 
said amendment insert the ora 

“That the settlers who pu with the condition annexed of actual 
settlement on all ceded Indian reservations be, and they are hereby, granted 
an extension to July 1, 1900, in which to make payments as now provided by 


ent 


And the Senate —— to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add, after the word provision.“ at the end of the 
section, the following: : Provided. That so much of the appropriations herein 
made as may be required to pay for goods and supplies, for expenses incident 
to their purchase, and for transportation of the same, for the year ending 
June 3), 1899, shall be immediately available; but no such goods or oe 
shall be distributed or delivered to any of said Indians prior to July 1, 1808; 
and the Senate agree to the same. $ 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and agreeto the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert before the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment the following: * Sec. 10; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: 

“Sec. 11. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay, out 
of the appropriation of the act of Congress of June 7, 1597, such of the Greak 
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constructive, of irregulari 
held by the iara — ee bead 


conference 
sig od verbal amendments in the tex 
line 20, strike out the 


d 
out the word word last;“ on 
line out the word “twenty-cighth” and insert in lieu 
thereof te word “twenty-ninth,” and on same strike out the 


M. COCER 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S er, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HULL, The Committee on Rules gave the Committee on 
Military Affairs two days in which to consider bills reported from 
that committee. I got the im e from the Committee on 
A the report was made that the two days meant two 
full 

The SPEAKER. How many hours? 

Mr. HULL. That would depend on how long the House sat. 
I simply want to know whether the session of yesterday closed the 

power of the Committee on Military Affairs, under the rule 
+ ted by the House? 

arr STAREN The Chair thinks it did. The Clerk will pro- 


SHERMAN. [ask unanimous consent that the statement 
. ee ee be omi 

The SPEAKER. gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to omit it oe 3 of the conference topari and 
substitute therefor the statement of the House conferees. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


Statement oj eee to accompany report of conference committee on 
5 6 


hereafter, and from 38 the House and Senate ving the entire 
provision out of the bill. 

Amendment numbered 4 provides that the President may detail Army 
officers as Indian at such as, in his the 
ence of an Army officer. This been the law to when it was 

to compel the President to It would seem that 
the civil branch of the civil officers 


inspectors, it is ex: 
— deci inte additional duties devolved u by 
3 as to the Indian Territory and, at the same time, relieve 
ai ee the duties they now have in that Territory. One, it is 
expected, will be detailed by the Secretary to perform the duties for which 
special penen iandae have heretofore been provided, and also to assist in 
RRE field work, and Bi 1 the terms of 3 t the third is to be a 


Practical ut in charge of irrigation w 
‘Amendments $ and 9 are the lager on cer — the appropriation 
made n 1 rtan of No. 5. 
Amendment 10 iy protects the Government any claim by rea- 
son of overflow the construction of 
The of the to which No. 11 ap; was first inserted when 
Dakota was a Territory, and now that the Te tory has become two States, 
both should be named in the section. It entails no additional aor aig em 
Dakota from . eee caer „ f th 
ex ap of the 
or fia Tone ki . Dilley e e It years sin 5 
ence ven the ad visa restoring also prohibits sabia 
pEi minta numbered 11 does not 


increase the pporopeiation, ba 
C in the discretion 8 
ee terior.” 


The necessity for the a gu gory eis for amendments 15 and 16 
seemed so u 5 aa aon ee reports, that the amounts 


were incre: to conform to such recommendatio: 
‘A gradual rednetion of 20 per cent per annum of the a riation for 
8 ugura some years ago. That pr a. 


not during 


— . plant at the Genoa School was expended the fiscal 
and amendment 21 simply — — the amount 107 8 the original p — 


to finish certain work in progress at the Grand 

6 b PE o appropriation for 
J erde ye grie School Towa, a and ameng: 
ment 26 simply changes the amount of the total sme 


ment 25. 
Amendment 27 8 for 8 the ee for which was 


Schoo! 


stated in detail to erence by the senior Senator from 
Wi m, and by 


committee 

8 by a Department report made subsequent to the passage ot 
the bill in the House. 2 
Amendment numbered 28, as amended by the conference makes no 


report, 
ap tion, vides foran examination as to the feasibility of 
ee winara an bea! Letter bred an Indian school. 


Amendments numbered 29, — 81, and 3 make the membership of the so- 
called “Dawes Commission” four instead of three, as provided by the bill 
wine left the House, and kesthe necessary changes in amount of appro- 


5 34 and 35 authorize the employment of ppg wiped by said 
wes ion and the payment of 3 em 1 


ed to simply provides for appen or appeals in cities ip and 


Amendment 39 extends the time within which an irrigation company may 

complete a work in p progres, 
Amendment 40 provides for an investigation by an Indian inspector and a 
Congress in reference to improvements on the 


report to the next session of 
Reservation. No appropriation is 


Sn 5 
o. 41 increases by $5,000 the a tion for the Crow and Flathead Com- 
8 and 42 limits the life of that commission to April 1, 1899 
No. 43 provides for a resurvey of the boundary lines of the Klamath In- 
dian Reservation with a view to a final determination of the coatora of 
kegs in reference thereto; and 44 provides for negotiations through 
an Indian inspector with the Klamath Indians for the relinquishment of 
whatever right ot, interest they ay have. 
Amendments 45 and 46 provide for certain surveys and the inspection 
— which the Department informs the conference committee are ad- 


"No, ia propries, 000 to continue the service of a ee to 
ntend the of the Puyallup Indian Reservatio 
„ fort the continuance of a work in peers the Dachy for 
5 rt from the Departm: 
No. 51 opens the south half of Colville Reservation fi tor mineral en 
No. 52 permits the cutting of timber on the north half of the Colville 


of the Interior to make investigation as 
„ 3 
and to be paid for out of the 


No. 5t emits thoempl ment of aspecial attorne to prosecute the claims 
Roce ei : 


32 55 authorizes the expenditure of $40,000 in assembling Indians at the 
on — om of eee , the purpose of illustrating the past and present condi- 
race. 


No. 56 authorizes the aanu W Nerv., to acquire title to 


town sites by due process, the ts therefrom to de ted in the 
Treasury to to tho erent eech end for the bet — the Pinte to Be, deposi 


it the Senate recedes 
g to two years the time 
under which . make the payments provided by law. 
e e- y changes of the numbers of the sec sec- 
tions of the bill petra Kea 

. immediately a e the appropriation for trans- 


No. 66 g to sell the same and 


dians warrant, to pay in eres RE 


No. 70 directs 
and 3 


Weihe — force, to in 
e Crow Reservation in 


rk remo the Northern Cheyenne 
tana, and in detail the ne of 


vestigation. 
. the validity of the unpaid Creek 
warrants, opine mon be paid out of the Cree Creek fund, and where 
said CCC innocent 
parties directs their payment: 


1 the appropriation carried by the hil by Reante 
amendments is $157,400. 
The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the conference 


report. 
e conference report was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr.S , I call up from the Speaker's table 
the deficiency bill, and I to move that the House nonconcur 
in all the Senate AE and request a conference with the 
Senate. Before that motion is put, I desire to state that the bill 
is incr in round numbers $10,000,000. Eight millions is for 
war, or for war purposes, and the other two millions cover 
many items which I have not had time to closely examine, some 
of which are proper, possibly some not warranted by the public 
service. 

There is also among the Senate amendments a proposition to 
fund the Central Pacific Railroad debt and create a commission 
composed of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the Attorney-General, and to authorize the exten- 
sion of time for ten years, in twenty semiannual payments of the 
amount, giving this commission plenary er In the premises, 
with the limitation of the approval of the President, and to make 
such provisions within the limitation as it seems proper. Ihave 
not had time to carefully examine it, but I will ask the House to 
adopt the motion to nonconcur in all these BOMARDI and let it 
go to erence, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. We shall desire a separate vote on the Pacific 


1898. 


Railroad funding amendment which has been added, and we do 
not want any proceedings now that will cut off debate upon that 
measure, e think it ought to have a reasonable debate in the 


House. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say in reply to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, that it is a proposition of so much importance, coming, as 
it does, by the way of a Senate amendment, that while I have 
a conviction that there one to be legislation touching it, I will 
ask that this morning, without debate, nonconcurrence be had in 
that as well as the other amendments, stating to the House that I 
do not believe it ought to be agreed to one way or the other in 
conference until after the matter is reported 
and the House has had an opportunity, with such reasonable de- 
bate as is proper, to express itself as to whether there should be 
any legislation; and if so, what legislation. 

Mr. GUIRE. I understand the chairman agrees to that as 
far as he is concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if I amin charge of the bill, I have no 
2 ä will agree with me as to the course that will 

pursu 

Mr. MAGUIRE. With that understanding, I do not desire to 
delay the matter in going to conference. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I understood the gentleman from 
Illinois, the chairman of the committee, to say that there were 
some alleged items of war necessity. I want to ask if it is his 
opinion that these items referred to are not real war necessities? 

Mr. CANNON. I have no reason to suppose that the eight 
millions put on by the Senate amendment are not for real war 
urposes. It is almost impossible with the many iti to 
Manila, and to the West Indies, and the different projects in pros- 
t to 75 any accurate estimate ofthe cost of this service. We 
ve three sets of estimates before this bill was passed by the 
House. With the time that has elapsed, and the ny necessity 
the Government is under to carry on the war, I th it entirel 
likely that the eight millions represent real necessity for expend- 
iture, or at least funds that should be available, but I do not 
want to express a positive opinion about that, but will ascertain, 
so that whatever occasion may be had for ratification by the 
House, the House can act as intelligently as may be in light of the 
information obtained by its conference. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I understand upon these items 
the House would have an opportunity to have a separate vote? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not want to put that too broadly. Of 
course the House could vote down the conference report. If it 
should appear to the conferees, after fulland careful inquiry, that 
the $8,000,000, or any proportion thereof, was really required for 
genuine war expenditures, as we are now approaching the time 
when we can adjourn and get away from here until December, it 
is likely that the conferees would close the matter up in confer- 
ence, and of course the House would have the full power to accept 
or reject the conference report. But the matter of the Pacific 
Railway fund stands differently. That is a matter of such uni- 
versal interest that it seemed to be proper to say what I did to the 
gentleman from California, that there should be no agreement on 
the part of the House conferees until the matter was reported 
back and the House had an Ca! nae to register its will. 

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand, the effect of the Senate 
amendment is that the Government shall not accept less than the 
whole amount of the debt with interest. 

Mr. CANNON. The whole amount of the debt with interest, 
and on the 5 3 per cent. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, there have come 
here so many protests t certain items in this bill which dis- 
criminate against certain interests of the country, particularly 
interests which I a ing on the Pacific coast, that, having pro- 
pounded these queries to my friend from Illinois, I desire to state 
that all the items which are n for the prosecution of the 
war I want to support, but all those which are not for the prose- 
cution of the war but which come here under the guise of war 
claims, and which discriminate against the Pacific coast and its 
interests, I wish to oppose. A 

Mr. CANNON.. Of course, the gentleman, either by opposition 
to the conference report asa whole or by singling out particular 
items, can have the opportunity of making known his desire in 
the premises. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
man from Illinois to nonconcur in the amendments of the 
and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Cannon, 
— NORTHWAY, and Mr. SAYERS as conferees on the part of the 

ouse, 


ntle- 
nate 


ADJOURNMENT OVER FOURTH OF JULY. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I movethat when the House adjourns to- 
morrow, it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. It seems desirable 
that this matter should be settled now, so that members may make 
their plans for the Fourth of July. 


back to the House | Jul: 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would prefer that the pone 
man should postpone this motion until a little later in the day, or 
possibly until to-morrow. This being the last ber of the fiscal 

ear, I shall in a few moments submit a report on thesundry civil 
ill, which I hope may become a law to-day; if not, a joint reso- 
lution extending the various ba an ara will be necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think my friend from Illinois does not 
comprehend my motion. It does not interfere with the session of 
to-morrow, but merely provides that when we adjourn to-morrow 
it shall be till Tuesday next. Present action on this matter is de- 
sirable, so that members may make their plans for the Fourth of 


N. , 
i = isa spe I 1 ray probable Sats Lee later 
in the day the motion o gentleman may appear a 
one; but none of us would desire to dispense with the Saturday : 
session if by sitting on that day we can close up the deficiency 
Mr. HENDERS N. If the chairman of the Committee on A 
1 has any reason for wishing that this motion be with- 


, I will not 
Mr. CANNON, I would be gs if the gentleman would with- 
will do so. 


draw the motion for the 
Mr. ERSON. 
The SPEAKER. The motion is withdrawn. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had with amendments, the bill 
(H. R. 10691) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1898, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested. 

The m announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was as ceria 

8. R. 178. Joint resolution to carry out the recommendations 
of the President of the United States touching certain officers of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service; and 

S. R. 179. Joint resolution tendering the thanks of Con to 
Asst. Naval Constructor Richmond Pearson Hobson and to the 
volunteer crew of the Merrimac and authorizing the transfer of 
Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson from the construction corps 
to the line of the United States Navy. S 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CANNON submitted a conference report, which was read, 
as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreein 


votes of the two Houses 


on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8428) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil mses of the t for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have been unable to agree. 
J. G. CANNON, 
WM. A. STONE, 
JOSEPH D. SA 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON. 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate. Yesterday a similar 
report to this was presented. We then met the Senate conferees 
and told them frankly the position of the House, and the discus- 
sion which had been had here, and the unanimous vote of the House 
touching the five items in controversy. As we were not at liberty 
to consent to a proposition that the House recede, the Senate con- 
fereessaid, Well, we will haveanother disagreement.” Of course, 
we can always agree to di e.” Now, unless the House has 
changed its views touching t matters, I ask that it further 
insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendments. Then it 
will be for the Senate, upon being informed of our action, to re- 
cede from its amendments or to take whatever other course may 
seem to it proper. 

The motion of Mr. Cannon that the House further insist on its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF REPORT ON COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call up from the Speakers table a 
concurrent resolution of the House with Senate amendments, 

Several Regular order! 

The SPEAKER, This is the regular order. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to t for distri- 
bution by the Department of State 5,000 copies of Commercial Relations, 1896 
and 1897, and in se form 10,000 copies of the Review of the World's 
Commerce, and so forth, being part of said Commercial Relations. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

After the word “ Relations.“ in line 5, insert and 500 copies for the use of 
the Senate and 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives.” 

After the word “forth,” in line 8. insert 500 copies for the use of the Sen- 
ate and 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives.” 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur | mittee on Banking and Currency have not directed him to offer 


in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to, 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK, 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker's table 
the bill S. 3414, and ask its adoption at this time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman submits that 
motion, I desire to know if that bill is y on the Speaker’s ta- 
ble, or if it is in the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the table, 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that it has been before the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency; and if so, I make the point of 
order that the bill is not on the table and can not be called up in 
this way. 

The SPEAKER, This bill has not been before the commit- 


tee 
Mr. BAILEY, I was so informed by a member of the commit- 
toe. 


The SPEAKER. The misapprehension arose, perhaps, from the 
fact that the clerk allowed the bill to be examined and compared 
by members of the committee. 

Mr. COX. U rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
the facts in connection with this bill. Now, a bill like this—a bill 
of the same effect and having the same objects in view—came 
before the Committee on Banking and Currency and was reported 
back to the House. While that bill was here, before the com- 
mittee, the Senate passed a bill of the same oe? character 

The SPEAKER, Substantially the same bill? 

Mr. COX. Les, the same bill. 

Now, when that Senate bill came back to the House it went to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and thereupon the 
committee reported it back as a Senate bill and as a substitute 
for the original bill introduced by the committee, 

Now I raise the point—these are the facts in connection with the 
matter—I raise the point that this bill can not occupy the position 
of privilege that the gentleman seems desirous of giving toit. I 
can not see how it is privileged under the circumstances. There 
is no dispute about the facts. They are just as I have stated them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to understand the facts 
fully in reference to the matter. As the Chair has understood, 
the House committee passed a bill substantially the same as that 
which is now presented to the House for its consideration, a bill 
which was passed by the Senate, 

Mr. COX. If the Chair will pardon me, the bill that came be- 
fore the committee and was reported to the House from the Com- 
es on Banking and Currency of the House was not the Senate 


The SPEAKER. No; the Chair did not mean to so intimate; 
but the House bill is substantially the same, as the Chair under- 
stands, as the Senate bill. Is that correct? 

Mr. COX. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that it is substantially 
the same. That bill was reported from the Committee on Banking 
and Currency of the House. But it is lying there for action, and 
the Senate passed their bill—an entirely different bill. Their bill 
came over here finally and was sent to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. Thereupon that committee rted that Senate 
bill as a substitute for the original bill of the House. I have the 
facts before me, if the Chair will allow me a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. The point of order, I think, Mr. Speaker, has 
not been disposed of yet. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been and will not be disposed of 
until the Chair is in possession of the facts. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency had before them the bill H. R. 7341. That bill provided 
for a special charter of an international American bank. The con- 
sideration of the matter was referred to a subcommittee, and they 
reported back the bill with instructions, or the recommendation, 
that it Should become a general law. 

While this matter was so pending before the House and in the 
committee, the Senate a bill making a general law cover- 
ing the subject, and the Committee on Banking and Currency of 
the House a bill—or recommended a bill—identical in its 
provisions, with instructions to substitute this identical bill for 
the pending bill. The original bill was the bill H. R. 7341, and 

the substitute bill covering the same ground is the bill H. R. 10807. 
` The Senate bill comes over from the Senate and is lying upon 
the table, and under the rules I am instructed to call up the 
Senate bill, there being an identical bill or a bill substantially 
identical now upon the Calendar, No. 10807, reported from the 
Committee on mgran and Currency. And under those instruc- 
tions I call up Senate bill 3414. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Connecticut permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY, I should like toask the gentleman if the Com- 


certain amendments to the Senate bill? 

Mr. HILL. Lar | have. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then will the gentleman tell the House how it 
could be that a committee of the House could consider amend- 
ments to a bill without ever in the bill before them? 

Mr. HILL. The amendments that are to be offered are to be 
offered to the substitute that the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency have reported. 

Mr. BAILEY. Offered to the Senate bill? 

Mr. HILL. To the substitute that the Committee on Banking 
and Currency have reported, and if the gentleman will read the 
report he will see that there is no parliamentary complication. 

r. BAILEY, Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to make this sug- 
gestion: That the rules of this House prescribe an order of business, 
and the fourth order of business every morning is the di of 
business on the Speaker's table. That must be disposed of by lay- 
ing it before the House or by reference to a committee, Iam 
aware that a different practice has grown up, of which I am not 
disposed to complain, as to bills about which there is absolutely 
no objection; but se a bill of this kind the rule ought to be 
strictly observed. This bill passed the Senate on the 17th day of 
June—nearly two weeks ago. It came in the usual course of busi- 
ness between the two Houses here, was delivered to this House, 
and was laid on the Speaker's table. 

Now, the regular, the usual, and the only course permissible, 
where the question is raised, was for the Speaker to lay that bill 
before the House, or to refer it toa committee. Asa matter of 
fact, the Committee on Banking and Currency was not then ready 
to prae with the consideration of that bill; but in order to en- 
able them to take it up out of its order, in violation of the rules of 
the House, they applied to the Speaker’s clerk to hold that bill 
upon the Speaker's table. 

This is no criticism against the clerk, who is a very capableand 
excellent gentleman, and although this has been done repeatedly, 
it can not be done where the question is raised. And I submit 
that on a bill of this importance, not only is it our right, but it is 
our duty, to insist upon a strict enforcement of the rule. If it 
were some question against which no gentleman would raise ob- 
jection, and where there was unanimous agreement that it ought 
to pass, then it would be practically a unanimous consent that 
that course might be pursued. 

But on a bill of this kind, which a large number of gentlemen 
believe to be ben À important, and which some of us believe 
exceeds the power of Congress, we have a right to insist, and I do 
insist, that it shall takethe regular course. It was not taken from 
the Speaker's table when it came to the House, and can not be 
kept upon the Speaker's table to accommodate the convenience of 
5 or of the committee, and I insist that this bill can not 

called up in this way, but that it must be referred to the com- 
mittee which has jurisdiction of the subject. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to this fact: 
If that bill has been kept on the Speaker's table, as my memory 
serves me, it has not been done by publicannouncement on this floor; 
because if that announcement had been made there would have 
been insistence that it should be referred to the proper committee. 
Now, if the bill has been kept on the S creel table—and I do 
not mean to charge anything or to make any insinuations, be- 
cause I am not competent to make insinuations about a matter of 
that kind—if you have kept it on the Speaker's table by arrange- 
ment with the clerk, I ask the gentleman from Connecticut p 
HII LI if he does not think he ought to give the members of the 
committee full notice of his application? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to have the House un- 
derstand what the course of practice was intended by the ru!e to 
be which the Chair intends to follow and has intended to follow. 
There is a provision that two classes of bills may be taken from 
the Speaker’s table. One is House bills with Senate amendments 
which do not have to go to the Committee of the Whole, and the 
other is Senate bills substantially the same as House bills ney 
favorably reported by committees of the House, and not requi 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, the reason for having those bills left upon the Speaker's 
table, to be disposed of by the House without reference to a com- 
mittee, was that House bills with Senate amendments would not 
be a surprise to any member of the House, because they had 
already passed through the House and been amended by the Sen- 
ate, and therefore were in a favorable condition to be finished. 
Then, also, it was determined when the rule was adopted that 
whenever the Senate passed a bill which was not required to go 
to the Committee of the Whole, not involving an appropriation 
of money, that if a House committee had passed a similar bill 
and reported it favorably to the House, in that event, by notify- 
ing the Spreker, the Senate bill would be retained on the Speaker's 
table, to be acted upon whenever the matter came up in the regular 
order—that is, when there was not prior business superseding it, 
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Now, the question before us is, Is this bill which is presented 
and which has been retained on the Speaker’s table, as the Chair 
presumes, because of some notification of that sor. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair finish. Is this a bill substan- 
tially the same as a bill which had already been reported by the 
Committee on Banking and Currency? 

Mr. BAILEY. If it will not interrupt the Chair, I want to call 
the Chair's attention to the fact that this report of the committee 
is dated the 27th day of June, and, therefore, the bill was not 
5 when the Senate bill was retained on the Speak - 
er's e. 

The SPEAKER. If it was not already reported, as the Chair 
was about to remark—if the House bill was not already reported, 
the Senate bill ought to have been referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency; and the point having been made it must 
be sustained. The Chair thinks the practice is a simple one. It 
it not a retention to oblige anybody, but simply a retention under 
the rules where notification has been given that a similar bill has 
been reported by the committee of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say that I make no criticism on the 
clerk, none at all; because I have requested the gentleman my- 
self, in a case where there was absolutely no objection, to retain 
the bill on the Speaker’s table; and I think the practice is a harm- 
less one in that respect. 

The SPEAKER, The object of the safeguards thrown about 
both these classes of bills was to prevent any surprise to the House 
by making a bill the regular order of which the House could not 
ed pomu to have any notice. The Clerk will present the next 


Mr. 8 I should like to make a single suggestion, if it is 
not too late. 

2 8 The Chair will hear the gentleman from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. HILL. The bill was passed by the Senate on Friday, the 
17th, I think, but it was Friday two weeks ago to-morrow. ter 
on the Committee on Banking and Currency bore. ge upon that 

uestion as to whether the bill should be i , and I was au- 

orized to report a substitute for the pen ng measure before 

the committee, and I had the authorization of the majority of the 
committee here to report that as a substitute to the pendin 
measure two days before the bill came from the Senate at all an 
was put upon the Speaker's table; and in view of that fact I do 
not claim, but simply present the fact to the consideration of the 
Chair; in view of that fact, it was entirely justifiable that the 
notice should be given and that the bill should remain on the 
Speaker's table. This letter which I wish to present, then, is au- 
thority for reporting it to the House. The matter was 
of by the committee, or by the majority of the committee. Pre- 
cisely the action which has been taken was ordered, and there 
was due notice given, and given 1 a majority of the committee, 
before the bill was even upon the er's table at all, or before 
it was reported from the Senate. Now, does that alter the situa- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. It does not alter the parliamentary situation, 
but oe ana the individual situation. 

Mr. CO That is all. - 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires that the bill shall have been 
23 reported, before the Senate bill reaches the Speaker's 
table. 

Mr. HILL. That is the decision? 

The SPEAKER. That is the decision. So far as the individual 
effort is cencerned, in regard to this bill, the gentleman had the 
right to ask to retain it in this way for a A pran decision, to see if 
his views on that point would be sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. In the call of committees the Committee on 
paning and Currency was passed over last time without preju- 

ice, 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their ap- 
propriate committees as indicated below: oe ; 

S. 4717. An act authorizing the use of typewriting machines for 
the recording of deeds and other instruments of writing in the 
office of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4807, An act directing the issue of duplicate of lost check 
drawn by C. C. Sniffen, major, United States Army, in favor of 
Fourth National Bank, New York City—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

S. 4812. An act to pay to J. and W. Seligman & Co. the sum of 
$1,794.56 for certain coupons detached from United States bonds, 
which said coupons were lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, 
sunk at sea March 14, 1886—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 4583. An act for the relief of the estate of Abel Adams, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S, 3414, An act to carry into effect the recommendations of the 


International American Conference by the incorporation of the 
International American Bank—to the Committee on Banking and 


cy. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. s 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

` 4713. An act relative to the Corps of Engineers of the Army; 
an 

S. 1035. An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. 

INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN BANK. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
10807) favorably reported by the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

a BAILEY. Whatisit, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman calls 
up 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10807) under direction of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10807) to carry into effect the recommendations of the Inter- 
national American Conference by the incorporation of the International 


The Clerk 3 to read the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
bill has not been reported. ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill was reported on the 27th day of June. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is the bill that they say is identical with 
the Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER. This is the bill that they say is identical with 


the Senate bill. 
The Clerk again proceeded to read the biil, 
Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to know if it is in order, under a call of 
committees, to raise the question of consideration against any bill 
pro by the committee? 

e SPEAKER. The impression of the Chair is—— 

Mr. HILL. I would like to make the parliamentary inquiry if 
the question of consideration can be raised after the reading of 
the bill has been begun? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can, and it can when the 
N been finished. In fact, perhaps it can not be raised 
nog en. The Chair thinks the question of consideration can 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I raise that question; but I 
desire to know if raising the question of consideration now would 
waive the further point that this bill is not of that special class 
that = be called up in the morning hour under the call of com- 
mittees 

The SPEAKER. It would waive that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I desire, first, to make the point that this 
does not belong to that class of bills that can be called up in the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Willthe gentleman from Texas state on what 
grounds? This is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. BAILEY. But I think improperly so. I have not been 
able to examine the bill, but in the first place it creates a corpo- 
ration, and for that reason I think it ought not to be on the House 
Calendar. Then my understanding is that it provides for the ap- 
pointment of certain officers, although I have not had time to ex- 
amine the bill with reference to that particularly. 

Mr. HILL. It creates no corporation; it permits a corporation 
to be formed, but it is not a specific and special charter and cre- 
ates no offices. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is a distinction without a difference. The 
present national-bank law does notcreate a corporation in a strict 
sense, but nobody doubts but that national banks are corpora- 
tions created under the law of the United States. Now, this bill 
names incorporators and names certain gentlemen upon whom it 
confers certain privileges. I think there can be no doubt but that 
it creates a corporation as much as the present national banking 
law creates a corporation. Further, this bill describes it as a cor- 
poration. In section 14 it says the president and cashier of said 
corporation shall at all times require,” etc. 

HILL. I do not know what bearing the facts stated by 
the gentleman from Texas have upon the question of considera- 
tion. The bill designates certain gentlemen to do certain things, 
and any other twelve citizens of the United States can do it, and 
the bill creates no offices and no charge upon the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. And again, Mr. Speaker, on page 29, section 38, 
it says ‘‘the co: tion hereby formed may go into liquidation 
and be closed with the written consent of the shareholders hold- 
ing two-thirds of the stock.” It is described all through as a cor- 
poration. 

Mr. HILL. And then supplemented in the last section but 
one by making it an absolutely general law. 
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Mr. MOODY. I think I can point out to the gentleman from 


Texas the exact status. The act has a double purpose. It forms | Allen, 


a ific corporation, and in section 31 it authorizes any other 


ey, 
citizens of the United States similar in number to the persons | Ball. 


named in the first section to form a similar ration; so it is a 
specific act of incorporation as well as a general law. 

Mr. BAILEY. So it is doubly objectionable, being both par- 
ticular and general. 


Bell, 
Mr. HILL. Objectionable in what sense? In a parliamentary | Bodine, 


sense or & personal sense? 
Mr. BAILEY. In the judgment of those who may oppose it. 


My attention is called ol end gentleman from Utah to another | Coc 


rovision that puts it ost entirely under the control of the 
eee artment and allows the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to ap- 
point a suitable person or ms to make an examination into 
the affairs of the bank. So it authorizes the appointment of an 
international bank examiner. 

Mr. HILL. At the Sage of the bank? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; the present national-bank examiner con- 
ducts his examination at the expense of the bank, but they are 
officers from the Government, appointed by the Government. 


Mr. HILL. I wish to remark that whatever objections the | 4 
3 from Texas may have, I do not see that the objections Baird 


names have anything to do with the question of consideration. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the further I read this bill, the 
clearer it becomes; and I want to say, in excuse of the desultory 
objections that I have made, that I had never ined it because 
I did not know it was coming up. It says that the person or per- 
sons so appointed by the Comptroller of the Currency to make the 
examination shall receive such compensation as the Comptroller of 
the Currency, with the pak eater of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
may fix, and it shall be collected just as the compensation for the 
examination of national banks is now collected—from the banks 
themselves. There is no doubt but that the examiners of the pres- 
ent national banks are officers of the United States, and so this bill 
creates and authorizes the appointment of a man in all respects 
similar to national-bank 


examiners. 
Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas Bre 


whether he thinks this bill comes under section 2 of Rule XIII, 
which says ‘‘a bill directly or indirectly appropriating money or 
property.” Wherein does this bill appropriate either money or 

perty? If it does not, of course it goes to the House 8 
Tf it is on the House Calendar, if can be called up on the call of 
committees. 

Mr. BAILEY. But if the Secretary of the Treasury appoints 
an officer, that involves as a of course a charge, and while 
the Treasurer may collect it from the bank or may authorize the 
examiner to collect from the bank, still he is an officer of the 
United States, whose a is fixed by the United States. 
F Mr. PAYNE. This bill makes no hare? against the United 

tates in any way, nor any appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this matter is governed by 
the third section of Rule XXIII, and he has not heard anything 
stated which would indicate that the bill paimi se to the Com- 
— of the Whole. The Chair therefore ov the point of 
order. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair holds that this bill properly belongs 
on the House Calendar, and can be called up in this way? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so holds. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I raise the question of consideration. 
1 SPEAKER, The question is, Will the House consider the 

? 

The 5 being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. BatLey)—ayes 70, noes 62. 

Mr. BAILEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 70, 
answered present“ 15, not voting 177; as follows: 


YEAS—83. 

Aldrich, Danford, Lacey, Ray, 
Alexander, Davenport, ves, 

old, Dorr, Linney, erman, 

bock. Ellis, . owalter, 

ham, Fenton, McCall, Smith, III. 
Bennett, Fischer, McCleary, Southard, 
Bingham, Fletcher; McClellan, TTY, 

op, Foote, McIntire, Stewart, N. J. 
Bromwell, Gardner, Mahany, e, W. A. 
Brown, Gibson. U; ogra 
Brownlow, Gillet, N. Y. Meekison, Van Voorhis, 
Burleigh, G t, Mass. Mercer, 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Warner, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Moody. Weaver, 
Cannon. Grow. Northway, W. ith, 
Chickering, Hager, O; 
Clark, Iowa Hemenway, Packer, White, N. C. 
Connell. Henderson. Parker, N. J. 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Payne, Wise, 
8 Howe. 8 To 

k Pearson, 8 
Howell, Perkins, 


Curtis. Ketcham, Powers, 
Dalzell, 85 Kirkpatrick, Pug 
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NAYS—70. 
De Graffenreid, Li = 
Bailey, De Vries, ne Robb, 
Baker, Ill. ore, Love, yers, 
Fleming, McCormick, 
Bankhead, Fox, McCulloch, Simpson, 
Barlow, Gaines, McDowell, Sims, 
Barthoidt, Gunn, McRae, Skinner, 
Bartlett, Hay, Maddox, Stallings, 
H „Tex Sark 
Brundidge, Howard, Ga. Maxwell, Sulzer, 
Hunt Meyer, La. Tate, 
Clark, Mo. Jones, Wash. Moon, a 
hran, Mo. Kelley, Norton, Ohio Ve 
Cowherd, Kite! Norton, S. C. Wheeler, Ky. 
Cox, Kleberg, Osborne, Wilson. 
Davis, Knowles, Rhea, 
De Armond, Lamb, Ridgely, 
* ANSWERED PRESENT 15. 
Boutell, DL Griffith, Loud, Smi = 
e Moria ea Y 
e 8 5 
Connolly, Knox, Pitney, 
NOT VOTING—177. 
Acheson, Curtis, Iowa Joy, Sauerhering, 
Davey, Kerr, Settle, 
Bard, 5 
y. Shattu 
Baker, Md Dayton, Sheldem, 
Barber, Dingley, Latimer, Shuford, 
i ery, La Slayde: 
=n bee | ee Rae 
OWS, vener, r. m. 
Beach, Lewis, Ga. Snover, 
Eddy, Lewis, Wash. Southwick, 
Belford, Elliott, Littauer, Spalding, 
Belknap, Ermentrout, Little, Sparkman, 
Benner, Pa. Evans, Lorimer. 8 
Benton, Faris, Loudenslager, Stephens, Tex. 
i: Fitzgerald, Low, Stevens, 
Blan Fitzpatrick, 3 Stewart, Wis. 
cAleer, 5 
Fowler, N. C. Me Stone, C. W. 
Bou , Me. Fowler, N. J. McEwan, Strode, Nebr. 
Ys a McMillin, si N. 
Brantley, Greene, Nebr. Mann, Sturtevant, 
Brenner, Ohio G Marsh, Sulloway, 
wer, rout, Martin, uther. 
Brewster, Mesick, wanson, 
Broderick, Handy, Miller, Talbert, 
Broussard, Mitchell, Tayler Ohio 
Brumm, Hawley, M Taylor, Ala. 
Bull, Heatwole, Mudd, Thorp, 
Campbell, nry, Conn. Newlands, Todd, 
pepe: Hicks. Seen, Underwood, 
Catchings, Hill, jen, Vandiver, 
Clardy, Overstreet, Vincent, 
Clarke, N. H. Hitt, Peters, Wadsw 
Clayton, ooker, Pierce, Tenn. Walker, Mass, 
8 N.Y. Hopkins, Prince, Walker, Va. 
Codding, Howard, Ala. A Wheeler, 
Colson, ull, Wilber, 
Cooney, Hurley, Robbins, Williams, 
„Tex. Jett, Robertson, La. Zenor. 
Cor Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Ind. 
Cranford, Johnson, N. Dak. Royse, 
Crumpacker, Jones, Va. Russell, 


So the House decided to consider the bill. 

Mr. GRIGGS. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. BOUTELL. As he has not voted,-I withdraw my vote in the 
negative and ask to be recorded present.“ 

. BRUCKER. I am Pag with my colleague from Michi- 
gan, General SpaLpinG. Not knowing how he would vote on 
this proposition, I desire to withdraw my negative vote and be 
marked present.“ 


Mr. CONNOLLY. I pert crashing with the gentleman from Texas, 
w 


Mr. LaxHAu. As I do not how he would vote on this ques- 
tion, I withdraw the vote which I cast in the affirmative and 
ask to be recorded present.” 

Mr. MIERS of Indi I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
OVERSTREET. Not knowing how he would vote, I desire to with- 
draw my negative vote and be marked present.“ 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Loup with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. SNOVER with Mr, HARTMAN, 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. MCMILLIN, 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. LANHAM, 

Mr. Brach with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Topp. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Roklxso of Indiana, 

Mr. Prryey with Mr. DockkRx. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. BRUCKER. 

Mr. Horxms with Mr. Jones of * 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. CHARLES W, Stone with Mr, BLAND. 
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Mr. LORMER with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
Mr. RussELL with Mr. COONEY. 
Mr. Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. Miner with Mr. CLARDY. 
Mr. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. f 
Mr. HAuLrox with Mr. Srrowp of North Carolina. 
Mr. STURTEVANT with Mr. SLAxDRN. 
Mr. Barney with Mr. CLAYTON. 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. BOTKIN, 
Mr. Royse with Mr. ZENor. 
Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
Mr. Mxsick with Mr. BURKE. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. THORP with Mr. TALBERT. 
. FISCHER with Mr. SETTLE. 
PRINCE with Mr. HINRICHSEN, 
CoLson with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
Foss with Mr. Smıra of Kentucky. 
WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. OGDEN, 
Joy with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. 
. DOVENER with Mr. LESTER. 
HENRY of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
BREWSTER with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
ARVAR of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE, 

1d with Mr. CRANFORD. 

ALKER of Virginia with Mr. OTEY. 
CORLISS with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

OVERSTREET with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 
: KNOX with Mr. MCALEER. 
. TAWNEY with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania, 
MANN with Mr. Jerr. 
ALEXANDER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 
BourkLL of Ilinois with Mr. Griaas. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. LATDIER. 
Mr. Cocoranez of New York with Mr. Fow1er of North Carolina. 
Mr. RogBBINS with Mr. BROUSSARD, 
For this day: 
Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr. Berry. 
. OTJEN with Mr. BAIRD. 
MITCHELL with Mr. BRADLEY. 
SAMUEL W. Surra with Mr. FITZGERALD, 
Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. BENTON, 
STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Driaas. 
BuLL with Mr. BREWER. 
Kür with Mr. VINCENT. 
SuLLoway with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
Mupp with Mr. LENTZ. 
SOUTHWICK with grits i esi 
N I inadvertent! 3 this 

R speaker T inady y vo chig p 
osition. I am paired with th tleman from mer 
Mxsick, and a desire to withdraw my 8 N ry to be 
oe es as 
. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to be marked as 
resent.” 
. McCLELLAN. I, also, Mr. Speaker, ask to be recorded as 
nt” on this vote. 
McEWAN. I, Mr. Speaker, ask to be recorded as *‘ pres- 

ent. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). 
from New Jersey will be so recorded 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Speaker, I was under the impression that a 
pair existed between the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Lanz, 
and myself, I did not vote, and ask therefore to be recorded as 
“present” on this vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
will be so recorded. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I wish also to be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, is it too late to vote on this propo- 
sition? 


5 


F RRS r er: 


The gentleman 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia can be marked as t. 
Mr. APAN Then I desire to be recorded as ‘‘ present” on this 
uesti 
3 Mr. CÀPRON. Mr. Speaker, I woulà like to be recorded as 
t present.” 


TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will beso recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The following members were noted by the Clerk as present and 
not voting: 

Mr. Catcuines, Mr. Apams, Mr. Capron, Mr, McEwan, Mr, 
ELLIOTT, Mr. Faris, and Mr, HOOKER, 


So the motion of Mr. HILL was 


agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. S. er, I would like to ask if a quorum 

is poni according to a 
e SPEAKER pro tempo rum is present. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Am ae Satit to vote on this proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman being noted as 
present has the right to vote if he so desires. 

Sad McCLELLAN. Then I yote ‘‘aye” on the pending propo- 
sition. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I think that nowis as good time as 
any other to raise the point withreference to the right of a member 
who is marked present to cast his vote. Do I understand the 
Chair to hold chat w where a member is marked “ present ” he may be 
recorded as voting either for or against a proposition if he did not 
answer on the ori call? Iam of the impression that a mem- 
ber who is marked “ present” simply on a roll callis not, by rea- 
son of that fact, absolved from the necessity of answering the in- 

quiry which is required of other members as to whether he was 
eae when his name was called, and was listening and failedto 
ear it. In this partons case itis not so important; but I think 
uestion that ought to be settled. 
PEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention 
of th the gentleman from Texas to the last clause of Rule XV, which 
provides: 


The Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a 
pair unless the member's name has been noted under clause 3 of this rule. 


Now, clause 3 of the rule provides: 


That members who Mat shall. unless the House otherwise 
directs, be immediately Anitas e Hall ot Che Hotes e 
port their names tothe oun to be entered upon the Journal as present. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is where a point of order is made as to the 
absence of a quorum, and a roll call follows under the rule. 

The SPEAKER ro tempore. The rule provides that there- 
after the Chair shall not entertain a request for unanimous con- 
sent to record a vote or pair unless the member named has been 
noted as t,” in which case he may have the privilege of 
8 his vote under the rule. 


iti whe 


Mr. BAILEY. That is where the t of order is made that a 
quorum is not present, and a roll follows under the rule. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule provides that when a 


member is 5 by the Clerk as being present he may have 
the privilege of recording his vote thereafter, before the final re- 
sult is made known to the House. 

Now, a quorum not voting, these gentlemen who are marked as 
present be entitled to vote, if they so desire. 

Mr. BAILEY. The rule seems to be susceptible, Mr. Speaker, 
of that construction, and while it is a matter of littleconsequence 
in reference to the pending bill, still it is one that is important in 
connection with the transaction of the eral business of the 
House. The only question at issue is whether a member, who 
may be present when his name is called, is entitled to the privi- 

aee of voting before the final result is announced, while some 
er gentieman, who did not respond to his name at the time it 
was called, is to be denied the privilege; that is to say, whether 

a gentleman who did not happen to be listening at the time, but 
was present, is to be placed in a worse position than one who was 
not present at all when his name was called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule assumes that a member 
who exercises the privilege of voting was present when his name 
was called and simply desired to be marked as ‘‘present” and not 
voting for or against the proposition. 

The gentleman is aware of the fact, of course, that under the 
rule members who are present and not recorded either way may 
be noted as aie resent” by the Speaker. 

Mr. BAILEY. Still, Mr. Speaker, it is true that a gentleman 
who is noted as present by one of the clerks may be permitted to 
vote, while a member who asserts that he was present Pout did not 
hear his name might be excluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules have made the matter 
as clear as seems possible, and there is no exception to them as 
far as the Chair knows. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded as “ pres- 
ent.” 

Mr. RIDGELY. [I also desire to be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. FARIS. also ask to be marked as “ present” on this vote. 

The SPEAKER 5 tempore. The gentlemen will be marked 
present,“ as stat 

A quorum being present, the House decided to consider the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tem as The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT; and 
— Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes appeared to 

ve it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 61. 

Mr. BARTHOLDY, The yeas and nays. 


JUNE 30, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 63, nays 95, an- 
swered ‘‘present” 14, not voting 182; as follows: 


wn, 
Burleigh, 
Butler, 
Capron, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Iowa 
Connell, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crump, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Iowa 
Curtis, Kans, 


Boutell, III. 
Brucker, 
Burke. 
Connolly, 


Cranford, 
Crumpacker, 


YEAS—63. 
De Armond, McCormick, 
De Graffenreid, cCulloch, 
Vries, McDowell, 
ming, McRae, 
gaon Maddox, 
ay, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. Maxwell, 
Howard, Ga. Meekison, 
Jones, Wash. Meyer, La. 
Kelley, oon, 
Ki Norton, Ohio 
Kleberg, Norton, S. 
Knowles, Osborne, 
Livingston, Peters, 
Love, Ridgely, 
NAYS—9%, 
Dalzell, Kirkpatrick, 
Davenport, Lacey. 
Da a Ky. Lan 
Ellis, Lentz, 
Faris, Linney, 
Fischer, fb. 
5 
00 eary. 
Gardner. McClellan, 
Gibson, Mahany, 
Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, 
Gillett, Mass. Mercer, 

A Mills, 
Greene, Mass. Minor, 

n, Moody, 
Grosvenor, Northway, 
Henderson, Olmsted 
1 5 Packer, Pa. 
Hill. Parker, N. J. 
Hooker, yne, 
Howe, ree, Mo. 
Hull, Pearson, 
Hurley, Perkins, 
Ketcham, Powers, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT"—l4. 
Gri Miers, Ind. 
Je Miller, 
Loud, Otey, 
McEwan, Pitney, 

NOT VOTING—182. 
Danford, Johnson, Ind. 
Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Davi Wis. Jones, Va. 
Dayton, Joy, 
Dingley, Kerr, 
Dinsmore, King, 
Dockery, Knox, 
Dolliver, Kulp, 
ete = 

vener, 
Drug Latimer, 
Eddy, Lawrence, 
Elliott, 5 
Ermentrout, Lewis, 

vans, Lewis, Wash. 
Soen e 

tzge: e, 
Fitzpatrick, oyd, 
Fi Lorimer. 
Fowler, N. C. udenslager, 
Fowler, N. J. Lovering, 
Fox, W, 
Gaines, McAleer, 
Greene, Nebr. McDonald, 
Griffith, McIntire, 
Grout, McMillin, 
Grow, on, 
Hagon Mann, 

on, n, 

Handy, Mesick. 
Harmer, Mitchell, 
Hawi Maad 

wiey, u 
Heat wole, Newlands, 
N Odell, 

enry, Conn. Ogden, 
Henry, Ind. Otjen, 
Hicks, Overstreet, 
Hilborn, Pierce, Tenn. 
Hinrichsen, he ` 
a hea, 
Hopkins, Richardson, 
Howard, Ala. Robbins, 
Howell, Robertson, La. 
Hunter, Robinson, Ind. 
Jett, Royse, 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected, 
During the roll call, 


Mr. BARTLETT said: Mr. Spe 
ber can have his vote recorded without voting 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair 


aker, I desire to ask if 


ally? 
ill decide that point 


after the roll call. The roll call can not be interrupted. 
The Clerk resumed and completed the calling of the roll. 


to be asked b 


a mem- 
7 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr, BENNETT with Mr. GAINES. 

For this day: 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye” on the roll call. I 
am paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, and 
I ask to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s vote will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
to know whether it is competent for the 
who are absent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. MADDOX. I should like to ask whether that has been 
done to-day, and on this call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no information 
on the subject. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, I am informed that that is the fact—that 
it has been done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no information 
on the subject. 

Mr. MADDOX, I am informed that it has been done on two 
occasions to-day. I want to know in some way whether that is 
the case or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be very glad 
to furnish the information if the Chair were in possession of it. 

Mr. MADDOX. My colleague [Mr. BARTLETT] states to me 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BROWNLOW] was voted 
by one of the clerks. The gentleman from Ohio states to me that 
another K prayer left his proxy in the hands of the Clerk, who 


also vot to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro 8 The Chair is informed by the 
Clerk that the name of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
BRowNLOW] was called, and that after it was called he came to 
the desk and said that he had responded to his name and that the 
Clerk had not got his onse. The Chair is so informed by the 
Clerk that that happened on the second roll call. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Speaker, the Chair will remember that 
I at once rose and inquired. I 8 to be at the desk. I un- 
derstand it has been customary. I am not making any 0 0 
of irregularity against the Clerk. I immediately rose and in- 
quired of the ir if it was competent for the Clerk to announce 
how a member should vote whose name was called, the member 
not being present, and the Chair announced that he would not 
decide that until the roll call was ended. I was present at the 
Clerk’s desk on the second roll call when the name of Mr, BROWN- 
Low was called. The Clerk, whose name I do not know, an- 
nounced “no.” Mr. BROWXLOw did not vote at all. His vote 
was recorded as announced by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro = The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that although the fact be as stated by the Clerk that the 
gentleman came after his name had been called and passed and 
stated to the Clerk privately that he had answered and was not 
recorded, that his vote is not entitled to be recorded. The ay 
wer that would be done would be at the conclusion of the ro 
agal 


int of order. Iwant 
lerk to vote members 


by a ipao announcement of the fact, and if the pointis made 
inst that the Chair will direct the Clerk to correct the roll. In 
fact, the Chair will direct the Clerk to correct the roll anyway. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I want to state, before I take my seat, that I 
understand it has been usual to do this; and the Speaker of the 
House on one occasion called attention to it and stated that it 
could not bedone. I know the Clerk did not intend to violate the 
rule, and I makenosuchcharge. He did it toaccommodate mem- 
bers. Iinstantly made the point and the Speaker directed me to 
wait until the roll call was completed. I do it soy so that these 
matters can be done according to the rule. The Clerk ought not 
members to record their votes. 

The SP. R pro tempore. Of course, there is no way fora 
member to vote except to md when his name is called, andif 
he does respond, and finds afterwards he is not recorded, he can 
rise in the House and so announce. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. GRIGGS. I desire to ask if the gentleman from Nlinois 
[Mr. BOUTELL] has voted? 

The SP. 7 pore, He is not recorded. 

Mr. GRIGGS. en I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I desire to know if the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. SPALDING] has voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has not. 

Mr. BRUCKER, Then I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
marked ‘ present.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws his 
vote, and will be marked present.“ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sees no need of a re 
capitulation of this vote, ` 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT, I have the right to ask that as a privilege. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I make the point that that is purely a dilatory 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Did I understand the gentleman 
from Missouri to demand a recapitulation of the last vote, and did 
the Chair say that he saw no reason for a recapitulation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ARNOLD] made the point of order that it was a dila- 

motion, and the Chair so held. 

r. WHEELER of Kentucky. I understood the Chair to say 
that he saw no reason why there should be a recapitulation of the 
vote. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is not a dilatory motion; it is a privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 63, 
the nays 95: the nays have it, and the House refuses to adjourn. 
5 Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the further reading of the 

ill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make this point of order. 
While I know it is not necessary to havea quorum on a motion to 
adjourn, I raise this point: If a roll call develops that there is no 
quorum, can we go on with business? I make the point of no 
quorum present now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And that the bill can not be read. 

Mr. MADDOX. And that the bill can not be read. . 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest, on the point of 
order, that there has been no demonstration of the lack of a quo- 
rum. The roll was called, and no effort was made to ascertain the 
presence of members on the roll call, because it was not necessary 
on that motion. The motion was lost; and the provision that a 
quorum is not necessary upon a motion to adjourn is sufficient 
answer to that question, and the point can only be raised subse- 
quently, on a vote that does require a quorum to decide. 

a 8 The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
other side. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to read from the rule. 

Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question. and a quorum is not 

resent, and objection is made for that cause, unless the House shall adjourn, 

here shall be a call of the House, and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall forthwith 
proceed to bring in absent members, and the yeas and nays on the pending 
question shall at the same time be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to apply that to 
the vote which has just taken place? 

Mr. MADDOX. My point, perhaps, the Speaker does not un- 
derstand. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps not. 

Mr. MADDOX. Iam aware of the fact that it was not neces- 
sary to have a quorum present to adjourn; but in taking that 
vote, if it develops the fact that a quorum is not pan I made 
the point of order that the bill can not be read. In other words, 
that there was not a quorum present to do business. 

Mr. MCRAE. And made after the direction had been made to 


read. 

Mr.MADDOX. Made after the direction had been made to read. 

Mr. HILL. Icalled for the reading prior tothe pat being made. 

Mr. MADDOX. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that the bill 
can not be read when a quorum is not present, the roll call having 
developed that fact. 

Mr. TERRY. In other words, can the House transact any 
business except to adjourn when it appears on the record that 
there is no quorum present? 

The SPEAKER. The question which has been raised by the 

ntleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] is a question which has 
eas a somewhat troublesome one in the House of Representa- 
tives, on account of the provision in the Constitution which re- 
quires one more than one-half of the members of the House to 
constitute a quorum. I think it has been for a long time the cus- 


tom of the House to that as a matter to be determined by 
the record, as discl by the preceding vote, when that vote re- 
quires a quorum. 


The present occupant of the chair recollects that the question 
was raised in the Fifty-first Congress, and he thinks that the 
Journal shows a ruling upon the subject as having been made by 
him, which ruling is incorrectly stated in the Journal, The 
RECORD shows very well how the question came up, The then 
member from Kentucky, Mr. Breckinridge, having made the point 
of no quorum just as the Speaker was putting a question to the 
House, the Speaker said. That will be determined by the vote,” 
and put the question. The Journal states the decision to be gen- 
eral that the point of no quorum ‘‘could only be raised when that 
fact was established by a division.” As will be seen by the RECORD 
of second session Fifty-first Congress, page 1631, no such ruling 
was made. 

Mr. Crisp ruled upon the question that under the practice of 
the House a member having been recognized could not be taken 
off the floor upon the point of no quorum. 


The 8. r held that under the practice of the Ho member ha 
peake: p sage ving 


could not be taken off the floor upon the point of ho quorum, 


and that after the reading and approval of the Journal the failure of a quo- 
rum is only taken notice of when the same is disclosed from the vote upon 
some question or upon a call of the House. 


The Chair does not think that is parliamentary law, although 
it might be an answer to the gentleman from Georgia. He thinks 
a quorum of the House is necessary to do business, although per- 
haps such a quorum may not necessarily be in the Hall itself of 
the House at the time. The House consists not only of the Hall 
of 185 House, but of the cloakrooms and the lobby in the rear as 
well. 

The Chair does not see how the requirement that a majority of 
members shall be present to do business can be dispensed with. 
Such demands for a quorum can not, however, be used for delay 
only, As there may be some doubt if a quorum is present now, 
the Chair will proceed to see if there is a quorum present in the 
House. [After having counted the House.] One hundred and 
eighty members are present—a quorum. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk began reading the bill. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry in 
regard to the bill. : 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
_ Mr. COX. My point is that the bill which the Clerk is proceed- 
ing to read has never been passed by the Committee on Ranking 
an cy. 
The SPE R. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it ted, etc.. That T. Jeff 5 ; 

W. Cannon, of New York; Samuel Ad. nns de — — 
Pennsylvania; John J. Mitchell, of Illinois; William Barbour, of New Jersey; 
John of District of Columbia; Edward J. Berwind, of New York; 
John I. Waterbury, of New Jersey; Charles R. Flint, of New York; Grant 
B. Schley, of New York, and W. H. T. Hughes, of New York, be, and 
they are pa designated commissioners to receive subscriptions to the 
capital stock of a corporation to be known as the International American 
Bank, and to exercise such other powers and perform such other duties as 
are by the terms of this act im: upon them. 

Sec. 2. That the persons hereinbefore named as commissioners, a oxy peed 
of whom shall e hall meet 
at the city of baler veo gees in 
after the of 


commissioners ter open or cause to books of subscrip- 
tion je the 5 stock of said corporation in accordance with the terms of 
n ani Pp 


lace such books, for the pu of receiving such sub- 
scriptions, in the city of Washington, in tho city of y 


rdance with oners are authorized to 
int any such n in such cities as may be required. 

Such su tion books be so arranged that each subscriber shall 
write thereon his name, place of residence, the number of shares of the par 
ch he subscribes, and the total value of such 


acco! 
ap 


ven b 
residence designated by him at th 


each subscriber, respectiv: 
be made tothe treasurer of the sai 


ap- 
point a time and place for the first meeting of the su rs to the capital 
stock of said corporation, and shall give notice thereof by publication In at 
least two daily newspapers in each of the cities of Washington and New York 
for at least sixty days, and at least forty days previous to the day of such 
meeting shall alsosend notices by mail to each of the subscribers to said stock 
5 a> ce of residence designated by him upon the subscription book signed 


y 

The president of the said board of commissioners shall attend at such 
meeting, call the same to order, and uceto said meeting the original sub- 
scription books for said stock; and if it shall appear from the said subscrip- 
tion books that the subscriptions to the capital of said company exceed 
50,000 shares, it shall be the duty of said board of commissioners 27 distribute 
the full number of shares auth to and among the subscribers therefor 
in proportion to their ve subscriptions, and thereupon the persons 
a ring under such distribution to be subscribers for 8 shall par- 

cipate in and be entitled to vote at said meeting, each one of such subscrib- 
ers being entitled to cast one vote on each share of stock allotted to him. 
The said meeting shall select its own chairman, secretary, and tellers. Sub- 
scribers for a majority of the whole number of shares subscribed shall be 
present in order to constitute a quorum for the transaction of the business 
of the said mee „Ik less than a quorum appear at the time and place 
specified in said notice, such meeting may adjourn from day to day until a 
orum attends. After the organization of such meeting, which may be con- 
ued by adjournments, those present shall proceed to the election of direct- 
ors of said bank to serve for the first year, and to the pango of by-laws for 
the government thereof, and shall transact no further business. 

SEC. 3. That it shall be the duty of the officers elected at such meeting to 
deliver to the president and secretary of the commissioners hereby appointed 
duplicate copies of the proceedings of such meeting; said president and sec- 
retary shall retain one of such copies and shall transmit the other of such 
copies to the Comptroller of the ncy of the United States, whose duty 
it shall be to forthwith examine the same, and in the event that the same 


6558 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


shall be found to be correct in form and to contain no visions in 
th the provisions of CaS RO Ee ee nee States, to so cer- 
7 eg eo of such cer- 
ty to tho said board of commissioners; an Chall be the de of the said 
commissioners to deliver over to the board of directors at such meet- 
ing the the subscriptions for said stock, all cash which ma: 
have been sail oners 


pertaining surrender 
payment 61 such — — thos said directors shall X aa digs treasurer of 

3 the amount of such expenses as shown by such statement di- 
2 to be to them by the said commissioners. the event of 
e VV 

sabr e Comptroller oi CASN ge amount certified 
said directors shall forthwith bo paid out of ray wil rp Go pt 
the said commissioners, or out of any other funds which 
nds of the said direckoes as the of said 


no 5 
Sec. 4. That Ge ital stock of the tion hereby authorized shall 
be fixed at, 8.000.000, divid vided into shares of of the og — Such 
shares shall be deemed personal property, ae rred u the 
books of the corporation in such manner as may be De N © by- 
laws. The capital of said bank may, at any time after the completion of its 
— as above 5 be with the approval ot the 8 

pel ase the Currency, to any sum not ex the sum of $25,000, 
pan crease shall be 8 by a resolution * an 


regular meet- 
of the bos board of directors by the ted to the of — rato of the members of 


d 


specifying the 
ital stock, with his a; roval thereof, and that it has been dul d in as 
a part of the capital stock of this f this The ä 


Í 


i 
F 
a 
gee 
0 


2 
85 
f 
3 
. 


125 
TEH 
1 

G 
n 
227172 
Hi 
4 85 
L 


amount thereof; and said 
shares of the said stock have 


been actually subscribed for the 
calling the subscribers’ mee as — — 


„as above provided, shall not 
00 shares required to be subscribed any 


88 


count as part of said 50, subscription 
which was not accom accompanied by th e payment in cash of 10 per cent of its face 
value at the time it was made. 

BEC. t in case the subscriptions to aay additional stock authorized 
after the tion of said tion at any time exceed the 
amount of additionalstock at that authorized to be the board of 
directors of the said on te the full number of shares 
authorized at the time of such eee —.— — and among the 


subscribers therefor, in 
Sec. 7. That as soon as50, —— the ca fal stock shall ve been sub- 
scribed for oy the manner hereinbefore Pp and the certificate of the 


cated, tho p referred to in section 3 of this act has been exe- 
= the persons 60 m1 Store, shall forthwith become a bo be asso- 
ted with them or their with 


a 
or ay apr under the name of The In by 
that name shall have corporate existence for the term of fifty years, 
8 

VVVVVVVVVVT0VW—WWWWWWWTWbW of Sete 
as p 

Second. To have succession for years from the od of its organiza- 
tion, unless it is sooner dissolyed by Soy Be E of fis stockholders or ET ops 
tion of ekg es unless its — — ‘orfeited by some violation 
o make contracts. 
Fourth. To sue and be. sued, mae ne tas and defend, in any court of law or 


equity, as fully as 

Fifth. toons ren ner og eer T 

ent, a cashier, t cashier, and other officers; to 
their = t ploy all = — and , „ 
o em n and em 

the Waited States of America 2 for the purpose 
the powers hereby ting the business of said 
to fix the ts and empl 


officers a —— — 
and the privil 


transferred, its directors or a — 
„56 business conducted, 
to it by law and ed, — — n 
aries, aries, duties, and Grits of its by: ae, opts far as 
ven em, which Ws, excep — as 
ended . such 
otal for for 3 


amendment, . be valid 
any meeting of the 9 next succeeding the 
the vote of stock- 
holders representing a tho fae of the stock of the bank. 
Seventh. To act as agent of any nation, government, 3 


ries or bonds of su onions, 5 7 ao am 
ch amend- 
ment unless the same shall be ratified ad by such meeting b 
mici perf 
Sata ner tes . t with la n law that it n. and to perform any and all acts and 


cial t, including the sale, exchange, or other an 
bonds or other evidences of indebtedness issued b by any rer government, 
State, municipality, corporation, or person, 


on the business of banki and t- 
ing promissory n bills of ex . debt; 
tera of credit to the order of th the pe „ 

ol e rson there vg 
personal security, subject to the peen de: gag eden 
pala ap expat stock a 

5 
bank and its branches may take, reserve, receive, and charge on 
oan, or discount made, or u not bill of exchang 7 th yi- 
dence of of debt, such rate of 8 or 2 — for the time oaa b- 


yment of money, in the absence of 


ided, 
at 1 e of making the 
d the kno 
fo charged; but the hase, discoun 
charged; ure 
actually existing 0 
discount, oe at ag 5 pag aod or premium, shall not be 


sonakdered as 
Ninth. To ' hol vey Fe real estate for the follow- 


ing purposes, and for no others: (a) a for its im 
mie : (a aasi necessary for its imme- 
diate accommodation in the transaction of e (b) Such as shall be 
ortgagedto it in good faith as security — debts usly contracted. 
(c) Such as shall be conveyed to it in satisfaction of debts previously con- 
the course of its gs. (d) Such as it shall purchase at sales 
under judgments, decrees, or mor it or shall purchase to 

secure debts due to i. Bu But it shall n 


ot hold or be entitled to retain pos- 
ane any 8 to p pag 5 by. it — 8 of the last three 
receding clauses o this sect: r a longer than ears. 
Pr Tenth Al such incidental A shail bo n si Ai 


this act, incl © power to 9 d shares 
stock of any fo SOE cr a 9 —— — 
countries. 
Eleventh. The tion hereby created shall not have the power and 


corpora’ 
shall not issue notes or obligations in any form to be used and circulated as 
money, nor shall it make any loan or discount toany person upon the security 
ak pe i pe a k, ative shall it purchase or hold any aach shares 
Gorse same to prevent loss upon a debt previously con- 

tracted 7 it in wher ne phon and it a pea not hold any stock so purchased or 
months the time of iring the 
727... pone Egor 
Zeer sale within the period of six months from 

the time of acq 


g the sam: 
Sec. 8. That the said jo said corporation shall not exercise any of Saan above 


ers and SRAL GOEN 8 —— — as 
0 n by the the Cee, to in 


as 6 0 

safter the commissioners to receive 3 

3 e et pe pe meee i ed Dy said commissi 
receiv: 

cashier, and five directors ra of the . sioner 


the president, c e corporation 

Il make a 2 under oath, and flo ti the same with theo . —— 
the number of shares of the capital stock sub- 
in on such fo of th mä and - amount in 
rectors at the time of the making of such state- 
and the names and residences of all su rs to capital stock, 
shares subscribed for by each bors them; whereupon, if it 

from such statement that the amount of 50,000 shares 
of said com abe bscri 

ons 


directors, the 8 of the Currency shall issu 
roe see a final certificate, forth tha tal of 
shares bare, been subscribed’ . — the amount prescribed herein ha 
been paid in thereon, the sa id corporation AEREN and em wered to 
commence business 7 — to exercise all powers and authority herein and 
pares granted; and the corporation shall cause such final certificate 
pak wh provided in this section to be published in some newspa 


ie A a 
SEC. 9, That within font 


r of 
general circulation pu in the city of Washi for at Joust six 
next after the issuing Lene pany aa date of final certificate 
be held to be the date or of tion of said corporation. 


roller, as above pro 1 185 Soon and n 
Twenty-five r . — 8 rovided in section 2; 25 per cent within 
twelve months; 25 iS per — Pde vars cle 


of organizati 
ier shall report, . — — 5 to ae Comptroller of the 8 the 185 


also repor 8 
date fixed by each resolution for the pa payment 4 
‘ed upon each of such 
of business of said co 
or in the city of New York, 
rs shall determine; and the d 
* 
a approv tho — er o 
Soses to discon- 


ors, S no T be naay for the business of nioa of the à The 
directors shall two years after the commencement of the exist- 
ence of said mage open one such branch office in Mexico, one in the 


determine, for the of bills of ex: drawn upon the princi- 
office of = company, end | for the transaction of such other classes o 
usiness as the directors may ; and from and after the taban 


esignate 
ment of each of such branch offices the said corporation shall regularly sel! 


bills of ex ee Teena) OOS GAWE Ceres one vane branch o 
The directors wer from time to time to open such pe ie 
branch offices in —— havo est Indies, South and Central America as 1 — 


such branch office which, in th 


determine, and to discontinue an 
— 1 of necessary for the business of the 


the direc may no longer 
company, but not so as to reduce the number of branch offices for the regu- 
ee exchange, as aforesaid, below that originally required to be es- 
ta 

Sec. 12. That the affairs of the corporation shall be managed by a 

25 directors, who shall hold office until their successors are dul, 5 Kei 
qualified. Each director must, solong as he shall hold or be entitled to hold 
office, be the owner in his own right of not lessthan 100shares of the capital 
stock of said corporation, the same not being hypothecated or in any way 
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pledged as security for the payment of any loan or debt; and any director 
who shall cease rag the owner as aforesaid of 100 shares of the capital stock, 
or.who becomes in pog other manner disqualified, shall thereby vacate his 
— 3 6 . Ee United pute 
vacancy e board of directors caused eath, resignation, or other- 
wit shall be filled until the next ensuing be by an 1 by the 
remaining directors. Each director when elected or appointed shall take an 
oath that he will, so far as the duty devolves upon him, diligently and hon- 
estly administer the affairs of the corporation, and will not Knowingly vio- 
late, or willingly permit to be violated, any of the provisions of this act, and 
that he is the owner in good faith and in his own right of the number of shares 
required by this act, and that the same is not hypothecated or in any way 
pledged as security for any loan or debt. Such oath, and any other oath re- 
qsired by this act, may be taken before any officer who is authorized to ad- 
minister oaths by the laws of the United States or by the laws of the State, 
Territory, or District where the oath may be admin ; and when taken 
in any foreign country any such oath may be administered by a diplomatic 
or consular representative of the Uni States and shall be forthwith 
filed with the Comptroller of the Sa pe Y 
Sec. 13. That there shall be called and held annually, on such day and in 
such manner as the by-laws may provide, a meeting of the stockholders of 
the corporation for the election of directors and the ordering of the business 
and affairs of the corporation generally. Iffrom any cause an election is not 
made at the time appointed, an election may be held on any yore ene © day; 
but thirty days’ notice thereof shall be given ina per pu d inthe 
city of Washington and in a newspaper published in the city of New York, 
and also in a newspaper published in any other cty where any branch of said 
bank may be 5 ‘At any such meeting, and in all meetings of stock- 
holders, each stockholder be entitled to one yote on each share of stock 
held by him and standing in his name on the books of the company at least 
thirty days before the day of such mee . Inall elections of ‘tors and 
in deciding all questions under consideration stockholders may vote by prox- 
ies, duly authorized in writing; but no vote shall be allowed on any share on 
which there is any installment or assessment due and unpaid, in whole or in 


rt. 
SEC. 14. That the president and cashier of said corporation shall cause to 
be kept at all times, = buoy a bs provided for Sans y a full and cor- 
rect list of the names and residences of the stockholders of the corporation 
and the number of shares held by each, which said list shall be filed at the 


upo 
mgo the stockholders. 


the provisions of this act 
to be paid, the directors of the corporation may sell the stock of such delin- 


ven in a daily new: pu and of general circulation in the cit: 
s New York, and by mailing to such delinquent stockholder at his place ot 


poration and the cost of advertisement and sale, the amount previously paid 
shall be forfeited to the corporation, and such stock shall be sold as the direct- 
ors may order within six months from the timo of such forfeiture, and if not 
sold it shall be canceled and deducted from 1 stock of the corpora- 
tion. If any such cancellation and reduction reduce the capital of the 
corporation below the minimum of Sra aa required by this ac capital 
stock shall, within thirty days from the date of such cancellation, be increased 
to the . amount, in default of which a receiver may be appointed to 
p 


close up the business of the corporation. 

SEC. ‘a sso if oe time econ sppr to artas Lot wed of the 8 
ren e cn stock of the corporation is im e may notify 
the directors of the said corporation to cause such im ent to 5 made 


y assessment upon the stockholders, as he r provided; 77 — 
paired. the said Comptroller may, in his discretion, notify the directors that 
y 


good; and if said requirement to make 2 such 

plied with within ninety days from the date of the second notice, he may ap- 
point a receiver for the said corporation, who shall, under his direction, pro- 
ceed to wind up its affairs; and a receiver may be appointed in like manner 
in case the corporation shall at any time become insolvent. Such receiver 
shall take ion of the books, records, and assets of every description of 
such tion, collect all debts, dues, and claims ng to it, and upon 
the order of a United States court of competent jurisdiction may sell or com- 
pound all bad or doubtful debts, and, on a like order, may sell all the assets 
of the corporation on such terms as the court direct, and pay. if neces- 
sary to pay the debts of the association, enforce the individual liability of the 
stockholders. Such receiver shall pay over all moneys so made to the Treas- 
urer of the United States, subject to the order of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, and shall also make a re: to the Comptroller of all his acts and 3 
pve A From time to time the said Comptroller shall make a ratable divi- 
dend of the moneys so paid over to him by such receiver on all such claims 
as may have been proven to his satisfaction or adjudicated in a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction, and as the proceeds of the assets of such association are 
paid over to him shall make further dividends on all claims Previously: proven 
or adjudicated, and the remainder of the assets, if any, shall bo pas over to 
the Kholders of such association, or their legal representatives, in pro- 
portion to the stock by them, respectively, held. 

Sec. 17. That if any stockholder or stockholders of the corporation shall 
neglect or refuse, after ninety days’ notice, topay the assessment as provided 
for in the foregoing section, it shall be the duty of the board of directors to 
cause a sufficient amount of his or their stock to be sold at public auction to 
pay the same. Thirty days’ notice of such sale given by 

a newspaper published in the city in which the principal place of business 

ublished in every city or 
town in which any branch office of the co tion is located, and by ing 
notice as — 8 15. and the een Be — yet op pn , 
after pa’ amount of such assessmen ex shall rever 
to the owners of the stock so sold. 8 


Spo. 18. That the corporation shall make to the Comptroller of the Currency 
not less than five reports during each year, according to the form which may 
be prescribed by him, verified by the oath or affirmation of the president or 
signature of at least five of the directors. 


r thereof, and attested by the 
ropriate heads, the 


in detail, and under a 
resources and liabilities of the corporation at the close of business on any past 
the Comptroller, and each branch shall transmit its report 
five days after the 
uisition from the Comptroller, and the p: 
consolidated report of bank to th: 


t of the request 
ce shall transmi 
er within five days after the 
t of the reports from the various branches, and in the same form in 
it is made to the Comptroller it shall be published in one newspa 
the city of Washington, in one newspa 


branch office, an: 
uired by the Comptro 


r in the city of New York, an 
h the said corporation shall ha 
be furnished as may be re- 
er. The Comptroller shall also have power to call 
special reports whenever the same, in his jud 
te knowledge of the condition of the corporation. The cor- 
also report to the Comptroller of the Curren 
the amount of such dividend and the 
in excess of such dividend. Such reports shall be 
attested by the oath of the president or cashier of the co 
Sec. 10. That the Comptroller of the Currency, with t 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall, 
nt a suitable perso: 
affairs of the corporation, 
ination thereof, and in d 
thereof on oath, and shall 
he condition of the corporation and 


roof of publication shall 
ent, are necessary toa 


ys after declaring any divi 
amount of net earnin 


è approval of the 
be deemed necessary and 
to make an examination of the 
have power to make a thorough exam- 
so to examine any of the officers or agents 
to the Comptroller a full and detailed report 
results of such examination. 
rsons so appointed to make such examination shall receive 
fixed by the Comptroller of the Curren 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, which compensation s 
collected from the said corporation by the 
such person or 


such compensation as ma 
ptroller and by him paid to 


persons. 
20. That no dividends shall at any time be declared or paid u 

ration unless at the time of the declaration or 
ded profits made in the business of said corporation act- 
nally in cash in the hands of its treasurer to an amount at least equal to the 
amount of such dividend. All such dividends shall be declare: 
din of said corporation 

appear at the date of the declaration of su 
pany to be stockholders therein, and shall be payable ata time to be fixed 
manner and at a place provided by the by-laws of 
shall, before the declaration of a divi- 


stock of the said co 
there shall be undi 


lly in favor of such persons as 
ividend upon the books of said 


ch resolution, and in 
1 £ its net profits of th 
carry one- 0 ne 8 e 
lus fund until the — shall amount to 50 per cont 
‘That said corporation and each and every branch thereof shall at 
on hand in ries oeny of the Cer pase en 
e aggregate amount o eposi 

to the Comptroller hereinbefore — 


and business of the said corporation shall 
in which said property shall be, or the 
exercised and 


all times have and kı 

amount equal to at 

which must be shown 
ed section 


SEC. 22. The proper 
be subject to be taxed 
said franchise and business 


1 


extent and in the same manner as other 


rsonal Lat gots 
SEC. 23 Thes 1 5 Government of the United States s not be, and 1 8 


th of the 

of the United States; and it is hereby made the du 
eral of the United States, upon the request of the 
rency, to commence and prosecute any and all such actions for the purpose 
such penalties, All moneys recovered in any such 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

That in case said corporation or its officers shall assume to exer- 
rohibited or denied to said corpora‘ 
the limit herein established, or shal 


mptroller of the Cur- 


of recovering an 


cise any power hereb: 
row money in excess o 
and maintain such branch offices as are 

and franchises of the sai 


ion, or shall bor- 

l fail to establish 

uired by section 11 of this act, all 
shall be 


hi vil rpora 
fen? ais Viol however, shall be determined and adj 


circuit court of the U 


capacity for all d 
person shall have sus- 


forfeited, and such p: 
the case of the forfeiture of such 


hereof. 
ch thereof, whoshali 
to perform any duty 


r be taken as are provided 
vileges, and franchises in the preceding sectii 
That any officer of the corporation, or any bran 
visions of this act, or 
and any director who 
or permit any such violation of this act or n 


Ẹ 


6560 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 30, 


au aty from the directors, isssues or puts in circulation any note of the 
corporation; or who, without such authority, issues or puts forth any cer- 


tion or any other company vege | * or corporate, or any individual per- 
son, or to deceive any: officer of the corporation or any agent ap 
examine the affairs of the corporation; and every person who, like in- 
tent, aids or abets any officer, clerk, or agant in any violation of this section 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be imprisoned not less 
than five years nor more than ten. 

SEC. 28. That the co! ation hereby formed may go into liquidation and 
be closed by and with the written consent of its holders owning two- 
thirds of its stock. 

Sec. 29. That whenever stockholders owning two-thirds of the stock of said 
corporation shall notify the officers thereof in writing of their desire that 
said corporation shall go into liquidation and be closed it shall be the duty of 
the board of directors to cause notice of this fact to be certified under the 
seal of the corporation, by its president or cashier, to the Comptroller of the 
Currency, and to publish notice thereof for a period of two months immedi- 
ately after the filing of such consent in a newspaper published in the city of 
New York, which notice shall state that the said corporation is closed by its 
officers, and notify its creditors to present their claims against the said cor- 
poration for payment; and the tence of the corporation shall continue 
only for the purpose of closing its affairs. The Comptroller of the Currency, 
at any time after the corporation has been placed in liquidation by its stock- 
holders, may, upon becoming satisfied of its insolvency, appoint a receiver, 
who shall d up its affairs in accordance with the provisions of section 16 
of this act. At any time after the expiration of six months from the date of 
the notice to the creditors of the bank to pres their claims for payment 
the board of directors or any stockholder of said bank may commence suit in 
any circuit court of the United States for the judicial settlement of the busi- 
ness of the corporation and for the ä of a receiver of its assets 
and property; and in any such suit the circuit court of the United States 
mal a ve, possess, and use all the powers and authority of courts of equity 

such cases. > 

Sec. 30. That the corporation herein provided for shall be organized and 
obtain the certificate of organization as hereinbefore provided within two 
years from and after the passage of this act and not thereafter; and the 
power a repeal, amend, or alter this act in any and all respects is hereby 
reserved. 

Sec. 31. That the powers, rights, privil obligations, and duties con- 
ferred and imposed by this act shall not be exclusive, but shall be conferred 
and imposed on any citizens of the United States similar in number to the 
persons named in the first section of this act, who for the pu of incor- 
porating an international bank shall take the steps and follow the procedure 

ri by this act to be taken and followed by the 33 named in the 

rst section hereof for the purpose of incorporating the said International 

American Bank; and said chines of the United States shall have the right 
to adopt such corporate name as to them seems 

Sec. 32. That for the purposes of 5 of State courts in suits by or 
against the said corporation, the said corporation shall for all of said pa 
be taken and held to be a domestic corporation in all the States of the Union 
in which it may do a general business or have established branches. 


Sec. 33. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


Mr. COX (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I want to 
make an inquiry, so that the House can understand this matter. 
What bill is this that the Clerk isreading? Is it a House bill ora 


Senate bill? 
The SPEAKER pro bees, bate (Mr. Bream), It is House bill 
No. 10807, The Chair reads from the bill: 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 27, 1898. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, reported, in lieu 
of H. R. 7341, the Toig bill; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX. Then this is the House bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 
with reference to the bill Which is being read. I hold in my hand 
the report of this committee upon House bill 7341; and the report 
states that the committee reports a bill (H. R. 10807) as a sub- 
stitute for House bill 7341. I wish to inquire whether it is not 
proper to first lay the original bill before the House, prior to the 
substitute being read? © Chair will understand that the point 
of my inquiry is this: House gg aby o. 1627, made by the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt], is to the effect that the 
committee has had under consideration House bill 7341, which 
they report back with the recommendation that it lie on the table, 
ei that House bill 10807 be passed as a substitute for House bill 
7341, 

Weare now engaged in meone the substitute recommended by 
the committee, although the bill which was referred to the com- 
mittee and which was reported back with the recommendation of 
a substitute has never been laid before the House and no action 
has been taken upon it. My point is that we can not consider the 
substitute nor have it read until we have disposed of the original 
bill. The committee, according to the langu of the report, 
clearly reports the bill now being read, House bill 10870, as a sub- 
stitute for the original bill; and we are now engaged in the read- 
ing of the substitute before the original bill has been disposed of 
or even read. How can we act upon a substitute until we have 
in some way disposed of or considered or had read to the House 
the original bill for which the bill we are now reading is offered 
by the committee as a substitute? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This whole question has been 
gone over by the Speaker. The Clerk was proceeding under the 
Speaker’s direction and in pursuance of his decision, and this is 
not the time for the gentleman to raise his point or question—— 

Mr. COX. When will be the time? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ard the reading of the bill will 
go on. 

Mr. COX. A parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know when 
the Speaker made a ruling to the effect that the original bill was 
not in order? 

The SPEAKER ‘pro tempore. The Speaker determined that 
this bill should be read, and it was being read when the gentle- 
man from Tennessee interrupted the proceedings. 

Mr. COX. Upon a point of order which I had the right to make, 
and which I made under the rulesof the House. Of course I sub- 
mit to the ruling of the Chair, but I think it is erroneous. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, but was again interrupted by 

Mr. COX, who said: Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 want to understand 
this proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, if the Clerk will hold on a minute—- 

The SPEAKER (resuming the chair). The Clerk will suspend, 

85 COX. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to know what bill we are 
reading. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which the Clerk is reading. 

_ Mr. COX, Of course we are reading the bill which the Clerk 
is reading; but where does it come from? 

The SPEAKER. It is being read to the House, having been re- 
ported by the committee, having been called up by the committee, 
and the House haying voted to consider it. 

Mr. COX. What committee does it come from? 

The SPEAKER. The House has voted to consider the bill. 

Mr. COX. Well, now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk must proceed with the reading. 

Mr. COX. I do not care about the Clerk proceeding; but I 
want to know what bill he is reading. 

The SPEAKER. After we get through, the gentleman will 
then know, perhaps. 

Mr. COX. Probably I shall. 

The SPEAKER, racine op [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. I do not think the Speaker knows now. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask—— 

Mr. MADDOX. I desire to ask unanimous consent to submit 
a report from a portion of the minority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] 
asks unanimous consent to file the views of the minority of the 
committee. Without objection, consent will be given. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to ask gentlemen who are opposed to this 
bill, if there are any such in the House, whether they wish to make 
any . as to the duration of the debate and the taking 
of a vote 

Mr. KELLEY. For one, I am opposed to the bill and would 
like to have considerable time to discuss it. 

Mr. HILL. There is no desire on the part of the committee or 
on this side of the House to cut off reasonable discussion. I 
think there need be no trouble in reaching a definite agreement 
for a vote upon the bill with the two amendments recommended 
by the committee. 

Mr. MADDOX. As one member of the minority, and represent- 
ing perhaps one or two others, I wish to say that we deem this a 
very important question. It is a fundamental question, so far as 
our ty is concerned. We feel that we ought to have either 
full debate or none at all. 

There are a number of gentlemen on this side of the House who 
desire to be heard on this question. It is a matter of considerable 
importance; and if the gentleman will agree to give us, say, until 
about the day after to-morrow for the discussion, we would be 
satisfied, I take it. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, of course it will be impossible to con- 
tinue this debate until the day after to-morrow; for in all proba- 
bility, as we have been informed already, there will be an adjourn- 
ment over to-morrow and over the Fourth of July, and of course 
no business will be in order or can be transacted. 

There will be no objection to fixing 2 o'clock to-morrow for a 
vote, when the previous question shall be considered as ordered, 
if that will meet the views of gentlemen who are disposed to op- 

the measure. This will give ample time for the discussion 
of the bill and the two amendments proposed by the committee, 

Mr. KELLEY. I suggest that there ought to be at least six 
days’ debate on the bill. This is a far-reaching measure, It is of 
great consequence and a matter of importance. It disturbs the 
monetary system of the country and demands careful considera- 
tion, and, Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely impossible to give it proper 
consideration in the five or six hours suggested by the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Seok MADDOX. That would give us only four or five hours for 
e. 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill 
and ought to be carefully considered. ` 

Mr. 2 t that the gentleman from Connecticut 
let it go over, and let the discussion proceed, and take a vote after 
the Howse shall have given full consideration to it. 8 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So far as I am concerned, I desire to par- 
ticipate in the discussion of the bill. It will be utterly impossible 
for me to proceed this afternoon, and I hope the matter will go 
over until some future day. I ask, therefore, unanimous consent 
that the time for taking a vote on this bill be fixed for next Thurs- 


day at 4 o'clock. ; 

Mr. HILL. I am willing to sarea Mr. Speaker, that the bill 
be taken up and considered an os a of to-morrow after- 
noon at 2 o'clock and at that time the vote shall be taken on 
the bill and amendments. Now, if gentlemen on the other side 
will enter into such an agreement, we can proceed with the de- 
bate at once; and I ask unanimous consent that that order be 
made by the House. s 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why, that would allow only an hour and 
three-quarters on each side—two hours to-morrow and an hour 
and a half this afternoon, i : 

Mr. HILL. Iam satisfied that this time would be sufficient, so 
far as this side of the House is concerned. sien 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on this bill. 
The International American Bank proposes to incorporate by 
name certain individuals taken from the various States. It isa 
remarkable proposition, and I, in connection with a large number 
of the members on this side of the House, desire to speak against 
such a proposition. ; 

Now, with the intimation already given that the House will 
probably adjourn over until after the Fourth of July, Ido not 
think it would be just or proper to force the matter at this time. 
This is legislation which corer entirely from our international 
system as heretofore adopted. r y 

Why not, therefore, take up the bill and discuss it? Let the 
discussion proceed for a reasonable time, beginning to-day or to- 
morrow, and proceed to the conclusion according to the merits of 
the question presented, and then determine the time that the de- 
bate shall close, This would be infinitely better than undertaking 
now, in advance, to limit the time to one, two, or three or four 
hours, or even four or five days. Why should we limit the time 
at all for disposing of soimportant a matter? It seems to me that 
the proper course to be pursued ina matter of so great importance 
as this would be to discuss the bill now and give fair and full o 

rtunity to all members to express their opinions upon it. If it 

a proper bill, that is the proper course. If it is not a proper 
bill, it ought not to be 3 

Mr. MADDOX. I desire to say to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut that we can not accept his proposition to fix a time for 
voting at so early a date. 

Mr. HILL. Ican not hear the statement of the gentleman from 
Georgia. ` 

Mr. MADDOX. My statement was that we could not accept 
1 of the gentleman to vote to-morrow at 2 o’cl 

3 I understood the gentleman to make that proposi- 
tion himself. 

Mr. MADDOX. That was a mistake. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the gentleman to say that he would 
be satisfied to have a vote on Friday. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is a mistake. 

Mr. HILL, Then the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps] 
made some such suggestion. 

Mr. MADDOX. My suggestion was that the matter go over 
until some other day. 

A MEMBER. But somebody else suggested that a vote be taken 
on Thursday. To-day is Thursday. 

Mr. HILL. Iam willing to accept the proposition to vote at 2 
o’clock on Friday. 

Mr. MADDOX. But that does not give sufficient time. 

Mr.PAYNE, Under the rules only twodays could be devoted to 
the consideration of the bill. The gentleman’s proposition extends 
that time to Tuesday. È 

Mr. BAILEY. Under what rule, I would ask the gentleman 
from New York, is the House limited to two days? 

Mr. PAYNE. Under the rule providing for the call of com- 
mittees. This bill is called up in that manner. 

_ Mr. BAILEY. And if it has not been disposed of in that time 
it loses its status as a privileged matter under that rule? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly, the gentleman would have to go on 
then with the matter under the previous question, and take a vote 
under that condition of things, and take up most of the time prob- 
ably in roll calls. Now, it seems to me it is a reasonable proposi- 
tion to take a vote Tuesday afternoon, say, at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. Very well; at 3 o'clock, or even at 4 o'clock. 

ä We can not accept that proposition, and do not 
accept it. 8 


XXXI— III 


a PAYNE. Then, of course, gentlemen will have to take their 
chances. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I can state that I am instructed by 
the Committee on Banking and Currency to offer two amendments 
to the bill, and I would like to give notice of them now. They 
will be called ap at the groper time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman offers the 
amendments, I desire to ask if it is in order to move to strike out 
the enacting clause of this bill? 

Mr. HILL. I do not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MoRAE. I make the point that amendments are not in 
order until the billis read by paragraphs. General debate has not 
been closed. 

Mr. HILL. I do not yield for that P I simply give no- 
tice of the following amendments, and I desire to have them read 
in my time in order that members of the House may have a clear 
understanding of the bill as it will be presented by the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 22, page 16, after the words “Central America,” the follow- 
ing: or other forei countries; and in line 23, after the word “determine,” 
“upon the approval of the Comptroller of the Currency.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I had a parliamentary inqui 
pending which I desire to have answered. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut has the 
floor ay is addressing the House, and this is read as a part of his 
remarks. 

M 8 I 5 however, that it was in order to re- 
spon a parliamen nquiry. 

Mr. HILL. Not in my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks notin the gentleman’s time. 
After the gentleman has finished, the Chair will endeavor to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought a parliamen inquiry was always 
in order, and I simply desire not to lose the right to make the 
motion I intend to make. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s rights will be preserved. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the second proposed amendment, as follows: 

Insert in line 11, page 31, after the words “International American Bank,” 


the following: 
t the location and number of foreign branches and the mini- 
shall be in 


“Except 
mum of capital the discretion and with the approval of the Comp- 


troller of the Currency.” 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that these proposi- 
tions were simply read for information. 

The SP. Read simply as a part of the gentleman's 
remarks. 

Mr. HILL. My p in presenting the amendments at this 
time is in order that the members of the House may understand 
clearly the proposition which the committee desires to bring be- 
fore the House. Perhaps I can explain it and make it more clear. 
I should be glad if I had more time to present the matter as it 
deserves, and I regret exceedingly that gentlemen on the other 
side of the House are not willing to extend the time for debate 
and thus not force me at the expiration of the hour to move the 
previous question, which I did not want to do. 

The committee amendments make the bill more nearly a gen- 
eral law than it was before, and they are offered at the request 
of the minority, not at the request of the majority. The bill as 
originally drawn, Mr. Speaker, provided for the organization of 
one single banking institution. The proposition is the outgrowth 
of action taken by the Pan-American Congress held in this city 
some ten yearsago. Asa result of their conclusions the Banking 
Committee of that Congress presented the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the conference recommends to the governments here rep- 
resented the granting of liberal concessions to facilitate inter-American 
banking, especially such as may be necessary for the establishment of an 
international American bank, with branches or agencies in the several coun- 
tries represented in this conference. 

This resolution was 5 0 by the delegates from Colombia, 
Chile, the United States, Brazil, and Costa Rica. In accordance 
with that resolution 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question 


here. - 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield 
to the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. HILL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. TERRY. Ishould like to inquire of the gentleman where 
he finds any warrant in the Constitution of the United States for 
the establishment of an institution like this? 

Mr. HILL, I will come to that by and by, and will answer the 
gentleman's question, but I prefer to take the matter up in my 
own way. 

The resolution as submitted by the Pan-American Congress was 
indorsed by the President of the United States. Mr. Harrison, and 
also by the Secretary of State, the Hon. James G. Blaine. Idesire, 
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with the permission of the House, to have read as a 
marks a letter of Mr. Blaine indorsing this proposition. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 27, 1890. 
The PRESIDENT: 


I have the honor to submit herewith the 
ing as ously adopted by the Ini American 
— of ak great — vie Seen 3 pe 
promptly as possible secure the earnest afenticn of the Congress of 
nite 


of my re- 


Rio Grande ts to more At present the 

people of the United States enjoy a share of this market, but 

the action of the recent conference I believe, in the removal of 

0 which now tend to obstruct the e of our 0. 
One of the most serious of obstacles is the ofa of di- 

rect exc! and by reason of which the 

merchants of the United States in commerce with Central Sou 


America have been compelled topay 
commerce 


into the United States, the greater part was 
Of the merchandise imported cities of the continent to cover 


mission of three-fourths of 1 per cent is customarily 

pean banks enjoyed a large profit u our business 
risk. This system steadily results in to our merchants in interest and 
. as well as in commissions. These losses would be 
largely reduced by the establishment of an international system of banking 
ublics. 


th a minimum of 


between the American 


dent upon the bankers of 
The "in their $ of _ country —— 5 e 3 nee T 
—.— will continue 19 anar under these embarassments until direct banking 
ms are es je 
committee. ttached, presents a simple and 
meted e re aad the Sauce tes measure SOOO will, in 
the judgment of the conference, result in the establishment of proper facili- 
ties for ire a ige tein reba banking. 
25 JAMES d. BLAINE. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, if there were any reasons whatever 
demanding the establishment of this institution ten years ago, 
those reasons are far ter in number and far more potent now, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. ge A 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Inotice on page 9, enumeratin 
the powers in the third paragraph, this bill authorizes this 
to make contracts without any limitation whatever. 

Mr. HILL. Precisely. That is precisely the language of the 
national-bank law now. There is no change whatever in that 
respect, and I will come to that in a moment. Perhaps I had 
better touch on it now. I will state in drawing this bill the 
author has followed almost precisely the language of the national- 
bank law now, and in the particular clause to which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania refers, it is precisely the language of the 
national-banklaw. If there are changes from the national-bank 
law they are changes making the provisions more rigid than the 
law is to-day. i 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This allows the bank to build rail- 
roads, or do anything. 7 

Mr. HILL. Allos it to do what national banks would do, and 
nothing else. : d : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam simply asking for informa 
tion, and not attacking the measure. If the gentleman will allow 
me to ask him another question. On 85 I see that these 
powers and privileges are granted to any other number of persons 
who may desire to form corporations, 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is there not danger of inaugurat- 
ing an entirely new system of banking, to the detriment of the es- 
tablished rights of those banks already existing? 

Mr. HILL. I think not, for the reason, if the gentleman will 
real the bill through, he will find that there are certain things 
required of this organization under this law that will prevent any- 
thing of the kind. Every bank organized under this law must 
create and maintain a foreign branch in some foreign country, 
where in the open market bills of exchange between this and 
foreign countries shall always be sold. Now, there is no danger 
of breaking pas ani Pa under this provision. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not know the provision of the 
national-bank law as it there appears, but this provision is such as 
to enable this institution to do anything—to build and operate 
railroads and steamboats or anything else they may choose. 

Mr. HILL. That are within incidental to banking. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It does not say that there is any 
limit to that power. 

Mr. HILL. Neither does the national-bank law. The law is 
here before me, and the tleman can take it and examine it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do notdisputethat; but the par- 
ties to the corporation obtain additional power by which they can 
take in any kind of business they choose, 


Mr. HILL. In the matter of the organization and powers of 
national banks, they have been copied verbatim, except so far as 
it became necessary to permit additional language being used to 
one branches and to trasact a foreign business. 

r. BARTHOLDT. Iclaimthereis adifference. The national- 
bank law does not name any individuals to whom ial privi- 


leges shall be granted. I will say, if you had come in here with 


or, 


as | 2 general bill, allowing such organization under general terms, I 


would be most heartily in favor of such a proposition, but I am 
to granting these special privileges to the gentlemen 


opposed 
the | named in the first page of the bill. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I will address myself to the particu- 
lar point raised by the gentleman from Missouri, for that very 
pans has been raised by other persons—that there are in this bill 

e names of es pean cies on the first page. The 
gentlemen mentioned on the first are simply commissioners 


authorized to advertise for subscriptions for stock, and when the 
$181,058,- | Subscriptions for stock are made and apportioned their powers and 


privileges cease and determine then and there. They are not in 
any sense corporators, and not stockholders necessarily at all, un- 
less they choose to subscribe as any other gentleman can sub- 
scribe; but they are simply designated as commissioners tosolicit 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman unnecessarily, but i like to have these things settled as 
we go along. I notice upon examination of the national-bank law 
that this power to make contracts is limited entirely to associa- 
tions for carrying on the business of banking. This biil does not 
gar 5 to aan on 55 business of banking; it has no limit on 
it at all. is corporation may engage in any enterprise, regard - 
less of banks or the banking business. It may engage in the 
management of steamships, the running of railroads, or anything 
else. If that is the p of the bill, let us have it understood. 

Mr. HILL. This bill is for an international American bank, 
with its powers and privileges copied verbatim from the national 
banking law of the country as it stands on the statute books, ex- 
ag to the tes incidental to a foreign business. 

. COX. ill the gentleman allow me a question right there? 

Mr. HILL. I shall have to decline, for I want tô proceed con- 
secutively. As originally drawn, the bill provided that the twelve 
gentlemen named on the first should be commissioners and 
receive subscriptions of stock, and the committee limited it to this 
particular institution, the International American Bank. It was 
amended in the Senate, I think, on a motion offered by Senator 
Maxtory of Florida, adding the thirty-first section, which threw 
it entirely open and made it a general law. 

Now, then, the Committee on Banking and Currency desired to 
extend it still further, because there were certain limitations not 
covered by section 31. It left the requirement of $5,000,000 cap- 
ital and one and one-quarter paid in. It left the requirement of 
four branches being maintained in the countries of South America, 
and the proposition was advanced that gentlemen in Mobile, in 
New Orleans, in San Francisco, in Seattle Sh Hy desire to organ- 
ize a bank with only one branch, and if they did organize a bank 
35.000 only one foreign branch they would not need a capital of 

So the amendment of the Senate was still further amended, or 
proposed to be by the Committee on Banking and Currency, by 
providing that other countries than those named in South America 
might be utilized for the location of branches, by providing that 
the number of branches and the amount of capital to be used and 
the location of the branches should be in the discretion and con- 
trol of the Comptroller of the Currency. So that the bill, starting 
asa charter for one single institution, has been elaborated 
into a general law covering the whole country and admitting any 
twelve gentlemen. 

Now, then, in regard to the names mentioned, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. eee objects to these names being 
mentioned, not in and of themselves, but because it might possi- 
bly prevent other persons being named in other organizations. I 
want to say in reply that if the names were not mentioned in this 
bill they could not be mentioned in the act of incorporation, which 
any other gentlemen might choose to avail themselves of, because 
any other twelve gentlemen, to avail themselves of the provisions 
of this bill, must follow in all of the provisions 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Are there any names mentioned in the 
national banking act? 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Did it prevent the organization of national 
benking corporations? 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Why do you not come in here with a gen- 
eral provision putting everybody on an ty pend that has money 
to invest in an enterprise of this kind, and allow everybody to be 
a beneficiary in this great international banking system? 

Mr. HILL. That — enn y the thing the committee has done. 

Mr. MADDOX. ‘Will the gentleman from Connecticut allow 
me a question? 
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Mr. HILL. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. MADDOX. The gen n says this is a general banking 
business. Is it nota fact that under the provisions of this bill any 


other twelve gentlemen that want to form a banking corporation 
are required to do it within the next sixty days? 

Mr. Ww A . the criticism which the gentleman from 
Georgia makes, and I have not the slightest objection to his of- 
fering an amendment striking out the words “ within the next 
sixty days.” My attention has been called to it lately. However, 
it leaves everybody on an equality if you leaveitin. Ihave no 
authority from the committee to accept the amendment; but if it 
is offered, I will vote for it. 

Mr. MADDOX. It does not leave them on an equality, for these 

entlemen who know about the bill stand ready to organize their 
ass while other individuals in the country have not heard of it 
and know nothing about it, and the time might expire before they 
did hear of it. j 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I can not quite appreciate the feeling 
which would ask the striking out of the names of gentlemen who 
have been solicited over and over again to become corporators in 
thisenterprise. They have not themselves asked that their names 
be inserted. These are not the same gentlemen who in the last 

came and asked for an act of incorporation of this kind. 
The names of the corporators at that time were materially differ- 
ent from these. The trouble has been to get men to carry out the 
resolution of the Pan-American Con f 

This project is an experiment. It is by no means certain that 

this undertaking will be successful financially, even if Congress 

ants the act of ea spe The trouble has been up to this 

te in getting anybody wno would put money into this enter- 

rise Pa help to develop an international American bank for the 

therance of the interests of American commerce. Iam glad 

to join in extending that privilege to anybody who will come for- 

ward and put money into such an un „For this reason 

I would be opposed to taking these names out of this bill. These 

ee came here asking, as naturally * would, for an in- 

ependent separate act of incorporation 
changed the proposition—turned it around. 
As I said some time ago, if there were any reasons ten years 
ago why this bill should be enacted into law and why the citizens 

the United States should have the privilege of engaging in for- 
eign commerce through an international bank under any name or 
ropa peg those reasons are far more potent now, for our foreign 
trade has increased enormously. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is the international character of this bank lim- 
ited to nations on the American Continent? 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. 


and to any country in the world. There is no discrimination. 
Everybody is placed on an equality. 

Mr. DANFORD. Permit me a question, Is there anything in 
this bill which authorizes this to be a bank of issue? 

Mr. HILL. Not at all. It can issue no notes; it can do no 
business that any private individual can not do. The issuing of 
notes is expressly forbidden. This is a business proposition, pure 
and simple, with no 1 5 in it. It has nothing to do with the 
currency. A political issue ought not to be raised on a business 
proposition of this kind. There was no politics in the Pan- 
American Congress. The gentlemen composing that convention 
represented the business interests of their respective countries. 

eir idea was that the American nation, with its capital and 
its commercial greatness, could charter a financial institution, 
and by a supervisory power only, not by assuming any responsi- 
bility, give it acharacter which would make it acceptable in every 
foreign country. The pledge was practically given that if the 
United States would charter an institution of kind it should 
have banking privileges in every country of South America. 

In the ten years that have elapsed since that congress was held 
the American people haye had commerce with those nations to the 
amount of $3,000,000,000, and this nation has paid 1 cent toll 
to English banks for the pores of paying those bills ona three- 
8 circuit by way of London at ed of by way of the United 

And not only do the instruments of exchange which settle our 
commerce—by which it is carried just as much as it is carried by 
steamships or locomotives—go around by way of London, but 
e in the way of travel to-day is practically by way of 
London. Ihave here a little clipping to which I wish to refer. 
Mr. C. D. Mitchell, of Chattanooga, Tenn., one of the vice- 
presidents of the National Association of Manufacturers, went 


with a number of gentlemen to South America to spy out the | South 
vance 


land and see whether something could not be done to the 


o committee has | America 


Under the amendments offered by the | sterling against our 
committee it is extended to all the citizens of the- United States | Pe 


in which to do their allotted work. Thus the disgrace isovershadowed by the 
injury and the loss. 

During the last year, out of r of foreign commerce, 
8189, 000,000 only was carried in American ships. Gentlemen of 
the House of Representatives, I believe that, as Republicans and 
Democrats, it is our duty to so vote and act on any proposition 
that comes before this Congress that American business may be 
transacted in American ships, and that American commerce may 
be through American financial institutions without pay- 
ing tribute to other nations. [Applause.] 

. McEWAN. What relation has the passage of this bill to 
allowing our commerce to be carried in American bottoms? 

Mr. HILL. It is in the same line. 

Mr. McEWAN. But what relation has the passage of the bill 
to the attainment of that object? - The gentleman, while arguing 
in favor of the bill, is drawing in matter utterly extraneous to it, 

Mr. HILL. Iam simply saying that every facility which can 
be afforded for the extension of foreign commerce will help toward 
its development in every direction. If American business men be 
given an international bank through which they can draw ex- 
change, if they be given a line of steamships by which they can 
carry their goods to foreign markets, certainly American com- 
merce will be increased by such facilities, and just as much by 
one as by the other. 

I have here a letter only fifteen days old which I believe I will 
spare time to have read, for it comes from a practical business 
concern and tells precisely the difficulties under which Americans 
are laboring in the transaction of foreign commerce, It is there- 
fore very pertinent to the present topic. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
New YORK, June 15, 1393, 
to press_reports of 8 in Senate on Juno 
banks 


Mr. HILL. I want to state, Mr. Speaker, that this is a notice 
from the Bank of New York which the Clerk is now reading, to 
merchants of New York, with reference to this foreign business. 
They state that it can be done under the existing organization, 
Now, I want you to see how it is done under existing conditions, 
I want you to see what a total and absolute failure this has been. 
I ask the Clerk to read on. f 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading, as follows:, 

We availed ourselves of this offer and were — — to draw in pounds 


tsof butter, which 
Bri 


mission, an 
after long delay. 
buy the returned Bank of Pernambuco draft 
o inclose memoranda of George O. Gordo 
Plate Bank, by wides you will see that ona $3,80. 
draw in poun 


mt of London River 
draft on Bahia we had to 


ing 
It is all ve: well for Senator TELLER and others in Washin 
be 25 Now York! = offer facili as th fs aa 
ew York sent us, which caused us the 0 o use of 
least thirty days longer than if the United States of Pederi p gid 
ing facilities with South America. Furthermore, the heavy collection charges 
Tena em p dean tennder ga g cha ccm aise na aie 
on se ands ster 
FFF 5 
The above shows you at what a great disadvantage exporters in United 
States of America are as compared to European houses. s 
Now let us — out to you an phn erg drawback. 
Eroen Onit the PAAA PARR DUTIES WAEA exponents A 
o supp! r), we our Sout 
FEET 
or New Yor: we co 
fa spot, fd not be fond to agna ati for collection. hich commons un 
out of o 
Bank of New York and FF 
le bank business in Brazil would grant a letter of credit on 
ts =e opened for European trade, even to houses 


ther 
Second. The banks demand security for 25 to 50 cent of the credit the 
ted, whether it wilt be used or — 55 
Third. If the . of credit are drawn as shi — doc- 
uments at ninety days’ sight, the moment the goods arrive in Brazilt e 2 
there demand mt for the drafts before they deliver the documents 
re ide landing that the credit and draft entitles the receivers to 
Such documents the banks doing business in Brazil call credits, and we 
hope you, Mr. FoRAKER, will not allow yourself to be deceived by statements 
that United States exporters have ample facilities for doing business in 


America. 
Such banks as the London and River Plate Bank and London and Brazilian 


- e Bank have in the twenty-five paid dividends of 10 to 15 per cent, 
interests of American trade. says: besides accumulating a — of 75 per cent or more, and most of it at the 
of United States merchants. 


-0 
ships. In they hađonly twenty-five days to spy 
E to limi. WODA TE they bad CONA AIE I TUAT WALA nice nad ake 


5 
our experiences ou ə ho a n 
tors and . — T 


What we (U: Sted Bintan nt Amerinn) need is international bank, United 
i n an 
States steamship lines, and reciprocity. 
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commerce of our country, which means prosperity to the United 
Bias wo are, tfal 
0 
E KURZMAN BROS. 
Hon. J. B. 3 
U. S. Senator (Ohio), Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, this letter will be found in the Senate 
oceedings of the week before last, and I want to say to the House 
that my only desire in this connection is to place this question and 
this proposition squarely before the House. The bank which is 
ro to be chartered here is not a bank which will be author- 
ed to issue currency. That is not allowed by its charter. It is 
confined to a specific purpose under the terms of the law creating 
the bank, and I need not go into the matter further than I haye 
1 : £ 
a G. Will the gentleman allow an interruption just 
there 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Why do you invoke the Federal powers of the Gov- 
. ernment of the United States for the creation of such an organi- 
zation as this? 

Mr. HILL. Simply because it is necessary in such an organi- 
zation. The capital can not be drawn together under ordinary 
circumstances. : 

There is not a man here that does not want to increase American 
trade and add to the value of our foreign commerce. There is not 
a Republican or a Democrat on the floor of the House who does 
not feel in reference to this matter the importance and the neces- 
sity of doing something in the line that this bill supon, It is a 
legitimate measure, and I do not believe there can be any serious 


3 to its passage. Á 
. WILL A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. HILL. eani d 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would like to ask the gentleman, 
with a view to meeting any opposition which has cen made 
against the bill, if he will not consent, after the third paragraph 
of the bill, to insert a provision to make it definite and certain by 
‘adding these words—I refer to line 22 on page 9—add, after the 
word ' contracts,“ the words only in and connected with the 
business of banking.” 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If the gentleman will consent to 
that amendment, I am satisfied there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection whatever. It is but a slight 
change in the bill. It is the same power given to the national 
banks which the bill confers generally. 

I have no objection, therefore, to the amendment onally. 
Of course, I can not speak for the committee. I would like to see 
this corporation organized, because I believe it will be of vast im- 
portance to our trade throughout the country. It is an attempt, 
at least, on the part of Congress in the right direction to enable 
the men who control capital and the representatives of trade to 
get in their work in a satisfactory manner. It is a e. on 
the part of Congress to allow our people to proceed with this great 
and important Work, which is not only a benefit to themselves, but 
to all of their fellow- citizens. 

Now, why should not they do it? Because there are certain 
criticisms upon this franchise. What are they? They say the 
capital is too large, and that is one of the reasons advanced by 
the minority this afternoon. Let us see about that. There are 
to-day in the city of New York six banks with a larger capital 
than this N pronosi to have. There is to-day in the city of San 
Franciscoa with 50 per cent more capital than this proposes to 
have. There is to-day in Chicago a bank with a larger capital than 
the amount proposed here. How about the limit? This is a fixed 
limit. I have said to you that every provision of this charter is 
more rigid the national-bank law is to-day. There is no 
limit to the amount of capital that a national bank can work 
under in this country; none whatever. It may just as well have 
a hundred million as to have fifty thousand. is limits the pos- 
sible capital to $25,000,000. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I will say to my friend that I un- 
derstand and believe that the capital of the Hongkong and Shang- 
hai Banking Association is to-day very nearly, if not quite, $25,- 
000,000. That isa banking institution doing business 
India, China, Japan, and Australia. 

Mr. KING. Is it chartered by the Government? 

Mr. HILL. I stated that the sixty banks in the city of London 
doing a 8 business have an average of $5,000,000 capital. 


oughout 


The =. could have in the matter would be that the cap- 
ital co ization was 


d be larger and that the 5 of this or: 
such as to reach around the world and take in a world-wide com- 
merce and bring it into the United States of America, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My only 1 to enable you 


í is 
to answer some of these questions and objections, 


Mr. HILL. Very well, I will take up the further criticisms 
which have been made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I notice in the eighth power you 
follow tħe seventh section of the national banking law. 


Mr. HILL. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Until you get down to the last 
partofit. In the national banking law it reads: 


By buying and se exchange, coin and bullion; by loaning money on 
Eg ta h 3 i pat opening, issuing, and circulating notes, accord- 

For that you substitute this: 

And to borrow money for use in its business in an amount not exceeding 50 
per cent of its paid-up capital stock. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. A bank hardly needs to borrow 
money. 

Mr. HILL. I think I have developed the fact that this matter 
is of interest at least to gentlemen on this side of the House, and 
I should like again to renew the proposition to gentlemen on the 
other side of the House, and I ask the attention of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. I would like again to renew the 
proposition that a time be fixed for taking a vote upon this bill, 
after fair and reasonable debate, when both sides of the question 
may be heard Will the gentleman agree to any proposition that 
does not carry it a og next 3 

Mr. MADDOX. No, sir; that would give us no time. 

Mr. HILL. You will agree to 3 

Mr. MADDOX. With the understanding that the House is to 
adjourn to-morrow evening until Tuesday, that would give us 
no time to discuss the matter. 

Mr. HILL. It would give all day to-morrow and all day Tues- 


. MADDOX. If the House adjourns to-morrow over the 
Fourth of July, then there would be no session on Saturday, Sun- 
day, or Monday. 

Mr. HILL. It would give to-morrow and all day Tuesday. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, well, we are liable to be taken off our feet 
by conference reports. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. What proposition will the gentleman 
make for an extension of time? 

Mr. MADDOX. Proceed with the debate, and when we get 
along with it we will determine what we ought to have. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Nobody objects to such a meas- 
ure as this bill contemplates. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Gentlemen on the other side seem to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. S er, there is one other criticism that has 
been made upon the bill, and that is the duration of the charter— 
that it continues for fifty years. I call attention to the national 
banking law. The charter of a national bank is perpetual. That 
may be disputed by some gentlemen on this floor, but a national- 
bank charter to-day is granted for twenty years, and it is in the 
control of the stockholders to extend it. If they comply with the 
provisions of the law, the Comptroller can not do anything else than 
permit its extension. So that in every respect this bill is more 
rigidly drawn and more carefully and more strictly drawn than 
the national-bank law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have disposed of the question of 
the limit of capital. I would be glad, if the time had been ex- 
tended, to bring forward arguments in regard to the constitutional 
powers of Congress to grant this charter. But I simply desire to 
ig Sor the short time proposed 

. JEN S. I want to ask the gentleman from Connecticut 
te not deem that the most important question to be con- 
side 

Mr. HILL. I do not. I stand here and say that it is my firm 
belief that the people of the United States of America have the 
right to do anything outside of its borders that is for the general 


welfare of ee mg 

Mr. JEN S. Then you have got to go outside of the letter 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. HILL (continuing). And that inside its own borders it 
can regulate domestic commerce, I donot confine myself to the 
letter, I think it can be done under both the letter and the spirit, 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman refer me to the authority 
for Congress to create this corporation? 

Mr. BROMWELL. The power to regulate foreign commerce, 

Mr. HILL. If the gentleman will read the report preparon by 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosius], of 
our committee, in the last Congress,on that question, where the 
distinguished gentleman takes it up and discusses it at great 
length, all doubts he may have will be removed as to that. 

ow much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied forty-one min- 


utes. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say that the organization of this insti- 
tution meets the approval of many business organizations of the 
country. 
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I hold in my hand a series of resolutions siop by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York, specifically indorsing this pope 
sition. Iholdin my hand a series of resolutions adopted by the 
American Paper and Pulp Association. 

I have in my mind resolutions adopted by the Associated Banks 
of New York, including the savings banks, advocating this prop- 
osition and recognizing the fact that they have not facilities for 
transacting this business and that a special charter and special 

iyileges must be given to an institution of this kind. Now, Mr. 
Ep ker, this proposition is not an exclusive one. It covers the 
whole country and takes in everybody; and the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee are intended to reach still further and 
obviate every possible objection. I would be glad to give some 
further elucidation of the bill. $ 

Mr. TERRY. Wil the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. r 

Mr. TERRY. Why do you propose to give this corporation 
such large powers of acquiring and holding real estate? : 

Mr. H iLL. It is absolutely no new power given. It is verbatim 
et literatim in the words and letters of the national-bank law, 
and gives them the same power as the national banks of the United 
States—no more and no less. 

Mr. TERRY. In Subdivision D it is provided that they shall 
have the right to purchase, hold, and convey such real estate as 
Kg 7 155 purchase at sales under judgments, decrees, or mortgages 

by it. 

Mr. L. So does the national-bank law in the same letters. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, under that broad power, they can go out 
and purchase judgments and purchase decrees. They will then 
be held by a corporation. 

Mr. HILL. I would be very glad to yield to the gentleman for 
a question, but I can not yield for a speech. 

. TERRY. It can purchase judgments and decrees and then 
purchase real estate, 2 

Mr. HILL. These are identically the 
estate by national banks, no more and no less. 

Mr. TERRY. Is this precisely the language of the national- 
bank law? 

Mr. HILL. The national-bank law was here. 

Mr. TERRY, I do not think it is so broad. 

Mr. HILL. I have examined and compared the power given, 
and the power to hold real estate is Pared the same. It can 
only be acquired in the same way. far as my recollection is 
concerned, there is no change in the law of the right to hold real 
estate between national banks and this bank. 

Mr. REEVES. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HILL. . ; 

Mr. REEVES. You have made a statement frequently in the 
last few minutes that the powers of this corporation are the same 
as given to the national banks? 

2 Except such incidental powers as are n for 
the transaction of a foreign business, including the purchase and 
sale of bills of exchange. 

Mr. REEVES. I should like to correct you there, and in order 
to do so inquire in this manner 


Mr. HIL Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to lose control of the 
bill by havin or time expire. 
The SPE . How much time does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. REEVES. You have not stated this correctly, as 1 under- 
stand it. I would like to ask you concerning this. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. REEVES. All of these authorities under the national- 
bank act are limited, each and every one of them, by section 5133 
of that act? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. REEVES (continuing). Which in terms limits them to do 
that which is within the functions of a banking business? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. REEVES (continuing). This bill, as you have presented 
it, with the powers conferred on this corporation, are not only not 
confined to a banking business, but it enumerates various kinds 
of business in which they may en. , and only section 8 refers to 
the banking business in terms. Everything else pertains to busi- 
ness outside of the affairs of national banks. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, it cays all powers incidental to the 
powers necessary to carry on the business of ing in the pro- 
vision, and it has necessarily included, in addition to the banking 
provisions which are given to a bank of the United States, one 
which must be necessarily included—the power to transact for- 
eign business and sell bills of exchange and letters of credit and 
to act as the financial agent for other governments, which must 
necessarily be included in order to give it a status as a foreign 
business bank. 

Mr. REEVES. Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask about 
one of the powers conferred in this bill? 

Mr. Yes. 


Mr. REEVES, As suggested by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


wers held about real | 


vania, you authorize the corporation to borrow money to the ex- 
tent of 50 per cent of its paid-up capital. I do not think you will 
find that power in the national ing law. 

Mr. H I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
under the power of issuing notes, a national bank has the power 
to borrow money to the extent of 90 per cent of its capital. 
There is no provision in this bill that is not more restricted than 
the provisions in the national banking act, except the power to 
transact the foreign business, and that is the purpose for which 
this bill is framed. Now, I should be glad to yield to any gentle- 
man that desires to discuss the bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Let me urge the gentleman from 


Connecticut to get some time fixed for the consideration of this 


bill. There are many of us that want to help him on a bill that 
has for its purpose the one this bill has. 

Mr. HILL. I will ask unanimous consent, then, Mr. Speaker, 
that a vote be taken at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, that will not do; we want 
enough time to go over it. The national banking law has been 
taken and this bill drawn from it, and enough of the language 
used to give it the 8 of being exactly like it; but we 
want to look it over and see if it is like it. Say next Wednesday. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, Mr. Speaker, we on this side are ob- 
jecting to any limit of debate at present. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then you will have the previous 
question ordered and you will not get any debate. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 

5 HILL. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor for any 
such p . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut has the 


floor. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman from Connecticut yield to 

2e for a moment to make a motion in reference to the deficiency 
ill: 

Mr. HILL. I will. 

Mr. CANNON. I omitted, Mr. Speaker, this morning to ask 
unanimous consent that the deficiency bill be printed and num- 
bered. The work has been done, but it is necessary that unani- 
mous consent should be given to justify the action of the Clerk, 
who anticipated the order. 

The SP If there is no objection to the request of the 
88 from Illinois, it will be so ordered. [After a pause.] 

he Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, is it necessary that the bill should be 
read by sections? 

The SPEAKER. Being considered in the House, it would not. 

Mr. HILL, Well, if no agreement can be reached for further 
debate, I am ready to yield the balance of my time, except such 
as is necessary for amendment. If gentlemen will not agree to 
fixing a time for consideration, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I am instructed to offer. À 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, gons debate has not been closed. 

The SPEAKER. No; but the gentleman has a right to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I offered the first amendment and called for the 
previous question on the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What is the amendment? We would like 
to have it read. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. S. er, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the amendments offered by the com- 
mittee are voted upon now, will it preclude members from offer- 
ang any other amendment? 

a S SPEAKER. It would if the previous question was or- 
ered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman from Connecticut 
does not ask for the previous question except on his amendment, 

Mr. HILL. That is all. 

Mr. McRAE. How many amendments are there? 

The SPEAKER. Two amendments. 

Mr. McRAE. How many more can the gentleman offer and 
retain the floor? 

Mr. PAYNE. There are no amendments pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment which 
is the one offered by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 22, 16, after the words“ Central America,” the follow- 


“ing: or other foreign countries; and in line 23, after the word deter- 


mine,“ upon the approval of the Comptroller of the Currency.” 
The SPEAKER. Upon this the previous question is demanded, 
The godaan was taken; and pea g the announcement, 
Mr. L. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Were BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. ; 
The question was taken; and upon a division (demanded by Mr, 
HILL) tare were—ayes 78, noes . ( * 


Mr. HILL. I call for the yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 75, an- 
swered present 8, not voting 195; as follows: 


YEAS—{7. 
Aller, De Vries, Linney, Rhea, 
Bailey, Evans, Ber Ridgely, 
Baker, IL zaning Rixey, 
Ball, ox. Love, Shafroth, 
Barlow. Griffith, McCormick, — es, 
Bartholdt, Griggs, McCulloch, 8 
Bertlett, Gunn, McDowell, Stark, 
Bell, J. McEwan, Stephens, Tex. 
Benner, Pa. Henry, Miss. McRae, Strait, 
Bodine, Howard, Ga. Maddox, Sulzer, 
Broderick, Howell, Maguire, Tate, 
Brundidge, Hunter, Terry, 
Castle, Jones, Wash. Meekison, Underwood, 
Clark, Mo. Kelley, Meyer, La. Vehslage, 
8 Norten, -o White lil 
w. 
Cox, Kleberg, Osborne, Williams, Miss. 
Cummin; Knowles, Peters, 
De Armond, tz, Pugh, 
De Graffe 1 Reeves, 
NAYS—%. 
‘Arnold, Carts k 5 — Pitney” 
no. * * 
Danford, Landa Ray, 
Barrows, Davison, Ky. Loudenslager, Shattuc, 
Belknap, Faris, Dang Sherman, 
Bingham, dner, cCall, Showalter, 
Bishop, Gibson, McCleary, Southard, 
Bromwell, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Sperry, 
rown, Greene, Mass. Marsh, Steele, 
Brownlow, Mercer, 8 J. 
Burleigh, Grosvenor. tone, W. 
Burton, Grout, Moody, på 
Butler, Grow, Northway, Van Voorhis, 
Cannon, Hager, ard, 
Capron, Hawley, Packer, Pa. arner, 
ckering, Hep Parker, Weymouth, 
Cochran Y. Hicks, Payne, ost, 
per, A Pearce, Mo. Young. 
Kirkpatrick, Pearson, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT “-g. 
Alexander, Burke, Loud, 
Brucker, Jenkins, Norton, S. G Wanger. 
NOT VOTING—1%. 
Acheso Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, 
8 Da * Jones, Va. Sauerhering, 
Adamson, Davis, Joy, Sayers, 
beock, Dayton, Kerr, Settle, 
Baird, Dingley, Ketcham, Shannon, 
Baker, Md. Dinsmore, Kulp, reer | 
Bankh: Dockery, Lamb, Shuf 
Barber, Dolliver, Lanham, Simpson, 
Barney, Dorr, patimo prinia 
Barret: Doy: wrence, 
Beach Driggs Lewis, Ga. Smith TiL 
Belde: Eddy, Lewis, Wash. Smith, Ky. 
Belford, Elliott, Littauer, Smith, S. W. 
Bennett, Ellis, Little, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Benton, Ermentrou Lorimer, nover, 
Be Fenton, Lovering, Southwick, 
Blan Fischer, Low, ding, 
— Fitzgerald, McAleer, amore 
McClellan, 
Bontell, III Fletcher, McDonald, Stevens, Minn. 
Boutelle, Me. Foote, McIntire, Stewart, Wis. 
Bradley. McMillin, es, 
Brantley, Fowler, N.C Mahany, Stone, C. W. 
Brenner, Fowler, N. J. Mann, 8 Nebr. 
Brewer, rag Marshall, Strowd, N. 
Brewster, os 8 4 ——.— 8 — t, 
ullo W . * 
Bonasi, Greene, Nebr. Miers, Sutherland, 
ilton, Miler, Swanson, 
Handy Minor, t aa 
Campbell, whey, 
8 i Morris Tayler, Ohio 
ings, Heatw or, 
Siriy . — Newlands, Toad, 
Clark, Iowa ende Odell, Tongue, 
Clarke, N. H. Henry, Conn. Ogden, Vandiver, 
Clayton, Henry, Otey, Vincent, 

d Henry. Tex. Otzen, adsw 
Colson, Hilborn, Overstreet, Walker, Mass. 
Connell, Hi Pierce, Tenn. Walker, Va. 
Connolly, Hitt, Powers, Weaver, 
Cooney, Hooker, Prince, Wheeler. 
Cooper, Tex. Hopkins, Onise om White, N. G 
Corli: Howard, Ala. Wilber, 
. Ralle Bobbins, wien 

um 
Cram er, Hurley, Ro La Wise, 
Dalze ett, —— — 
Davenport, Johnson, Ind. Royse, 


So the motion to adjourn was 1 to. 
- Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be marked present.“ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). Was the gentle- 
man present when his name was called, was he listening, and did 
he fail to hear it? 
Mr. DAVEY. No, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro tem 
tain the gentleman’s reques' 


re. Then the Chair can not enter- 


Mr. DINSMORE. I did not care to vote on this question, but 
I would like to be marked t. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman t when 
his name was called, was he listening, and did he to hear it? 

Mr. DINSMORE. No, sir, 

The SPEAKER protempore. Then the gentleman's request can 
not be entertained, 

Mr. SIMS. My colleague, Mr. Garxes, has been suddenly called 
from the Hall. is fact will explain his absence on this roll call. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Wise with Mr, Norton of South Carolina. 

For this day: 

Mr. Apams with Mr. WILSON, 

Mr. LovERING with Mr. MARSHALL. 

Mr. MoINTIRE with Mr. SIMPSON. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. SAYERS, 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Lewis of Washington. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BARBER with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. CTEELE. I desire to be noted as “present.” I could not 
get here to vote. I would have voted “nay.” 

The result of the yote was announced as above stated. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Pending the announcementof the vote on the motion to adjourn, 
by unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Norton of South Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
im nt business. 

o Mr. MILLER, for five da 

To Mr. WRITE of North 

im t business. 
o Mr, CocHRAN of Missouri, for ten days, on account of sick- 

ness. 

To Mr, Jones of Washington, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p, m.) the 
House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. Mr. MADDOX, from the Com- 
mittee on ing and Currency, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 10807) to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tions of the International American Conference by the incorpora- 
tion of the International American Bank, submitted the views of 
the minority thereon, accompanied by a 1 (No. 1627, part 2); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


10843) ting a pension to Samuel A. Lownsbery; and the same 
was erered to the Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


on account of important business, 
arolina, for six days, on account of 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: ` 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 10864) for the relief of soldiers and 
sailors—to the Committee on Military Affairs. S 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 10865) for the erection of a 

blic building at Oneonta, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10876) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Anacostia or 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac River on a line with South Capi- 
tol street—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A resolution (House Res. No. 
332) providing for the consideration of business reparat by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10868) for the 
relief of Valentine Sauppe, a citizen of Gettysburg, Pa., at the 
time of the battle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOOTE: A bill (H. R. 10367) for the relief of Ephraim 
Bouva—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10868) for the relief of Elisha W, Cook—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 10869) granting a pension to 
Geo ensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 10870) for the relief of James 
Dugan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10871) for the re- 
lief of Schuyler ee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 10872) for the relief 
of Mrs, Mary Shannon, widow of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased, 
and administratrix of his estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H, R. 10873) to carry ont 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of 
William N. Hough, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10874) for the relief of John T. 
McKeon, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10875) for the relief of James F. 
Arrington, of Staffords Store, Stafford County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pennon and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of a joint meet- 
ing of Brotherhoodsof Railway Engineers, Firemen, and Trainmen, 
and Orders of Railway Conductorsand Telegraphers, in favor of the 
passage of the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 8 ` 

Also, resolution of the York County Medical Society, State of 
Pennsylvania, protesting against the of the bill restricting 
vivisection—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of a joint meeting of locomo- 
tive engineers and firemen and railway conductors, trainmen, 
and tel hers, held in Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the anti- 
Saione bilo the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. COUSINS (by request): Petition of members of Gen- 
eral Geddes’s command, of Vinton, Iowa, against Congressional 
action for the erection of a monument to the late Albert Pike—to 
the Committee on the Library. ) 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of A. J. James, to have his name 
placed on the pension roli—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KULP: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, indorsing the measure enacted to provide a 
liberal revenue to carry on the war—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 


Also, rs to accompany House bill No. 7233, to correct mili- 
tary record of Israel Wertz, of Mount Carmel, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Resolution of the Grand Lodge, 
Knights of Pythias, State of Louisiana, asking for legislation pro- 
hibiting life-insurance companies to stipulate that policies sh 
be forfeited in case the assured enlist in the Army or Navy in time 
of war—to the Committee on the Judiciary. J 

By Mr, PAYNE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 10841, 
for the relief of Mrs. Bell Fries, of Ontario, N. Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of James F. Arrington, of Stafford County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), evidence in support of House bill for the re- 
lief 255 John T. McKeon, of Washington, D. C.— to the Committee 
on Claims. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, July 1, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 O elock a. m. d 

Prayer by Rev. J. F. HEISSE, of the city of Washington. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Rev. Josiah T. Closson and 
10 members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lebanon, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; 
geih 2 referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

unds. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a telegraphic communication from 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., urging the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal. It is very short and I ask 
that it be printed in the RECORD. 8 

There being no objection, the communication was ordered to 
lie on the table, and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

(Telegram. ] 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 30, 1898. 
Hon. GEORGE C. 


PERKINS, 
oe mae ne tor, Washington D. 0.: 
mt events ent to the present war and to the future commercial 
bilities arising from it haye made it more than ever evident that the im- 


I unii of ihe Micaragse Canal under the control of our Gov- 
ernment is a matter of the most yital and urgent pablis necessity. Com- 
merce and trade, military and nayal expediency,demand it. We of this 
coast have for years 2 urged its advantages. Now the entire coast 
country, north, south, east, and west, is awakening to the great opportunity 

to our future development by its early 5 We 282 
all the friends of this coast, and all those loo! toward the gran 
future of our entire country, to unite in strenuous efforts toward making 
the canal an accomplished fact. z 0 


President Chamber of Cimber ae Francisco, 
Mr. PERKINS. I present resolutions adopted by the Chamber 
of Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal., setting forth the manifest ad- 
visability of the early construction of the Nicaragua Canal, Iask 
that the resolutions be printed in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Resolutions passed at d meeting of the board of directors of the chamber o; 
commerce, held ednesday, June 22, 1808. Z * 


Whereas the recent voyage of the battle ship Ore, from San Francisco 
to Florida, consuming, despite every effort, seventy- days, ata most crit- 
ical time in the affairs of the nation, when the same objective point could 
have been reached in not to exceed eleven days if the Nicaragua Canal had 
been available, serves, in addition tothe urgent and well-known co 
tions advanced in support of its construction as a pressing necessity of com- 
merce, to emphasize in msable necessity of this canal for the purpose 
of future nayal operation national defense; and 

Whereas any further steps by the Government of the United States toward 
the construction of this canal are believed to await the report of the exist- 
ing Nicaragua Commission: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the of Commerce of Los les, Cal., re- 
tfully represents to the Senators and Representatives of the State of 
ornia in the Congress of the United States the manifest advisability of 

the early construction of the said canal as an exclusive Government en 
prise, and urges that they use such efforts as they may deem proper and 
effectual to secure the advancement and submission to Congress at an early 
date of the rg of the said Nicaragua Caual Commission; and 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each of the 
Senators and Representatives of the State of California in the Congress of 
the United States. 

I — 155 vertiry that the shove is LA trua and correct copy of the resolution 
pesed e directors e chamber of commerce at the regular meeting 
eld Wednesda „June 22, 1898. 


Ja winem y reof I bave hereunto affixed my hand and the seal of the 
corporation. 
ttest: C. L. FORMAN, President. 
[SEAL] FRANK WIGGINS, Secretary. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a resolution adopted at a 
joint meeting of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
rotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Brotherhood of Railway 
Conductors, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, and the Brother- 
hood of Railway Telegraphers, held in Philadelphia, Pa., June 5, 
1898, favoring the of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; 
Wir, PETTIGREW presented pe f th 
r. presen sundry ers in support of the 
bill (S. 2154) for the relief of John H. ee which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
AGREEMENTS WITH INDIANS IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4623) to ratify agreements with the 
Indians of the Lower Brule and bud reservations, in South 
Dakota, and ma an appropriation to carry the same into effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask the Senator from South Dakota to 
allow moo present some reports from the Committee on Pensions, 
if he wi 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Just let the bill be taken up and then I 
will yield Tha soor for morning business, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from South Dakota? 
The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is before the Senate. 
The Senator from South Dakota now yields to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently said: I find there is an error 
in the bill which I called up and which is now under considera- 
tion, I therefore move that Senate bill 4623 be recommitted to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5153) granting a pension to Cordelia 
Cheney, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted rts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7595) granting a pension to Sarah E. Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 4741) granting a pension to Lucy Nichols; 
matter (H. R. 10276) granting an increase of pension to George 

itter: 

A bill (H. R. 10080) granting a pension to Frances E. Utley 


Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 1045) granting a pension to Mary A. Caulfield; 

A bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to Rachel T. Abbott; and 
A bill 155 R. 2869) granting a pension to Eliza J. Mead. 
LIN GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9832) granting a pension to Augusta Troland; 

A bill (H. R. 5992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Free- 
man; 

A bill (H. R. 7010) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary H. Harbour; 

A bill (H. R. 9141) granting a pension to Mrs. A. A. Pinkston; 


and 
ae bill (H. R. 6645) to increase the pension of Theodore W. 


bia. 

Mr. GALLIN GER (for Mr. TURNER), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3239) for the re- 
lief of Catharine McCarty, reported it with amendments, and sub- 

mitted a report thereon. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1876) 
authorizing the purchase of a site for a building for the accom- 
modation of the Supreme Court of the United States, to report it 
favorably without amendment. 

I was authorized a long time ago by the committee to report 
the bill, but I have not presented it for the reason that I have un- 
derstood that no appropriation would be made in the other House 
for an apes buildings the present year. But I now give notice 
that at the earliest day practicable in the next session I shall en- 
deavor to get a vote upon this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam very glad to know that the bill has been 


nig thy 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The bili will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5920) granting an increase of pension to 
Monson W. Bliss, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. 9322) granting a sion to Mary C. 

e reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
ereon. 


ommending amendments and additions to the convention for the 
rotection of industrial property, concluded at Paris March 20, 1883, 
move that the report be printed as a document. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


_ Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4832) to 
incorporate the Frederick Douglass Memorial and Historical As- 
sociation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. } 

Mr. GALLINGER. In behalf of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia [Mr. McMiLLan], I introduce two 
bills for reference to that committee. 

The bill (S. 4833) relating to electric lighting in the District of 
Columbia; and 

The bill (S. 4834) to provide a conduit system for the District 
of Columbia; were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 2 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4835) granting a pension to 
Johana Fitzgerald; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 4836) for the relief of John 
Jackson, of Bartow, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4837) to indemnify the gov- 
ernors of States for expenses incurred by them in aiding the 
United States to raise and organize and supply and equip the Vol- 
unteer Army of the United States in the existing war with Spain; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
5 5 une 28 approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 

ution: 


An act (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the Palm 


bill (H. R. 10055) granting a pension to James Burnett, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the f asin bills, reported them severally withoutamend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7230) granting a pension to Mary Paul; and 

A bill (H. R. 5746) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Pittman. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of J. Henry Rives, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6944) to pension John F. Gates, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4793) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
John Van Riswick, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8180) granting a pension to 
Isabella Cross, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4548) for the relief of James H. 
hcg reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10561) to increase the force of 
the Ordnance Department, reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9866) granting a pension to Joseph Grif- 
fith, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

COMBINATIONS OR TRUSTS IN MANUFACTURING. 


Mr, CANNON, from the Committee on Manufactures, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted by himself on May 6, 1898, 
directing the Committee on Manufactures to make inquiry and 
report its findings to the Senate whether or not combinations or 
trusts in manufacturing are operating in the United States, re- 
ported it without amendment, 

REPORT OF DELEGATES TO BRUSSELS CONFERENCE, 

Mr. DAVIS. I submit from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions the report of the delegates from the United States to the 
Brussels Conference, to accompany Executive D, second session 
Fifty-fifth Congress, being the message from the President of 
the United States transmitting an authenticated copy of the in- 
dustrial property convention, signed at Brussels on mber 14, 
1897, by the delegates of the United States and other powers, rec- 


almer; 
i An act (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to John H. Mul- 
en; 
£ tae (S. 166) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
mith; * 
An act (S. 949) granting an increase of pension to Levi R. 


ong; 
An act (S. 1090) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford; 
An act (S. 1539) granting an increase of pension to Paul Carr; 
An act (S. 2112) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; 

An act (S. 2114) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; 

An act (S. 2219) granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 

An act (S. 2247) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 

Aho act (S. 3474) granting an increase of pension to John O, 
rown; 

An act (S. 3722) granting a pension to William J. Williams; 

An act (S. 4004) granting a pension to Julia E. Warner; 

An act (S. 4451) granting a pension to Nancy Barger; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 175) providing for the printing of ad- 
ditional copies of certain volumes of Decisions of the Department 
of the Interior relating to public lands for sale and distribution. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on June 29 approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S, 1895) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas J. Chace 
and Thomas J. Chace, jr., late of Monticello, Fla.; 

An act (S. 2916) relating to the Washington, Woodside and 
Forest Glen Railway and Power Company, of Montgomery 
County, Md.; 

An act (S. 3871) to authorize the Montgomery-Elmore Bridge 
and Improvement Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
coe the Alabama River, near the city of Montgomery, Ala.; 
an 

an act (S. 4456) to designate Gladstone, Mich., a subport of 
entry. 

The message further announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 242) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri; 

An act (S, 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States; and 

An act (S. 3596) to ratify the agreement between the Dawes 
Commission and the Seminole Nation of Indians. 

PAY OF VOLUNTEER TROOPS, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to 
what seems to be the construction of the law Bovine for the 
payment of soldiers in the field, and to doso I desire to read a 
part of a letter or two which I have received on that subject. 
the first place, an act was passed May 26, 1898, providing— 


That the pay and allowance of such of the volunteers as are received into 
the service of the United States under the act of Congress approved April 22, 
1898. and the acts supplemental thereto, shall be deemed to commence from 


In 


1898. 
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the day on which they joined for duty and are enrolled at the battalion, reg- 
imental, or State rendezvous: Provided, That t about to embark for 
service in the Philippine Islands may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War, be paid one month’s wages in advance prior to embarkation. 

That seems to be the act under which the Government has been 
paying troops. To call the attention of the Senate to the exact 
trouble that seems to be arising underit, I read the following from 
one or two gentlemen who were sent to the headquarters of the 
Illinois troops in different parts of the country. They say: 

We found, however, that there is a widespread and threatening discontent 
among them— 

Referring to the troops— 
with reference to their pay. It would all have been a thing of the past but 
for the discrimination made between enlisted men and officers. The men 
have been paid from the date of enrollment—the officers only from the date 
of muster. Iam informed, since my return to Chicago last night, that the 
reason for this is the wording of the act 3 from the date of en- 
rollment, which applies to the men” only, the words “and officers ” having 
been omitted. I have not seen the act, so forth. 

That seems to be the point. Iam sorry that the members of 
the Committee on Military Affairs do not seem to be present. 
the act has been construed the men are paid from the date of enroll- 
ment when they come into camp, while the officers are not paid 
until after the date of muster. i 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state, as one member of the Committee 
on Milit Affairs 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not observe the Senator from New Jersey 


resent. 
Mr. SEWELL. I do not know where that construction came 
from, but it is very far-fetched indeed to suppose that what ap- 
plies to a regiment does not apply to the officers. 
Mr. CULLOM. But the act, it seems, has not been construed 


that way. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator will have the matter referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, it will be investigated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. I desire to say a word further, 
however. I only wanted to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that some States, as I understand from this corre- 
spondence, have taken care of the matter in some way so as to 
even it up, while others have not, as is the case in reference to 
Illinois. Here is a statement that“ in the eight regiments from 
Illinois” now in the field ‘‘this would make a difference of about 
$3,000 a regiment from April 26, the date on which they were 
called out, and May 15 to 20, the time when they were mustered 
in. This $3,000 is for the officers of the line; it would take prob- 
ably some $1,000 or $1,200 more for the field officers, or from 
$4,000 to $5,000 a regiment, or in all about $40,000 to $42,000.” 

Mr. SEWELL. Twill state how the trouble probably arises, 
We did pass an act authorizing the payment of enlisted men from 
the time they were enrolled and sent into camp. That applied 
to all, but it applied particularly to those who were taken from 
the National Guard by companies and regiments. The ofticers 
would get their pay because they came there with their men. If 
the men were raised individually, the officers would not be mus- 
tered in until they got the proper equipment and the number of 
men necessary to make them officers; so many companies for a 
colonel, so many for a lieutenant-colonel, so many for a major, 
and so many for a captain. The trouble may have arisen in that 
way, but the whole matter can be investigated. 5 

Mr, CULLOM. I am fully confident that there was no inten- 
tion on the part of the committee having charge of the legislation 
to make any discrimination of that kind, but under the construc- 
tion of the paymasters there seems to be that kind of a discrimina- 
tion effected. I call the attention of the Senate and of the com- 
mittee tothe matter, so that it may becorrectedif any amendatory 
legislation may be necessary. 

PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY ACT. 


Mr. HOAR. Isubmit a resolution to print a document which 
is very much in demand. Iam told that the number can be printed 
within the statute limits, and I ask for the present consideration 
of the resolution. - 

Theresolution was considered by unanimous consent, and ed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved; That there be printed for the use of the Senate 25,000 copies of 
the act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 


States. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
an bill (S. 8261) for the relief of P. F. Dundon, of San Francisco, 


The m also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10280) to require the Brightwood Railway Company to abandon 
its overhead trolley on Kenyon street, between Seventh and Four- 
teenth streets, 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 


the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the 
Senate for the printing and distribution of 5,000 copies of the 
Commercial Relations, 1896 and 1897, and 10,000 copies of the Re- 
view of the World’s Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The 2 also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 3277) to authorize appointment of a military store- 
keeper in the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 6896) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for f=lfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8428) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
and for other purposes, 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 10424) to 
provide for a temporary inerease in the Inspector-General's De- 
partment in the Army, which has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military irs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Itauthorizes the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint one 
cr i Sab with the rank of colonel, one inspector-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and one inspector-general 
with the rank of major. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr, COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. to increase the efficienc: 
of the Quartermaster's Department of the Army, having met, after full anı 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Houi numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same with amendments as fol- 
ows: 

Strike out the matter inserted by said House amendments, and strike 
out all of section 2 of the bill after the word “appoint,” at the end of line 15, 
and insert in lieu of the matter so stricken out the following: “2 quar- 
termasters of volunteers with the rank of colonel, 2 quartermasters of vol- 
unteers with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 3 quartermasters of volun- 
teers with the rank of major, and 20 assistant quartermasters of volun- 
teers with the rank of captain; and the Secretary of War may assign an 
officer of the Quartermaster’s Department in charge of each principal Sopot 
of the Quartermaster's Department not exceeding 12, to be selected from 
the regular and volunteer officers of the Quartermaster’s Department; and 
such officers while so acting shall have the rank next above that held by 
them and not above colonel, and the 4 principal assistants of the Quarter- 
master-General while so acting shall have the rank of colonel. The Sec- 
retary of War may assign such of the said volunteer quartermasters as may 
be deemed necessary to duty in the office of the Quartermaster-General, at 
the various supply depots or on other important and special work, and may 
continue such ents for a period not exceeding one year after the 
close of the war, then to be discharged;“ and the House agree to the same. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 


W. J. SEWELL, ` 


F. M. COCKR 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. A. T. HULL, 
B. F. MARSH, 
WM. SULZER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 

SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 4810) to increase the efficiency 
of the Subsistence Department of the Army, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line | of said 
amendment, after the word“ for,“ insert the words “not exceeding;" in 
line 4, after the word “shipping,” strike out the word “of; in line 5, after 
the word “rank,” strike out the words “ of colonel” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “next above that held by him and not above colonel; and add at 
the end of section 2 of said amendment the following: , to be nominated 
and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate E be appointed by the 

ent;“ and the House agree to the same. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 


W. J. SEWE 


F, M. COCKR 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. A. T. HULL, 
Managers 925 8 of the House. 
a 
The report was agreed to. 
ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 259. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota, that the Senate now proceed to the 
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consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res, 259) to provide for 
annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I have a favor to ask of Senators 
before I commence my remarks, and that is, that no Senator will 
have the Senate to listen to what I haye to say. I desire 
especially a hearing on the 2 of the gentlemen with whom I 
have always been associated in political life, because I will ear- 
nestly give a reason for the vote 1 intend to cast. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. [A 
3 The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, last Saturday evening at a late 
hour I made a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. This motion, though customary at such time and 
though no Senator could possibly suppose that it was made for 
any sinister or improper perpen. —_ an acrimonious de- 
bate. It seemed like a shovelful of live coals thrown on scattered 

powder. I had no conception that these grave and eminent 
. could be so much excited and angered by so small a 
matter. 

I made that motion I was proceeding to give a reason 
for it when the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] cut me 
off in the middle of a sentence with a ey haste parliamentary 
agility quite unusual in that distinguished tor. He was good 
enough to inform the Senate that the motion was not debatable. 
That Senator has had very many better opportunities during the 
last year to communicate this occult learning to the Senate, but 
he patiently delayed action. He has seen many Senators urging 
or opposing motions not debatable, giving their reasons; but know- 
ing that Senator to be amiable and impartial, I have been forced 
to the conclusion that he kindly intended to give one of the 


yam est members of this body an opportunity to see how one of | have stu 


ts rules could be enf 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I make the point that a 
quorum is not present. 
Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Alabama has requested that 
that might not be done. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I know, and I make the point. 
Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. PETTIGREW). Withdraw it. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I can not withdraw it, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point is made that there is no 
quorum prezent, and the Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce that my co 
[Mr. CHANDLER] is at his home in New Hampshire in ill health, 
and that is the occasion of his absence from attendance upon the 
sessions of the Senate. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Isuggest that the absentees be called. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecre will call the absentees. 
The Secretary called the names of the a Senators, the fol- 
lowing Senators having answered to their names: 


Allen, Bere. Martin, Sewell, 
Allison, inger, Mason, Stewart; 
Baker, Gear, Mills, Sullivan, 
Berry; 3 * e —.— 
urrows, Hansbrough, orrill, Turley, 
Carter, Harris, Nelson, Turpie, 
Clay. Heitfeld, Pasco, Warren, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Pettigrew, te. 
Davis, Me e, Pettus, 
Deboe, McEnery, Pritchard, 
Fairbanks, Mallory, Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators: haye answered 
to their names. A quorum is present, The Senator from Ala- 
bama. will proceed, 

Mr. PETTUS. - Mr. President, I made that motion in perfect 
fairness. It was at a late hour Saturday evening. An ordinary 
day’s work had been done. It was entirely unusual for the Senate 
to sit later on Saturda It is true that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign tions . Davis] and the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jones] had just failed agree on a time for 
voting on the annexation resolution. But Mr. CLAY, the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, had announced his intention tomake an argu- 
ment on the pending question. It was hardly fair, and certainly 
it was not according to our custom, to force to commence at 
that late hour. 5 

Mr. President, I had another reason for making that motion. 
It seemed to me that to require the argument to proceed at an un- 
usual hour approximated an attempt on the part of the majority 
to force a vote on the annexation resolution whilst opponents of 
the resolution desired further to debate the question. I had 
observed no attempt on the part of the minority unreasonably to 
postpone action. It is true long and able arguments had been 
made in opposition to annexation; but these arguments were not 
longer than arguments made during this Congress in favor of an- 
nexation. 


I have no respect for the legislative proceeding vulgarly called 
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‘‘filibustering.” And Ihave just as little for that other kind of 

legislative action, which is the attempt on the part of the ma- 

8 force a vote without allowing time for a free and full 
ussion. 


But we are told by those opposed to a full and free debate on 


any measure that ‘‘a majority must govern” under 
our form of government. Yes, Mr. President, I admit broadly 
that in legislation, as a general rule, a majority must govern. 
But how and when? A majority must govern “ ntly and in 
order”—govern in the manner and according to the forms which 
the laws have prescribed. ; 

Here a correct principle, universally admitted, is manifestly 
misapplied. Noone has denied the right of a majority to govern. 
The real question is, Shall this right of a majority to govern de- 
stroy the right of a minority, equally secured by our laws, to 
debate freely and fully any and every measure proposed to this 
vfs be enacted into a law? 

„Filibustering“ in the Senate would be in the last degree an 
act of bad taste, as a general rule, and below the hs Se A of a 
Senator—I do not say in all cases—and such a crime d not 
be charged except on evidence sufficient to convict. It would be 
a great evil if it could become table; but to deny the right 
of ‘‘free and full debate” would be in limine an attack on the 
liberty of the people, and if the denial yora to be a success, the 
foundation of this Republic would be destroyed. Alt of the true 
spirit would be gone. The form might be left, but there would 
be no soul in it. 

Mr. President, why is it that the lawmakers of the United 
States tolerate that part of the public press which become licen- 
tious and of evil tendencies? It is not because they could not 
frame laws which would suppress such pay No. The true 
reason 2 such papan are not suppressed is that statesmen who 

ed our plan of government know thata free press is 
absolutely necessary to the maintenance of the liberties of the 
people. thoughtful legislators will be extremely averse to the 
enactment of any law which might be used to hamper if not to 
destroy the free A Paay of our country. 

So, Senators, the right of free and full debate in your legislative 
halls is of equal value and is equally as necessary to the preser- 
vation of the liberties of ee poe as a free press. 

Senators, you have all the 2 of a great republic like 
our own. ere was a senate and a house of representatives, 
and the latter was composed of representative men, chosen by the 

le. And among these representatives were a large number of 

ly great men of that nation—men equal in intellect and in pa- 
triotism to Daniel Webster, or Silas Wright, or John C. Calhoun, 
or Henry Clay, or Allen G. Thurman. It was one of the wisest 
and best known deliberative bodies on earth. That republic grew 
and prospered. True, serious troubles came; but that great de- 
liberative body of representative men met and counseled together, 
and framed laws and devised measures for overcoming troubles 
and for avoiding future difficulties and Party spirit was 
high and threatened great danger and y caused internal war. 
But that d representative body continued to deliberate and 
to debate ly, and to decide what was best to be done for the 
good of the people; and that Republic again became a united peo- 


ple; and after peace, p: ty came 

But party spirit was very fierce =a intolerant. Finally an 
overwhelming mati of the representatives were chosen by one 
of the parties. Then was held a consultation of the trium- 
phant party leaders to determine what was to be done to perpetuate 
that party in power. One of these leaders, bolder and more auda- 
cious than his associates, proposed to sappres their adversaries 
br nying any members right to free and full debate. But one 
of the ers, not so bold or audacious, but more cautious, in- 
quired, ‘‘ Can that be done?” 

By making a rule“ was N answered, “ for the funda- 
pasan eo a he X ‘Da 9 may n vaja ot is 

T: = erefore the dominant party ea simple rule 
S the effect that the Committee on Rules shall have aes to re- 
port at any time on rules, joint rules, and order of business.” At 
the first glance this rule may seem innocent to men who do not 
see more than the surface of things. : 

But thinking men were bound to inquire what was the pur- 
pose of the rule and what the effect of the rule. Its purpose was 
to destroy all the rights of the minority. The effect of the rulo was 
to destroy the rights of the majority as wellas the rights of the mi- 
nority. It established a trio of despots over what had been a free 
legislative assembly—to report what should be “ the order of busi- 
ness;” that is, what should be considered and how long a particu- 
lar measure should be debated and when the vote thereon should 
be taken—thus destro all freedom of speech. 

The effect would have been farcical if it had not involved the 
destruction of one t deliberative body of a free Republic. So 
laws involving milfions of money and vital principles of govern- 
ment were passed without being read and with no debate long 
enough properly to settle the title toa blind mulo in a justice 


1898. 
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court. Statesmen of the Democratic party fully the equals 
of any one of that trio had to obtain the ee the trio 
before they could have any measure even Sigmar that once 
grand 3 of truly representative patriots. Statesmen and 
patriots of bo parties were still there; but their . 
they represented was abolished b what was called a 
“rule Of .I must not comment, . 
words which might do justice to this subject are not allowed. I 
will, however, entreat essa tors to consider this lesson from mod- 
ern history, and, whatever else we may do, let us maintain the 
+ of free speech in the Senate of the United States. 
. President, in this debate allusion is occasionally made to 
party politics. Ihave always been a Democrat, and thaws W 
n proud of my association with Democrats in this body. 
matter under debate is no party measure. Some of the oldest and 
the greatest statesmen of the Republican party are equally op- 
to this — as the fiercest opponent on the opposite 


side of the 
This is not a party q question. Mr. President, I believe as a par- 
tisan in fideli — to which you belong. I believe in it 
ET asa and I believe that solong as any man 
ae to be a member of a party he must obey the party de- 
When a man can no a obey the party decrees in 
faith, let him follow the example of the great statesman from Col- 
orado [Mr. TELLER] who, an honesty as fixed and firm as 
the mountains surrounding his home, and sometimes as rugged, 
walked out of the St. Louis convention. Mr. President, that is an 
3 worthy to be put down among the principles which 
should control American 8 When a man can not obey 
the behests of his party, let him re 
But who can give the orders? Thati is a matter for every mem- 
ber of a party to inquire into. Who can issue the orders? Who 
can establish the doctrines? I have had it in my party creed for 
years, and I adhere to it, and intend to adhere to it, that no indi- 
ual man has a right to announce a creed for any party. We 
have our supreme councils in which oe are declared and 
policies promulgated for the members of the party. True, I do 
not pretend even as a party man that every man can believe as 
his party has decreed. That would be an absurdity; but what he 
can do, so long as he remains in the party, is to support its meas- 
ures. When he gets so that he can not sup the measures and 
policies of his party, he tote tine to — ae he ought to retire in- 
stantly. He 8 not to his party uniform, on the 
soldiers of his party. 
This is no party question, and, Mr. President, we ought all to 
remember, every one of us, if it were a party question, that we 
were all eee and I hope all patriots, before we ever joined 


an 

pipes always feel like I have done a small business when I make any 
allusion to m a I will now proceed to the ouelin under con- 
sideration. 
tions of law which ve been stated during the N on the 
pending 3 
First, it is asserted by the able Senator from Georgia [Mr. Ba- 
re and others that the Congress has no authority to mat this 
3 because in our Constitution it is declared tha 

President] shall have power, by and with the advice and consent 
e treaties, and so forth. 


ra shall 2 question that the President, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, has the power to make treaties for the 1 
States; and it might also be admitted that, as a gona Tule 
when nothing is to be done demanding legislation, t power 
exclusive as granted; but no court or lawyer can safely 8 
the true meaning of this clause of our Constitution respecting 
treaties without considering other parts of the same instrument. 
It is the common learning of the profession declared by the courts 
and by the writers on constitutional law and statutory law that 
the entire Constitution or law must be considered in order to de- 
clare the proper meaning of any part thereof. 

There is another general proposition which should be remem- 
bered. The United States Constitution can not be construed in 
reference to the powers of the different departments by the con- 
duct of other nations. The powers of the legislative, 8 
and judicial departments in this Republic are defined; and those 
powers are not placed under our Constitution as they were in 
other governments; at least, this is true of very many of the 
most Hans talons ant matters. Generally, i in European countries, the 
king dec war and made peace, and made treaties and abro- 
gated the treaties which he had made, and acquired territory, and 
gaye up the possession and title of parts of his own dominion. 
Now, please notice some of the provisions of our Constitution, in 
-addition to the one quoted, bearing on this resolution and the 
he of Congress to enact it: 

5 wers herein ted shall be v. 
van po gran ested in a Congress of the 
peis 
The Congress shall aaya 


to declare 
The Congress shall ha ve the po to 


power to ——— of— 


now is to discuss briefly certain ques- deed 


Notice this wonderful sweep of words— 


7 dispose of and make all needful rules 
the territory or other 3 


and a 
United States. 
New States — iey be —— the Congress into 
The para power to maia aii iawa which shal bo necossary 
— . een a 1 — of the — 
wers ves 
pat deed doar or Constitution in ti = States, 


oo 


So bach secant ine: aul E tina, E 


> mon SAARIO daua —-— butin 
printions n ey Oy ae Treasury, consequence of appro- 
powers granted 


express by the Constitution 
to 9 is most earnestly claimed, and by able lawyers, 
that Congress has no 2 c acquiro any territory except by 
war -a most curious excep 

FF that Congress did have the 
power to acquire territory by a. Still, with that supreme 
power to take territory fe Bas admitted to be in the Congress, 
we have it asserted that Congress can not 3 t of 
eee eee has th 
to sond am army and take the land snd theralams and the Rag 
ants thereof, and force them to surrender country, and it has 
the power to hold and own the land thus taken; yet by some 

= some undefined potentiality in this clause about 
making ties Congress is pro right to accept land 
9 beis 
88 — Mr. MALLORY. F e 
n 
— PETTUS. Certain] 
Mr. MALLORY. Has Congrss tho power by the Constitution 

232 ks cabs cee he Senator is arguing tha‘ 
Gonguan Hue the aove te e a wae ane Gaeta ee 
r. PETTUS 1 That Congress has? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes. 

Mr. PETTUS. If Congress were to act as the framers of the 
Constitution intended, then it would have the power to make 
peace as well as to make war. 

Can the President. make 
as Commander in Chief, 
make an Of 


waren to make peace. 

in the President, by and with the advice and consent o of 
as a general rule; but that general rule has its limitations, and I 
have read them to you. The truth is, Senators, that there is not 
Congress ofthe Untied States, Trao, tho Presiden 


power is 


the ziana een power; bat afier ho has i 
after you have got a contract ri onit 
not do it unless the authorizes it to 


for 3 
— 1 take it. 
be done. 


can govern a territory which the 
a deed to? a A A can 
act for the Ui tates on that „unless he be author- 


— 
hg and what is this sovereign power called Congress? It is 
the Senate and the House of 3 pry toge: 
ot the United $ 


e maces erp all the territory and all 
of the United States. Congress has power to dispose 

of it, but it has no power to acquire any! eee eras 
about that, but it does seem to me that the argument proves too 
much. , „Congress has the power to dispose of all of it and to make 
rules and regulations for the government of all of it, and yet it 


hes mee that Congress has no power to acquire territory except by 
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Again, Mr. President, here in the clause 1 have just read is a 
provision that the Congress of the United States shall have power 
to admit new States. All lawyers are familiar with the rules of 
construction in reference to this very instrument. They have 
been laid down over and over again; they are stated in the great 
case of McCulloch and in the Osborn case. 

Congress has power to admit new States. In these great cases 
to which I have referred, and in other cases that treat on the sub- 
ject, it = 8 that this pores to admit yd States carries 
with it all the other necessary and proper powers to prepare new 
States for admission. If Congress hes power to admit new States 
into the Union under the Constitution, as the Constitution says, 
where are you going to get the new States? Congress has the 
power to prepare them for admission, and it has always done so. 

But just here I am reminded of the argument which the dis- 


tinguished Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] made. He. 


carried the argument out. There were no stumps or obstacles 
which could impede his gigantic strides over the law. He said 
the power to admit new States was confined to the territory that 
Congress had when the Constitution was made, and he went on 
in detail and stated how that territory was acquired up to that 
time, and then he pursued the history of it downward to the 
present time. He said Congress has power to admit new States 
only out of territory which at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution belonged to the United States. That was the argu- 
ment made by the distinguished Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. President, this ment is a plain illustration of Sam 
Rice’s hunter. The ‘possum hunter went down into the 
bottom, and old Tige finally treed a possum, and the hunter went 
up the tree and got on a limb with a saw. He was a lazy sort of 
a fellow, and would not use an ax on a big tree, and he carried 
around with him a saw. He put his face toward the body of the 
tree, and sat on the same limb on which the ‘possum had retreated 
and sawed on thatlimb. The ‘possum was away out on along 
limb. He sawed and sawed, and finally sawed off the ‘pos- 
sum, and he sawed off himself; and he and the ‘possum went 
to the ground together. [Laughter.] If the argument of the 
Senator from Louisiana has any foundation in it, I say the Senator 
has sawed himself off. i A 

By what right does the Senator from Louisiana dare to intrude 
himself into great legislative body contrary to the provisions 
of the Constitution of the United States? Why did he not stop at 
the door and tell us he was anintruder? He brought his c 


en- 
tials along with him from the State of Louisiana, illegally admit- 
ted into the Union of the States. Of course that thing is void 


which the Constitution of the United States poena and it 
ought to be void, and it ought to be declared void on all occasions 
and wherever you may meet it. Isay, if there is any foundation 
in that argument of the Senator from Louisiana, he has no right 
here, no semblance of a right. It will be strange news, though, 
down in Louisiana if they should hear that the Senator had denied 
his own right to represent Louisiana here, 

Mr. President, these arguments prove toomuch. We have al- 
ways treated the acquisition of territory as one of the attributes 
of government, and from the foundation of the Government and 
at a suitable time in the wisdom of Congress, and also sometimes 
when it suited party purposes, we have admitted new States. 
We have admitted them away out beyond the 1 River 
and away down into Florida. We admitted them out of territory 
that the Government of the United States owned when the Con- 
stitution was formed. There was never any question in those 
days, so far as I know, about admitting new States in that way; 
but after a while there came along a great statesman-but I will 
go back, Mr. President, and take the thing chronologically. 

From the day the Constitution was formed down to the present 
Congress has been making contracts, has been making treaties of 
a certain class. Where do you get your custom-houses? The 
Congress of the United States would not build custom-houses on 
land over which it did not have jurisdiction. The Congress 
bought land in a State after the State had ceded to the United 
States jurisdiction over that land, and then the custom-house was 
built. And Congress has been accepting such grants from the 
States since the Government was formed. Congress has been 
accepting donations made by others, made by foreign powers and 
foreign individuals. Where did you get the Smithsonian Institu- 

tion? You got it by accepting a legacy, accepting a donation. 
Where did 5 get your custom-houses? By ting grants or 
baying land, with the jurisdiction over it granted by the States. 
ngress did it all; but afterwards we acquired other large ter- 
ritory. Mr. Jefferson in his wisdom—I have always had a pro- 
found reverence for Mr. Jefferson—acquired this great territory 
out in the Northwest. It is said that he had doubts about it. Of 
course. The Government was new then; such a thing had never 
been done before; and when a new thing is to be done, any states- 
man ought to pause and think and study all the surroundings. 

Mr. Jefferson, with all his wisdom and all his learning and all 
his patriotism—and I believe he was equal in any one of those to 
any man that ever lived—had never studied law as a profession; 


buthe was a statesmen beyond all doubt. He had his doubts about 
it; and how did he solve those doubts? Not like some of the Sen- 
ators would do, against the right of the Government. Oh, no, 
Every man may have his doubtson a great constitutional question 
or on the question of the application of a simple law. But Ido 
not like to have you solve those doubts against the interest of 


your country, Jefferson did not do that. He wanted the terri- 
tory, and he acquired it. That, by the high standard of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, was done by treaty. 

However, Mr. Jefferson only pulled that great Northwestern 
Territory up to the boundaries of the United States. It could not 
get in—not then or by any possibility in the future—except by act 
of the Congress, Now, we will turn ont had State thatis beyond 
the Mississippi River, and we will say it belongs to us, but it is 
embraced in mere Territories, and you can not make States out of 
them. I do not want to delay the Senate or prolong this debate. 
We acquired territory from year to year, and we have acquired 
perhaps more than double as much territory as the Government of 
the United States owned when the Constitution was formed—vast 
territories. Would gentlemen have us believe that we acquired 
them contrary to law? If they did, let us sell them and make 
some money out of them. If we have got no title by which we 
could make States out of this territory, all of ici poopie of the 
United States and every great party of the United States have 
acted very badly in this whole transaction, acquiring all this vast 
territory when they had no authority to do it and no authority to 
make States out of it. 

We acquired most of this territory, it is true, under treaty. 
Does any gentleman dare say that we acquired New Mexico by 
treaty? Is there any man here bold enough to assert that we 
acquired it by treaty? No. We acquired it by the Army of the 
United States in the halls of the Montezumas. That is the way 
we uired it. We acquired it by force, and our title was 
quieted by a quitclaim deed called a treaty. 

“Oh,” itis said“ but you can not acquire territory separated 
from the United States and at a distance.” What are you going 
to do with Alaska? There is a Territory almost as long on the sea 
shore as our boundaries on the Atlantic and separated from the 
United States, and including probably a hundred islands as far 
from any part of the United States as these we 5 

It is true you acquired Alaska and its islands by 3 ow 
gentlemen are quarreling over the question, who has the credit 
of the annexation of this territory to the United States; and it is 
a matter to be considered, and it is a matter to the credit of an 
statesman who was engaged in any of these transactions. Whic 
party did it? Mr. President, that is not the question now. I want 
to see the man who would dare to propose to sell or give skar or 
yield up any single foot of any part of those acquisitions. He does 
not live who would have the hardihood to doit. A man might 
march up to the mouth of a cannon, but he never would consent 
to meet face to face an angry and infuriated people. Oh,no. We 
gave several millions for the Louisiana purchase. Who would 
take a hundred times as many millions for it to-day? 

We gave many millions for Alaska, and we are told that we 
have not been benefited by it. Possibly we have not in the shape 
of dollars and cents. Ihave not ciphered up the account. But 
suppose we gave $7,200,000 for Alaska, does the man live, as a 
representative of the United States, who would dare to consent 
to take $100,000,000 for one-half of that territory? If we never 
have had any other use for it than to have dominion over it, it is 
worth the $7,200,000 which was Aue for it. So I think, Mr. Pres- 
ident, it will not do to say that the Congress has not the power to 
acquire territory except by war. 

mtlemen scout at the idea of quoting the example of the ad- 
mission of Texas. On the constitutional question the admission 
of Texas is on all fours with the very question we are now debat- 
ing. There are moral ts of the case which surround this 
roposition that did not surround the admission of Texas, We 
fad our brothers there, and we wanted them in the Union. But 
as a pure question of law that case can not be distinguished from 
this. How was it? A treaty was negotiated for the admission of 
Texas. The treaty was not ratified 1 Senate. A treaty was 
made for the admission of these islands, but it was not ratified by 
the Senate. The people of the one country—Texas—asked to be 
admitted into the Union, and the Congress passed a statute or a 
resolution, which is a statute, admitting that great country into 
the United States. So these islands propose to surrender their 
territory and sovereignty to the United States, just as Texas did, 

Mr. CAFFERY. ill the Senator from Alabama permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. . 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is there any evidence that the 
waii have consented to their incorporation into the 
as there was in the case of Texas? 


ple of Ha- 
nited States 


Mr. PETTUS. That hasno more bearing on the constitutional 
question than the man burning brush in the moon—not one par- 
ticle. But I will admit that when you come to consider the moral 
question, when you come to consider the question of expediency 
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and all that, it does havea bearing. But on the law question 
which is being debated it has no bearing. The Senator from 
Louisiana would,not dare to say it has any bearing on the consti- 
tutional question. He would forfeit his repute as a lawyer to 
make such a declaration to this body. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand that the Senator from Alabama, 
in response to my question, stated that the question had no bear- 
ing at all on the constitutional point. : 

r. PETTUS. That is what I say, but it does have a bearing 
on the moral aspect. : 5 

Mr. CAFFER V. The people of Texas having in convention as- 
sembled expressed their Willingness to be admitted into the Union, 
the Senator from Alabama says that has only a moral bearing 
upon the question. Now, the Senator from Alabama, in denying 
that the consent of the people is necessary for their incorpora- 
tion into the United States, as a legal question, it occurs to me 
saps the very foundation of the genius and spirit of our institu- 
tions. 

Mr, PETTUS. Iam glad that the Senator has called my mind 
back to all that class of arguments which have been traveled over. 
That Senator has a tender heart or his sympathies go out and 
they embrace all mankind—Kanaka, Chinaman, Japanese, and 
those other people of whom he has talked in the Azores. His 
heart is so tender toward all these. Why was it, sir, that your 
ancestors took that whole piece of territory covering a continent? 
The Senator from Louisiana had in his own State hundreds and 
thousands not Kanakas, I will admit, but they were Cajans, col- 
ored people, and as the Senator has so much r with the 
coan people, why did his ancestors rob those people of their 

an 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will thé Senator from Alabama permit me? 


The Senator from Alabama has, I think, unwittingly made a mis- | again 


statement of fact. He states that what he calls the Cajans of 
Louisiana were colored people. What were termed Cajans were 
the descendants of French whites. They were pure Caucasian. 
At the period of the admission of the province of Louisiana, which 
comprised not only Louisiana, but that vast territory lying north 
and west of Louisiana, the French E of that State was 
quite as intelligent as the like class of white American population 
in other States. 

Mr. PETTUS. Did you invite them to vote? 

Mr. CAFFERY. In answer to that inquiry I will say that the 
whites were so insignificant in number to the Indians, whom we 
have never invited to vote, that it was not considered necessar 
at all to obtain their consent. There was no government in Loui- 
siana other than the French Government, and the French Govern- 
ment at that period was not a republic and did not give to its citi- 
zens the right to vote or the means whereby to vote. So there 
was no means whatever of obtaining the expression of the opinion 
of the white residents of that State. There were among what the 
Senator called Cajans quite a sprinkling of Americans and other 
nationalities, and they were not averse, as the historians state, to 
annexation. 

Mr. PETTUS. The Senator from Louisiana has marvelous 
sympathy for these people. Does hethink that here in the United 
States Senate he is talking to young ee 

Mr. CAFFERY. I request the Senator to speak a little louder. 
I can not hear him. 

Mr. PETTUS. I made the inquiry whether the Senator from 
Louisiana thinks that in the Senate of the United States he is 
talking to young children? Such arguments as he has made on 
this 9 might be moving as a pamphlet for young children in 
the backwoods with their nursery maids 5 tell- 
ing them the wonderful sufferings of the poor Kanakas; it 
might have some effect on them, it might arouse their sympathies. 
Senators in this eg es not expected to be of that mold, and if 
they were they had better have stayed at home. 

e are legislating here for the best interests of the people of 
the United States. All men are created free and equal in the 
eye of the law. We do not mean to say that we grant them all 
exactly the same measure of rights or that they have the same 
bumps on their heads, but when the Senate of the United States 
seeks an investigation of such a question, what is the small mat- 
ter of the consent of afew men? The Senator from Louisiana 
portrayed them as a most exalted class of Christian citizens. We 
are sorry if the necessities of the United States happen to require 
that we shall make them hereafter better citizens and better 
Christians, We are sorry for them on that account. But we are 
legislating for the United States and not for other people, and 
when a man is in that position he has to consider what is for the 
good of the people he represents. Where would this nation have 
been on the sympathetic idea? Who owned all this territory 
when our ancestors came here—those hard and flinty, honest, im- 
pene and unsympathetic men who settled in the ite 

ills? Where was Webster? Who settled there when Webster 
went over from Pe ur neighborhood into New Jersey? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before the Senator from Alabama leaves this 
part of the subject, will he permit me to interrupt him again? 


Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I judge from what the Senator has said that 
he has turned what he pleases to term my oe into other 
channels than what little sympathy I expressed. I did not ex- 
pa any particular sympathy one way or the other for the in- 

abitants of the Hawaiian Islands, but I did say that the native 
Hawaiians were according to the statements of the annexationists 
themselves quite an intelligent and a Christian and a civilized 
people. I did contend in my feeble, adolescent way, whether 
sympathetic or other, that those people ought to have been con- 
sulted, that the voice of those people was not only not consulted, 
but was studiously smothered. 

Now, in regard to the statement the Senator has made, that the 
florid and sympathetic arguments of youth which I have ad- 
dressed to the Senate had better have been addressed to school 
boys, I will say that as between the spontaneous, effervescent, 
and adolescent expressions of sympathy which I have made and 
the senilities of age I would prefer the former. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the Senator from Lonisiana has 
made use of a custom in the Senate for a grossly improper pur- 

He rose to ask me a question, and under the fraud of ask- 
ing me a question he sought to denounce me personally. That 
was the whole of it. Mr. President, Senators ought not to do 
such small things. No interruption is right and proper in the 
Senate except for the purpose of a question or of obtaining in- 
formation.* The man who makes it otherwise is intruding upon 
the time of the other Senator, and the man who does it for the 
purpose of offering an insult—well, Mr. President, I was reared 
in the Presbyterian Church and it does not allow me to use proper 
lan e to characterize such conduct. 

r. AFFERY, Will the Senator from Alabama permit me 


Mr. PETTUS. No; I will not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HansprovuGH in the chair), 
The Senator from Alabama declines to yield. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will hold the floor now, so far as the Senator 
from Louisiana is concerned. 

Yes; Iam an old man. Here is the senility of age; exactly. 
Mr. President, sometimes men become senile very young—I have 
observed that in my passage through life—and sometimes they are 
born with imaginations so vivid that they can never get down to 
the truth even in their young days. Iam an old man; yes, I am; 
but it is the first time I have been insulted in the United States 
Senate by such language as that, and I do not intend to tolerate it. 

Mr, CAFFERY. I disclaim any intention of insulting the Sen- 
ator. In my remarks I simply drew a comparison between what 
he calls the florid effervescent argument of youth and the drivel- 
ings of age, and the Senator himself has taken that as a personal 
insult, when I only intended it as a set-off to his charge upon the 
remarks I made, I did not think that he made the remark to me 
personally. Had I thought so, I would not have replied; but it is 
only an answer to an argument that he made upon youth by a re- 
tort of an answer on age. 

Mr. PETTUS. Isaid nothing whatever about the gentleman's 
age. I never said a word about the florid or effervescent declama- 
tion of his, I ca i spoke of his sympathy for these people and 
stated that it would have more effect and that it would haye been 
better addressed to young children and nursery maids. Iam of 
that opinion still. I made no sort of reflection on the Senator 
until he attempted to throw brickbats under the guise of asking 
a question. 

r. President, as I stated before, we are legislating here for the 
good of the people. These men who express so much sympathy 
with the men with whom they are d g on the island, after 
characterizing them, I believe justly, asa Christian, moral people, 
turn around and say that they belong to a race that is trifling and 
inefficient—I do not remember the exact words, but they charac- 
terize them as men absolutely unfit to exercise any privilege of 
suffrage in the United States. 

I will not refer back to what has passed. I want to say a few 
words in reference to the questions that have been raised in this 
discussion other than the question of law. 

We have been told in the course of this debate that we are in 
war and that we ought to support the Administration. Mr. Presi- 
dent, that expression is entirely beneath the dignity of the Senate. 
We are in war, of course, and we ought to support the President 
of the United States, and the Army of the United States, and the 
Navy of the United States. Why talk about supporting an Ad- 
ministration? No, Mr. President, we ought to support our coun- 


ex That is what we ought to support. 
t is true, gentlemen, that you elected the President of the 
United States, but do you suppose that he is your President? No; 
he isnot your President. He is the President of the United States, 
and he ought to be, especially in war, without an eye to the right 
priy or to the left party. There is no doubt about that. But, 
owever that may be, Democrats assisted in the commencement 
of this war. Democrats have never falied to die for their country 
when the time came. We ought never to talk about supporting 
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an Administration. It has a partisan ring and it ought never to 
have been said. We ought to be required 5 
dent of the United States, our President as as yours, the 
President of the country. come 

Mr. MORGAN (at 12 o'clock and 46 minutes p. m.). I think it 
would be apt at this moment of time to call my colleague's atten- 
tion to a dispatch which has just reached the Senate. It isan 
Associated Press bulletin, and reads as follows: 


PLAYA DEL ESTE, PROVINCE OF puman DE CUBA, 


y 1—11.20 a. m. 
A general assault on Santiago de Cuba by land and sea forces of the United 
States be: 


this morning. Vesuvius used her 5 4 4 guns with good 
effect. rd fighting was in progress all along the line at 11 o'clock. 

Mr. PETTUS. Yes, Mr. President, the fighting is all along the 
line. Every patriot in the United States will poe this Army 
and Navy and their commanders in every goe: le way in his 
power, and no good Democrat will ever do otherwise. 

I do not mean to say that Democrats do not differ as to meas- 
ures of constitutional law and as to measures of policy. I would 
not for anything in the world cast a censure on any one of my as- 
sociates in this Chamber. No, Mr. President, the Democratic 

rty is the party of the people, and I have believed in it all my 
Fite because it was so. It is in favor of the government of this 


country by the people, the government of country in the 
manner that the Constitution pointed out for the benefit of all 


mankind, and opposed to all systems and theories and pretenses 
by which one man grows rich on the labor of another and, after 
growing rich, claims the right to govern the country. 

Yes, . President, we ought to support the Army and the 
Navy, and the President, who is the Commander in Chief. He is 
our Commander in Chief, And whois he? He isa loyal citizen 


of the United States, elected to the highest office in the power of 
the people to confer, and he is no doubt acting patrioti 80 far 
as he is allowed by his unconstitutional advisers, and, I ve, in 


a great degree better. ; 

Oh, yes, our armies are engaged in that dreadful fight. How 
many of them will die in that battle? I pray to my God that 
they 1 die ee in their ons Pao T 2 do Fath = 

Just here. as a piece of passing ego ve the honor 
inform the President of the Senate that there has never been a 
war in the United States of America in which men of my blood 
did not fight and die, and I hope to God there never will come a 
battle when some man of my race will not haye the courage to 
fight, and to die if need be, for his country. 

Mr. President, much has been said, even in this debate, about 
this war and what it is waged for. What is it for? A 
country that does not protect its citizens wherever they may be, 
on land or on sea, is not a country that S fealty ike to 
die for. What have we gone to war about? We had hundreds 
of causes, and good causes. 

You all remember the proof that was in the Senate about many 
citizens of the United States murdered by that a successor 
of the Duke of Alva. We had a treaty that they should be tried 
according to the forms of the ish civil law, and the Spaniards 
took them and led them out without the forms of trial and shot 
them to death. We had mathematical proof from three eyewit- 
nesses of a case right near Havana where a captain coming along 
saw a man who did not belong at the house. He inquired who he 
was. He said he was an American citizen. The captain said, 
“You are the very man I am looking for,” and they him and, 
without any form of trial, without any offense, without any pre- 
tense of accusation, stood him up against a tree and shot him to 
death. And you all remember Dr. Ruiz, You remember how 
he was murdered in prison. ee 

Mr. President, it is the duty of a nation to protect its citizens in 
all their rights wherever they may be. Some or forty or 
more citizens of the United States thus died under the order of 
Alva-Weyler. 

Then the government of that island has made it a curse and a 
stench in our nostrils for more than twenty years. At last they 
built a pen and organized a hell for the murder and torture of 
their own citizens right at our front door. Nobody could ever 
deny the right of a nation to abate such an infamous nuisance as 


that. 

But in addition to all that, with the treachery which has always 
distinguished the Spanish character, they gave us more than 250 
just causes of war by the explosion of one to: o. You may 
talk about the Queen not ordering it, and about Blanco not order- 
ing it, but the man would be incredulous of human testimony 
who did not believe that it was done by Spanish officers in charge 
of Spanish to: They gave us more than 250 just causes of 
war by one act. 

We may be asked, What are you prosecuting the war for? We 
are prosecuting this war for the purpose of making it impossible 
for any nation on this earth to be guilty of such wrongs toward 
our citizens and our sailors as have been inflicted by the Spanish 


nation and to make it impossible for any nation to maintain an 
0 ized hell at our front door. 

t are you going to do with these lands that you acquire in 
war? There is great alarm about that. The fact of the busi- 
ness is that we have not acquired any of them yet. I expect that 
we 1 
Oh, Mr. President, I have faith in the soldiers of the United 
States like a grain of mustard seed, and I have fully as much 
faith in the Navy of the United States. There never was a better 
or a braver set of men born on earth, true to their flag, true to 
their country, with no knowledge of the thing called fear, and 
with an acuteness of dari hee is the admiration to-day of all 
mankind; and they are exhibiting it all now with their blood shed 
for the benefit of le. 

But it is feared that if we annex this group of islands out in the 
middle of the Pacific Ocean we shall make a mistake and it will 
be a source of weakness and not help either the Army or the Navy. 
Mr. President, I have had a good deal to do with land fighting, 
but I am not a sailor. I had to do with it in my youth and I had 
to do with it later on. I am no expert, however, and I do not 
claim to be. But any man who is an expert ought to be able to 
state with mathematical certainty what is the value of these 
islands to the Army and what is their value to the Navy. If you 
want to have a watch doctored, you take it to a silversmith. If 
you want to have your horse shod, you take it toa blacksmith, If, 
unfortunately, there should be a ‘‘curmurging” within you, you 
go to a doctor. Why do you do this? It is plain common sense, 

on go to them because they are experts. 

Why do you have at Annapolis that great school which has 
done so much for the glory of the United States? You have it to 
make naval experts. Why do you have that great school at West 
Point? To make army experts for the benefit of the United States; 
and, thank God, you have been marvelously successful in both. 
You have not only produced great sailors and great soldiers, but 
you have produced great experts in the various lines of military 
and naval warfare. 

What do all those =~ say about those islands as a matter of 
benefit to the Army and Navy? They all say that they are inval- 
nable. Ihave known men hung on the opinion of experts, and 
justly hung, too. Are you going to give no credit to the great 
naval officers, to the great Army officers, who are not only ex- 
perts, but di i patriots also? Are you going to brush 
them away like a cobweb and say this coaling station and repair 
station is of no benefit; it will only be an expense; it will only 
require you to keep a strong navy? Mr. President, if it is no 
other benefit in the world to the United States except requiring it 
to keep and maintain every day throughout the ages a strong 
navy, that will be a benefit such as no other experts ever con- 
ferred on this country. 

Are youafraidofastrong navy? What does the expense amount 
to? We squander more here uselessly in these legislative halls, in 
my opinion, than would maintain a navy from year to year. But 
whatever the cost may be, we ought to haveastrongnavy. We 
ought to have a navy that could protect the United States and its 
citizens wherever assailed. 

Mr. President, that is the way to keep the peace, and it is the 
only way by which nations can su y keep the peace. A 
navy now is of many times more importance than it was in for- 
mer years. 

I say we ought to have the Navy for the p 
peace: souy, Do you call that a peaceful country where 
yor is 5 from year to yous = F i and month 
out, and your people are wronged and degra y the actions of 
foreign governments? No, Mr. President. A nation that is worth 
living in is worth dying for; but a nation that does not protect 
its own citizens is not worth living in or dying for. Shall we 
have a strong navy? Yes, To be sure, it may lead to a strong 
navy, and I hope to God it will. I want the day to come when 
the auel oes will nares be insulted a — or a oe 
power, when we can ong peacefully an our neighbors 
with the utmost rane e yielding to them all their rights, 
making them obey the law and yield their rights to all citizens of 
the United States wherever they may be. tcan not be done 
without a strong navy. 

Just here, Mr. President, I am forced to say a thing that may 
be disagreeable to some of at ec but I am in no humor at 
this time to mince my wo I have had my conviction for a 
great number of years on the subject that I am going to call to 
ur attention, and the conviction has been growing as the evil 
been growing. You say that all patriots ought to support the 
President of the United States and the Army and Navy, and I 
say Amen;“ and yet what a spectacle did this war show when 
WW Where was our t 


Mr. President, the United States formerly was the 
nation of the world. It carried more of the commerce of the 


of living in a 
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on earth, Our ships were on every 
were everywhere. And we not only a merchant 


substantially dead. One-twelfth of the carrying trade of the 
world is as much as all of it could do. It used to carry about half. 

Mr. President, statesmen ought to look into the cause of such a 
disaster as that. Were you not alarmed, sir, at the condition of 
our Navy and the prospect of additions to it from our merchant 
marine? There was no thoughtful man in the country who was 
not shocked. Who does not know the cause of that a 
of this nation? It wenton. Ido not mean to charge the whole 
of the vessels. The vessels were scant; they were so scant that 
they could not do the carrying for the Government; and, as the 
pa tell us, when many of them did the ing they charged 
a double 3 for it, and sometimes more. This is the merchant 
marine, the thing that the nation formerly relied on for glory in 
battle, not only produced by their numerous ships, but by their 

ant sailors that they had trained forthe Government. Butit 

s gone. 

Mr, President, a selfish greed and the assistance of Congress 
have destroyed the merchant marine. When this war came on 
this greed of wealth, for the benefit solely of a few shipbuilders 
and a few shipowners, had the Government by the throat and 
held it. The merchant marine had been destroyed, that thing 
which we depended on. From what cause? Oh, to foster this 
damnable idea of making one man grow rich at the nse of the 
people, and also to make the nation. bow to the wealth which it 

donated to such people. 

And so it is now, and the people ought to know that this monop- 
oly—I do not mean monopoly in the sense of one man carrying it 
on, but this favored class of money getters—has not only destroyed 
our merchant marine, but it has got the Government where the 
Government can not help itself if it would. To be sure, the Gov- 
ernment has the power to seize these vessels, but where are they? 
They are few, and so few that they do not answer the pepan of 
the Government, and our officers are slow, and they are justly slow, 
to impress property for the use of the Government. But it is a dis- 
grace to any nation on earth to have its operations and its great 
war purposes trammeled and thwarted and pered by the greed 
of wealth, fostered by the laws of this country. PA 

Mr. President, our merchant marine died under the navigation 
laws, and so long as you have the navigation laws you never can 
have a merchant marine such as it ought to be and such as it 
would be if the merchants and other individuals in this country 
were allowed to go where they could buy this absolute necessity 
for carrying on war even of a defensive nature. We protect 
others, we protect these getters of wealth, and we protect them 
to the absolute ruin of one of the main defenses of this country. 
Lhave no hope, however, of bettering that condition of affairs, 
and therefore I pass on to another subject. 

It is objected also that if we annex these islands we must have 
a grag en I deny it emphatically. There is no occasion 
for it. Those of us who know the history of this country know 
who has been fighting for it. Iam not ng the ar 
Army. Ithink it is a great and gallant body of men, and they 
are patriots, too; but the rank and file of that y are generally, 
especially in times of peace, in it asa profession or a calling by 
way of making a living. But, Mr. President, do you not know 
that those who do the fighting of the country, the Army of the 
United States, consisted when we commenced this war, I believe, 
of 25,000 men? We have built it up to 26,600. We have ordered 
out 125,000 men, then 10,000 men, then 3,000 men, and then 75,000 
men, in addition to filling up the Army to 61,000. Where 
did they come from? They came from the best men God ever 
allowed tolive in the United States; they came from the flower of 
the country, the young men of the country, all over the country, 
in the cities and villages and towns and hamlets, and from the 
farms; men who have no 22 of becoming soldiers as a 2 
pan but men who go into the ranks as privates and risk their 

ves, and risk them gladly, for the honor and dignity of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, Tennessee was once called the Volunteer State, 
and that is the general name it goes by in our country to-day. 
The Republic of the United States is a volunteer Republic, and it 
can always produce as many soldiers as its necessities require, an 
without any large standing army. But it would be wisdom never 
to abate one jot or tittle of what you are doing at West Point. 
Cultivate that grand institution; enlarge it; give it every facility 
for teaching the science of war; try to get your best men into it; 
educate them and train them as patriots and soldiers; but there is 
no use in having a large army in time of peace for these men to 
command—none in the world. You have seen how the Army can 
be filled up. “But, oh,” they say, you are slow about it; the 
volunteers are slow, and you have to train them.” 


~ Yes, Mr. President, they are slow, and if the time allows they 
ought to be trained, and trained thoroughly, and drilled until 
they are accurate movers; but I tell you, Mr. President, if you 
take the class of men who form the Volunteer Army, and give 
them good guns and ammunition and their neighbors to 
command them, and with the responsibilities they have in their 
own homes and their families to induce them to behave them- 
selves like American citizens, a minute’s training makes heroes 
of every one of them. I am not discrediting the drill. It ought 
to be perfect. I donot intend by a I have said to 

i the ess of training as soldiers, but I say that a 
nucleus of 26,600 men, as our Army now exists as a Regular Army 
on a peace establishment, is as much as the United States has any 
use for, because there is not, in my opinion, a nation in the worl 
with whom we have any dealing, or with whom we are likely to 
have any, which can produce a stronger army than can the United 
States on a basis of 26,600 men to start with. 

Mr. President, we are told that we are in danger of being slow; 
that we arein danger of being interfered with by some of the 
powers of Europe. That has been a threat which has been hung 
over us for many years, and it was hung over us to prevent us 
from doing what our consciences have told us that we ought to 
do. It was said, “Do not do that; you may bring on yourselves 


the disapprobation of the great nations of Europe. Germany may 
object; ce any object.” 
Mr. President, I wish to say nothing in the slightest degree 


disrespectful or unkind about either of those nations. I have 
it not in my heart to do it. They are great people; they have 
great armies and great navies; but I was glad to hear the ringing 
voice of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] giving notice 
to all mankind that the United States would allow no interference 
by foreign nations in its affairs, and so sure as you live there is 
not a nation on earth, unless it is backed up by four or five other 
— powers, which will ever interfere with us. We can not help 

tions of — a powers if they should come against us; al- 
though they may npon us, we can not avoid them. Let us 
live true to ourselves; let us 1 our own rights; let us have 
a navy such as would warn all mankind—nemo me impune laces- 
sit—no man shall touch the United States with safety. 

Mr. President, I have consumed too much of the time of the 
Senate. I hope these resolutions will pass. Iam sure we shall 
have a vote on them at a proper time, and I do not think it is my 
business to judge of when that time shall come. It is not the cus- 
tom of this Senate for those who are acting with a supposed ma- 

ority to dictate to others how they shall debate a question. I 

ope we shall possess our souls in patience and wait until the Sen- 
ate is ready to vote, and then I . that we shall adopt these res- 
olutions and give our Army and Navy a foothold in the middle of 
the Pacific Ocean, put our ships there, and have such fortifications 
there that foreign nations had rather attack Gibraltar with their 
guns than to attack us in those islands, 

Mr. MALLORY obtained the floor. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator from Florida yield to me for a 
moment to make a statement? 

Mr. MALLORY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to give notice that I will move to have 
the Committee on Rules from the further considera- 
tion of two resolutions which have been referred to them durin 
aor gre year, which I have introduced. In giving this notice, 

it understood that I have no desire to do anything discourte- 
ous or disrespectful or out of the usual way to that committee. 

This body continues to operate under the ancient, childish, and 
absurd rules urou the minority and not the amity controls 
the affairs of the body. I have no fault to find with the gentle- 
men who are delaying or who are being heard upon the question 
of the Hawaiian annexation resolution. Itis not their fault if it 
is not passed. The fault is more ancient and lies deeper. 

It will not do for the older members of this body to complain of 
the gentlemen who are delaying this legislation, for the reason 
that the older Senators, who have been here for a quarter of a 
century or more, have never given us an opportunity to amend the 
rules so that the majority can transact the business of the Senate. 

I gave notice upon the introduction of my first resolution that 
I intended to continue to press it, and Senators are well aware, 
owing to the excitement attending war legislation, that we have 
not attempted to amend the rules. I desire to give notice now 
that I do not consider that I am bound to stay here for the next 


d | thirty or sixty days while this gentlemanly filibuster is being pur- 


sued. , I want it understood that I am not complaining of any 
gentleman who is engaged in it, nor do I consider it such a crime 
as some of the gentlemen on the other side seem to speak of. I 
have occasi y been obliged to filibuster myself in the other 
branch of Congress when I felt I was not haying a fair hearing, 
being in the 3 

Although a majority of the Senate is for the of this 
resolution, and while tan ta J to vote for the resolution be- 
cause the people of my State are for it, I wish to call to the 
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attention of the Senate and to that of the people of the country 
that this delay and this kid-gloved filibuster is ible simply 
because the gentlemen who are now complaining of it have always 
hans to give the majority a chance to transact the business of 
this e 

Ido 5 see why it should be 3 that any of us who favor 
the acquisition of Hawaii should be compelled to stay here unless 
there is some prospect of 3 vote upon this question. I am 
willing to do so, if necessary, but why not take now from the 
Committee on Rules and pass an amendment to the rules whereby 
there will be some day or some hour this side of the Eternal City 
of God when we can have a vote upon pending questions when a 
majority of the people and a majority of the Senate favor them? 

I want to be understood. I do not intend to be disrespectful to 
the Committeeon Rules; butunless an agreementis made whereby 
we can have a vote on the pending resolution, I propose to move 
to discharge that committee from the further consideration of the 
resolutions to which I have referred, and ask to have them put 
upon their s 

My friends who favor the amendment of the rules kate Let us 
put it off until next session; let us delay it; let us take up that 
Particular question at the particular time when there is nothing 
else involved.“ One of the favorite pictures of the Arkansaw 
Traveler was a man under a leaky shed, and the passer-by said 
to the man, Why do you not mend your roof?“ Said he, I can 
not; it is raining.” Well, why do you not mend it when it is not 
raining?” He said, “It does not need it then.” I have appealed 
to you, Senators, when there was no great national question at 
stake to amend your rules; and you people who are now complain- 
ing of the filibuster said, “It is not raining; we do not need any 
amendment of therules;” and to-day, with the people of this coun- 
try favoring the pending proposition, and certainly by a test vote 
two-thirds of this Senate favoring the proposition, we sit here as 
powerless as à child, because we have not the courage to 3 
these feeble-minded rules, these puerile, childish, and I might al- 
most say indecent rules, which bind the upper branch of Congress 
and prevent the transaction of public business. 

I thank the Senator from Florida for yielding so long. I am 
sorry to have taken so much of his time; but I give notice that 
Tuesday, if-I am spared to be here, or I will say Wednesday, I 

shall raise the question again. I know it is raining now; but I 
prefer to mend the roof in the rain rather than to continue longer 
under the frivolous, absurd, weak, and childish rules which per- 
mit the minority in a representative government to run the busi- 
ness of that government. 

Mr. M ORY. Mr. President, this measure is one which, in 
my judgment, entitles it to as grave and deliberate consideration 
as any measure which has been before Congress since the organi- 
zation of the Republic. lt involves a new departure in the 
policy of the Government of the United States; it involves an in- 
crease of our Army and Navy; it involves the establishment of 
a system of 8 in a colony of the United States such as 
never heretofore has existed. 

In addition to the very grave questions which present them- 
selves when we come to consider the policy or the expediency of 
annexing these islands, we are confronted with another question, 
and one which meets us at the very threshold of the subject, 
which, in my humble judgment, is far more important, and will 
be more far-reaching in its influences and effects upon our coun- 
try than any of the other questions that are involved in the meas- 
ure. 

This is a joint resolution emanating from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, proposing to ratify and accept an alleged poat 
agreement made by a sovereign power to this separate and distinct 
sovereign power, the United States of America. For it we have 
no precedent; against it, in my humble judgment, Mr. President, 
there are arguments to be urged which are so irresistible that 
those who give them adequate and due consideration must neces- 
sarily hesitate before they take the fatal plunge which the adop- 
tion of this resolution means. 

And yet, notwithstanding the important, grave, and solemn 
questions which underlie this measure, it has not been discussed, 
it has not been presented to the deliberate consideration of the 
people of the United States. Andeven in this body, when we who 
are opposed to the measure are undertaking to invite the attention 

of our colleagues to the consideration of the points which we con- 
sider to be good as against annexation, even here we hear com- 
plaints and innuendoes and insinuations as to the purpose of those 
be are opposing it which are certainly both r and un- 
just. 

It has been said in the public 


ress, or at least that element of 
the public press which favors 


e annexation of the Hawaiian 


Islands, that the matter has been before the country for many 
years; that the people are informed as to the merits and demerits 
of the proposition, and that it is a useless waste of time for Sena- 
tors to consume day after day in delivering their speeches upon 
. President, while the question possibly 


thesubject. But, 


been mooted from time to time, while in the past there have on 
divers occasions been movements looking to the consummation of 
the result which is sought to be attained by the pending joint 
resolution, still we are all aware of the fact that none of the great 
parties of the country has committed itself to any view or ex- 
pression of views which can be construed into an indorsement of 
the proposition that is now before the Senate. 

ve the authority of the venerable and respected Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who addressed the Senate upon 
this subject some days ago, for the assertion that this measure 
has not received anything like adequate consideration. In that 
speech he said: 

One prominent objection to the pending measure is that the people of 
neither Hawaiinor of the United States have been consulted or taken into con- 
fidence in relation to the impending compact. The promoters have been re- 
luctant to trust the people with it. The country is to wake up next week 
and find a new but unwelcome member “incorporated,” as Mr. Sherman. 
the Secretary of State, described it, “into the body politic of the United 
States.” At Hawaii something leaked out about it after its final détermina- 
tion. Here the Senate was informed about it after the Secretary had signed 
the treaty: but even the Senate did not permit itself to discuss i: except in 
secret session untilits paucity of votes was disclosed; and it came originally 
in the form of a treaty, not to hide the fact that a treaty was nota courageous 
but a cowardly way to bring a State into the Union, as some people thought, 
but for the reason that the Hawaiian promoters of the compact could fix u 
their part of it in that way with less lubrication. The authorship of 
state paper ap to have been miscellaneous and partly unknown, having 
been cut and dried in Honolulu, and yet it was to have been consented to by 
the United States Senate without subtraction or addition, as the committee 
reporting it seem to have regarded it as properly inspired and inerrant. 

There is the testimony of the Nestor of the Senate, the testimony 
of a gentleman who but recently declared on the floor of the Sen- 
ate that he had but one ambition in life and that was to be right, 
the sincerity of which expression no one will question—a gentle- 
man for whom all of us, irrespective of party affiliations, have 
the most exalted esteem, respect, and veneration. And yet we 
hear it said here, and we seeit in the pee press from day to day, 
that this matter has been discussed to an extent that renders it 
absolutely unnecessary for anything more to be said upon it; that 
the people are unanimous almost in their desire to have the Sen- 
ate take action upon it, and that those Senators who dare to stand 
upon this floor and consume the time necessary to express their 
views on this vast and important question are resorting to methods 
which are not legitimate and are exposing themselves to popular 
condemnation. 

Mr. President, I desire to be understood as of those who believe 
that it is their duty to express their views upon this subject with- 
out reference to whether they meet with the favor of a majority 
or a minority in this body. I am here as one of the representa- 
tives of a sovereign State, and I am free to state that it is impos- 
sible for me to say now what are the wishes of a majority of the 
popi of that vey 8 State. But I know what my views are; 

know that they are honest; I know that they are based upon a 
careful, deliberate examination of the question; and knowing 
that, I pr to express those views; I propose to put them on 
record; and if in doing so I incur the censure of any gentleman or 
= of men, I am willing to abide the result. 

. President, I said this question has not been discussed. 
Whose fault is it that the people are uninformed, that the people 
do not know the facts which have been disclosed in the debate 
here within the last few days by gentlemen who are opposed to 
annexation—the facts as to the distances between points on the 
Pacific coast andthe Hawaiian Islands and the 1 Islands, 
and the distances between ports on the same coast and ports in the 
Aleutian Islands, equally as good as any port in the Hawaiian 
Islands, and other facts of importance as bearing on certain phases 
of this question? But conceding for the sake of argument that 
some consideration has been given to those points of detail, expe- 
diency, and policy, I think I can say with truth that the other 
question, the great vital question, the constitutionality of the step 
we are about to take, has received, outside of this Chamber, no 
consideration whatever. 

If there has been any such discussion in any of the papers of this 
country in which the question of annexation has been treated of, 
I have not seen it. e had the opportunity six, seven, or eight 


months ago to inform the people of the United States as to all the 
merits and all the details of this important ke Y Tam disclosing 
no secret when I say it was within the power of a majority of this 


body to deliberate in public instead of secret session on the ques- 
tion of the ratification of the treaty of this country with the Ha- 
waiian Islands. It was within their power to bring this question 
out in open Senate and to have the arguments and debates printed 
in the Recorp, so that the people at large could have the time and 
opportunity to consider the pros and cons of the question. 

They speak of their immense majority. We are told that the 
minority here is almost insignificant and that it is practically 
running the Senate. As one of the minority, at least I can say 
that in connection with my desire to put myself and my views 
upon record on this great question my other and only 7 is 
to endeavor to impress upon the people with whom I live and 
whom I in part represent a belief and a conviction that the step ig 
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not only inopportune, not only impolitic and inexpedient, but that 
in the way in which it is sought to be taken at this time it is in 
contravention of the fundamental law of the land. : 

Mr. TURPIE. Iask the courtesy of the Senator from Florida 
to make a statement to the Chair. 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I have counted the Senators pres- 
ent, and there is no quorum in the Chamber. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam sorry the Senator thought proper to do 
t 


hat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HANSBROUGH in the chair). 
The Senator from Indiana suggests the absence of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, kins, McEnery, Proctor, 
Allen, Fair ory, gay 
Bacon, Foraker, Mantle, wW 
Baker, Frye, tin, Shoup, 
55 = 1 5 
urrow:! ey, 
5 8 Hansbrough, Money, — 
non, TT: ‘organ, arre 
Chilton, Sier Morrill, Wetmore, 
Clark, Heitfe Perkins, te, 
Clay, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Cullom, Kyle, Pettus, 
Davis, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. 
Deboe, M ide, t 


question which, in my judgment, is a maoy moral question. It 
involves complicity on our part in the vio. ti 

of a sovereign State. The authority on the of the Hawaiian 
Government which it is contended will justify the passage of the 
joint resolution of annexation by Congress is found in the thirty- 
second article of that constitution. It provides that the President 
of Hawaii, with the approval of the cabinet, is authorized to make 
a treaty of poa or commercial union between the Republic of 
Hawaii and the United States of America, subject to the ratifica- 
tion of the Senate of Hawaii. 

The constitution of Hawaii expressly provides that in the event 
of political or commercial union with the United States being 
sought by that Government, it shall be done in a particular way— 
75 atreaty. Let the advocates of annexation under the joint res- 
oluti 


on tell us that if we pass the joint resolution there will be no | posed 


difficulty whatever about its being accepted by the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment, notwithstanding that solemn provision in its constitu- 
tion. While we havea perfect right, undoubtedly, in my view, 
to do so, and to do many other things that may be unjust, im- 
moral, and inequitable, it is a question I think worthy of consid- 
eration whether we should bring ourselves to the point of becom- 
ing ceps criminis in the deliberate, willful violation of the 
constitution of a sovereign country. 

Mr. President, we have now upon our table a treaty proposed to 
be ratified by the Government of the United States for the purpose 
of ing out and accomplishing the identical objects sought to 
be ptn Pa ed by the joint resolution, That beg: 4 came to us 
from the executive branch of the Government as the power to 
which is confided the duty of making treaties, and it remains upon 
our desk unacted on, it is true, but still not rejected. t mo- 
tive has led to the abandonment of the effort to ratify the treaty 
I shall not undertake to name. 

I can not say that it was inspired by a fear that if subjected to 
a vote in this Chamber in secret session it would fail to receive 
the requisite two-thirds vote prescribed by the Constitution, be- 
yates t can not undertake to say how any particular man or set 
of men under certain circumstances will vote. But it is a fact 
that in the regular process and in the manner prescribed by the 
Constitution there is an instrument waiting to be acted upon by 
this body which, if acted on by the constitutional majority of 
two-thirds, will consummate the 1 sought to be accom- 

lished by the joint resolution. Let, while the instrument is 

ere, and while it has not been rejected, we are suddenly con- 
fronted with a joint resolution from the other branch of Congress, 
not emanating from the Executive, but coming spontaneously 
from the House of Representatives, proposing to accomplish the 
identical thing which the President has undertaken under the 
treaty-making power to submit to the judgment and action of 
this body. 

I claim, Mr. President, that there is not only no authority for 
this action, but that a correct interpretation of the Constitution 
reveals as a necessity that such action is in contravention of the 
Constitution. Who has undertaken to sustain the proposed action? 
Although it is said that there is nearly a two-thirds majority in 
this Chamber in favor of it, how many of that excessive majority 
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have undertaken upon the floor of the Senate to justify the pro- 
1 action? They can be counted upon the fingers of the one 
nd. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations, which made a report 
recommending the adoption of the joint resolution, did in that 
report present an argument in favor of their view in connection 
with the measure, and they also undertook, in the absence of an 
opposite side, to present the arguments of the opposition and to 
meet those arguments. I shall not refer to the arguments based 
upon the e iency and necessity as a war measure and asa com- 
mercial advantage, which are urged on all hands, but I will con- 
fine myself to the manner in which the committee undertook to 
meet the alleged objections to the constitutional question involved 
in this measure. Let us see what they are. 

The report, under a black-letter heading, announces Twenty 
objections to the annexation of Hawaii, and replies thereto; ” 
and in italics we find the objections stated. These objections are 
represented as urged . opponents of annexation, and the 
Committee on rogn lations having decided to make a favur- 
able report, feel in duty bound, for the edification and instruc- 
tion of the Senate and of the country, because copiesof this report 
go to the country broadcast, to state what those objections of the 
opponents of annexation are and to meet them in the manner in 
which the Committee on Foreign Relations can meet them. Now 
we have the first objection: 

The committee says that the opponents of annexation contend that it is 
unconstitutional because the General Government is limited in its powers 
tothose expressly conferred upon it by the Constitution. 


The Constitution does not specifically grant power to annexa territory, 
and therefore the power does not exist, 5 $ 


I ask Senators if it is true that that objection has been offered 


ted | by the opponents of the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands? 


Is it true that that argument has been urged at any time within 
recent days, within recent times, or recent years as a reason why 
the Hawaiian Islands should not be annexed? 

We are charged with claiming that— 

The Constitution does not specifically grant power to annex territory, and 
therefore the power does not exist. 

Is there any Senator who is opposed to the annexation of the 
Hawaiian Islands who has presented such an argument or such a 
8 as a reason why they should not be annexed? I think 

am safe in saying that no one has done so. Not only no Sena- 
tor, but no one who understands the question, no one who under- 
stands a little law has enunciated such a proposition, and yet the 
Committee on hart E Relations devotes two pages to the demoli- 
tion of this alleged objection of the anti-annexationists. 

Again, as a second objection, they say that those who are op- 
to annexation claim it is unconstitutional because Hawaii 
is not contiguous to the United States.” Isubmitthat thatis not 
a fair presentation of the constitutional objection which is enter- 
tained by Senators to this step. No Senator on this floor, and I 
do not think any member of the other House, nor anyone in the 
country, has contended that it is unconstitutional because Hawaii 
is not contiguous to the United States. There may be a question 
of policy arising out of that fact, but with the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, with the utterances of our 
distinguished statesmen from the days of Mr. Jefferson down to 
the present time, it would be absolute folly for any intelligent 
man to undertake to claim that that is a constitutional reason 
7 Hawaii should not be annexed, and none has done so. 

he third objection alleged to be entertained by those who are 
opposed to annexation is: 

It is unconstitutional because its inhabitants are not homogeneous with 
the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, I can see very well how that may be the basis of 
an ment against the policy or expediency of such a step, but 
I do not think the Committee on Foreign Relations will be able 
to find anyone here or elsewhere whois opposed to annexation who 
would ever base his grounds of unconstitutionality to annexation 
on the fact that the inhabitants of those islands are not homoge- 


neous, 

That is all the constitutional question pertaining to this subject 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations have thought proper to 
discuss. They have presented in their report three propositions, 
which they tell us and the people of the country are all the ob- 
jections based on alleged constitutional grounds by those whoare 
opposed to annexation—men of straw, dummies, set up to be 
knocked down, and they gravely and solemnly proceed to knock 
them over, and then dismiss the question of the constitutionality 
of this préteeding as established. 

Mr. MORG Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has, I think, not read the report 
of the committee. If the Senator will read the first two or three 
pages of the report, he will find that the committee discuss in fall 
the constitutional status of the question not only upon their inter- 
pretation of that instrument, but upon the interpretation given 
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no allusion at all to that part of the discussion by the committee. 

Mr. MALLORY, It is not my pags to deal unfairly either 
with the committee or its report. I have read the report, and I 
think that the most salient points which have been made or at- 
tempted to be made in favor of the annexation are those which 
are put in italics and refuted as the ts of the tion 
under the heading, on page 45 of the report, entitled ty 
objections to the annexation of Hawaii, and replies thereto.” But, 
Mr. President, they do go into an argument, and under the first 


head say that 

It is unconstitu because the General Government is limited in its 
powers to those e conferred upon it by the Constitution. 

The Constitution does notspecifically grant power to annex territory, and 


therefore the power does not exist. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations has furnished us some 
rin in support of its refutation of those heretical proposi- 
ons. 


The instances of interpretation by the Supreme Court of the United States 
of the constitutionality of annexation are four in number— 

Says the report— 
viz, one in 1828, two in 1850, and one in 1889. 


The first was in the case of the American Insuran 
to be Seyret wl Peters, 


ond The bneldente of th those of national sovereignty and be- 
s> mts o 
long to all independent governments.” s 

Those authorities are cited in of the contention thatthe 
Government of the United States the power to annex terri- 
tory, a proposition which all, I believe, unquestionably all, those 
who are op to this annexation resolution, are in hearty ac- 
cord with. e do not deny that the United States Government 
has the power whenever she thinks proper, whenever she can do 
so consistently with the rights of others, to annex territory. There 
has not been a word said in this Chamber, or anywhere else that 
I know of, in opposition to that proposition. The authorities that 
are cited here are authorities in support of the contention which 
we make—that the Government, the sovereign power of the United 
States, has the right to annex territory, but that right must be 
exercised in a particular way and through a particular branch of 
the Government of the United States. 

Later on, under the second objection, the committee, in its dis- 
cussion, uses language to which I call the attention of Senators. 
The second objection which they say is urged by those opposed to 
annexation is that— 


an is unconstitutional because Hawaii is not contiguous to the United 
23. 

The committee says: 

The eee of the constitutionality of annexation, finding the prece- 
dents an . Satoi them, have fallen back from the position 
that annexation is 8 ibited by the Constitution to the claim that 
there are certain “implied prohibitions” in the Constitution which are as 
binding as those which a) on its face and that among these “implied 
prohibitions” is the one above stated. 

It is aman of straw, as I have said—something set up to be 
knocked down—because no one carn, Beppo who are opposing 
this measure has for an instant contended as they are charged in 
this report as contending. 

The only reason— 

Says the committee— 

resented why the annexation of noncontiguons territory is unconstitutional 
2 that the “people of the day” did not discuss nor contemplate the annexa- 
tion of such territory. 


You remember it was a constitutional question. 

We have seen by the authoritative decision— 

Says our committee— 
of the Supreme Court in 1889— 

That was the Mormon Church case— 
that the power to acquire territory is an incident of national sovereignty. 

The Supreme Court says “that the power to acquire territory 
is an incident of nati sovereignty.” Now, the committee is 
arguing this question and is und ing to upset what it says is 
a contention on the part of the opposite side, and it uses the fol- 
lowing argument: * 

We have seen by the authoritative decision of the Supreme Court in 1889 
that the power to F an incident ot — sovereignty; 


that is to say, the tates has the right to 
other property, because it is a nation. 


We admit that. 


It has the same rights and 


ers in this respect that any other nation 
has—that, for example, has. y 


I call the attention of Senators to this reasoning, Ido not mean 
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by Congress to it in the annexation of Texas, The Senator makes 
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to say that the committee has undertaken to deliberately distort 
the lage or the reasoning of the Supreme Court in that case, 
but I invite the attention of Senators to the reasoning which is 
here pursued in connection with that case. Taking the doctrine 
laid down by the Supreme Court of the United States to the effect 
that the right to annex is a sovereign right, an incident of sover- 
eignty, that the United States as a nation, like all other na- 
tions, has that right— 

It has the same rights and powers 

Says the committee 


in this respect that any other nation has that, for example, England has. 
There is manifestly no Timitation upon the wer of Englan toncqnive teers: 
tory. How, then, can there be any limitation upon the power of the United 


States to do so? 


Now, to one who does not examine critically this piece of rea- 
soning it would appear the conclusion had been reached that there 
was no limitation as to the manner in which the power can be 
exercised. There is manifestly no limitation upon the power of 
England to acquire territory. In a country where the sovereign 
is simply a figurehead who can do no mog and very little good, 
where Parliament is omnipotent, there is no limitation either upon 
the authority and powa or upon the method or instrumentality 
which may be employed for a certain purpose. 

But while the Constitution of the United States, which is an 
instrument of limitation, gives to the people of the United States 
the power to annex territory by the usual methods employed by 
nations of the world, it nevertheless distinctly, unequivocally, 
puts that power in the hands of one particular branch of the Gov- 
ernment, and necessarily and impliedly, from the magnitude of 
the power, from the fact that it has no limitations as to the sub- 
jects it will treat of, intended that that power should be exclu- 
sively in the hands of the Executive. 

These, then, Mr. President, are 3 which the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations have ished us against the alleged 
argument that the proceeding here is unconstitutional. 
But there have been other champions who had the courage of their 
convictions and who presented to the Senate their views and argu- 
ments, setting forth the reasons why they thought there was no 
infringement of the Constitution by this proposed action. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who I regret is not 
now in his seat, delivered a speech in which he gave his views. I 
have here an extract from his speech in which he very tersely and 
with that clearness which is characteristic of the gentleman stated 
what he believed to be the constitutional justification of the pro- 
posed action. He said. 

The right of Jefferson (and Jefferson himself had some doubt upon it, it 
seems) to acquire territory by treaty or in any other way was denied. It 
seems to me we fail to see what I think everybody ought to recognize, that 
it is the t of every sovereign power, every nation, to add to its territory 
whenever it sees fit. I assert here that the Government of the United States 
may add territory to territory without any constitutional provision what- 
ever, and that must have been understood by the fathers, because that was a 

wer of sovereignty which they could not have overlooked; and 


— they had not a 1 the * thar oe SIG Se oa 8 
ve provided against it. e not provide agai e Ve 
i of our ton of pallies AISEE we tack Sn tip im 


purchase. 

Now, I have no quarrel with the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado as to the right of the United States to acquire territory. 
I agree with him fully. I could not undertake to disagree with 
him without at least putting myself in opposition to the opinions 
of the most distinguished jurists of this country and some of the 
ablest law writers and statesmen we have had. But I do differ 
with him as to the manner in which that power should be exer- 
cised. I say the Constitution puts in the hands of the President 
the power to annex all the territory that is necessary or proper to 
annex to this 5 It is true that power 

Mr. SPOONER. Lou do not mean the President alone. 

Mr. MALLORY. I was going to say with the consent of the 
Senate. The President, however, is the mover. The power which- 
the Senate exercises is simply a veto power; it is not the mover. 
The President is the originator or designer, and the two-thirds of 
the Senate concurring give vitality and life to the proposed meas- 
ure and it becomes a part of the supreme law of the land. The 
contention, however, of the Senator from Colorado is that there 
is some other power; that there is a power innate and inherent in 
all sovereigns that authorizes them to annex territory. f 

Granting that, granting that if we did not have that limitation 
upon it in the Constitution confining the exercise of the treaty- 
making power to the Executive, then some other branch of the 
Government, and ibly Congress, ought to exercise the power, 
as was the case under the old Confederation, still we have to bear 
in mind the fact that the framers of the Constitution, knowing at 
the time what had been the rule under the Confederation and that 
all treaties had to be subjected to the ratification and approval of 
Congress, in their deliberations over that branch of the great sub- 
ject committed to them saw proper and deemed it but just and 
as that that great power should be confided to the Executive, 


T1 
subject to the approval or disapproval of two-thirds of the Senate. 
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Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President Mr. HAWLEY, A man may destroy $50, 000 worth of t property 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). Kazani by carelessness as to these mines and f 


F m 


R 
Mr. TURPIE. By the 5 the honorable Senator, Isug- 
gest to the Chair that I have carefully counted the number of Sen- 
ators present, and I find that there is less than a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sug on of the absence 
ofa a shoe being made, the Secretary call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 

swered to their names: 


Allen, Foraker, od Pettus, 
cr, 2 McBride, Pritchard, 
inger, McEnery, guy 
Berry, Gear, Mallory, y 
Gorman, Martin, Sewell, 
Butler, Hama, Mason, Shoup, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Mills, 8 er, 
Cull Harris, Money, eller, 
Daniel, Haw Morgan, Turley, 
Davis, Heitfe Morrill, „ 
Elkins, Hoar, Pasco, Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wilson. 


The PRESIDING a Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. quorum is are 

Mr, HAWLEY. The ersi from rida kindly yields to me 
to call up the action of the House of Representatives upon Senate 
bill 4714. It will take but a short time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir 

HARBOR DEFENSES AND FORTIFICATIONS, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to Senate bill aii 

3 es to to Bil (S, to po 4714) to 
ments of the House o. ves e 
tect the harbor defenses and fortifications constru 14) to pro 
the United States from malicious injury, and for 8 purposes. 

The amendments of the House were, on pa e 1, line 3, after 
“willfully,” to insert, wantonly;” Laa 
tem,” 3 “or shall knowingly, 7 or wantonly violate 
any regulation of the War Department that has been or shall be 
made for the protection of such mine, o fortification, or 
harbor-defense system;” on page 2, line 6, “State,” to strike 
out or is occupied upon the written consent of the owner of the 


land. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
aoe of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut to explain in a word, if he can—and I know he can—the 
changes made in the Senate pill? 

Mr. HAWLEY, Iwill have to hold it in my hand while I ex- 
plain the changes, which = not considered material by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and they authorize me to move con- 


currence. 
2 House have inserted these words: 
a E willfully, or wantonly violate any of the 
r shail bo mad fi tion of such 
War Department as er or shall i e 2 


Then they struck out, ee e after the word “State,” 


the words “ or is occupied upon the written consent of the owner 


of the land.” 
In drawin the bill originally there was.considerable argu- 
ment 8 o inability of the Government t possession of 


pts 
Senate put in the words “ „or is occupied upon consent 


of the owner of the 
Mr. HOAR. T think those words ou, 
those words were inserted by a vote of 
Mr. HAWLEY. I was quite satisfied to have them stay in, and 
it did no hurt at all to show some respect for Lexapro 
the land. At any rate, we can not do anything else. The com- 
mittee do not ae the amendments as very material. 
Mr. 3 What is the penalty for a violation of the 


Mr. HAWLEY. I was about sa: 


before I think the Senator from 6 
. suggestion when the bill was before 
eee e e five . afine, 75 5 1 
should be chan 

Mr. HA . The word “misdemeanor” was stricken out 


in the Senate, and the bill now stands so that the court can clas- 

ro he offense as „* it a ee eee ee 
We unish a man for 
wa SPOON Phat is the fine? 


e10, after sys- to 


t to stay in. I believe 
Senate. sition I might be di 


and 


not less than 8100 nor „5 or with impri ent for 
a term not exceeding five years, or with both, at the discretion of 
the court. There have been some very aggravating ts. 

Mr. SPOONER. And that for any Fay of violation of a regu- 
lation of the War Department? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It would seem to be so if the Senate and the 
House agree to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. set is the motion?- 


Mr. HOAR. kr. Presdent, it is not the policy of the Senate, 
or of any Senator, to be fertile in raising ties about legis- 
lation. required by the war; but we have always objected in the 
Senate for a great many years to having minimum penalties at 
all; that is, to having them in any case whatever, unless as to 
something which of 15 itself must necessarily be of criminal intent 
and purpose to the greatest degree, like a criminal assault, or in 
matters of unusual cruelty; but he here the court, if there has been 
a mere mistake, would be absolutel compelled to affix a sentence, 
and the only remedy would be by the party coming perhaps from 
California or Washington or Alaska to the seat of government for 
a lon. 

t seems to me that this fine of not less than $100. ought not to 
be in the bill, because therefore ge, if it is a mere accident 
or mistake, or done in 8 of the regulations of the War 
Department, would still be obliged to impose a fine. 

HAWLEY. Do not the words Diiia se We 


signa cover that? 


and dereal” plies to the purpose to do fhe thine oon it is 
5 indeed whether we can commit criminal 


— . an edict 
a particular p ic officer, 

I confess I do not wish to raise questions about this legisla- 
tion, and I hope the necessity for it will be temporary. I shall 
not move any amendment, but I think I owe it to myself and to 
the Senate to call attention to the fact that if I should happen to 
be here hereafter * shall agree to treat legislation of this 


kind as a 
Mr. BA ZI of the: Farnese: Riner 
sentatives be again read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee re- 
quests that the amendments of the House of Representatives be 
again read. They will be read. 
The ee eee DA amendments proposed by the 


House of 

Mr. BA' Task that the first section may be read asit will 
stand as to be amended the House of esentatives. 

The P ING OFFICER, Secretary read. as re- 
quested. 

ie i a Sc 


č for — < with 
— a exceeding fve years, or 
Mr.GALLINGER, Mr. President, if this was an original 
1 ae 
on the bill, but I recognize the fact that this is a war measure 
that it it would be futile to attempt to oppose it at the present 


time. 
I rose, Mr. President, for another purpose, however. There has 


been some very severe criticism in certain quarters of Captain 


Randall, who owns and o rates steamboats on i the Potomac River, 


hours set by the War Department, but at other hours, to run his 
boats to his wharf and to leave his wharf during those hours on 


his return trips to W 


Mr. President, E do not ee Captain Randall, but from the 
knowled that I have derived of him from other sources I am 
satisfied he had had no purpose to do other than what an honest and 
honorable and patriotic man would do, He has his money invested 
. and in the wharf at River View, and it is, of 
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course, a hardship for his business to be destroyed even as a con- 
uence of the emergencies of war, 
ptain Randall has been acting in strict accord with the advice 
iven him by a very distinguished firm of lawyers in the city of 
ashington, Messrs. Dudley & Michener, who, of course, we all 
know to be patriotic and honorable gentlemen. 

What I desire to do, Mr. President—and I am sure the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HawLrEy] will not object to it—is to ask 
to have inserted in the RECORD in connection with this little de- 
bate the correspondence between Captain Randall’s counsel and 
the Secretary of War touching this matter, so that both sides of 
the question will appear; and I think it will be a sufficient vindi- 
cation of Captain Randall from the aspersions which have been 
cast upon him in certain quarters. I ask that the correspondence 
may be inserted in the Record without further discussion on my 


part, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

The correspondence referred to is as follows: 

MAY 21, 1898. 

DEAR Str: We have the honor to represent Capt. E. S. Randall, 8 
otto Penns River Line Steamboats and the owner of the wharf at River 

ew, 

The regulations for the navigation of the Potomac Riverin time of war for 
ey vessels and for the ert of the defenses as established by the 
authority of the Secretary of War, as amended April 27, 1808, provide: 

“1, No vessel will be allowed to pa through the channel between the 
fortifications at Fort Washington, Md., and Sheridan Point, Va., between 
the hours of 8 p. m. and 4 a. m., or at times of hea: Zoas pre these 

ods vessels must not approach within 2 miles of the w. at Sheridan 
int, or within 2 miles above the fortifications at Fort Washington.” 

2. No vessel will be allowed to anchor at any time within the above-named 
limits except by special authority.“ 

* * * s + + 


= 
“6, Vessels are warned that, if they disregard these regulations, they will 
ere to 8 and will be liable to be fired on by the 


Thisis ed: “Charles J. Allen, lieutenant-colonel, Corps of Engineers.” 

On the lith day of May, 1598, Mr. Randall received the following commu- 
nication in answer to a letter from him, in which he requested permission 
to land the steamer Samuel J. Pentz at River View wharf between the hours 
of sunset and 10.80 p. m., until further orders from the tment:” 

“Dear SIR: I have fully considered your letter in which you ‘request per- 
mission to land the steamer Samuel J. Pentz at River View wharf between 
the hours of sunset 10.30 p. m., until further orders from the Depart- 
a While appredia ting 2e 8 e o yor line of being onanie 2 

as you suggest, am una grant, or orse, your request, as sue 

landing would not be in accordance with the tions which have been 
prom ted for the navigation of the Potomac River in time of war.” 
à ‘ully ask you attention to this correspondence. You 
e request is for authority to make approach to and effect 
a landing at River View within the prohibited pours, as they existed before 


the amended lation No. 1, dated April 27, 1898, took effect, and that the 
denial by Colonel Allen of that request is manifestly proper. We beg leave 
to suggest that it would now be proper, and we hereby y request 


casting any anchorsin the stream, and the 
northeh A ha 


away from said channel between Fort W. 
turning to the city of Washington, 
m., 


of 8 p. m. and 10. 8 for the purpose of bringing meen and the 
United States mail m his said * to the city of Washington; the ex- 
press understan being that he shall not be thereby granted any authority 


to approach the said River View oan or any other point within the limits 
p the aforesaid regulations from nerth, between hours of 8 p. m. and 
a. m. 5 
We make this request in order that there may be no misunderstanding 
between the said owner of the said vessels and the Army authorities, as 
there is no intention to violate any of the regulations either in spirit or let- 
ter, and not because we believe if he were to do so without such special au- 
Shori Gia you that he would be violating said regulations either in letter 
r 
a It seems to us too clear for ent thatif the said vessels have been 
landed at said wharf d 


the duty of returning passengers brought to his wharf to the city of Wash- 
in mig — has the lawta] right, strictly wii 
t regulations, to return to the city of CA Sean rovided he 
pon nona tomh aiy roere ee enj ee: obstru ing in the 
channe! ween Fo ashington an: 
vided that his after leaving the wharf 
The obstructions id returning to the city of Washin 


similar 
obtains in your 5 Persons may not be admitted to the Depart- 
ment after 2 o'clock p. m. under the ‘presen 
fully within the Department Lupon egitimate 
pa arrives, it should no does not require any authority to permit 
em to leave the building. 


eir propriety. e 3 the correctness of the 
position assumed by Colonel Allen in his letter to Mr. Randall, as the uest 
of Mr. Randall involved the privilege of ap the obstructions within 
the then prohibited ho at least as far as River View wharf, which is some 


distance above the Fort prin bre channel, where the obstructions are 
and it would be a violation of very proper regulation that no vessel 
should be allowed to 9 those obstructions from any direction; but it 
seems to us that it would be absurd to say that a vessel properly and lawfully 
within the restricted field which should leave its moo! and proceed away 
age the rt a would be in any sense violating the letter or spirit of 

e regulations. 

Moreover, it can not be said that Mr. Randall’s Me my en Nag attached to 
his wharf b proper lines, and without the casting into stream of any 
anchor, could be said to be anchored within the above-named limits. 

To recapitulate the matter, we would say that Mr. Randall, in the pursuit 
of bis business as a common carrier and & carrier of the United States mails 


and of Government supplies to Fort Washington, sends his river steam ves- 
sels, the Samuel J. Pente and the River we River View during the day, 
and after the hour of 4a. m. and before § p. m., and that when the latter hour 
arrives he is lawfully within the restricted territory. He in our judg- 
ment, the undoubted right, under the rules and regulations which you have 
prescribed and the ecg laws of the country, to complete his voyage and 
return his passengers and the United States mail to the city of Washington 
after the hour of 8 p. m. without in any manner violating the regulations 
you have prescribed for the navigation of the Potomac River in time of war. 

We have, nevertheless, advised him that it would be safer and more pru- 
dent to have your full consent in writing thereto, and hence this request is 
made for such consent in writing. 

Re fully, yours, 


The SECRETARY oF WAR, 
Washington, D. C. 


DUDLEY & MICHENER. 


MAy 25, 1898, 

DEAR SIR: Referring to our communication of May 21, on behalf of Capt. 
E. S. Randall, proprietor of the Potomac River Line of steamboats and the 
owner of the wharf at River View, Maryland, we beg to state that we com- 
mitted an error at the bottom of the second O an ain at the bottom of 
the fifth page, in naming the steamboats owned by Captain Randall. 

Those owned 5 and intended to be covered by our communication 
are the Samuel J. Pentz, the Harry Randall, and the Estelle Randall. Please 
let our letter of the 2lst instant stand corrected as above. 

Mr. Randall does not own the River Queen, nor is it a part of his line, nor 
is it intended to be included in our communication. Trusting that we may 
have an early response to ours of the Elst instant, we remain, 


5 DUDLEY & MICHE: 
The SECRETARY been 5 


ngton, D. C. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 2, 1898. 
GENTLEMEN: In response to your letter of 2ist ultimo, requesting in behalf 
of Capt, ES Randall certain privileges in passing through the mine folds 
e Potomac River, orm you e 
hom tho matter waa Foferngd reports aa foliowe an wenne eee 
“It appears e W. a ver View thi e prohibited 
3 navi — — 9 E p. e 4 5 m., in accord- 
ance requis ons esta authority of the retary of War f 
the navigation of the Potomac River | in time of war. RA 
“It is contended that vessels haying landed at the River View wharf dur- 
ing hours open to navigation thereby acquire the right within the terms of 
the regulations to return to the city of achington after prohibited hours, 
Such contention is purely technical and in violation of the spirit of the regu- 


tions. 
~ While the enforcement of the lations will undoubtedly entail consid- 
erable hardship and probable financial loss to Captain Randall, it is of the 
highest importance to guard the defenses of the national capital against the 


operations of spies or other evilly persons. 
“The proximity of these defenses to the River View wharf and the pres- 
ence of large crowds after darkness will make the duty of guarding the 


defensive works particularly difficult. 


For these reasons the Chief of Engineers is unable to recom d fa 
able consideration of this application. Sa aS; 


Very respectfully, R. eee, “28 
Messrs. DUDLEY & MICHENER, N 
Pacific Building, Washington, D. C. 
JUNE 13, 1898. 


DEAR SIR: Your esteemed favor of June 2, relative to the communication 
of Capt. E. 8. Ran of the Potomac Steamboat Company, has been received. 

We most respectfully su; t that the matter should receive your careful 
and personal attention, as the grounds aoon which the declination to accede 
to 5 Randall's very reasonable and modest request do not seem to be 
based upon sound pr tions ot la or reason, either under the regulations 
er under the unquestioned lawful rights y Captain Randall. 

The Chief of Engineers, whose language you quote in pe letter, ignores 
entirely the legal propositions involved and, it seems us, has been led 
through an excess of zeal to look upon Captain Randall's propositions in an 


110 Art Res Ce tain Randall asks f rivil in passing th: 

n the Pp. n asksfor no e ng throu; 
the tok naos 5 e rhea ae yt EN 5 eoessitieg of his basins 
requ e should pass out o e prohibi rritory, 2 miles north of 
the mined fields, between the hours ofS „ m. and 4a. a 

Second. The contention that Captain Randall's vesse 
ence by the Department and without violation of its tions, have been 
found at 8 o'clock p. m. within 2 miles of the mined fields is not technical in 
any sense, nor is it a violation of the spirit of the regulations. He has, un- 
der the common law, the laws of navigation, and the regulations of the De- 
partment as well, the undoubted legal right to bring his vessels, passengers, 
and mails out of the proscribed te ent And if, in the pursuance of that 
undoubted right, the Government should presume, by its vessels or guns, to 
interfere with him, so long as he is proc to take his vessels out of the 
mined fields, and is not in any way taking them into or nearer it, there is, in 
our opinion, no question that the courts would restrain the United States 
from interference of that kind. 

Third. The reason given in the third paragraph of the Chief of . eee, 
answer is absurd in the highest degree, we It is a matter of record 
that, of his own volition and with the knowledge of the Department, Captain 
Randall has totally and absolutely removed from his summer resort at River 
View and its vicinity all small and private boats, and it is im ‘ble for any 

rson to violate the guard which it is the duty of the United States to main- 

n over its mined fields, by spies and other evilly persons, basing 
their operations from River View. 

The fourth reason stated by the Chief of Engineers is equally absurd, we 
think. It is not contended for an instant that the regulations prevent Cap- 
tain Randall from using his vessels for the pu of conveying his 
sengers and recreation seekers from the ay of Washington to River View 
between the hours of 4 a.m.and 8 p.m. If there is any danger from the 
presence of large crowds before darkness at River View, such danger is not 
recognized nor asserted by the De ent in its regulations; but they do 
recognize the undoubted right of tain Randall to carry all persons seek- 
ing on his steamers to River View at any hour between 4a. m. and 8 
p: m. If, therefore, there is no danger, which the Department r 
cs) 
if th 


without interfer- 


m the presence of large crowds at River View from 4a. m. to 8 p. m., 


© Department or asserts that such danger exists after 8 p. mi 


it ought, in all reason and fairness, to not only countenance but approye 
Captain Randall's efforts to remove such crowds from the proximity of Rive? 
View to the river defenses. 
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We therefore respectfully urge that within the limits and bounds of a 
common-sense 1. X which is oe unquestionably by the regulations 
as they exist, the ent should not 1 cme nerd unreasonable, 
and technical objections to the efforts of pean Ran to bring people 
away . River View, but rather encourage the same. 

cer DUDLEY & MICHENER. 


Hon. R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 28, 1898. 


GENTLEMEN: Referring to pereu co; mdence and to your request 
of the 13th instant on behalf of Captain Ran for modification of the regu- 
lations established for the navigation of the Potomac River in time of war, I 
have to inform you that after careful consideration it has been decided to 


allow the tions to stand as they are. 
Vary seapectiully, R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War. 


Messrs. DUDLEY & MICHENER, 
Pacific Building, Washington, D. C. 


DUDLEY & MICHENER, 
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW, PACIFIC BUILDING, 
Washington, D. C., July 1, 1898. 
DEAR SIR: We to acknowledge the receipt of your esteemed favor of 
June nanibered 28 and referring to re tions for the naviga- 
tion of Potomac River in time of war.” P 
We dislike to appear contentious in this matter, but, asthe subject-matter 
and the argument contained in our letter of the 13th instant have been ut- 
terly ignored, and as your letter indicates that that communication has been 
construed as a request upon our part, on behalf of Captain Randall, for a 
modification of the regulations established for the na tion of the Potomac 
River in time of war, we must call your attention to the fact that we made 
no such request, nor could anything in our letter of the 13th instant be 


2 so construed. 3 
it is the intention of the War Department to close navigation of the 
Potomac River to all vessels, except those pertaining to the War and Navy 
Departments, due notice should be given to Captain Randall of that inten- 
tion. The attitude of the De: ent would seem to indicate that such was 


its intention, but, as it is not clearly exp we would res 


y 
that we be informed in direct and unequivocable terms as to the intention 
of the De — ent with it. 


A perusal of our communication of the 13th instant will convince 
ou that Captain Randall expressly disclaims any desire or intention to vio- 
inte the regulations of the rtment either in spirit or letter, and it will 
also convince you that it asks for no modification of those regulations, as he 
has not in any way violated any of their terms or conditions. 


z DUDLEY & MICHENER, 
Attorneys for Capt. E. 8. Randall. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not well criticise the defense of Captain 
Randall’s counsel, not having read it, but I wish to say that the 
counsel and the Captain knew perfectly well that Captain Ran- 
dall’s steamboat was going over the torpedoes, or between the 
limits there, against the wishes and warnings of the engineers. 
It is not a matter which concerns the engineers personally, but it 
is largely a matter which concerns the people who sail in boats 
over these mines after 8 o'clock at night. I know it is a sacrifice. 
Of course itis. Lou can not defend a river and plant torpedoes 
without ordering people to keep away at certain hours when the 
electric connections are poner y made. 

As to the calamity to Captain Randall, it is nothing in his case 
compared with what is endured with cheerfulness by the owners 
of great steamboat lines leaving New York for Connecticut and 
other States. They were stopped from sending through East 
River any steamer between 12 o’clock at night and 4 or 5 o'clock 
in the mo: . They have been doing a very large 3 
business and a heavy freight business in connection with various 
railroads. They asked to have the order modified, but they were 
told by the army engineers that they thought it could not be done, 
whereupon they stopped their lines, or that branch of them. I 
think men ought to cheerfully obey the direction and take 
heed to the warnings of the engineers in this matter. That is all. 
I do not wish to scold anybody. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President,this matter was before the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and during the discussion there my atten- 
tion was drawn to the propriety of the Government taking juris- 
diction and administering punishment in a locality where the 
territory belonged to a State. We corrected that; and that part 
of the bill was stricken out a while ago. 

I must say that I think the objection made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is very well taken. I do not conceive 
that this Senate has a right, in its legislative capacity, to pass a 
penal act for the purpose of punishing 2 who violate regula- 
tions of the War Department not yet ed or not yet put in 
force. Hence the words “or shall be” ought to be stricken out of 
this bill. We can not legislate here, it seems to me, for a punish- 
ment to be inflicted upon a violator of regulations of the War 
Department which have not yet been announced and not yet 
established. I think we can not do that; it may be possible to do 
so, but it would be useless and nugatory, and certainly it is im- 
proper legislation. I do not think we have the power to do it, 
and I do not think any court on appeal would sustain any such 

unishment when the fact was e known that the order had 
oe made by the War Department subsequent to the passage of 
the act. Punishment for the violation of such an order I do not 
think would be regarded as legal, or even constitutional. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Senator 
from Connecticut | Mr. Haw ey], that so far as Captain Randall 
is concerned, or any other commander, he ought to be willing in 
a time like this to pay heed to the wishes and notices of the War 
Department in relation to navigation in connection with the opera- 
tions of the De ent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I think I 
ought to have added that Captain Randall, stg iota attorneys, 
hoped to get a modification of the order; and that really is the 

lanation of his conduct. 

. SPOONER. Of course I think he should have regarded the 
order, whatever it was. I never heard of the matter before the 
modification was obtained; but I agree, and every man must agree, 
that any knowing or wanton—which is the same thing—or willful 
interference by any person with mines or contrivances for defense 
authorized by law and under the control of the War Department 
should be subject to punishment, and severe punishment; but 
nothing can be plainer than the proposition of the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE], that we ought not to adopt, nor can we 
adopt, regulations yet to be made by some Department of the Goy- 
ernment, and punish their infraction by a five-thousand dollar 
fine or five years imprisonment. 

The Congress can make laws, and it may adopt and give the 
force of law to any ations now existing made by any Depart- 
ment, and may punish an infraction; but to say or hereafter to 
be made is to intrust to a Department of the Government, upon 
which the Constitution has not conferred legislative power, the 
function of making laws for a violation of which men shall be 
ac ge to fine and to imprisonment. 

hile in entire sympathy with this bill, I want to suggest to 
the Senator from Connecticut who has it in charge that it would 
be wise, perhaps, to strike out the element of futurity. 

Mr. BATE. To strike out those three words ‘‘or shall be.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection to concurring in the 
House amendments with the exception of the words “ or shall be.” 

Mr. BATE. Les. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So as to read: 


Or violate any regulation of the War Department that has been made. 
Mr. pare I will make that motion, so as to put the bill in 
r s : 
8 HAWLEY. I should like to be instructed by those who 


know more about these conferences than I do as to whether we 
can now amend any part of the bill that has met the minds of 


| both Houses. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest, if I have caught this correctly, 


| this is not a conference report, but a Senate bill amended by the 


House of Representatives. So the Senator can move to nonconcur 
in those amendments and ask for a conference, and then I think 
the whole matter can be adjusted. 

Mr. SPOONER. We can disagree to the House amendments. 

Mr. BATE. All you need do is to move to strike out the words 
I have named. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will say to the Senator that that can 
not be done. $ 

Mr. BATE. Do L understand that this is a conference report? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No: it is not a conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hanserovuen in the chair). 
The Chair will suggest that the simplest way would be to move 
to disagree to the amendments of the House of Representatives 
and ask for a conference. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the only thing we can do. 

Mr. BATE. Why could we not amend the House amendment 
here? If we can, the motion which I have made is correct and 
would be in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust the Senator in charge 
of this bill will permit it to go over until we have time to ascer- 
tain what amendments ought to be made to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There will be no trouble about that, I think, 

Mr. GORMAN. I think from my knowledge of the affair that 
there is no earthly necessity for the passage of this bill at all, so 
far as it relates to interference with torpedo and other mines 

laced in our rivers and harbors by officers of the Government. 

his is an entirelynew feature of warfare which has been adopted, 
if not hurriedly, certainly with such haste as to greatly impede 
the commerce of the country. There may be one or two cases, 
such as the one which was referred to by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], where there has been some deter- 
mination on the part of the captains of vessels to run over the 
mines at hours prohibited es the War De ent, but in the 
great ports, such as Boston, New York, and Baltimore, and those 
south of us, while there was some conflict in the ing on ac- 
count of the strict regulations of the Department, the threat to fire, 
if not the actual firing, upon vessels has prevented any such in- 
fringement in the past three or four weeks. I believe that regu- 
lation is sufficient. I think the power of the Department at pres- 
ent is sufficient without holding over the heads of these people the 
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8 imprisonment. I do not believe there is any necessity 


it. 

I doubt very much whether there is any necessity for the exten- 
sive manner in which some of the inland ports have already been 
mined and haye had torpedoes placed in them, There has been 
great hardship attending it. There may be some military 
sity for it which I do not understand, but take this city, for illus- 


neces- 


tration. There is no outlet here for of o means to 
get a breath of fresh air 3 by going down the Potomac River, 
and yet no one can go from here to Fort Washi 

mat p eects ty and renders it impossible for the labo: 
stro. ə opportunity and renders it im or the ring 
2 and fae who are employed in the Departments here to go 
upon the river in the evening, and they are prevented during this 


heated term, so that not one of them can leave W. to go 
down the river and return after 8 o’clock at night. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The mines are located a good many miles 


down the river. 

Mr. GORMAN. Fort Washington is several miles down the 
river, and it is a great many miles from the mouth of the Chesa- 
peake to Fort Washington. 

The regulations of the War Department and the threats to fire 
on vessels has absolutely stopped excursions down the river. 
What necessity is there for the provision here see! gory imprison- 
ment and a fine of $5,000 for any infringement of the tions 
of the Department? 

I object to the consideration of the bill with a view of letting it 
go over and having gees amendments made to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that a single objection throws 
the bill over, but possibly it does. 

Mr. GO It was reported here to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the judgment of all educated military 
men for twenty, thirty, or forty years that mines and torpedoes 
of various exploding substances and contrivances are of exceed- 
ingly great value in warfare. I know personally of some of the 
damage that they did on the Southern coast during the war of the 
rebellion, and we know something of the damage torpedoes did 
abroad. I think that it is a very serious offense to trifle with 
them. There have been ful and wanton breaking of the 
cables in the harbor of New York by fishermen, and if public 


sentiment guatited the boats of the Army and Navy in firing at | tha 


some of wanton, mischievous, dangerous trespassers, it 
certainly will justify us in adopting a statute which makes an 
offense of such conduct. 

I move that the Senate nonconcur in the amendments of the 
House of Re tatives and ask for a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut, that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference, 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, we have in this country a fixed 
system of jurisprudence not only in the making of law, but in the 
administering of it. ‘To the general section of this law providin 
for the punishment of tre against public buil an 


spassers 
fortifications and other structures of that kind 1 have no objec- | Ha 
tion. I think the action there taken is enough, but the committee | Hawaii 


by this new enactment propose to make regulations of the War 
Department the basis for a criminal information or indictment 


against the citizen. I think that provision ought to be well 
guard I am satisfied that the provision is wholly void so far 
as it relates to future regulations, 


Mr. HAWLEY. We intend to strike that out. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to speak now of the regulations now in 
existence. I think it is not sufficient to say“ knowingly.” Ido 
not think the Senate ought to be satisfied with the word ‘‘know- 
ingly,” because it may relate to the action, to the method, to the 
eae Å knowing what he is doing, as well as relate to re ons 

y the War Department. I therefore suggest that this 


in this section: With notice or knowledge of such regu- | Consti 


lations.” 
Mr. HAWLEY. I think these suggestions are valuable, and I 
ask for a vote on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut, that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of mian sre and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appo, the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, 

. SEWELL, and Mr, MITCHELL were appointed. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for an- 
nexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States, 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, when I was 


interrupted I was 
reviewing the statements or arguments presented by those gentle- 


and return | fs, 
e evening. This prohibition absolutely de- | against it. 


men who favor the adoption of this resolution who have addressed 
the Senate in support of their views, and I had referred to the 

on of view of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
who at the time was absent, but whom I see here now, and was 


calling attention to the view expressed by him. He sta at 
. ii f n 


d power of 
ty which they could not have overlooked; and if they 1 Dan nok find 
the time that that should be done, they would have provided 


Mr. President, I do not purpose just now to criticise the view 
expressed by the Senator from Colorado, but I would say that the 
Government of the United States has not overlooked the question 
of annexation; that there is provision in the Constitution for 
the exercise of that sovereign power, and that provision, as I 
think I will be able subsequently to show, amply provides for the 
annexation of any territory that, in the judgment of those who 
are exercising the power of this Government, is desirable terri- 
tory to annex. $ 

Another Senator, who favors the annexation of Hawaii, took 
occasion to give his reasons as to why this proceeding was con- 
stitutional and to combat the views expressed by Senators who 
opposa this resolution with his expression of opinion as to why 
e action is constitutional. 

e ator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], who is undoubtedly 
very keen in his ability to si firmed a point, and whose fairness 
in argument, I think, is a model for the Senate, stated in the fol- 
lowing lan his opinion as to why this resolution could be 
3 without any injury to the integrity of the Constitution. 


Senators talk about it being unconstitutional to annex except on! 
the Constitution of the United States had provided 1a 
treaty. Mr. President, the Constitution of 
e question of annexation of territory. 
into the minds of the framers of the Con- 


pro They gave to the 
welfare, and that carries along all the implied ower 
en came to the wer they did not in th - 
oe wat noes. be orb = — E a — he in 59 200 
trea: nego’ President, subject to ratification b 
the Senate; they did not say what we should treat psy and I agree with 
contrac 


The same Senator in another portion of his remarks gave utter- 
ance to the following: a 


But that is not this case, and I want to distinguish this case from that. I 


say, as a roposition, that the Congress of the United States has 
er expressly Aas toit to promote the welfare, and if we deem 
t a promotion of acq 


the treaty is there 
of the contracting parties is politically dead and gone. 

The Senator from Ohio takes the position that a treaty of an- 
nexation of an entire country is nota treaty. He takes the posi- 
tion that the proposed treaty which is now upon the desk of this 
body is not a treaty, and necessarily was not rightfully proposed 
by the Executive to this body for ratification, and it being an im- 
possibility by reason of the fact that this was not a treaty arising 
from the extinction of one of the parties almost simultaneous! 
with the signing of the treaty, there must be some other athe. 
and that method is to be found in the general-welfare clause. I 
do not exactly understand which one of the two clauses in the 

5 the paora welfare the Senator from 
Ohio had in mind, and I should be glad if he would specifically 
state whether the general welfare mentioned in the preamble to 
the Constitution or the Sep Welfare referred to in the taxing 
provision is the partic’ general welfare that he refers to, or 
whether there is any other. 
„„ T understood the Senator to address an inquiry 

me? 

Mr, MALLORY. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not have the Constitution before me, 
but I had in mind, when I used the language to which the Sen 
has called attention, the general provision of the itution 
* Congress to do certain things, among others to pro- 
vide for the general 
Mr. MALLORY. 


The Constitution in its preamble speaks of 

the general welfare, and also in section 8 of Article I. 
Mr. FORAKER. My contention, as I recalled at the time the 
Constitution without stopping to look at it, was 
‘vested with the power to 


vision of the 


. especially in 
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provide for the general welfare. I was not undertaking to quote 
thelanguage of the Constitution, butI merely referred to the fact, 
as I understood it, that it was competent for Congress to judge 
what was the promotion of the general welfare and provide ac- 
cordingly. In the section to which the Senator doubtless refers, 
section 8 of Article I, it is provided as follows: 
Congress to lay and collect taxes, du — 

FR jaa on to cPanel a bet efor the — — an om 
eral welfare, etc. 

- I was speaking in a general way, without having any particular 
section in mind, of what I conceive to be the unquestioned power 
of Congress, namely, to take care of the interests of this country, 
and whenever they require the doing of something, even though 
it be the acquisition of an island in order that our general welfare 
may be promoted, that the Congress can do it. 

I think there have been such cases. Since I made the remark to 
which the Senator has called attention, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts Mr. Hoar] has called my attention to a case which oc- 
curred while Mr. Webster was Secretary of State—a case where 
property was acquired from another country without any treaty, 
and simply by act of Congress. I will ask the Senator from Mas- 
gachusetts to call the attention of the Senator from Florida to that 
case. It did not seem to occur to Mr. Webster, who had some 
reputation in his day as a constitutional lawyer, that there was 
an pamir in the power of Congress to do that. 

Ar. ORY. I desired merely to understand the point 
made by the Senator from Ohio, because I did not wish to mis- 
represent him or to misstate his argument. As I understand his 
argument, it is that by reason of the fact that as soon as the treaty 
is ratified, the sovereignty of the Hawaiian Islands ceases, there 
is no treaty. Consequently, there must be some other way in a 
case of that kind of . and therefore the power 
must reside in Congress. y should it rest in Congress any 
more than in the judiciary or in the executive does not appear, 
but that, I believe, is the argument, which I desire to state fairly, 
because it is the argument of the opposite side that we have to 
meet. We have had but few; very able, itis true. 0 

Another e ree Senator, advocating the adoption of the 
ps resolution, had the courage of his convictions and favored 

is brethren of this body with them. The Senator from Nevada 

. STEWART] took occasion not so much to answer any objec- 

ion as to the unconstitutionality of the measure, as to tellus how 
the job could be done, and if I am not mistaken—it is not my 
wish or purpose to misstate the Senator's e ers position 
was that this could be done, because if we did it, whether rightly 
or wrongly, whether constitutionally or unconstitutionally, once 
done it was irrevocable, and there was no power on earth that 
could inquire into its propriety, its rectitude, or its constitution- 
ality. That, Mr. President, I do not think is an overstatement of 
the view expressed by the dis i Senator from Nevada. 
His remarks in that connection have not yet appeared in the 
RECORD; at least they had not when I yesterday endeavored to 
5 them, and I have to state from memory the position which 

e 

But as I understand his contention, it is that it makes no dif- 
ference whether the Constitution authorizes this ne or 
whether it prohibits it, impliedly or ri evap thatif we do it, no 
court in the United States has the right to investigate it; there is 
no proceeding by which it can be inquired into; and that once 
done, it will be accomplished and that will be the end of it. That 
is an enunciation of political ethics that I think has been made in 
this Chamber for the first time. I shall not undertake to do more 
with reference to it than merely to announce it. I confess I was 
surprised that such a proposition should be submitted to the Sen- 
ate, but I do not think it is entirely out of ing with some of 
the arguments which I have heard urged in favor i 


One more of the advocates and exponents of this measure has | trea’ 


but not acquired. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is a question I will not undertake to 
discuss with the Senator, I merely wish to call the Senator's at- 
| tention to the fact that there was à treaty, which I have here, 
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Mr. PET’ I so stated. 

Nr. LORY. I did not catch the Senator's remark at the 
time of his h. However, while the war power is undoubt- 
edly one of the powers under which territory can be annexed, in 
the majority of instances, even when the war power is invoked, 
while territory is held by our Government in the custody of the 
military it is not annexed, and in the majority of instances it is 
never annexed until the treaty stepsin. I know the Senator dis- 
putes that. The Senator draws a distinction between the annex- 
ation of the Territory of New Mexico and the acquiring of title. 
Chief Justice Marshall, in a case which has been referred to in 
this debate incidentally, tonched upon this subject, and while it 
may be considered obiter dictum, it was- the opinion of that dis- 
tinguished gentleman and I think was pertinent to the case which 
was before the court. It is the case of the American Insurance 
Company and others vs. Canter, 1 Peters. The Chief Justice, in 
speaking of the treaty power, says: 


That proposition is repeated again and again in the decisions of 
the Supreme Court down to a comparatively recent decision, the 
Mormon Church case, in 136 United States Reports. Chief Justice 
Marshall, going on, says: 

‘sone — the world is, if a nation be not entirely subdu 
olding of {i i 
fate shall be determined at the — Sy of peace. ee 

I invite the attention of the Senator from Alabama to that ex- 
pression. 

If 

it be ceded by the be {gnu acquisition is confirmed, and the ceded 


to consider 
ion until its 


territory becomes a A oats to which it is annexed either on the 
— stipulated in treaty of cession or on such as its new master shall 
pose. 


There the learned Chief Justice lays down the proposition that 
unless we actually subdue the country, so long as there is any ves- 
tige of its own sovereignty left, the territory is acquired by treaty, 
„ it is in the military possession of the Govern- 
men 

In the case of New Mexico, the Government of Mexico was not 
entirely subdued, and if the Chief Justice’s opinion is worth = 
thing, our holding of that territory was simply a military hold- 
ing; and while it may have been, to a certain extent, an instru- 
mentality in acquiring the territory, it was not the instrumen- 
pan Shy e the territory was acquired, for that was acquired 

y 8 

I have gone now over the arguments, I believe. These are all 
which have been urged in this 8 behalf of the constitution- 
ality of the joint resolution. We have the report of the commit- 
tee with its refutation of alleged objections by those opposed to 
annexation. We have the argument by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Colorado Se TELLER], giving it as his opinion that the 
United States has the sovereign pee and can exercise that sov- 
ereign power in the acquisition of territory at any time. We have 
the argument by the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
AKER] that a treaty which annexes an entire soverei is nota 
treaty, and therefore we must fall back upon some o inherent 
and innate power of ye ee to annex E 

Mr. FORAKER, Will the Senator from Florida allow me? 
What I said, when fairly construed, was that it was not a con- 
tinuing contract; that it was consummated by the transaction; it 
was concluded, 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator did, I believe 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Ohio said it could not be a 
treaty; that one party to it died by the terms of the contract, and, 
therefore, it was not a contract, In other words, it was not a 


r. FOR- 


ty. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was not a treaty; rather it was not any 
longer a treaty, according to the definition contended for by Sen- 
ators in opposition; their definition was that a treaty was a con- 
tract. I say there can not be a. contract without contractual re- 
lations, and there can not be contractual relations without the 
existence of at least two parties. It would be simply an exe- 
cuted contract. 

Mr. MALLORY. I understood the Senator also to contend 
thatit could not be a treaty even beforehand. 

Mr. FORAKER, Yes. Iwas simply replying to the argument 
made on the other side in that connection and agreeing with Sen- 
ators who made that contention, that there was not, of course, any 
treaty until the instrument was signed and ratified, and that 
there could not be afterwards any treaty, because in the very 
moment of signing and ratifying one of the parties perished. 

Mr. MALLORY. But there was a signing before the disap- 
pearance or the destruction of mage gd took place, 

Mr. FO Certainly. was the signing before, 
but the signing which we now have is not effectual to create a 
treaty it has been ratified by the Senate. The very minute 
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the last act is done there is nothing but an executed transaction, 
and until it is consummated there is nothing 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. I was contending that the term “treaty” 
implied an existing and continuing contractual relation between 
existing parties, and therefore any transaction that did not in- 
volve that idea was not so peer the subject-matter of a treaty 
as it was of legislation, if 1t could be effected by legislation, and 
my contention was that it could be effected by legislation. 

SPOONER. The Senator 2 79 not so properly.” His 
argument was that it could not at all. It is not a question of de- 
gree. It is a question of possibility. The Senator correctly says 
a treaty is a contract between two sovereign States. There could 
not be a unilateral treaty. 

Mr. FORAKER, In using the word “ properly“ I was referrin 
to what I said the other day. If the Senator will recall what 
said, I used that term and modified my claim in that way, because 
I was contending that while this was, in my judgment, the more 
proper way to proceed, yet in legal effect the result by treaty was 
the same, because the very moment it was consummated the party 
ceased to be, that was the end of it, and there was nobody left to 
complain, 

Mr. SPOONER. My friend the Senator from Ohio is a good 
lawyer. He is analytical and he is accurate. But there is no 
middle ground. He has to take one side or the other. A contract 
between nations, by the very terms of which the moment it be- 
comes effective one dies, the Senator says is nota treaty. Now, 
that being true, how can he say that it may be more properly done 
by legislation than ay some way that is not a treaty? 

Mr, FORAKER. It does not seem to me that there is any diffi- 
culty about it at all. There is a contract even in the case of the 
party ceasing to be who enters into the contract with us; it isa 
contract, but not a continuing one. There is a contract whenever 
the minds meet. But because it is not a continuing contract, but 
a consummated transaction, I do not think it requires a treaty for 
its consummation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. When the minds meet, there is an agreement 
which is to be formulated; they put it into legal form and exe- 
cute it; and my contention is that the contract ceases to be, ex- 
cept only as an executed contract, with its execution. I used the 
word “properly,” having relation to what I have said here briefly 
and what Í said at some length when I spoke upon this subject 
the other day. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator the other day to say 
that the very idea and essence of a treaty, which is a compact be- 
tween sovereign states, was that there should be two parties and 
a continuing obligation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly 1 did; and I say so still. 

Mr. SPOONER. Allow me for a moment. That where, by the 
very terms of the contract itself, the moment it became effective 
one party to it was to be effaced, was to die; that that was not and 
could not be a treaty within the meaning of that word as used in 
the Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER, And as used ordinarily. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, as used in the Constitution, because the 
word as used in the Constitution has to be construed in its ordi- 
nary acceptation. There is great power—there is no question 
about that—in the position of the Senator from Ohio, and there 
never has been such a treaty made by the United States. Now, 
what I want to ask my friend is, accepting that as true and that 
under the Constitution a treaty or the power to make treaties does 
not cover such an arrangement as was pro with Hawaii, leav- 
ing the field of diplomacy and treaty and going into the field of 
legislation, where does he find the 3 to admit by resolu- 
tion a sovereign country as a territory? As I understood the Sen- 
ator the other day, he finds it under the general-welfare clause. 

Mr. FORAKER. I said under the inherent power and also 
under the general-welfare clause; but I said in the same connec- 
tion there are Senators here who have been taking exception to 
the proposition that there was this inherent power, and for that 
reason I would not then stop to discuss that question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Which does my friend say it is? 

Mr. FORAKER. For the sake of ar; ent I would pass it by, 
although I thought the power was to be found inherent in our 
sovereignty—attached to it necessarily as a part of our sover- 
eignty as a nation; and I said it was also to be found in the Con- 
stitution—expressly conferred upon Congress by that provision 
of the Constitution which authorizes Congress to provide for the 
general welfare, 

Mr. SPOONER. Does my friend claim that the source of power 
is to be found in both? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido. I think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is the higher law? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not it anyhigherlaw. The proposi- 
tion is that it is inherent in sovereignty to do whatever sover- 
eignty may see fit to do, and among other things to acquire terri- 


tory. The Senator from Wisconsin will admit that sovereignty 
ordinarily carries with it the inherent power to annex territory. 
I assume that he will admit it. If he will not, he will dissent 
now. His contention is that the United States—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I have made no contention. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, so far as 1 understand the views of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, judging from the intimations he has 
thrown out here, his idea is that because our Government is one 
of limited powers—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Having no power except only that which is 
expressly delegated by the Constitution 

r. SPOONER. Not at all. I understand that the constitution 
of a State is a limitation. I understand that the Constitution of 
the United States is a grant. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, that is just the same thing 

Mr. SPOONER. Allow me to finish. I understand that the 
Congress of the United States has such legislative power as is 
granted to it expressly by the Constitution or by reasonable and 
necessary implication under the Constitution. When you leave 
the granted and implied powers, I want to know where the Sen- 
ator gets his theory of inherent sovereignty outside of the Consti- 
tution. y 

Mr. FORAKER. 1 do not leave the granted and implied pow- 
ers. I find it in the implied power. I do not differ from the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin as to the definition he gives as to the power 
of the States and the powers of the General Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. s 

Mr. FORAKER. It is true, of course, that the constitutions 
of the States are instruments of limitation and the Constitution 
of the United States is an instrument of grant. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States grants certain powers, but the powers 

ted are not only those which are expressed, but also those 
which are 8 71 
1 SPOO . Now, what I want to ask my honorable 
end 

Mr. FORAKER. And among the implied powers is this power 
inherent in every other sovereignty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well, inherent. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, let me put a point to the Senator from 
Wisconsin. I was talking with him in his seat a few minutes ago, 
and I trust I may with propriety recur to that conversation now. 
He was discussing this ee and I know what his 
idea is about it, and I answered it then as I want to answer it here. 
We must agree that as to the thirteen States before they came in, 
when they were States, before they accepted the Constitution, 
each one was a sovereignty. Each one of those sovereign States 
had every power that sovereignty enjoys ordinarily, and among 
the powers so enjoyed by each one of the sovereign States was the 
power to make treaties with foreign nations, and any kind of a 
treaty it might choose to make, because there was no restriction 
unless by itself upon the exercise of that power. It could make 
war; it could e a treaty for the acquisition of territory; it 
could annex in any way it saw fit to annex. 

But, Mr. President, no Senator here will contend that any State 
in this Union has that power now. That power has been lost to 
each and every State of the Union. As the price for coming into 
the Union, it was required to surrender it. The Constitution of 
the United States prohibits to the States the exercise of the treaty- 
making power with foreign nations. It prohibits all kinds of 
transactions on the part of States with foreign nations. No State 
could acquire territory by treaty or in any other manner. 

Therefore each one of the States in the Union has surrendered 
that power of sovereignty. No one of them has it. Are we to be 
told that that inherent power of sovereignty, which every State 
snage before it came into the Union, has been lost to the States 
and not been given to any other power? What has become of 
it? Where has it gone? Our contention is that when to the 
States was denied this power, which they had a right to exercise 
as a sovereign power, it went by implication to the General Gov- 
ernment among the implied powers, and it is not any higher 
law.” It seems to me it is but the necessary and legitimate re- 
sult of a fair construction of the provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, will my friend allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am only asking for information. 

Mr. FORAKER, I shall be very glad to give any information 
I can to the Senator from Wisconsin, but it is very difficult to in- 
form the Senator from Wisconsin on a legal proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Ohio says there are two 
forms of States, and that under the Confederation the States had 
the power to enter into treaty with foreign Governments, as I 
understood him. 

Mr. FORAKER. Idid not say under the Confederation. I said 
independently and without regard to the Constitution, when they 
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were free to act as States as they saw fit to act, to determine 
whether they would come into the Union or remain States, 

Mr. SPOONER. Very good. Then I will change the phrase of 
the proposition, although it means the same thing. Prior to the 
adoption of the Constitution the States had the power to enter into 
treaties with foreign governments, and they surrendered to the 
Federal Government by the adoption of the Constitution the power 
to enter into treaties with foreign governments, did they not? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. To what branch of the Federal Government 
did they give that power? : Ys 

Mr. FORAKER. It would necessarily go to the political de- 
partmentand branch of the Government. It would not, of course, 
go to the judiciary without express provision; it goes as an im- 
plied power to the General Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is as universal as the air we breathe. 

Mr. FORAKER. Does the Senator mean to assert that the 
General Government has the power but is incapable of exercising 
it because no ry 75 has been designated in the Constitution for 
the exercise of it? 3 

Mr. SPOONER, No; but an agency was designated in the Con- 
stitution for the exercise of the power to make treaties with foreign 
governments, which by the adoption of the Constitution the States 
surrende: i 

Mr. FORAKER. But has not the Senator from Wisconsin just 
now contended that this could not in the nature of things be a 
treaty? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not talking about— * a 

Mr. FORAKER. If it is nota treaty, are we not entirely es- 
topped by the argument of the Senator from Wisconsin from 
8 territory when we take in the whole of a territory and 
no 


simply a 17 55 4 

Mr. SPOO R. The trouble with my friend from Ohio is that 
he decides my proposition before he knows what it is. 

Mr. R. The trouble with the Senator from Ohio is 
that he does not want the Senator from Wisconsin to misstate his 
proposition. 

r. SPOONER. I did not intend to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of course he would not doso intentionally. 

Mr. SPOONER. All I meant to say was this: I agree entirely 
with the Senator from Ohio that beyond the limitations of the Con- 
stitution, treating the Stateseach as independent sovereignties, the 
States had the-right to enter into contracts with foreign govern- 
ments, and when they entered into the Union and became a part of 
the Constitution of the United States they surrendered, of course, 
the right to enterinto contracts with foreign governments, whether 
you call that a treaty, or an ement, or a compact. But by the 
Constitution itself, to which they agreed, they designated the de- 
partment of the Federal Government to which they surrendered 
the power to enter into contracts and compacts and treaties with 
foreign governments. That was not the Congress of the United 
States, but the President of the United States and the Senate, 
That is all I meant to say, and that, I think, my friend will not 
controvert. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; Ido controvert it most positively, for 
my contention is that nowhere in the Constitution is it expressed 
what shall be the subject-matter of a treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. Nor a proper case for a treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not understand that the annexing power 
must be exercised in the way indicated by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, but when we have a case arising which it is admitted, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin admits, is not a proper case for 
treaty —— 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the Senator to say “no,” but 
surely he has been 3 that he agrees with me that this is 
not a proper case in the ordinary sense for a treaty, that a treaty 
implies a continuing contract. Iwill state the difference between 
us, asI understand it. His contention is that when we come to 
a place where we can not act by treaty we can not act at all. He 
agrees with me that we should not act by treaty when the whole 
foreign country is to be brought in. There I differ from him. I 
say when it comes to a case not proper to be dealt with by treaty 
then we can act by the Congress of the United States, where all 
pre are lodged that belong to the Government not expressly 

odged elsewhere. 
ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if a con- 
stitution or a statute can operate extraterritorially? 
x Mr. eae = 11155 ie Te over a a = 
ays pretty thorou „and it seem: agreed all aroun 
that that roposition we Well taken. 

Mr. EN. If the Constitution is confined to the territory 
of the Government and can not reach to the territory and people 
of another government, and the statute is confined to the territory 
and the people of the Government and can not reach the people of 
another government, how can you annex those people by a law? 


Mr. FORAKER. You can not annex that people by a law or 
by a joint resolution without the consent of the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but—— 

Mr. FORAKER. We can simply propose if we originate the 
transaction, or accept if they originate it. 

8 If the Constitution and statute py and end 
on territorial limitation, how can you annex a people beyond that 
limitation by statute? 

Mr. FORAKER. We have this kind of a law in the State of 
Ohio, applicable to cities of the fixst grade of the first class. It 
provides that in any city of the first grade of the first class there 
may be an annexation of territory whenever outlying, contiguous 
territory will comply with certain terms and conditions, with a - 
view of annexation, which the statute designates. Now, the first 
step is for the city to legislate by ordinance its side of the con- 
tract. That has no jurisdiction or no effect beyond the city lim- 
its. But when it is met on the other side by proper action on the 
part of contiguous territory, then it is provided that it may be 
regarded as annexed, and the city jurisdiction extends toit. Now, 
it is upon the same general principle, though, of course, not in 
the same way. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is a case of municipal extension. 

Mr. SPOONER., As I understand the argument of the Senator, 
it is that any agreement or contract, sub modo, I submit, which 
under the Constitution can not be entered into with a foreign 
porrn by the President and the Senate must of necessity 

entered 2 1 with a foreign government. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not fully answer the Senator from Ne- 
braska, but, if he will allow me, I will make answer now to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin. My contention is that 
this Government is not without power to annex the Hawaiian Is- 
lands, and inasmuch as the proposition comes to us from the Gov- 
ernment that covors the whole of the territory belonging to it, 
and inasmuch as that contracting party is to be absolutely ab- 
sorbed by us—territory, people, government, all powers and all 
functions, and they are to cease to exist—I contend that not by 
treaty but by the joint resolution which we have under consid- 
eration is the most 8 way for the annexation. 

Mr. SPOONER, course 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not willing to admit that we are with- 
out power to accept the whole of the territory when it is offered 
to us, and I do not understand how Senators can conceive that 
we can take 9 aks and then deny to us the power to take it all. 

Mr, ALLEN, I agree with the Senator, if the Senator will per- 
mit me—— 

Mr. SPOONER, Then the Senator will say, if the Senator from 
Nebraska will excuse me a moment, we can not find in the Con- 
stitution the power to take another sovereignty and government; 
we must find it somewhere else. 

Mr, FORAKER. I contend that we do find it in the Consti- 


tution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Where? 

Mr. FORAKER, In the aan rh power and—— 

Mr. SPOONER. What implied power? 

Mr. FORAKER. You admit that the 

Mr. REVON ER. No matter what I admit. What implied 
power 

Mr. FORAKER, That our Government has the power inher- 
ent in all 5 unless denied 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator 175 with me a while ago, as I 

understood, that if a State of the Union could step back out of 

the Union and be a State independent of the Union and not be 

oe by the Constitution, it would have a right to negotiate a 
reaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think Great Britain inherently could annex 
the United States, but I doubt whether Congress could annex 
Great Britain. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the proposition. Does the Sen- 
ator think that Great Britain has more sovereign power than one 
of the States of this Union would have if she were to step back 
into her statehood? 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not think the Senator would. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not have to say that. 

Mr. ALLEN. There comes the distinction between the con- 
struction of a State constitution and a Federal Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me finish so as to have in full my answer 
to the Senator from Wisconsin. My contention is that each and 
every State of this Union has exactly the same power to annex 
territory that England has, were the State separated from the 
Union and not bound by the Constitution and not limited by her 
own constitution; that is, that the people are a sovereign power. 
They have a right, of course, to place upon the government they 
may institute in their States such limitations as they see fit; but 
if they do not limit the power of Boveraignty, each and every 
State a right to annex Great Britain if she sees fit to do it and 


with Great Britain upon the terms; and I contend that 
power thus conceded to the State is lodged some- 
where to-day. The State that comes into this Union must sur- 


can agree 
that same 


render the power. does it go? I contend that it goes to 
the Gen Government, That is my view of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Could 
without a contract with the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not suppose she would annex us without 
having our consent in some form or other. 

Mr. SPOONER. Where does Congress get the power to enter 


into a com or contract or ent with a fo nation? 
Mr. FO My contention is sim 3 e inherent 
wer of soy: „Which must admit belongs in the State, 

in the people of the State, still somewhere, and that it now 


belongs to the General Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, but—— 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator admits it is not in the State? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER. It has been given to the General Government. 
It is one of the implied powers of government. Tou ask what 

articular department of the Government has it. No particular 
5 of the Government is expressly empowered by the 
Constitution to exercise that power, but the Congress of the United 
States has all the powers of government that belong to the Gov- 
ernment delegated by the States that are not ex y given to 
some other department of the Government, and if that power be 
not given to some other department of the Government and yet 
— 75 to the General ent, where can it reside except 
only in ? 

„ALLEN. If we have the implied power to annex a country 
by an implication of 8 have we also the implied power 
to surrender our country to be annexed to another? 

Mr. FORAKER. I suppose if the people of this country should 
desire it to be annexed to some other country, they could bring it 
about. 

Mr. ALLEN. lam now talking about Congress, or the Gov- 
ernment proper. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not? Is not that a corollary of the other 
proposition? 

Mr. FORAKER. We have simply delegated powers, and it is 
not an express power or an implied power that we should barter 
away the sovereignty of our country and the control of govern- 
ment of our country. Butin the case before us it is different. 
The Government of the Republic of Hawaii is expressly empow- 
ered to do this identical thing by the constitution—the organic 


law of those islands. 

Mr. ALLEN. I the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Hawaii make a treaty with the Congress 
of the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. As I said the other day, that is a question 
that Hawaii can take care of 

Mr. SPOONER. That is 
care of, 

Mr. FORAKER. Suppose Hawaii has made a treaty? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator answer my question? The 
constitution of Hawaii authorizes the cession, if you call it so, of 
the land and the sovereignty by treaty. Now,can Congress make 
a treaty with Hawaii? $ ; 

Mr, FORAKER. I do not know what interpretation they put 
upon that. I should have some hesitation in saying that she 
could, but I do not have any hesitation in saying itis exactly 
within the spirit and intent of the framers of that organic law, 
that if she comes forward and accepts the tender we now make 
by this joint resolution, and we take possession of the island, I 
think the annexation will be effectual. ~ 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator one more ques- 
tion, with the permission of the Senator from Florida. here 
the Constitution points out Se Seger a method of annexation, 
does it not by implication exclude all other methods? 

Mr. FO Yes; I would think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. When the Constitution provides that these thin 
shall be accomplished by a treaty which shall be initiated by the 
President and conc in by two-thirds of the Senate, does not 
that exclude every other method of annexation? 

Mr. FORAKER. If any such provision as that were found in 
the Constitution, that ht be contended for; but as I said the 
other day in the colloquy I had with the Senator from Nebraska, 
= not understand there is any such provision in the Con- 

tution. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that to be there. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ican not quote the exact , but the 
Constitution of the United States simply provides t this Gov- 
ernment may make treaties. 7, 

Mr. ALL The President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate: 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, the President shall make a treaty and 


Great Britain annex the United States | certain 


the question we have got to take paced 


n to resort to a treaty. 
“Mr, ALLEN. What is the treaty-making power, and to what 
does it extend? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is the President of the United States and 
the Senate. 

Mr, ALLEN. It embraces every subject-matter that may be in 
controversy between nations, does it not? 

Mr. TELLER. No, it does not. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Nebraska has said so. I 
do not concur in that proposition. That is what I have been ar- 
guing. - 

Mr. TELLER, Our treaty-making power would not include 
everything that could be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is there in the relation between two nations 
raw ae ga not fall within the treaty-making power of the United 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Jefferson said he had looked over the treaty 
made with Great Britain before the Jay treaty was made, before 
any other treaty, and he found a few things, not more than five 
or six, which might not have been included under the Constitu- 
tion. He doesnot say what they were, but there were some. I 
can name one to the Senator, and that is the question of revenue. 
There can be no treaty made that will bind the Government of 
the United States concerning the raising of revenue. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; that in its very nature is altogether 
domestic and can not be the subject of a treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not because it is domestic; it is because 
the Constitution has put that business in the hands of Congress 
* 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, not necessarily so, because the 
raising of revenue is purely a domestic matter. It lies at the foun- 
dation of the life of the nation, and it must be exercised by the 
Government alone without the consent or participation of a foreign 
power. But Isay that neither Mr. Jefferson nor any other man 
in the history of this country has ever held that there is a solitary 
thing which may be in controversy between nations as such that 
is not properly reached by the treaty-making power, including the 
power of annexation. t being true, the Constitution pointing 
out substantially the course to be pursued, it impliedly excludes 
every other power or every other method. 

Mr. FO I intended to draw attention, and will do so 
inorder Shak it — e e eee in this 8 to 

e third paragraph o ion t paragraph of the Con- 
stitution, which is as follows: p 

No State shall, without the consent of lay any d of tor 3 
compact with snoti State or wit 95 . ova . te 

- z ar, 
actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as will not Sanai wp hg 

There, in other words, is a denial to the State of the exercise of 
the treaty-making power. No State shall be allowed tomake any 
contract with any other State or with any foreign power, and the 
denial of that power to the State, a power that it did admittedly 
have before it came into the Union, was by implication a grant of 
it to the General Government, because the power must, of neces- 
sity, rest and abide somewhere. 

. ALLEN. If the Senator will follow that up,ghe will find 
another provision which invests the treaty-making power in the 
President of the United States and two-thirds of fhe Donati 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. ALLEN. When that power is expressly conferred on the 
President and on two-thirds of the Senate, can it be exercised by 
the other House? 

Mr. FORAKER. Of course, the treaty-making power can not 
be exercised by Congress. The only point in the whole contro- 

is whether or not this is necessarily the subject-matter of a 
treaty, whether or not this is an exercise of the treaty-making 
power. My contention is that it is not necessarily so. 

Mr. MALLORY. The palin which the Senator from Ohio 
has taken struck me at the time when he assumed it some days 
ago as being the only position that those who advocate with him 
the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands under this resolution 
could sustain. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] proclaimed the fact 
that he did not believe that you could annex any sip 4 by 
treaty at all, in the face of the history of this country and the 

ts established by the annexation of Louisiana, Florida, 
and other territories to this country. The Senator from Nevada 
found it was necessary, in order for him to maintain his position, 
that he should adopt that extraordinary attitude before the Sen- 
ate; that is, that the treaty-making power did not include the an- 
nexation of territory from foreign countries. 
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Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | Mr. BACON. The Senator will recognize the fact, as everybody 
9 


tion? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 3 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator refers to my position, which I think 
he does not quite 29 8 understand. y 

Mr. M RY. I should be glad to be corrected. A 

Mr, TELLER. I did not mean to say, and I do not think I 
have said, that there might not be 5 power under the Con- 
stitution to acquire territory. It may be included in the power 
to admit new States. I do not say that it is not. What I intended 
to say was that if the power could not there be found—which has 
been a mooted question, and very ably discussed on very many 
occasions by very strong men on both sides—if it could not be 
found there, it certainly could be found in the general authority 
of every sovereign power. Le . 

Now, I want to read, without committing myself to either prop- 
osition; that is to say, I do not wish now to commit myself to the 

oposition that you may not under the power to t States 
xe in territory which did not belong to the Government at that 
time; but I want to read to the Senator from Florida, who is a 
Democrat, what Mr. Jefferson said about this question when the 
Constitution was new. I suppose the fact that Mr. Jefferson sub- 
sequently modified his views about twenty years later will not at 
all militate agin the strength of his statement as he then made 
it. After he had taken the step and made the tr he wrote a 
letter to Mr. Breckenridge which is dated on the 12th of August, 
1803. I will not read the 8 of 1 ä say, if I 

an opportunity for half an hour, er present some 

5 on this constitutional question, but I do not want to 
do it in the time of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will half an hour be sufficient time for the 
Senator’s deliverance? Lee 4 

Mr. TELLER. I think I can fairly present the initiatory in 
half an hour. 


Speaking of this treaty, Mr. Jefferson says: 
This treaty must of course be laid before both Houses, because both have 
important functions to exercise respecting it. 


That is, the House of Representatives had to appropriate for 


the payment of the money. j 
to their country in mea my ge pay- 
to the nation for 


which the nation had not i } 
no provision for our hol territory, still less for incorporating 
foreign nations into our Union. The Executive in seizing the ve occur- 
rence which so much advances the good of their country, have done an act 
beyond the Constitution. 6 

It is not ible for language to more plainly set out the opin- 
ion of Mr. Jefferson upon that act of his. He continues: 


ture, in casting behind them metaphysical subtleties and risk- 
y and pay for it and throw 


a gu 8 2 e 
he + 
ee a E A ao ee taht an tisk SOR TOR mie lee 
vow me, and I must get out of the scrape as I can. I thought it my duty to 
risk myself for you.” 

Then he speaks of what the nation will do, and he says: 

But we shall not be disavowed by the nation, and their act of indemnity 
2 82 and not weaken the Constitution, by more strongly marking out 
f The remainder of the letter does not refer to this question. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will doubtless remember the fact 
that in that same communication, I think it was, Mr. Jefferson 
pointed out the fact that what he had done had to be followed by 
a treaty by the Senate and by an appropriation by Congress. 
think the Senator will find it in the same document, 

Mr. TELLER. Ithink not. 

Mr. BACON. If not in that document, there is no question 
about the fact that Mr. Jefferson does lay down the proposition 
that it must be by treaty, and that the money to pay for it must 
be wget by Congress. i 

Mr. TELLER. He does not lay it down that it must be by 
treaty; and if the Senator will show me where that is, or that it 
can be done in any other way, I shall be glad. 

Mr. BACON. I can do it. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall be glad of it. Undoubtedly Mr. Jeffer- 
son understood at that time that that was the proper method. I 
am not myself assailing that method, but I do not recollect that 
Mr. Jefferson said it could only be done by treaty. When he de- 
clared under the Constitution that it could not be done at all, how 
could he have said that? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Wait a minute. How could Mr. Jefferson have 
said it could be done by treaty and treaty alone, when he declared 
it could not be done at all within constitutional limits? Any 
other method would have been just as legal as this method, and 
— ma you could not do it at all without a violation of the Con- 

on. 


recognizes it, that Mr. Jefferson was not correct, and the Supreme 

Court of the United States have held that for the purpose of erect- 

ing a Territory into a State the United States Governmentis com- 

ap to acquire territory, and the only question is how it shall 
one. 

But, if the Senator will pardon me a moment, as he challenged 
the correctness of my statement—and I will get the book directly 
and show it to him—the statement of Mr. Jefferson was this: That 
what had been done must be followed by two things—by a ratifi- 
3 8 the pal by n srg ty Gongs power and by an appropri- 
ation of money to pay for i Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. yes. 

Mr. BACON. It must be done in that way. 

Mr. TELLER. But Mr. Jefferson does not say anywhere that 
Thave beenable to find in his writings—and I have been somewhat 
familiar with them for many years—that that is the only method, 
because he says that was not the method at all at that time. I 
believe about 1823 there could be found some expressions in Mr. 
Jefferson's writings from which it would appear that he changed 
his views where he was ing of the power of the Government 
through a treaty, but he is very explicit—and I shall, if I have an 
opportunity, present the authorities—in the declaration that there 
were some things that could not be done by treaty. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator there, with his per- 
mission and the permission of the Senator from Florida, one ques- 
tion, and that is, whéther he recognizes that it is legitimate to 
acquire territory of a foreign government by treaty with this 


Government? 

Mr. TELLER. I have stated that. 

Mr. BACON, I understand the Senator to say that it is. Am 
I correct? 

Mr, TELLER, Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Then I want to ask the Senator if he contends 
that there is concurrent jurisdiction to acquire foreign territory 
both in the treaty-making power and in the Congress? Is that the 
position of the Senator? 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly my 5 and that has been 
the position of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. I think not. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly the position. You may take it 
by treaty, and if your treaty requires anything to be done by Con- 
gress, Congress may repudiate the treaty by failing to do it. 

Mr. BACON. That is not the question, 

Mr. SPOONER. But Congress does not make a treaty. 

Mr. TELLER, No; it does not. You might admit territory 
without a treaty, because you did it in the case of Texas, 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, you did. 

Mr. BACON. Never. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; you admitted Texas without a treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Texas was not a Territory. 

Mr. TELLER, When I speak of admitting territory, I do not 
mean admitting it as a Territory. I mean that you take under 
the jurisdiction of the United States what before has not been 
under its jurisdiction. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Florida allow me a 
moment? 
Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SPOONER. Nobody can pretend that Congress has not 
the power to admit a State. It must be considered settled now 
by the case of Texas that Con may admit a State: but where 
has Co ever admitted a Territory as a Territory? 

Mr.T. . Mr. President, because we have not exercised 
the legislative 3 to admit to this country an inferior relation, 
it does not follow that we have not that power when we have 
exercised the greater power. However, I do not want to discuss 
that question now, because it is not fair to the Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. MALLORY] who has the floor; but I shall take occasion 
hereafter, if I can get the opportunity, to show the absurdity of 
the proposition that you can admit a State by an act of law to the 
hoss possible relation between the Government and the people, 
and then that you can not admit a territory or a region of country 
to an inferior relation. I want to hear some lawyer tell me why 
the exercise of the power which admits a State to that high rela- 
tion can not admit a section of a foreign country to an inferior 
relation; that you can not acquire territory out of which a State 
can be created. It can not be defended upon philosophy, princi- 


ple, precedent, or anything else. 
ME MALLORY. Me President, when interrupted I was about 
winding up my review of the arguments presented by Senators on 


the affirmative of this question. Since then we have had some 
additional arguments by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
and the Senator from Ohio . FORAKER] explaining more fully 
the positions which they hold with regard to the question. The 
two Senators differ, if I am not mistaken, in the positions which 
they have assumed. The Senator from Ohio holds that such a 
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compact as is this now pending, whereby one of the contracting 
powers is by the act of the compact itself stricken out of existenee, 
is not a treaty, and can not be a treaty, and therefore can not be 
dealt with by the treaty-making power. a 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not said that. I want to remind the 
Senator again that what I have been saying is that it is not a con- 
tinuing contract, and therefore not a treaty in the sense in which 
we ordinarily employ that term. It is of course a contract when 
the two parties’ minds meet. The fact is that it is executed by 
the consummation of the transaction, and by reason of that fact 
it becomes a thing of the past, which makes it inappropriate to 
call it a treaty, as I contend, in the or sense, 

Mr. MALLORY. Nota treaty in the ordi sense? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a past transaction; it is consummated, 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator, in order to 
understand his position exactly, Does he contend that the treaty 
which is now upon the table of the Senate is not an instrument 
that should be acted upon by the Senate because of the fact that 
the Hawaiian Islands will go out of existence as a sovereign power? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I have said all the time that in my judg- 
ment you can act upon the treaty and you can consummate the 
transaction in that way; but because of the fact that the Hawaiian 
Republic ceases to exist there can not be any treaty continuing in 
the future. It will end at once with the consummation of the 
transaction. Therefore, I say, while you can consummate the 
transaction in that way, yet that way is not exclusive, nor, in my 
judgment, the most 1 8 rlate. ` 

Mr. MALLORY. other words, the position of the Senator 
from Ohio, if I understand it, is that you can effect this annexa- 
tion by treaty, but that it is better to effect it in the manner pro- 
posed by those who favor this legislation. 

Mr. FORAKER. I preferred that method personally before 
these resolutions were introduced, just as I have since. 

Mr. 1 In other els 5 3 1 — moe 3 in 
the same tion regarding proposition as the Senator from 
Colorado; that is, that either the treaty-making power or this in- 
definite power possessed by Congress may be with refer- 
ence to this matter 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think it is exclusive. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senator think they are concurrent 


powers? 
5 e maae I do not think they are exclusive the one of 
the other. 

r. MALLORY. Mr. President, that is the position of two of 
the advocates of this resolution in justification of the constitu- 
tionality of the measure, I shall not eonsume time by undertak- 
ing to review other arguments, but merely to refer to them, as I 
have referred to them, and take them up incidentally in the course 
of my remarks, 

The Constitution of the United States names three distinct 
branches of power conferred by the people of the United States 
upon this Government—the legislative, the judicial, and the ex- 
ecutive. All legislative power is confided to 1 all execu- 
tive power is conferred upon the President; and all judicial power 
is conferred upon the judiciary. The three branches or elements 
of this composite Government necessarily must be separate and 
distinct; and it has been the province of the judiciary, which has 
the construction and interpretation of the laws devolved upon it— 
it has been its province and its duty from the beginning to see 
that neither one nor the other branch of the Government tran- 
scends the limits of its legitimate power, and consequently we 
have in the course of the 8 that has passed over our heads 
as a nation any number of d ons of our Supreme Court bear- 
ing upon the question of the exercise of illegitimate power by one 
or the other of these branches of the Government. 

The treaty-making power—that is, the power of making con- 
tracts with foreign sovereignties, not with foreign individuals— 
the power of making contracts or compacts, conventions or 
ments, with foreign nationalities, sovereignties, is confided to the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of two-thirds of the 
Senate. It is embodied in the Constitution under the head of 
Executive power, and isso worded that the President is the one who 
has to take the initiative and upon whom the burden of acting 
lies. The Senate has merely the power of veto, of approving or 
disapproving the action of the Executive in the matter of treaties, 

The treaty-making power, necessarily from the definition of 
treaties as given to us by the best legal authorities, includes all 
contracts, agreements, and negotiations of all kinds with the na- 
tions of the earth, unless there is some limitation in the Constitu- 
tion upon it. 

On this question, Mr. President, I read an extract from Duer's 
Constitutional Jurisprudence, which I believe is familiar to most 
of the Senators, at least those who are lawyers, bearing upon the 
subject. On page 231 he says: 

That department of the Government which is intrusted with the power of 
OES power un aorta reid hese aoe eee 
sarily fuvolves in it every branch of the national 2 which the 


operation may be necessary to give effect to negotiations and compacts oy 
foreign nations. If a nation have conferred on its executive departmen 

without reserve the right of treating and 3 other sovereign- 
ties, it is considered as having invested it with all the power necessary to 
make a valid contract, because that department is the organ of the govern- 
ment for the 8 and its contracts are made by the deputed will of the 
fiation. The fun mental laws of the state may withhold from it the power 
of alienating the public domain or other phigh A case to it; Dut if 
there be no express provision of that. kind, the inference that it has con- 
fided to the department charged with the duty and the power of making 
treaties a discretion commensurate with all the great interests of the nation. 


In support of that he cites Vattel’s Law of Nations, 3 Dallas, 
199, and Grotius’s Law of War and Peace. He then continues: 


The concurrence of each branch of the legislative power, we have seen, is 
necessary to a declaration of war, while the President, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate alone, may conclude a treaty of peace. 

Something that was denied, I believe, here to-day by a Senator 
who claimed that the Congress also could conclude a treaty of 
peace. To repeat: 

The concurrence of each branch of the le tive power, we have seen 
is necessary to a declaration of war, while the ident, with the advice an: 
consent of the Senate alone, may conclude a treaty of peace. Now, a power 
to make treaties necessarily implies a power to settle the terms on which 
they shall be concluded, and foreign States could not deal safely with the 
Government on any other presumption. That branch of the Government 
which is intrusted thus largely an 5 with authority to make valid 
treaties of peace can, of course, bind the nation by the alienation of part of 
its territory; and this, according to an approved writer on the law of nations, 
is equally the case whether that territory be alread: 
enemy or re possessi, 
public or private. 


I would have Senators bear in mind that there is no restraint, 
limitation, or qualification upon the treaty-making powers con- 
ferred on the Executive by the Constitution. It extends to every- 
thing, and unless it can be shown that a proposed contract, such 
as is pending here upon our table, between a foreign Government 
and the United States is not a treaty, then we have, it seems to 
me, necessarily to be governed by the action of the treaty-making 
power in the premises, 

Mr. Hamilton, in his works, volume 7, page 504, speaking of this 
subject, says: 


1, As to the theory of the Constitution.—The Constitution of the United 
States distributes its powers into three departments—legislative, executive, 
judi . The first article defines the structure and specifies the various 
powers of the legislative depa: tment; the second article establishes the or- 

tion and powers of the executive department; the third article does 

e same with respect to the judiciary department; the fourth and fifth 
—— sixth articles, which are the last, are a miscellany of particular provi- 

ons. 

The first article declares that “all es rower power granted by the Con- 
stitution shall be vested in a Congress of the United States, which shall con- 

of a Senate and a House of Representatives. 

The second article, which o and regulates the executive depart- 
ment, declares that the “executive power be vested in a President of 
the United States of America,” and proceeding to detail particular authori- 
ties of the Executive, it declares that the “President shall have power, b. 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties. provided 
two-thirds of the Senators peenaa concur.” There isin no part of the Con- 
stitation any explanation of this power to make treaties and definition of its 
objects or delineation of its boun The only other provision in the Consti- 
tution respecting it isin the sixth article, whicb provides, 5 noticed, 
that all treaties made or which shall be made under the authority of the 
United States shall be the supreme law of the land; and this notwithstanding 
18 enn in the constitution or laws of any State to the gece’ 

t than those 


y in the occupation of the 
on of the nation, or whether the property be 


Sta 
was impossible for words more comprehensive to be 
which grant the power to make treaties. 

Now mark the language of Mr. Hamilton: 

They are such as would naturally be employed to confer a plenipotentiary 
authority. A power to make treaties, granted in these indefinite terms, ex- 
tends to all kinds of treaties and with all the latitude which such a power 
under any form of government can possess. The power “to make implies 
a power to act authoritatively and conclusively, independent of the after 
clause which Linde yo By tao 0 among the supreme laws of the land. 
The thing to be made is a sA 

With regard to the objects of the treaty, there Liew | no specification, there 
is, of course, a carte blanche. The general propos on must tnerefore be 
that whatever isa peones subject of compact between nation and nation ma: 
be embraced by a ty between the President of the United States, wit! 
— 5 ied and consent of the Senate, and the correspondent organ of a for- 
eign 3 

Now, we have the assurance of at least two Senators who have 
ably advocated the annexation cause that this instrument which 
is now in a state of suspended animation and lying upon the table 
of the Senate, namely, the alleged annexation treaty, is, to a cer- 
tain extent at least, a treaty, or would be if it were ratified. 

If the annexation of a sovereignty is a matter that ‘‘is a proper 
subject of contract between nation and nation”—and no one will 
deny that the annexation of one sovereignty to another is a proper 
matter of contract, for there is no other way, except by the exer- 
cise of force, thatit can be done—it ‘‘may be embraced by a treaty 
between the United States, with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and the corresponding organ in a 1 state.“ Again, 
on page 518 of the same works, volume 7, Mr. Hamilton says: 

The manner in which the power of treaty, as it exists in the Constitution, 
was understood by the convention in framing it, and by the people in adopt- 
ing it, is the point next to be considered. 

to the sense of the convention, the secrecy with which their delibera- 
tions were conducted does not permit any formal proof of the opinions and 
views which prevailed in 22 the power of treaties. But from the best 
8 of kno the fact, I aver that it was understood by all to be 
eè intent of the provision to give to that power the most ample latitude—to 


render it competent to all the stipulations which the exigencies of national 
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affairs might require; competent to the making of treaties of alliance, trea- 
ties of commerce, treaties of peace, and every other ies of convention 
usual among nations; and competent in the course of its exercise for these 
p to control and bind the legislative power of Congress. 

And it was emphatically for this reason that it was so carefully ed, 
the cooperation of two-thirds of the Senate, with the President, being re- 
quired to make any treaty whatever. I ap for this with confidence to 
every member of the convention particular y to thosein the two Houses of 
Con . Two of these are in the House of Representatives, Mr. Madison 
and Mr. Baldwin. It ise: by the adversaries of the treaty that these 

mtlemen in their places, obstruct its execution, However this may 

, I feel a confidence that neither of them will deny the assertion I have 
made. To suppose them capable of such a denial were to suppose them ut- 
terly regardless of truth. 

In other words, we have it from Mr. Hamilton and we have it 
from the extracts which I have read from Professor Duer’s work 
that the treaty-making power of the Executive and the Senate is 
adequate for all the stipulations which the exigencies of national 
affairs may require. Chancellor Kent, also, in his first Commen- 
taries, thirteenth edition, page 166, says: 

t that is intrusted by the Constituti 
with the Frente making power is competent to bind the national faith in fts 
discretion, for the power to make 1 must be coextensive with 
all the exigencies of the nation, and n ly involves in it that portion of 
the national sovereignty which has the exclusive direction of diplomatic ne- 
gotiations and 3 with foreign powers. All treaties made by that 
porer become of absolute efficacy because they are the supreme law of the 

d. There can be no doubt that pial powes competent to bind the nation 
by treaty may alienate the public dor n and property by tresty. 

rall 41 with authority to mak 
valid treaties wou a seg 9 Mot the natn by alicnation of part of 
its territory. 

There Chancellor Kent oon to the extent of declaring, and so 
do others, and all others of any authoritative standing who have 
discussed this question, that not only can you annex territory, 
but that the sovereign has the right, unless there is some limita- 
tion or qualification in the organic law to prevent, to alienate its 
own territory, and I do not know that there is any qualification 
or any limitation on the treaty-making power, possessed by the 
President and the Senate under our Constitution, which would 
prevent us from alienating territory if it were conceived advis- 
able for the best interests of the nation that it should be done. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in 17 Wallace, page 
242, in the case of Holden vs. Joy, referring to the same subject, 
the latitude of power possessed by the Executive and the Senate 
in the exercise of the treaty-making function, says: 

is to the Presid b d with the advi: d con- 
NN 6 eee the Senators 
present concur, and inasmuch as the power is given, in general terms, with- 
out any description of the objects intended to be embraced within its scope, 
it must be assumed that the framers of the Constitution intended that it 
ALE Goon Lea Aa AE ths SATOR PANOA ok MOOI ght cranny tt aoe 

@; ed as . 

inoonalerent with the nature of 25 Government and the relation between 
the States and United States. 

Therefore we see that under the treaty-making power the Presi- 
dent and two-thirds of the Senate are vested with plenary author- 
ity to do anything in connection with foreign relations that has 
ever heretofore been done by treaty to engage in all stipulations, 
contracts, conventions, or pacts which national exigencies or na- 
tional objects may require. Ican conceive of no transaction of 
the character of a negotiation that can be undertaken between 
two sovereignties in which there is any element of a contract that 
is not a treaty; and it will not do to say, for the purpose of get- 
ting rid of the objections presented in this debate, that this in- 
strument which we have before us still pending, a proposed treaty 
between the Hawaiian Government and the nited States, is not 
a treaty because of the fact that its ratification will extinguish 
the existence of one of the parties thereto, It seems to me that 
is not even a ious assumption, and that it can not be main- 
tained. It must be a treaty before thesovereignty of the Hawaiian 
Islands is extinguished. _ 

Undoubtedly, on the ratification of the treaty the sovereignty of 
the Hawaiian Islands would pass out of being; but beforeit passed 
out of being, before that sovereignty ceased to exist, it would be 
necessary that the treaty should be ratified, and that a treaty 
should exist, if only for an instant of time. If it was a treaty at 
one time, if it was for a single instant a treaty, then it was within 
the legitimate province and proper power of the President and 
the Senate to deal with it and constitute a subject which the Con- 
stitution has expressly taken from the jurisdiction of Congress. 

The joint resolution which is under consideration is entitled 
“A joint resolution to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands 
to the United States,” and it begins with a preamble, a portion of 
which I will read: 

Whereas the Government of the Republic of Hawaii having, in due form, 
signitied its consent, in the manner provided by its constitution, to cede ab- 
80 Ae e without reserve to the United States of America all rights of 
sovereignty, etc. 

On that representation of the facts the body of the joint resolu- 
tion declares that “said cession is accepted, ratified, and con- 
firmed.” It is a singular fact, Mr. President, that the author of 
the joint resolution should have thought proper to indulge in such 


a periphrastic method of expressing a very simple fact as he has 
in the use of the language in due form signified its consent.” It 
is true the Hawaiian Republic has in due form signified its con- 
sent in the manner provided in its constitution, but to whom has 
it signified that consent and in what way? 

In what manner has it signified it? They have signified that 
consent to the Executive of the United States, the power with 
which they are properly treating, and he has presented their sig- 
nification of consent to the body which has concern of the matter 
in conjunction with him, the Senate of the United States, with 
his recommendation or approval of the treaty. In other words, 
the House of Representatives, by joint resolution sent to the 
Senate, informs the Senate that whereas the Hawaiian Republic 
has by treaty ale Sha to be entered into between it and the 
United States by the proper instrumentalities for dealing with 
treaties, namely, the President and the Senate, signified its pur- 
pose to do certain things, therefore the House of Representatives, 
without any official or authoritative information upon the sub- 
ject, with nothing on its files to show that it has any knowledge 
whether the facts it alleges to be true are actually true—the House 
of Representatives, which is nota part of the treaty-making power 
under the Constitution, whether it is by wild implication or not, 
without, as I say, any official or authoritative information as to 
the transaction in question between the Republic of Hawaii and 
the Republic of the United States, undertakes to tell us that it 
has accepted, ratified, and confirmed—what? Thecession. What 
cession, Mr. President? Has there been a cession of any territory 
here? Therehasnot. Butit wasn in order for the House 
of Representatives to take 3 of this matter, to get its 
grip, so to speak, upon the subject, to state that there was a cession, 

r. CAFFERY. Itis nothing more than a willingness to cede. 

Mr. MALLORY, It is simply a proposition to our treaty- 
making power to make us a cession. It was not made to the 
House of Representatives. It is a matter that comes to this coun- 
try through its Executive without the intervention of the House 
of Representatives, with which it has no concern, and while the 
proposed treaty is still unacted upon and may be acted upon, for 
all the House knows, to-morrow or next day by a two-thirds ma- 
jority of the Senate, it undertakes to submit the same subject- 
matter, the same mutual obligations and stipulations that are 
contained in the proposed treaty to the Government of Hawaii 
for its acceptance and concurrence, whereby the object, end, and 
p sought by the treaty will be accomplished by the action 
of the President of the United States, a majority of the House of 
Representatives, and a majarity of the Senate. 

ut the Constitution ordains that in order to do that there must 
be a majority of two-thirds in the Senate. With the treaty still 
ending in the Senate, the whole matter is sought to be wrested 
rom the hands of those to whom the Constitution has confided it, 
and a precedent established which will probably come back again 
and again to vex and distract the conscientious lawmakers of this 
country. Why? Has anyone said why? I do not undertake to 
answer the question, though I think I can. 

It has been urged that we are in a state of great emergency; 
that this is absolutely essential to be done now. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, with all the clamor that has been raised we have not heard 
any real reason why due consideration should not be given; we 
have heard no reason why such debate should not be had as would 
enable not only the Congress but the people of the United States 
to thoroughly understand the question; no reason why we should 
not wait until the next session of Congress in order to act finally 
upon the question of the treaty. I have heard no reason from the 
most earnest advocate of the measure to justify this haste and 
the apparent willingness to subvert a pene of our Constitu- 
tion and overturn doctrines that have been adhered to as funda- 
mental by the ablest and most venerated of our legislators and 
statesmen, ~ 

Mr. CAFFERY. With the permission of the Senator from 
Florida 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 4 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iask him if the very attempt to annex Hawaii 
by treaty—that attempt persisted in by two Administrations, Har- 
rison’s Administration and this Administration—does not show 
that the President at least is convinced that annexation is properly 
done and only done through the treaty-making power? 

Mr. MALLORY. I really do not know that I could answer 
that question, but I would say that so far as the Senate knows (I 
am 5 e now as knowing officially) the President believes 
that the only way to annex this territory to the United States is 
by treaty, because the only communication the Executive has 
fayored us with on this subject has been in connection with the 
treaty, whereby we are to infer at least that he is in favor of the 

rompt and early ratification of that treaty. Whether there has 
Bern any private or unofficial intimation from the Executive to 
inspire this resolution in the other branch of Congress I do not 
pretend to say.. I would not undertake to express an opinion 
upon that point. 
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Mr. CAFFERY, Is not the action of the President at least 
ignificant that he thinks the treaty-making power is concurrent 
th the legislativepower? And if that beso, is it not a universal 
1 of law that where there is concurrent jurisdiction the 
t jurisdiction which seizes hold of the subject-matter must ex- 
haust the jurisdiction? 
Mr. MALLORY. Idonotknow. Thequestion is one which I 
have not considered, and it involves some points that I would not 
undertake to consider now. 


to the questions of expediency and policy involved in this pro 
sition. = I regard them as i j dg: 


ms 
the 
oceeding which is proposed to be followed for 


proposition been burdened with the weight of the constitutional 
objection which, in my judgmen y attaches to this 
which it has excited would 


effort, much of the earnest antago: 
have remained unmanifested, 

But, sir, I can not, as a Senator, as one who believes that it is 
his duty to consider well the constitutional sanction of an act be- 
fore he . Senatorial capacity, to put such act in 
effect; as one who believes that the Constitution is a sacred instru- 
ment which should be 
we were wont to regard 
5 — er I can not arare 
without en my pro Believing 
lapse from pride endie of the Constitution’s sacred character 


ee ott ast aoe rege the opportuni ts, to 
faction no itate, e ity presen 

further and more impudent attacks upon it, I have felt, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that it was my duty to stand up in this Chamber and utter 


my protest, feeble as it is, against this ill-considered proposition, 


because it involves not only great questions of policy heretofore 
untried and unconsidered, but also and especially because it in- 
volves a flagrant, gratuitous, and most alarming infraction of the 
fundamental law of the land. 

Mr. PETTIGREW obtained the floor, 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not eare to goon to-night. I simply 
wish to take the floor for the purpose of speaking to-morrow, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownix@, its Chief Clerk, ann that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Houss to the 
bill (S. 4809) to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster’s 
De ent of the Army. 

em also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 4810) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence Department 
of the Army. 

The DA further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (S, 4714) to protect 
55 eee even he or used d 

iousinjury,and for other purposes, 
agrees to the conference by the Senate on the 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HULL, 
Mr. GRIFFIN, and Mr. Hay, managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. DAVIS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was 


reopen: 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
day, July 2, 1898, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 1, 1898. 
CONSUL. 
Alfred A. Winslow, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Liege, Belgium, vice Marcus R. Sulzer, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Henry Whiting, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
8 


J. a Charleroi, in the coun 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of K. V. 
ber, removed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM. 
To be captains, to date from April 26, 1898. 
First Lieut. Frank B. McCoy, Third Infantry, vice Auman, 
Thirteenth Infantry, promoted’ 15 
First Lieut. Elias er, Sixteenth Infantry, vice Lee, Ninth 
5 
First Lieut. Frank L. Dodds, Ninth Infantry, vice Miller, Second 


try, promo 
First Lieut, Charles R. Noyes, Ninth Infantry, vice Wilhelm, 
— Infantry, promoted. 
t Lieut. Charles W. Abbot, jr., Twelfth Infantry, vice 
Stone, Twenty-first Infantry, retired from active service. 
Lieut. Richard M. Blatchford, Eleventh Infantry, vice 


First Lient. James 
Parker, First Infantry, promo 

First Lieut. John Beacom, Third Infantry, vice Craigie, 
Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Will T. May, Fifteenth Infantry, to fill an original 


vacancy. 
First Lieut. Henry W. Hovey, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to fill 


; ted. 
T Brett, Twenty-fourth Infantry, vice 


i vacancy. 
irst Lieut. Lawrence J. Hearn, Twenty-first Infantry, to fill 
an original vacancy. 
First Lieut. John H. Shollenberger, Tenth Infantry, to fill an 
0 v. 3 
"ist Licat Walter K. Wright, Sixteenth Infantry, to fill an 
First Lieut. Gharles B, Hardin, Eighteenth Infantry, to fill an 


o Krst Lieut Bi 
irst Lieut. Edwin P, Pendleton, Twenty-third Infantry, to fill 
an original vacancy. 

eee Harry A. Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to fill 
an original vacancy. 
i baie Lieut. Charles B, Vogdes, First Infantry, to fill an origi- 

vacancy. 
First Lieut. Charles W. Penrose, Eleventh Infantry, to fill an 


<< vacancy. 
irst Lieut. Daniel L. Howell, Seventh Infantry, to fill an origi- 
nal vacancy. . 
To be first lieutenant, to date from April 26, 1898. 
Second Lieut. Thomas F. 8 Twenty-third Infantry, vice 


i | McCoy, Third Infantry, promo 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
THIRD REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant. 

Edward Harralson, of 3 
The nomination of Edward Harolson, of Georgia, for the above- 

office, which was delivered to the Senate June 28, 1898, is 

hereby withdrawn. 
SECOND REGIMENT UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 
To be captain, 

Barton F. Dickson, of Indiana, 
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To be first lieutenant. 

Arthur T. Balentine, of Ohio. 

The nominations of Burton F, Dickson, of Indiana, and Arthur 
E. Ballentine, of Ohio, for ihe above-named offices, which were 
delivered to the Senate June —, 1898, are hereby withdrawn, 

UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS, 
To be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Charles E, Kilbourne, jr., United States Volunteer 

Signal Corps. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination eee “he 8 ee, 
Ernest Taylor Tappey, of Michigan, for the office of brigade 
. of 0 th the rank of major, which was deliv- 
to the Senate June 21, 1898. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations by the Senate July 1, 1898. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains, 
Neil P. 22 of Mary 
Fred k R. Huseman, of West Virginia. 
Joachim Jorgenson, of the District of Columbia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Elbert S. Maloney, of the District of Columbia. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS. 
To be captain. 
Howard A. Springett, of New York. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Josiah W. Howe, of Connecticut. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Wade H. Westmoreland, of Georgia. 
To be first lieutenant, 
William Albert Jones, of Georgia. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 
Amos W. Brandt, of Iowa. 
‘Phillip Bernhardt, of New York. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY; 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
David M, Sells, of Iowa. 
To be captains, 
Walter A. Dayton, of Louisiana. 
Henry A. Chandler, of Texas. 
Clarion A. Windus, of Texas. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captains. 
Thomas B, Turney, ordnance-sergeant, United States Army. 
Luther Sage Kelly, of New York. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 
Charles D, Webb, of New York. 
Charles I. Proben, of New York. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. George Perrine, First United States Volunteer 


Engineers. 
To be second lieutenant, 
Percy R. Owens, of New York. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captains. 
Alexander W. Cooke, of Illinois. 
Alexander H. Weber, of South Carolina, 
Archibald O. Powell, of Minnesota. 
Tillinghast L’H. Huston, of Ohio. 
George A. Hurd, of Illinois, 
To be first lieutenants, 
William M. Venable, of Ohio. 
Frank H. Hamilton, of Ilinois, 
~ Gates A, Johnson, jr., of Minnesota, 
3 Hill, of Illinoi 


To be second lieutenants, 


James E. Lawton, of Ohio. 

Frank S. Clark, of Indiana. 

David G. Anderson, of Pennsylvania, 
sph R. McAndrews, of Ilinois. 


Benson, of Ohio. 
George A. „ Purington, o of Ohio. 
Clarence F. Jackson, of Indiana. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major, 
George E. Lyon, of Missouri. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
John H. Gibbon, of Pennsylvania. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be lieutenant-colonel. 
David M. Sells, of Colorado, 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY; 
To be captain. 
Richard C. Marshall, jr., of Virginia. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM, 
To be second lieutenant. 


Frank D. Wickham, of Missouri (now first lieutenant, Fourth 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry). 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


William Mahone, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia. 


Charles K. Bailey, to be pornster at Bethel, in the county | of 
Fairfield and State of Connecticu, 
John A, Anderson, to be 8 at Wahoo, in the county of 


Tickle ara be — at Walsenburg, in th ty of 
in the county o 
Rufus F. nd Stato of Colorado," t Sterlin, h ty of 
a ing, in the county o 
Bley eat in eae ate ak arent the n 
m, pos at r, in the county 
eee iy tn soar 
ames en a geCity, in coun 
x ae State of Kansa, Winfield, in th f 
reer, to infield, in the county of Cow- 
ley and State of Kansas. 2 
Frank J. Davis, to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of 
VVV 
er, to a ony, in the count; 
07 h rper and tato y be postmaster — Ci z 
osep. n, at en in the 
county of Finney and State of Kansas. i 
R. C. Howard, to be foe at Arkansas City, in the county 
of Cowley and State o 
Martin L. arine to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of 
Rice and 3 of eee ie 
George A. Ballard, to be postmaster at iver, in the coun 
of Bristol and and Stain of pere husetts. 5 7 
Wa tmaster at ey, in the coun 
of eae a, and State of Kani. z af 
Frank A. Lanstrum, to be postmaster at Pratt, in the county of 
P S si 
en olmes 
of Plymouth and State of Massachuse 
Martin Hickey, to be postmaster at t Grafton, i in the county of 
“Charles . Drake, o be postmaster 
rles e, to r at Stou hton, in the coun 
of Norfolk and State of Massachuse 8 . 
ton royi, to be eee at Bellevue, in the county 
of Huron and State of Ohio. 
Charles Eichhorn, to be at West Hoboken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 
Charles A. Wilbar, to be aster at Bridgewater, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
Joel S. Ray, to be postmaster at Arcola, in the county of Doug- 
las and State of Illinois. 
Silas D. Patton, to be ter at El Paso, in the county of 
Woodford and State of ois. 
Wilburn M. McCoy, to be e at Guthrie, in the county 
of Logan and Territory of Oklahoma. 
Sylvanus S. Thompson, to be 1 at Marseilles, in the 
J Van Gund and 1 5 
an Gundy, at Monticello, in county 
of Piatt and State of Lhe Illinois. 


Hezekiah S. Van Dervort, to be rat Warren, in the 
Pierer S repet p gig ae : 


at ri aaa in the county 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 1, 1898. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved, 
REMARKS ON HAWAIIAN ANNEXATION, 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the privilege of extending certain remarks on the Hawaiian annex- 
ation resolutions in the RECORD. 

Mr. DALZELL. For yourself only? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. For myself alone. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 10691) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, had agreed to the conference ed by the 
House of Representatives, and had eat Sear Mr. HALE, Mr. 
ue and Mr, CocKRELL as the conferees on the part of the 

nate, 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senateto the bill (H. R. 
6896) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded from 
its amendments numbered 13, 14, 186, 221, 222, and 233, di 
to by the House of Representatives, to the bill (H. R. 8428) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

had passed with- 


The message also announced that the Senate 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 10424) to provide for a temporary 
increase in the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing order: 
Ordered, That Mr. CARTER be excused as one of the conferees on the bill 


(S. 4809) to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster's Department of the 
Army, and that Mr. SEWELL be appointed in his place. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to call up for consideration a resolution which is really an emer- 
gency matter at this time, and I would like to make a brief state- 
ment regarding the same before the question of consent is sub- 
mitted to the House. : 

This resolution to which I refer provides for the appointment 
of two additional clerks to the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the 
House for the remainder of this session of Congress. I will state 
that it is in accordance with an old custom in the closing days of 
a session, when the business is usually of such a character as re- 

uires this additional service on the pn of the committee and 
denands the aid of the services provided for by the resolution to 
which I refer. 

This resolution, I will state, however, has not been reported by 
the Committee on Accounts, although it was introduced and so 
referred at the proper time and before these men were employed. 
We have been trying to get a meeting of the Committee on Ac- 
counts, but it is somewhat difficult to do so because of the fact 
that most of the members of the committee are absent from the 
city, and we were therefore able oniy to get together two mem- 
bers, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] and myself, 
who were unanimous in supporting the resolution. [Laughter.] 

I ask unanimous consent, therefore, for the adoption of the 
resolution I send to the desk, with an amendment proposed by 
the members of the Committee on Accounts who attended the 
meeting. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, 


and he hereby is, authorized toappoint twoadditional clerks tosaid commit- 
7 — for the remainder of the session, said appointments to date from June 23, 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Add at the end of the resolution the following: 
“And that the clerks appointed under this resolution be paid $6 per diem, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? ; 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered, the 


amendment recommended by the Committee on Accounts was 
agreed to, and the resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote last 
taken was laid on the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

ae McCLEARY, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The 8 will state it. 
„ Mr. McCLEARY, In the Washington Times of yesterday morn- 
ing there appeared a statement with the following heading: 


3 l e. 1 House Some nee its report—Bank- 
quoted—Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey thre: 
the report is withdrawn. 1 * nn 


Then follows a statement of about three-quarters of a column 
in length respecting the report of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, recently submitted by myself. In the article it ig 
alle that the report in question was taken bodily out of the 
Bankers’ Journal. 

It is but just to myself and the committee that I declare here 
that not one single word or syllable in that report was taken from 
the journal referred to, or any other. As a matter of fact, I have 
never seen the inside of that issue of the Journal. I did see the 
outside of the Journal last Friday morning, when Mr. FOWLER 
of New Jersey made an attack on me in the committee room, an 
attack which was unkind in its nature, untrue in its essence, and 
uncalled for by the facts. The allegation in the newspaper that 
the report, or any 25 of it, was taken from the Bankers Journal 
is utterly false an completely at variance with the facts. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is true, I am informed, that the matter 
occupying something over three pages of the report is almost 
identical with an article which appears in Rhodes's Journal of 
Banking for June, This is the fact upon which the gentleman 
from New Jersey bases his charge pen me. 

So far as the membership of this House „Mr. Speaker, I am 
sure that no explanation is necessary. jg been treated with 
uniform courtesy and respect by gentlemen on both sides of the 
Chamber. I believe that my standing with my colleagues in the 
House is such that no one here would credit the charge made in 
the Times, and yet it is only proper, Mr. Speaker, for the sake of 
others who may not understand, that an explanation be given, 

Under date of May 21 last, Mr. Jules Guthridge, secre of 
the executive committee of the Indianapolis Monetar Convention, 
sent toevery member of the House a letter in the following terms, 
I read from the letter sent to me: 


DEAR SIR: The executive committee of the Indianapolis Monetary Con- 
vention, in view of the wide interest in the subject have prepared a clear 
and comprehensive synopsis of the currency reform recently reported by 
the Banking and Currency Committee to the House. This synopsis will en- 
able the busy men among your constituents to grasp the principles of the 
bill without loss of time and will be useful to editors who may wish to repro- 
duce it in their columns or to comment upon it. If you would like or 
1,000 copies for distribution, I shall be 1 to forward them upon receipt 
of your reply. A copy of the synopsis is inclosed. 


Very truly yours, 
JULES GUTHRIDGE, Secretary. 

Attached to the letter, as you see, is a copy of the synopsis men- 
tioned. A few days after he had sent out this letter, Mr. Guthrid 
met me and said, Mr. MCCLEARY, a great many members of the 
House have expressed to me a desire to send out large numbers of 
this synopsis, but they do not like to pay postage on it. It is a mat- 
ter of public concern, pertaining to a measure before this House, 
andit ought to be made frankable. Is there not some way in which 
this can be accomplished?” I answered. Ves; I think so. Put 
the synopsis in shape for the printer, and I will see if I can not 
get it into the RECORD some day under the five-minuterule.” Sohe 
took the pamphlet, which you see consists of 4 pages, and pasted 
one on each of four sheets of paper. These sheets I kept in 
my desk for some time, awaiting an opportunity to properly put 
them into the RECORD. But, being busy on the report, I could 
not be in the House very long on anyone day, and no good oppor- 
tunity for putting the synopsis into the RECORD presented itself, 
On several occasions when we met, Mr, Guthridge made inquiry 
as to whether or not Ihad yetsucceeded in placing it in the RECORD; 
to which I could only answer, No.“ 

At the first meeting of the subcommittee, consisting of Mr, 
McCreary of Minnesota, Mr. Fow.er of New J ersey, and Mr, 
HILL of Connecticut, it was agreed that the first thing in our 
report should be a brief synopsis of the bill, after which should 
come an extended discussion of the principal features of the bill. 
One day when I had the report pretty well along, I happened to 
go over to the office of the Monetary Commission and met Messrs. 
Guthridge and Conant, the secretaries. Mr. rps agaia in- 

uired whether I had got the be bse rg in condition to be franked. 
T told him “No,” and then added, Mr. Guthridge, I am being 
urged to finish the report as soon as ible. I have left the 

reparation of the synopsis until the y of the report shall have 
5 completed. I shall have no time to get your synopsis into 
the Recorp. How would it do to use it as the synopsis at the 
beginning of the report?” Mr. Guthridge and Mr. Conant both 
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declared that it would be a capital idea, and that they would be glad 
to have me so use it. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the way that it came to be in the re- 
rt. It was put into the report for the purpose of making it 
Frankable. Many copies had been sent out to newspapers, maga- 
zines, and so forth. Every member of the House had had a copy 
of it. It was inserted with the understanding that he would know 
that it became frankable by reason of its appearance in the report. 
Now, let me call your attention to a fact with which you are all 
familiar, namely, that every day reports are submitted to this 
House not one word of which was written by the man whose name 
the report bears. Take, for example, the case of a pension bill. 
Yon have introduced it. The committee have considered it. They 
have voted to report it favorably. They have assigned the prepara- 
tion of a report upon the bill to a certain member of the commit. 
tee. What does he do? Almost invariably he comes to you and 
says, My friend, we have 7 ꝗ— to oe your bill. You are 
uainted with the facts in the case. Now, write the report.” 
not that the 
that experience? Itisadaily occurrence. It isthe common prac- 
tice of the House. Now, hereis a report of 38 pages. The first 3 
pages or so consist of the synopsis under discussion. It was put 
in there after you had all seenit. It was 155 in there for your 
convenience, in order that you might be able to frank it to your 
constituents. You now have the motive and the method of its 
going into the report. I believe that you will agree with me that 
so far from being a subject of censure my action is worthy of 


commendation. [Applause.] 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. 


Mr. McCLEARY. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. In the pee of that report, I desire to ask you 
if any Democrat on that committee had an opportunity to see that 
report until it was brought into this House? 

Mr, HILL. Mr. Speaker, I object to the question, on the 
7 that it has nothing to do with the question of personal 

rivilege. 
p The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that debate should be con- 
fined to the matter of 55 85 privilege. £ 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
a single question. In the article to which you refer my name is 
found. Wil ‘ou kindly state to the House the whole of my con- 
nection with the report? 

Mr. McCLEARY. I was just about to do that. 

When we three assembled here at my desk; the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL] said, Gentlemen, I do not wish to par- 
ticipate in the preparation of the report. Two can prepare it 
better than three, and one better than two. Our chairman, Mr. 
WALKER, will present a minority report, and I am making a 
careful analysis of his bill, with a view of being ready to explain 
it thoroughly to the House. This and my other regular work 
will occupy all of my time. I do not want to be assigned sny art 
in the preparation of the report. When opportunity offers I shall 
cheerfully read the report for the papos of criticism.” The 
gentleman from Connecticut, therefore, had no hand in the prep- 
aration of the report, except to be of help by way of criticism, 
and the report is better in consequence of the criticisms which he 


made. 

Mr. Speaker, the article in the Times makes the charge that the 
whole report was taken from the Bankers’ Journal. is is the 
impression which the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. idee | 
sought to convey by the language which he used when he attack 
me in the committee. Iam loath to believe it, and yet this fact 
and other internal evidences seem to indicate that that gentleman 
had some connection with the publication of that article. He is 
not in the city, however 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would like to suggest to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that the gentleman from New Jersey is not 
present, and I hope the gentleman will defer his remarks until he 
shall be present. 

Mr. McCLEARY. I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that inas- 
much as the gentleman from New Jersey is not present, I shall 
refrain from ae some things that I would feel bound to say if 
he were here. What I have said by way of explanation seems to 
me to have been called for at this time in justice to myself and my 
friends, I thank the House for its attention. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER FOURTH OF JULY. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Tuesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr.PAYNE. Imovethat the House take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iknow, of course, that no debate is in order 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no business to be transacted of impor- 
tance except to receive a report of the Committee on Enrolled Bi 
on two appropriation bills. It is very important that the House 
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should remain in session until those enrolled bills can be presented 
to the House, as this is the first day of the fiscal year. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let us, then, proceed with the consideration of 
the bill that we had before us on yesterday. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is not the regular order. 

Mr. PAYNE, We did not seem to be able to proceed unless we 
should have aquorum, and I am afraid that we would develop the 
fact that there is no quorum, 

Mr. BAILEY. Then you can not take a recess without a quo- 
rum, My understanding of the rule is that the bill was entitled 
to be considered for two days. 

Mr. DALZELL. But not on private-bill day. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to correct the gentleman in regard to 
that. I was in the same error yesterday that the gentleman labors 
under. It is entitled to be considered until disposed of; but after 
two days the committee can not take up any other bill. Any bill 
remaining before the House the second day undisposed of can be 
proceeded with under that order at any time thereafter until dis- 

o 


ractice? Is there a man here who has not had | posed of 


Mr. BAILEY. I have not examined the rule, but in the Fifty- 
second and Fifty-third Congresses a bill was entitled to be con- 
sidered for an hour; and if the hour expired before the considera- 
tion of the bill was finished, it went over until the next day or 
the next call of the committees, It was again entitled to be con- 
sidered for an hour, and if the consideration was not then finished, 
it could not be called up by the committee again until all other 
committees had been called. 

Mr. PAYNE. That was true as to those Congresses, but the 
rule is now different. 

Mr. BAILEY. My understanding is that the only difference 
between this rule in the present House and the Fifty-second and 
Fifty-third Congresses is that the consideration of a bill now is not 
limited to an hour, but can proceed through an entire day’s session 
of the House; but after the bill has been considered during two 
sessions of the House it then loses its privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that is an error. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, if that is not true, I have no particular 
desire to proceed to the consideration of the international-bank bill. 
I am frank to say that I do not want to see it passed, and I was 
anxious that it should lose its place. If the Chair and the gentle- 
man from New York are right, there is no good reason to insist 
upon proceeding with its consideration, and I ask the Chair for a 
ruling on that point. - 

The SPE R. The rule was intended to finish business. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Chair will permit me to suggest that 
the purpose of allowing a bill two days was that if a committee 
brought before the House a bill that provoked that much opposi- 
tion, then the bill should not be permitted to obstruct other busi- 
ness that could be finished within a reasonable time. My view of 
it is that this call of the committees was designed to enable com- 
mittees to dispose of business inst which there would be no 
serious objection and no extended debate. 

The SPEAKER. The object of the rule is for the committee to 


take up such business as is on the House Calendar and to dispose 
of it. That is the difference between the present rule and the 
rule of the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iaminclined to think I am right about it. The 


rule says: 

Provided, That whenever any committee shall have occupied the morning 
hour on two days, it shall not be in order to call up any other bill until the 
other committees have been called in their turn. 

The SPEAKER. ‘‘Any other bill?” 

Mr. BAILEY, Not only this bill, but any other bill. 

The SPEAKER. Not any other bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. The very 8 of this is that when the com- 
mittee has consumed two days upon any bill, then it must give 
way to other committees of the House who may present bills that 
involve no such contest. 

- The SPEAKER. It is intended that the bill shall be finished. 

Mr. BAILEY. It does not say that whenever the committee 
shall have occupied two days on any bill; and it means that when- 
ever the committee shall have occupied two days, it can neither 
take up another bill nor proceed with the bill that has occupied 
the attention of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The trouble is that the gentleman from Texas 
has not had his attention called to the exact language, which is: 

Provided, That whenever any committee shall have occupied the morning 
hour on two days, it shall not be in order to call up any other bill until the 
other committees have been called in their turn. 

Mr. BAILEY. While I understand that my construction seems 
to render the word “other” meaningless, yet to contend that it 
Cpt iat up the same bill renders the other part of the rule mean- 
ingless. 

e SPEAKER. There is no other part of the rule that intends 
to kill off a bill by indirection. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; but there is a part that intends to kill off 
the committee after it occupies two morning hours. 
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The language of the rule shows how it is in- 


The SPEAKER, 
tended to kill off the committee, to prevent it from introducing 
any new bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Under the construction of the Chair this bill 
can occupy the morning hour Serres Fe to the call of committees to 


the exclusion of every other 
other bill, until the end of the session. 

The SPEAKER. Until the bill is finished. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that is not the intention of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. That was the rule of the Fifty-first Congress, 
and that was the intention and practice. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not of the second. 

The SPEAKER. The Fifty-second Congress went back to the 
old rnle which eres members, in cone parlance, to filibus- 
ter to prevent a ‘om In other words, if one-fifth of 
the members were e to it, the bill could not ash aoe some- 
times it was not necessary to have that number. the Fifty- 
came in it was intended that bills should be met by 


ttee in the House, and every 


first Congress 
the oases ane and di d of under the rule. 
Mr. BAILEY. t would be wise or unwise a 


ccording to 

whether this rule was intended to facilitate one kind or another 
kind of business. 

The SPEAKER. It was intended to facilitate and finish all 
business that was on the House Calendar 

Mr. BAILEY. My own opinion was, and I know that was the 
substantial result of 7 the rule in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
an, dias to induce the committees to call up matters that ordi-. 
narily w uld be disposed of by unanimous consent. 


BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Pending that, I submit the conference report 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
which I send to the desk. 
The 3 read as follows: 


Brightwood Railwa: 
street, between 5 and 
ve 


ve Houses as 
hat the House pb — trom its disagreement to 0 
the Senate, and agree to the same, amended as Doe en At the end of the 
matter inserted add: issue of said bonds 
shall not in the te exceed the amount fı e equipment 
aforesaid, and the outstanding bonds and stock in no event exceed 
the sum of $150,000 per mile of single track;“ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the second amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same. Ww 
G. M. OUR 
JAMES D. RI 
on the part of the House, 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
J. H. GALLING: 
CHAS. J. FA 
on the part of the Senate. 


The following is the statement of the House conferees: 


Statement to accompa: S . 
‘Representat teen ee cre gol Atwood Hatheay Company 
to abandon its overhead trolley on en yon stree —̃ Ä— 


teenth streets. 

the first amendment of the 
Senate, and agrees iting 
bonds to a sum which in the aggre 


for the equipment of the from th to F 0 
. — streo the provides 
that the total amount of outstanding stock in no event exceed 
The Sain O£ POOO Der muie of singi SAE This provision has been incorpo- 


recently become 
to —— e Ae of the Sonato 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Iask unanimous consent that I may 
be me to address the House for one hour upon the general 
su ees of pensions and pension legislati 


on. 

EY. Ihave no objection to that request; but there 
is a matter which would perhaps occupy ten minutes—not over 
that—in which we on this side are interested; and I will simply 
ask for ten minutes before the gentleman pr oceeds. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have no 1 The gentleman 
— 85 . the ten minutes before I begin, or I will give way at 


2 5 BAILEY. Well, let it be before. 

Mr.MAHON. As this is private- bill day and I am very anxious 
to bring up a small bill from the Court of Claims, I hope I may 
be allowed to do so, and then I will yield. 

The SPEAKER. we there e 

Mr. BAILEY. phates ep 
cu po minutes before the gentleman from New York 

RICHARDSON. One further We do not 


know what line of argument the gentleman from New York will 


corner thereof ma; 
the fire limit in 


is that we may be permitted to oc- | 


pursue. I think we ought to be allowed some little time to reply, 
in the event that we shall deem it necessary to do so. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I shall have no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If we be allowed the same length of time 
to reply, don tot we desire to use that much time, there will be 


no fig aoa to the proposition of the gentleman from New York. 
Say thirty minutes. 
r. RICH) RICHAR N. Well, we should like at least thirty 


minutes for such Sprig as we may deem necessary. 
WHEELER of Kentucky. Oh, no; we want an hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Gentlemen here say they want an hour. 

Mr. HULL. I 5 ask Whether the ten minutes asked 
by the gentleman from Texas is to be occupied on the subject of 
pensions, or on what subject are we granting unanimous consent? 

Mr. BAILE In those ten minutes I want to file a bill of dis- 

covery, to ascertain, if possible, who the 8 was who wrote 
the editorial referred to the other N the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. I wish to do this because the paper 
from which that editorial was taken has called upon the oe 
from Ohio to furnish the name, which is practically a 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Texas nme minutes 
for the purpose he has indicated; and the gentleman from New 
York one hour for the purpose he has indicated; and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee desires thirty minutes to reply to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Several (on the Democratic side). One hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I will ask fifty minutes, which, 
with the ten minutes ses by the gentleman from Texas, will 
make one hour for 

Mr. MAHON. This is Private ill day. I would like to be in- 
cluded in this ee for unanimous consent, so that at the end 
of the speech of the gentleman from New York I may be per- 
mitted to bring up a bill from the Court of Claims. 

The SPE R. Is there objection to the proposition which 
the Chair has submitted? 

Mr. SIMS. I will object, unless I can have permission to call 
up House bill 7695, for the relief of Hiram Johnson and mere I 
think if will only take ten minutes to of it. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee . Sms]. 

Mr. S I do not want to be captious— 

I move that the House take a recess until 2 


he ‘motion of Mr. PAYNE was rejected; there being—ayes 58, 
noes 59, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 
Mr. MERCER. I ask unanimous . con- 

sideration of a bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Kanes — 


eee That chapter 42 of the acts of the second 9 
ee e hereby amen: ed by adding to the last paragraph thereof 
“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, if deemed 
locate said pap rer) peal Be fen that the southwest 
be at least fect distant from the nearest structure, and 
d particular only is reduced to 35 feet.” 


—8 PAYNE. I believe the original limit was 40 feet. 
Mr. MERCER, The situation is this: The site has been pur- 
chased and the erection of the building authorized; and the 3 


‘cna | tary of the Treasury telegraphed me yesterday that it was abso- 


lutely essential the legislation embraced inthis bill should be had, 
It seems that some person owns a piece of land joining the south- 
west corner of the post-office site, and in order to preserve the 
usual fire limit of 40 feet it will be necessary for the Government 
to purchase a small strip or block of this land at an enormous 
yee or 5 this bill, 

The original limit was 40 feet, and this bill makes 
it oniy 85? 


MERCER. Thirty-five in one corner; 40 feet will remain 

the limit everywhere else. 

Mr. PAYNE. Lhave no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in justice to our side of the House, 
I will say that a ng 5 two ago I gave notice that, as a gentleman 
on the other side had notified us that he would object to all re- 
quests for unanimous consent by our side, I would demand the 
regular order, I understand now, however, that the embargo 
against us has been raised, and I shall not make objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 


There was no objection. f 
The bill was consi was read a first and second time, and 
engrossed and read a third time; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the thid time, and passed, 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
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P, F. DUNDON, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 
Mr. MAGUIRE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
ogg t consideration of the ‘pill (S. 8261) for the relief of 
Dundon, of San Francisco, Cal. 
SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
obheetion, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Ə is hereby authorized 
5 eae 
the contract for the press toe of body —.— — and 
the sum of $2,900 is hereby appropriated for 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection r te present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, pending the on of 
the gentleman from California for unanimous consent, at 
my request that I may be permitted to have an hour to add 
the House on the general subject of pensions, 

So far as I am individually concerned, I have no possible objec- 
Maen to the bill of the 8 

Mr. MAGUIRE, I hope the 1 from New York will 
not couple my request with a t — possibly meet with ob- 
jection. Let this be ne erg 

The SPEAKER. The Sieh doen not think that the request for 
unanimous consent should be complicated in this manner. It 
=o only 8 a conflict where several requests are pending 
at the same ti 

Mr, RAY of New York. Very well, Mr. Speaker; I withdraw 


ues 

mYr MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, this is a rales garei fm 
orrather to remit to the beneficiary a penalty imposed upon him 
under a contract for the construction of a portion of Grays Har- 
bor light-house, Washington, and the sum of $2,900 is appropri- 
ated for that purpose. 

The work has been fully performed. It was recently completed 
to the entire satisfaction of the t, but it was et os 

se 


remitted. 
area From what committee does this come? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. From the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KING. Has the forfeiture been demanded or exacted by 
the Government? 

Mr. MAGUIRE, It has been enforced by deduction from the 
contract price. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has this been recommended by the Department? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that this work has been done, and 
the only question now is as to the time in which it was done. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Thatis correct. The last part of the report 
shows that the committee is satisfied that the delay in completing 
the work, and for which the penalty was imposed, inflicted no loss 
upon the ‘Government and was not due to any willful fault on the 
part of the contractor. For this reason they recommend the 
3 of the bill. 

FARIS. Did the committee unanimously report on this 


did. 
A MEMBER. And the elay in the prosecution of the work was 
occasioned oe by matters over which this had no control? 
Mr. MAG That is true to a certain extent. At least 
there was no willful or unreasonable delay on the part of the con- 
tractor. I ask, therefore, unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 
7 3 Does the Department recommend the passage of 
e DL 
Mr. MAGUIRE, It does. The recommendation of the Treas- 
ury Department, as set forth in the report, is specific, and is 
ay Seman O. L. 1 the Acting Secre 
Bind Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 


There being no e eee the bill was considered, and was or- 
dered to a third reading; and being read the third time, it was 


Passed. 

On motion of Mr. MAGUIRE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I now ask the privilege 
to renew my request. 

Mr. MAHON Mr. S „ this is Friday private-bill day 
under the rule—and I believe it is in order to move to into Com: 
mittee of the Whole to consider bills on the Private 8 


Mr. RAY of New York. I have a request for unanimous con- 


sent pending, Mr. Speaker, and while I do not wish to an 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I would like to 
have that request submitted to the House. 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to the distin- 


ria gentleman from New York, I will have to object to his 


a SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Mr. PAYNE. Then I move that the House take a recess until 


3 o'clock 8 

Mr. B Let me ask the gentleman from New York, 
prior to that motion, if he will not yield to the requests for unani- 
cr Sag There are a number of members who have requests 
pen 

—— MEMBERS, Regular order 

Mr. ALLEN. There are a cone of bridge bills, for instance, 
that might be passed. Inasmuch as we will have to stay here, it 
!!... ee eee: 

Mr, BAILEY. Of course, if gentlemen object 

eo MCRAE, I think we ought to have a roll call on the mo- 

on. 

ma ae Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on my motion, 

Mr. SIMS. I wish to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to take a recess 
until 3 o'clock. 

The question being pag A on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BruckER) there were—ayes 59, noes 54. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 53 n 53 minutes p. m.) the House took 

Thi sah ired, the H t 3 o'clock resumed 

e recess having exp ouse at 3 o'clock p. m. 

its session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 3 
announced that the Senate had agreed to reports of committees of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
5 of the House of Representatives to bills of the follow- 

es: 
. 4809. An act to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster's 
Department of the Army; and 

S. 4810, An act to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence 
Department of the Army. 

A er messa Ean the 3 by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Sena te had to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4714) to pro- 
tect the harbor defenses and fortifications constructed or 8 
the United States from malicious injury, and for . 1 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had a be eee . HAWLEY, Mr. SEWELL, 
and Mr. MITCHELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 

that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 


eae titles, when the er signed the same: 
8428. An act ae for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the 33 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 


and for other purposes. 
tape gry ag a cr le pl cata o 

con nt expenses of the and for fulfilling 
treaty 5 with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following fitle: 

S. 8277. An act to authorize appointment of a military store- 
keeper i in the Army. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MAXWELL, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr, GUNN, indefinitely, on account of im 

To Mr. KNowLgss, indefinitely, on account 
Ness. 


Pane business, 
important busi- 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Se nae I rise to a question of Bo (ae 
pn On last Wednesday the gentleman from O Mr. 
ROSVENOR], in the course of his remarks, read an editori 
which this language Seen 
the outbreak of 


to 
Priation of 
solidly 
In this editorial iti is 8 that the Democrats of the House 
in this hour of grave national peril have given a grudging sup- 
to measures Which were imperatively necessary for the con- 


uct of the war. We could well leave that editorial to be 
answered by the records of this this roaie. and oo far an the editorial 


rted 
e fol- 


| 
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itself is concerned, I intend to leave it to that answer; but theseri- 
ous aspect of it is that it was charged that this editorial bitterly 


assailing the whole Democratic party as represented on the floor 
of this House was written by a Democratic member of Congress. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] declared—and I 
repeat his very words in order to avoid the possibility of doing 
him an injustice—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
I should like to know how this presents any question of personal 
privilege. If the gentleman from Texas admits that he wrote the 
article 

Mr. BAILEY. That who wrote the article? 

Mr. RAY of New York. The whole burden of the complaint 
thus far is—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that I admit 
that I wrote the article? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; Ido not. I was raising a point 
here. I understood the gentleman from Texas to raise a question 
of personal 1 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And the complaint he enters is that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] charged that a cer- 
tain article in a certain newspaper criticising the Democratic 
party was written by a Democrat. 

Mr. BAILEY. A Democratic member of the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. A Democratic member of the House, 
yes. Now, how that can be a question of personal 8 to 
the gentleman from Texas, unless he either wrote the article or 
thinks it was intended to charge him with writing it, I do not see. 

Mr. BAILEY. It raises a question of personal privilege on the 
part of every Democrat in the House, as far as that is concerned, 
and I think that the gentleman from New York, as well as every 
gentleman on that side, might be perfectly willing for this side 
of the House at least to arrive at the truth about it. Itis charged 
that we have given a grudging support to measures which are 
imperatively necessary, and then the charge is—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will tell the gentleman from Texas 
the point I wanted to raise is this: I wanted to do a little talking 
here on the general subject of pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam perfectly willing for you to do that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Without attacking anybody. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You will get time quicker if you let 
him go on. 

Mr RAY of New York. This is by way of suggestion. I will 
let him go on. 

Mr. LENTZ. Let him go on. We are going to give you all 
the time you want. 

Mr. FLEMING. We will let you go ahead. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I think I will let the gentleman go 

ead 


ahead. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Texas will allow 


me 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not know that it is at all n 
for me to be here. I must leave here at about twenty minutes 
past 8 o’clock. My sleeping-car space is all engaged and my bag- 
gage at the 1 and I ought not to miss the train. 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall not occupy more than ten minutes or so. 
The gentleman from Ohio says: 

I hold that article in my hand, and I am authorized to say that it was 
written by a Democratic Congressman now sitting on this floor. 

Further on in the debate I asked the gentleman from Ohio if he 
would give the House the name of the offending Democrat. He 
replied that he could not do so without the gentleman’s permis- 
sion, unless he committed a breach of confidence. The gentle- 
man from Ohio declared in the beginning of the speech that he 
was authorized to say that this editorial was written by a Demo- 
cratic member of Congress, and if his authority came from the 
newspaper, I agreed that if the editor of the paper had given him 
the information, the editor's statement would not authorize the 
gentleman from Ohio to divulge the name of the author of the 
article without the author's own permission. 

The gentleman from Ohio, later on in the controversy, did go 
so far as to say that a colleague of his, sitting near him, had h 
a Democratic member of the House admit the authorship of the 
article; but my statement that he could, without permission, di- 
vulge the name was predicated entirely upon the supposition that 
when the gentleman from Ohio said he was authorized to say the 
editorial was written by a Democratic member of this House, his 
authority for that statement was from the editor of the newspaper 
in which the editorial appeared. But to my amazement the next 
e I found in the same paper the following editorial para- 
graph: 


Will the Hon. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR kindly send to this office the name 
of the Democratic Representative who announced himself as the author of 


the leading editorial in the Mo; Times of June 22, entitled “Democratic 
folly”? It occurs to the editor of the Times that his interest in the identity 
of extra individual is member 


greater, perhaps, than that of any 
Populist. 


ol the House, be he ocrat, Republican, or 


Now, I do not assume to advise the gentleman from Ohio upon 
spani so delicate as that; but he knows, as well as I do, that the 
e among men of honor is that when a demand is made for a 
name it is 8 to a denial of the charge; and when the 
newspaper upon him to send to its office the name of the 
Democrat who dec that he was the author of that editorial, 
it was a denial of the fact that any Democratic member of the 
House had written it. 

It raises a question of veracity between the gentleman from Ohio 
and the Washi n Times. I have no interest in that, and it is 
not n for me to express an opinion as to which side I 
would believe; but I do have an interest, and every Democrat on 
this floor has an interest,in knowing the guilty man, because 
upon me and upon every Democrat who occupies a seat here an 
pa tater ae rests that he has been assailing his associates from 
ambush, If there is a Democrat so lost to all sense of honor and 
decency that he not only attacks individual members of his party. 
but attacks and misrepresents the conduct of the party itself upon 
important measures, and, not content with that, further and 
predicts Republican success and rejoices in it—if there is a man of 
that kind on either side of this Chamber, every man on both sides 
ought to be willing to uncover him before the public. 1 

pon his brow there ought to be written in letters of living lig 
the word ‘‘Slanderer!” so that in after years all men may know 
him and all honest men may shun him. [Applause.] 

If he will not stand up himself and avow before his colleagues 
his authorship of that article, then the gentleman from Ohio, as 
well as every other man here, is absolved from all obligations to 
protect him from the consequences of hisown disgraceful treachery. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio, further, that upon 
close investigation—almost.a complete personal investigation 
every gentleman on this side denies the authorship of that article. 
I have conferred with every man who by any possibility, in our 
judgment, could have written it, and they have all said that they 
did not write it. With this statement before him, it is due not 
only to the Democrats, but it is due to the gentleman from Ohio 
himself, that he no longer protect a man who refuses to avow his 


own di 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
just a moment? I feel confident that this side of the House will 
now authorize the gentleman from Texas to in our behalf, 
and say that every man present now on this side of the House au- 
thorizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] to announce 
the name of the author of that article. 
Mr, BAILEY, I believe every man will do that; and further- 
more, in the name of every Democrat on this floor, I challenge the 
gentleman from Ohio to give the name of that Democratic member. 
Mr. GROSVENOR., „Speaker, the gentleman from Texas 
has not been quite as frank as he usually is in a contest of this 
character; but I will assume that he has done it in good faith, 
and overlooked a very material statement made by me at the time 
to which he refers, or it would have shown him that any attempt 


to make it appear that I represented or implied that my inform- 


rr 75 the editor of the paper has done me an injustice, and 
mself. 

Mr. BAILEY. I . to say to 3 that in 
connection with the words “I am authorized to say” the au- 
thority can come from but one of two ons, either the editor or 
the author himself; and if the man himself authorized you to 
make the statement, then certainly you can not be bound in honor 
to protect him by withholding his name. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That ass on a variety of circum- 
stances. Let me read what I said: 

There is a gentleman sitting within 4 feet of me who heard a Democratic 
Congressman say to both of us that he was the author of this paper. 

27 5 I did not make any reference pointing in the direction of the 
itor. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will agree that on that statement the gentle- 
men might not be authorized to divulge the name; but to refer 
further back, in the early part of his h, he declared that he 
was authorized to say it ‘‘ was written by a Democratic Congress- 
man sitting on the floor.“ I assumed, in view of what subsequently 
followed, that of course the member himself did not authorize him 


eard | to make the statement, because he declined to give his name, and 


then there was but one other person who could have authorized 
him to make the statement, and that was the editor of the paper, 
who practically denies it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My friend from Texas and I disagree only 
to this extent: He argues that my statement that I had the 
authority for certain things implies that I was authorized by the 
author, or the alleged or pretended author, to make the state- 


ment, 

Mr. BAILEY. I took it that you were authorized by the editor 
of the 1 T. 

Mr. GRO Non. Well, whatever way. Now, my construc- 


tion is that I was authorized to make the statement that it was 
a Democratic Con who wrote it, because a Democratic 


Congressman had told me that he wrote it. 
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Mr. B V. The word “authorized” does not mean that. 

Mr. GROS OR. Do you not think, my friend, that is draw- 
8. little too fine a sight? 

. BAILEY. When the gentleman made that statement, I 
thought he could not, without a breach of confidence, divulge the 
member's name; but I was proceeding on the theory that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio understood the exact meaning of the English 
language, and when he said that he was authorized! I thought 
he meant exactly what he said and said exactly what he meant. 
Now, there were but two men on earth that could authorize him 
to make the statement—one was the editor in whose paper it ap- 

and the other was the author himself. When he declined 

to divulge the author's name, saying to do that would be a breach 

of 9 I supposed of course that his authority to make the 

statement was from the editor of the paper; but the editor of the 

per denies, in substance and to all intents and purposes, that 

he authorized the gentleman from Ohio to make the statement 
and that a Democratic Congressman wrote the editorial. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I took particular pains to exonerate the 
editor by stating my authority for the statement was the state- 
ment of the Democratic member himself. 

Mr. BAILEY. If any Democratic member told you that, he 
ought to have the manliness to tell his Democratic colleagues the 
same thing, and if he does not, the gentleman from Ohio ought to 
tell it for him. é é 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if you will let me proceed with my 
statement, perhaps I would have been wiser not to have involved 
my Democratic brothers in such a turmoil, and I feel painfully 
regretful that I did. Nevertheless, I made the statement, and I 
made it in perfect good faith, and I made a truthful statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. want to ask the gentleman from Ohio this 

uestion 
2 Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me finish my statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. : 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Well, ask the question you want to and 
then, perhaps, I can finish the whole statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to ask the gentleman if the Democrat 
who told him this authorized him to make that statement on the 
floor? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Decidedly not. s 

Mr. BAILEY. Did the gentleman think he hada right to make 
that statement and withhold the name of the Democratic member? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Les; I think so. I will debate that with 
you some time when the weather is cooler. 

Mr. BAILEY. The idea that a man can make a statement of 
that kind and yet not give his name is at least singular. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There are parr of such things as that 
arise in this country. Now, then, I wish to say further that it is 
my opinion that a matter of such enormous importance as this 
ought to be divulged. Idid notthink when I ethe statement 
it was a matter of any serious importance. [Derisive cries of 
“Oh, no!” on the Democratic side.] If my friends over there 
will keep still and treat me with decent respect, I will go forward. 
I had a desk full of like criticism, and one was from a distin- 

ed newspaper in the State represented by my friend from 
exas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will you give us the name of the paper? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Galveston News. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not a Democratic paper and has never sup- 


ported a Democratic candidat: for ten years, and I hope it never 
will. aughter on the Democratic side. ] : 
Mr. ROSVEN. OR. It has never supported a Republican, and 


so you have had the last of it. You have it later than 
{Laughter on the Republican side. 

Now, I think this matter has taken shape and importance in 
the estimation of my friends on the other side to such extent that 
they ought to know the name. I think that the tendency of the 
whole argument is to prejudice me in the eyes of gentlemen on 
that side who so earnestly think I gs we to tell who this gentle- 
manis. Now, I will not accept the challenge of the gentleman 
from Texas that I make known the name of the man at this time; 
but I challenge the man who made that statement to me, and who 
knows he made it, and who knows that I know it, and who has 
admitted it to me within twenty-four hours—I challenge him to 
make a frank statement to his comrades of the truth. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is he on the floor now? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If he does not do that at some early time, 
it may become necessary 

Mr. BAILEY. Is he on the floor now? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wait a moment. If he does not do that 
within a reasonable length of time, itis barely pace I may take 
the view of the case that the gentleman from Texas does. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio say whether that 
member is on the floor or not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not propose to answer that question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I call on W f gentleman on this side to say by 
rising that he did not write that article. 


we. 


[As the Democratic members rose from their seats in a body, 
there were cries from that side of the House to Mr. GROSVENOR of 
Point him out!” “Who is he?” etc.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There are some gentlemen standing up 


over there whom I would not classify as Democrats. I do not 
know how to go through with the catechism. I remember an 
occasion when a body of men not so large as the Democratic 
minority on the other side asked that sort of a question. They 
asked, not of a Republican Congressman, but of a much higher 
Power, Is it I?” Ido not remember that the culprit at that time 
answered, and I am afraid the culprit is not going to answer now. 

Mr. BAILEY. If there is one, he will answer. I still repeat 
that I think the gentleman from Ohio owes it to himself, to the 
House, and to every Democrat on this floor to give the name of 
the man, because the gentleman said he was authorized to say 
that the article was written by a Democratic Congressman. 


GEORGE W. LAWRENCE, 


Mr. MAHON. I ask unanimous consent for the passage of the 
bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2824) for the relief of the estate of George W. Lawrence. 

Be it enacted, eto., That the claim of George W. Lawrence for further 
compensation for the construction of the U. S. monitor Wassuc under his con- 
tract with the Navy Department of June 2, 1863, may be submitted by his 

rsonal representative within six months after the passage of this act to the 

‘ourt of Claims, under and in compliance with the rules and regulations of 
said court, and said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine and 
render judgment upon the same: Provided, however, That the investigation 
of said claim shall be made upon the following basis: 

The said court shall asce: the additional cost which was necessarily 
incurred by the contractor for the construction of the ironclad monitor 
Wassuc under said contract in the completion of the same by reason of any 
changes or alterations in the plans and specifications required and delays in 
the prosecution of the work: Provided Further, That such changes or altera- 
tions in the plans and cations required were occasioned by the Govern- 
ment of the United States; but no allowance for any advance in the price of 
labor or material shall be considered unless such advance occ 
the prolonged term for completing the work beginning February 3, 1864, an: 
then only when such advance could not have been avoided by the exercise of 
ordinary phage and diligence on the t of the contractor: And pro- 
vided further, That the com tion fix — 5 the contractor and the Gor: 
ernment for specific alterations in advance of such alterations shall be con- 
clusive as to the compensation to be made therefor: Provided, That such 
alterations. when made, complied with the specifications of the same as fur- 
nished by the Government aforesaid: And provided Toer, That all moneys 

d to said contractor by the Government over and above the original con- 

ract price for building said vessel shall be deducted from any amounts al- 
lowed) by said court by reason of the matters hereinbefore stated: And pro- 
vided further, That if any such changes caused less work and expense to the 
contractor than the original plans and specifications a cor: mding deduc- 
tion shall be made from the contract price and the amount thereof shall be 
ees from any allowance which may be made by said court to said 
claimant. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this bill? The Chair hears 
none. The question is, Shall the bill be read a third time? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. What amount is involved in the bill? 

Mr. MAHON. I will make a short statement. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Did the gentleman from Iowa 
object? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I want to know what amount is carried 
by the bill. This bill, I understand, is one which carries a pretty 
large amount. The claim has been before one or two boards 
already. It is a stale claim 

Mr. HON. No. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. And I must object to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is now before the House, 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a statement. I 
believe the bill is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
request for unanimous consent was put to the House and no ob- 
jection was made. ; 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, Iwas looking for the papers with the pur- 
pose of making objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The fact is, however, that the 


bill is before the House by unanimous consent, and the question is, 


Shall it be read the third time? 

Mr. MAHON. I think I can satisfy the gentleman from Iowa 
that the bill is all right. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I made the point of order that this bill in- 
volves an ws og mass and should be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER protempore. But the House has already given 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill; and its con- 
sideration had proceeded so far that the question was put whether 
it should be read the third time. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I submit to the Chair that there was not 
sufficient time given—— agers i 

The SPE pro tempore. The bill is certainly before the 
House by unanimous consent. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Very well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the bill is not a proper one, it 
can be voted down. The question is, Shall the bill be read a third 
time? 
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Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania wanted 
to make a statement, and I want to say something in reply. 


Mr. MAHON. Iam perfectly A 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The will recognize the gen- 


Mr. MAHON. I do not wish to take . the gentle- 
man from Iowa or any other gentleman. If the is not right, 
let him state his objections. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Let ussee what the parliamentary statusis. 

Mr. MAHON. The bill is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa 
desire to be ? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Not before the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, but after. : 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the ruling made 
by the Chair is a very dangerous one. I do not care about this 
bill, but I was closely watching, and my recollection is that the 
consent had just been given, and no further action had been taken 
by the Honse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had put the question 
on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I was unable to hear the Chair, and I was as close 
as any member can get to the Chair, and was paying close atten- 
tion. I do not care about this bill, but for the future guidance of 
the House, I think it would be a very dangerous t to shut 
a man off from ing the point that the bill must be considered 
in Committee of the ole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania, 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I am thoroughly familiar with the 
facts surrounding this bill, I made a full and complete ig 2 


t failed to reach the 
President. That was, if I am correct, for a direct appropriation. 


This matter in contention involves, between the sgh baie srg o d 


the United States and this party, about $60,000. Against 

claim the Government of the United States has probably a con- 

siderable set-off. I refused to report a bill asking for a direct ap- 
ropriation. The bill refers the whole matter to the Court of 


Mr. LOUD. How much did the bill carry when it carried a 


direct a tion? 

E cree MAHON. I think about sixty-eight or seventy thousand 
ollars. 
Mr. LOUD. And now the gentleman states that there is a Gov- 


ernment set-off. 3 

. Just wait until I get through. This bill as 
drawn sends the matter to the Court of Claims. I sup that 
when the matter gets before the court, it will “pret t while 
there was an increase in the cost of material and labor caused by 
the delays and interference on the part of the Government in 
changing the plans of the vessel, it will also appear that a consid- 
erable . of the changes made the cost less than the work 
the contract called for. 

Whatever that amount is, it will be a set-off to the total of the 
claim. This bill has passed the Senate for the third time and 
passed the House three times. We want to refer it to the Court 
of Claims and let that court and a jury ascertain all the facts be- 
tween these parties. This claimant may get sixty thousand dol- 
lars, and he may not get ten. The Attorney-General of the United 
States will put in a defense to part of it. It is a carefully drawn 
bill. The man is entitled to go to the Court of Claims, and he 
does not ask for a direct appropriation. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the ible set- off? 

Mr. MAHON. I should think the amount is probably fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars. There is no doubt that some of the 
changes made some of the work cheaper than it would have been 
if the original contract had been carried out, but other changes 
resulted in greatly increasing the expense. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me suggest to the gentleman—— 

Mr. MAHON. There is no question but what a great deal of 
the work caused by these 5 of the contract cost the 
contractor a great deal more the work called for under the 
contract would have cost. Now they can not agree 

Mr. LOUD. Let me make a suggestion to the gentleman about 
the line of his argument. His argument was that this bill had 
been reported and passed several times. 

Mr. ON. ee times in each House. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman says it passed for $70,000, Now 
the claim is for $60,000, and there is a set-off of $15,000. There 
must have been lax investigation heretofore somewhere. 

Mr. MAHON. There is a contention between these parties. 
The contractor insists that he is entitled to the whole amount. 
This district attorney of the United States insists that the Gov- 
ernment has a set-off. Now, like all litigants, they can not agree, 


and this bill proposes to refer the matter to the Court of Claims 
and let the court upon the question and settle it. 

Mr, LOUD. it never been before the court? 

Mr. MAHON. No; not that I knowof. I think it is a pe 
fectly fair bill. I have tried to get it up here on private-bill day 
but we have been deprived of our day for three months, or i 
would not bring it ere by unanimous consent, 

Mr. EG . Ishould like to see a copy of the bill. 
Iwill give you a copy of it. 
Mr. LOUD. This goes to the court for jud 
Mr. MAHON. Oh, yes; it is not under the 
was, I would simply ask for findings; but it isnot under the Bow- 
man Act or the Tucker Act, and the court must either throw out 
the whole claim or enter a judgment, and if it rendersa judg- 
ment, then this gentleman has got to come back to this House for 
an appropriation to pay whatever the court finds. 

Mr. LOUD. It would be a proper matter to go into the defi- 
ciency bill, a as a judgment. It would not come up for 
inv on G 8 5 

Mr. ON. ell, it would go to the committee for its judg- 
ment, and it is a careful committee. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to 
the fact that this claim has been submitted to what is known as 
Marchand board, and that board found that there was noth- 
whatever due. This matter takes me by surprise. 

.MAHON. The Marchand board found simply that they had 
no jurisd 5 over it. 


board and the Marchand board. I find here in the report of the 

i ; i George W. Lawrence for the 
light-draft monitor Wassuc that the contract price was $386,000; 
that the whole increased cost of the work over the contract price, 
as claimed by the contractors, was $210,000; that the amount al- 
ready paid the contractors over and above the contract price was 
$169,000, and on the claim for ee eag benr goir der delay 
of the Government, it is determined by the that nothing is 


ue. 
Mr. MAHON. Your own figures would give thirty or forty 
thousand do 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. No; they have got $169,000 that they never 
were entitled to, and the Marchand Board, which was th 
legal board that ever made these investigations, say there was 
eee due. Therefore, I insist that this bill should not pass this 


ouse. 

Mr. MAHON. If the gentleman would read that of the 
Marchand Board (as I have read it, and read it carefully, and I 
am familiar with nearly all their findings), the Marchand Board 
found that the question of increased cost by reason of the delays 
caused by the Government was one of and therefore be- 
yond the jurisdiction of the ie migen and not included in the 
jurisdiction of the act that referred these cases to that board. 
The very contention of the board is that they had no jurisdiction 
of it they never considered it; that is, as to the extra cost. 

There is no question but what the Government set aside the 
contract as made and made large and extensive modifications, be- 
cause other monitors built under the same plan had proved to be 
an absolute failure. When this monitor was half constructed, 
they made almost an entire change in the plan of the boat. Dur- 
ing that time, while the Government was delaying the work, the 
5755 of mechanics rose from a dollar and a half to four and five 
dollars a day, and the cost of material increased accordingly. 

That is the controversy. But, on the other hand, some c 
were made that made less work, and the only controversy in thi 
case is for the court and the jury, not by an ex parte proceedin 
like that of the Marchand Board, but under the rules of law and 
evidence, to carefully inquire and find out what is due to this man, 
if anything. They may not allow him a dollar. They may allow 
him $5,000 or $10,000, but if they give him his whole claim they 
WAI Bis papeta Kea oi filein the Department. This stal 

papers are on filein en’ is is not a stale 
claim. It has been before these boards. It has been before Con- 
gress, and this House three times and the Senate three times, after 
a careful investigation, this bill. Now I ask that the case 
may go to the Court of Claims and let that court settle it forever. 
It can not do any harm to the Government. Itis simple justice 
to the man and to the Government that the matter should be set- 
tled. You can trust your courts. I would let any man go there 
for the determination of such a question. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Your parties have received $169,000 above 
the contract price already. 5 

Mr. MAHON. If they have received all they are entitled to, 
then 3 not get an 

Mr. UPDEGR 


ent, does it not? 
wman Act. If it 


in 


e official documents here show that 
pois’ Be eg received $169,000 above the contract price. 
. MAHON. Yes; that is right. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF. They have received it and accepted it, 
They made a claim for extra work and received $169,815.37. 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6599 


Mr. MAHON. No; the Government allowed them for changes, 
but never allowed them for the advance in wages and in cost of 
material, an entirely distinct claim. If they can not show there 
was extra cost in the way of labor and material by reason of the 
3 and delays caused by the Government, then they will 


92 no . 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. The case stands just this way: These par- 
ties made claim for extra compensation and received $169,815.37, 
and accepted themoney. Then they made another claim, and that 
was referred tothe Marchand board, and that board, after a care- 
ful examination, made a report, a copy of which I hold in my 
hand, stating that nothing was due parties. Now, 3 
there not to be an end of this matter? I bane moh not read the b 
and I did not expect the billtocomeup. I do not know but ‘hat 
the bill might go so far as to give to the Court of Claims authority 
to render judgment in favor of these parties for something not 
due to them. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the bill be read again. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I think, Mr. Speaker, if I can not barid 
it by an examination now, I can do This is 
claim that FCC that old Secor scandal. 
5 belongs to the same class of claims; but I think upon examina- 

entlemen will see that the act of Congress under which 
this dain aim was submitted provided that the receipt should be in 


* MAHON. No. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I am very sure that it is. That is my 
5 My attention was called to it some two or three 

yaa ago, , and my recollection is that the act of Congress under 
which the $169,000 Por extra allowance was paid provided that it 
should be in full of all claims. aaepe ppt ziii tt, nad nw 
I give the facts to the House as I understand the case. 

r. MAHON, This is not like the Secor claim. I examined 
that claim. 

Mr, UPDEGRAFF, They are all on my list. : 

Mr. MAHON. I wrote a vicious adverse report against the 
Secor claim. You will find it filed within the last three months. 
I have filed adverse reports in a large number of cases where the 
claim embraced increase of wages and advance in material. If it 
had not, in my opinion, been an honest case, there would have 
been an adverse filed in this case. The Marchand board 
simply say that these parties had been paid in full for the origi- 
nal contract and for the changes, but they declined to go into the 

uestion of the increase in w. and advance in material. And 

1 5 point in this case. It has Congress before. 

UPDEGRAFF. I submit the matter to the House, with 
the f. facts as I understand them. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. MAHON. Itisaunanimousreport. There is not a report 
coming from the committee that is more just than this one. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understood the gentleman from Iowa to 
say that the party had accepted payment in full of this claim? 

r. UPDEGRAFF. A claim for extra work and labor was 
submitted under an act of Congress which, I: am sure, provided 
that the allowance then made should be in full. 

Mr, BARTLETT. This grows out of the same contract? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF (continuin: poo [5 “yes 3 and sixty-nine 
thousand dollars was allowed an ryt apiece 

Mr. BARTLETT. And this grows gene of the same contract? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF., It grows out of the same contract. 

Mr. MAHON, Now, the matter in controversy has never been 
adjudicated. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. There are a large number of these cases, 
and they are all alike, practically. They received an allowance 
under the Selfridge board, and under an act of Congress which I 
am sure provided that any allowance received should be in full, 
They come here now again; the rt of the Marchand board, the 
second board appointed, had owed their claim entirely, and 
they ask to go to the Court of Claims under a provision which 
nobody could support for a moment. 

Mr. MAHON. If the 8 from Iowa is correct, the 
Attorney-General of the United States will confront these people 
in „ that act of Congress he speaks about and that 
receipt in fu 

Mr. e And they will confront him with this act. 

No. 


Mr. MAHON 
Mr. BARTLETT. I call the attention of the tleman from 
Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Iowa to the fact that the 


President of the United States vetoed a bill which we passed very 

much liké this, giving an old claim the right to be heard before 

the Court of Claims, not long ago. 

Se MARON: You mean the Chouteau claim. That is not like 
is at all. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That claim was very much like this. It 
passed this House, and when it came back there was not a solitary 
vote to it over the veto of the President, 

Mr. ON. Because it had the French spoliation and other 
things on it. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no. It was this session of Congress, 
8 veto was written by Mr. McKinley. 


ON. No; it was not Mr. McKinley; it was Mr. 
8 
. It was something with reference to some 
paten 
Mr. “OSBORNE. It was the Tice claim. 


Mr. BARTLETT. The Tice claim, It passed in this House, 
=~ by a large — agli It was one of the old claims that 
before the court passed on by the court, and when 


opened toe bill and sent it to the President, he vetoed it. Tt 
was passed in a slim House like this, and there was not found a 
man in the House who would vote to pass it over the veto of the 
President. 
am UPDEGRAFF. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. HULL. I hope that will not be done. I have two impor- 


tant conference r rts that I desire to submit. 
Mr. UPDEG: As the gentleman has a conference report 
to 8 I will withdraw that-motion. 


PAYNE. The gentleman from Iowa can take the floor for 
that purpose. 
Mr. MAHON, You can not take me off the floor. 
Mr. PAYNE. I was taken off the floor in that wa: 
Mr. MAHON. If ths gentleman wants to do that, if he want 
8 to me, he can do it. 
Mr. HULL, I do not believe it will take more than a few min- 


utes, and it is very im that the bills should pass. 

E SAUE I agree to it if you will give me the floor 
when t through. 

Mr, I See not want to take the gentleman off the floor, 


and I do not want to be guilty of any discourtesy to him. 
Mr. MAHON. With that unders , I will 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gen eman from Iowa pre- 
sents a conference report. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report on 
the bill (S. 4809) 8 of the Quartermaster's 
t ot the Army. 
5 report is as follows: 
polices committee of conf: 2 E 85 Houses 
the amendments of the House to the bili A300} to inevense the — — 
of the ving met, after full 7 5 
free co: recommend to their 
That its disagreement amendments 
House Amina aan p land 2 and Se tothe — with 3 as pipan 


Strike out the matter by said House amendments and strike out 
all of section 2 of the bill after the word “appoint,” at the end of line 
insert in li so the following: “ —.— 


eu of the “Two - 
masters of volunteers with the rank of 2 quartermasters of volun- 
teers with the rank of of volunteers 
with the of major, and 20 assistan V 
the rank of captain; and er 3 of War 6 ot tho 
Quarter 8 in each prin: epot of the Quar- 

`s Department, not ex 42 — — selected from 
and Volunteer officers of bf- 


cers while so acting shall Race — . — shor that eam 
= above colonel, and the fo 5 heid by by rine 


shall 
mar teem Aro ryan the said volun: may be deemed 
to dat ty in the offi the ter General, at at Tho various 
Kar ae depots or on note important and special work, and ma 5 
ts fox a period not exceeding one year after the the close of 
war, then to be discharged;” . 
B. F. MARSH, 
WM. S 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
= J.S 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
meng of the conference report be omitted and the statement be 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The conferees have 7 on S. 4809, relating to the Quartermaster's De- 
ent. restores 20 assistant quareriacters and and gives 3 right 
rmaster“ s Depart- 


as in 
9 duty one e commissary A ees 


poles 
It neers snaois aeiae over that vided for in the Senate bill, 
ß ouse bill. 2 * 


. Conferees on the part of the House. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table, 
SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report on 
the bill (S. 4810) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence De- 
partment of the Army. 
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The conference report is as follows: 
The committee of conf th ine watt votes of the two Houses 
f the Subsisten sof the House th reba 2. 
0 en e x me an 
“9 15 and ~ to their reapective 


d at the 
: “to be nominated, pop sce 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to be appointed by the - 


dent;” and the House agree to the same. 


M, GRIFF. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
W. J. SEWEL: 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on S. 4810 have agreed. 

The first amendment, inserting the words“ not exceeding,” simply provides 
for a limitation on rank. 

The second amendment, striking out the word “of,” is verbal. 

The third amendment, striking ont the words “of colonel" and inserting 
the words “next above that held by him and not above colonel,” is a limita- 
tion advancing the officers so assigned one grade, while the original bill of the 


House gave tive rank of colonel and lieutenant-colonel. 
9 3 ent at the end of section 2 simply provides for confirmation by 
e Senate. 
J. A. T. HULL, 
* GWEN 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
ey the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
able. 
HARBOR DEFENSES. 


Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate bill 
4714, relating to harbor defenses, be taken up and the House agree 
to the conference asked for by the Senate. It came over from the 
Senate a few hours ago, and the Senate is waiting for it, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is that the bill with reference to punishment 
for gto harbor mines? 

Mr. HULL. Itis 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4714) to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications constructed 
or used by the United States from malicious injury, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House insist on its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed the following conferees 
on the part of the House: Mr. HULL, Mr. GRIFFIN, and Mr. Hay, 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to announce 
the following committee assi ents: 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Mr. THORP, to the Committee on Coi , Weights, and Meas- 
ures and to the Committee on the Pacific Rai ï 

Mr. GREEN of Massachusetts, to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries and the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. Norton of South Carolina, to the Committee on Immigra- 


on. 
Mr. Rıxey, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
COMMITTEE ON CENSUS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair also announces the 
following Committee on the Census: Mr. HorRNs of Illinois, 
Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, Mr. Bascock of Wisconsin, Mr, 
HEATWOLE of Minnesota, Mr. ACHESON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
ALEXANDER of New York, Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama, Mr. Wise 
of Virginia, Mr. DR VRIES of California, Mr. Norton of South 
Carolina, Mr. RIDGELY of Kansas, Mr, GRIFFITH of Indiana, 
Mr. McDoweE ut of Ohio. 
ae UPDEGRAFF, Mr. Speaker, I now renew my motion to 

ourn, 
. MIERS of Indiana. I hope that motion will not prevail. 
There are a number of pension cases that ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Then I move that the House take a recess 
until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not see, Mr. Speaker, how the gentleman 
can take me off the floor, 


; The r pro tempore. The gentleman has made a privi- 
eged motion. 

r. HULL. Is the motion to take a recess a privileged mo- 
tion? A motion to adjourn is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not a privileged motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. 1 think it is enumerated as a privileged motion 
next after the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was so in the Fifty-second 
and Fifty-third Con 8; but it is not so in this. 

Mr, UPDEGRAFF, I did not hear the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to take a recess is 
not a privileged motion under the rules of the present House, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF Then I move to adjourn. 

Mr. MAHON, I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The motion was not seon to; there being—ayes 80, noes 39. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. S er, I ask for a vote on the bill, 
I am not pn to weary the House this hot weather. 

The SP. AKER protempore, The question is on the third read- 
ing of the Senate bill. 

he question being taken, there were—ayes 12, noes 31. 
Mr. MAHON, No quorum, I move now that the House ad- 
journ. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were, 
on a division (called for by Mr. Miers of Indiana)—ayes 58, noes 22, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MAHON, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill 
just voted on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will 
be considered as withdrawn. The question is on ordering the 
yeas and nays opon the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Iask unanimous consent that instead 
of adjourning the House take a recess until 8 o'clock to dispose of 
pension bills. 

Mr, MAGUIRE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Can arule 
of the House be vacated by a motion to adjourn without a quorum? 
A rule of the House requires a session to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of no quorum was 
withdrawn before the motion was made. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Mers] asks unanimous consent that the House take 
a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. Did not the Chair an- 
nounce that the ayes had it on the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair has not announced 
the result. 

Mr. KING. Iso understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BAIRD. Regular order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion to adjourn, the 
ayes are 58, the noes 22. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The 
carrying of the motion to adjourn means that we shall have no 
Bane or the purpose of considering pension bills to-night, 

oes it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is as capable of 
answering that question as the Chair. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, And I suppose other members have 
the same ca 0 
Mr. PAYNE, fore the call of the roll is begun, I renew the 


5 the gentleman from Indiana that we take a recess until 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAIRD. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, 

Mr. STEELE. 1 should like to know who objected. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No gentleman rose to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order (which is 
equivalent to an objection) was called by the gentleman in front 
of the Chair [Mr. BAIRD]. 


Mr. STEELE. I renew the request that the House take a re- 
cess until 8 o'clock, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 


Mr. BAIRD. I object. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will call the roll on 
the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 53, nays 66, an- 
swered “ present” 15, not voting 221; as follows: 


YEAS—53. 
ot ne Bishop, Corts, Kans. Fox, 
beock, Bodine, 5 

Baird, B i Davis, Hawley, 
Barham, Broderick, De Armond, y; 
Barrett, Brundidge, Dinsmore, Henry, Miss, 
Barrows, ke, Fenton, Henry, Tex. 
Berry, Curtis, Iowa Fleming, Howard, Ga 
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Kelley, Lloyd, Marsh, Stephens, Tex. 
Klebe tore. d, P, — Wh K 
e rani ‘ayne, er, Ky, 
Knowles, MoCleary 8 Mo. W. Miss 
ey, erking, 
Little, Maddox, hea, 
Li Mahon, Sims, 
NAYS—66. 
Alexand McCor Robb, 
Bailey, 205 Evans, McDowell, Russell, 
Baker, III. ‘aris, cRae, Shannon, 
Barlow, Gibson, Maguire, Stallings, 
Bartlett, Graff, Maxwell, Stark, 
Belknap, Hemenway, Mercer Steele, 
Brown. Hepburn, Miers, Ind. Sulloway, 
Brownlow, Hicks, inor, Terry, 
Hilborn, udd, Tpde; 
Burleigh, Hooker, Norton, Ohio Van Voorhis, 
B Kirkpatrick, Olm: ard, 
Connolly, Kitchin, Osborne. Weaver, 
Cowherd, Lacey, Parker, N.J. 8 
X, Lan Peters, te, 
Danford, Lentz, Ray, Yost. 
Davenport, Lewis, Wash. Reeves, 
Davidson, Wis  Loudenslager, Ridgely, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—15. 
Aldrich, Davey, Jenkins, Stone, C. W. 
Benner, Pa. De Vries, md, Stone, 
Brucker, Gaines, Packer, Pa. Thorp. 
Clark, Mo. Griggs, Prince, 
NOT VOTING- 221. 
Acheso; Davison, Ky. Ketcham, Shattuc, 
FOTS Dayton, Knox, Shelden, 
A DeGraffenreid, Kulp, Sherman, 
Arnold, pcr: b, Showalter, 
Baker, Dockery, Lanham, Shuford, 
Ball, Dolliver, Latimer, Simpson, 
Bankhead, Dorr, Lawrence, Skinner, 
Barber, Dovener, r, Slayden, 
Barney, Driggs, Lewis, Ga. Smith, II. 
Bartholdt, Eddy, Littauer, Smith, Ky 
ach, Elliott, Lorimer, Smith, S. W. 
Belden. Ermentrout. Lovering. Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belford, Fischer. Low, Snover, 
ell, Fitzgerald, McAleer, irrt i 
Bennett, Fitzpatrick, McCall. Southwi 
nton, Fletcher, McCle Spalding, 
Bingham, ‘oote, McDonald, Sparkman, 
Bland, McEwan, Sperry, 
Ze, Fowler, N.Q Melntire, oP e, 

n, Fowler, N. J. cMillin, Stevens, Minn. 
Boutell, III. ner, Mahany, Stewart, N. J 
Boutelle, Ma Gillet, N. Y. Mann, Stewart, Wis. 
Brantley, Gillett, Mass. Marshall, tokes, 
Brenner, Ohio Greene, Martin, Strode, Nebr. 

rewer, Greene, Nebr. Meekison, Strowd, N.C. 
Brewster, Griffith, Mesick, Sturtevant, 
Bromwell, Grosvenor, Meyer, La. Sulzer. 
Brosius, rou Miller, Sutherland, 
Broussard, Grow, fills, Swanson, 
Brumm, Gunn, Mitchell, Talbert, 
Butler, Hager, Moody, Tate, 

Camp Hamilto: Morris Tawney, 
Cannon, Handy, Newlands, Tayler, Ohio 
Capron Harmer, Northwa: aion, Ala. 
Hartman, Norton, Todd, 
Castle, Heatwole, ell, Tongue, 
Catchin Henderson, Ogden, Underwood, 
Chicke: à Henry, Conn. Otey, Vandiver, 
Clardy, Henry, Ind. Otjen, Ve) e, 
Clarke kas, Hinrichse: 8 Waisworth, 
rke, N. chsen, wo: 
yton, Hitt, Pierce, Tenn. Walker, Mass. 
Cochran, Mo. Hopkins, Pitney, Walker, Va 
e, Howard, Powers, anger, 
ding, Howe, h, Warner, 
Colson, Howell, EE ason, Wheeler, Ala. 

'onnell, nuns ic te, N.C. 

‘ooney, Hunter, Rixey, Wilber, 
Cooper, Tex. Hurley, Robbins, Williams, 
Cooper, Wis. Jett, bertson, La. n, 

Cor! Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Ind. 0 
Cousins, Johnson, N. Dak. Royse, Young, 
Cranford, Jones, Va. Sauerhering, Zenor. 
Crump, Jones, W. Bayens, 
Crumpacker, Joy, Settle, 
Cummings, err, Shafroi 
So the motion to ope ca was rejected. 
Mr. KLEBERG. „Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SAYERS, is 


unavoidably absent, attending a meeting of a conference commit- 
tee. Lask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman's request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.GRIGGS. I wish to inquire if the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. BOUTELL, has voted on this motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 


has not. 
Mr. GRIGGS. I voted “aye,” and I desire to withdraw my 


vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's vote will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GAINES. I wish to inquire if the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. BENNETT, has voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has not, 


Mr, GAINES. I voted in the negative, and I desire to withdraw 
my yote. If the gentleman from New York were present, he 
would vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow, and not knowing how he would have 
voted on this question, I will withdraw my vote. 


The SPEA The gentleman’s vote will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to inquire if the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. McCLELLAN, has voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE, Then I desire to withdraw my 
vote and to be marked present.“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's vote will be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Iam paired with my colleague from Michi- 
gan, Mr. Spaupinc. Not knowing how he would vote on this 
proposition, I desire to withdraw my negative vote and to be re- 
corded ‘‘ present.” 

w: PACKER of Pennsylvania. I desire to be recorded“ pres- 
ent.” 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Mesick with Mr. BURKE. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLarpy. 

Mr. Brosivs with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr, CaTCHINGs, 

Mr. THORP with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. FischEn with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. HINRICHSEN. 

Mr. Cotson with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. Royse with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr, SPRAGUE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr, VANDIVER. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Mr. Hamiuron with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina. 

Mr. STURTEVANT with Mr. SLAYDEN, 

Mr, Barney with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr, BOTKIN, 

Mr, Foss with Mr. Surrn of Kentucky. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. BREWSTER with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE, 

Mr. Qurdd with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr, Mrers of Indiana. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. MCALEER, 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Mann with Mr. JETT, 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BRANTLEY, 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois with Mr. GRIdds. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr, Howe with Mr. GUNN. 

Mr. Lovznixd with Mr. CocHRan of Missouri. 

Mr, MITCHELL with Mr. COONEY. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. DE VRIES, 

Mr. Dorr with Mr. DRIGdS. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE, 

Mr. WISE with Mr. Norton of South Carolina, 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. Youna of Pe lyania with Mr. BENTON, 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr, BLAND. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. Horxiss with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. BRUCKER. 

Mr. Wu. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Swanson, 

Mr, WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. Prrney with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. Ropryson of Indiana, 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr, SHELDEN with Mr. Topp. 

Mr. Beacu with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr, LANHAM. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. SNOVER with Mr. HARTMAN, 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. DAVEY. 


pro tempore. 
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Mr. Rozpsrys with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Mr. COCHRANE of New York with Mr. FowLER of North Caro- 


Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. LATIMER, 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN, 
For this day: 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. LAMB. 
. LITTAUER with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
. SAUERHERDING with Mr. HUNTER. 
. WILBER with Mr. MEEKISON. 
. CODDING with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. SULZER. 
. JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. BERRY, 
. BULL with Mr. Brewer. 
. KULP with Mr. VINCENT. 
. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. FITZGERALD. 
GREEN of Massachusetts with Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. JoHnson of North Dakota with Mr. HANDY. 
Mr. HuLL with Mr. MARSHALL, 
On this vote: 
Mr. OTJEN with Mr. SAYERS, 
The result of the yote was announced as above recorded, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BAILEY. Iunderstand that I made a mistake in saying, a 
few moments ago, that the Galveston News had not a 
Democratic candidate for ten years; and as I have no desire to do 
an injustice to any man or any paper, I desire to withdraw that 
statement. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe House take a recess 
until 8 o'clock. 5 

Mr. LOUD. Against that I raise the point that the last vote 
showed no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California 
makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the 
House take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Bar) asks unanimous consent that the House take a recess 
uni 8 AE 15 bert 8 

75 IL object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I move that the House take a recess 
until 8 o'clock. : 

Mr, PAYNE. What has become of my motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that 
motion when the point of no quorum has been made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman make the point of no 

uorum? 
z The SPEAKER pro tempore. That point has been made. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for the regular order, which I suppose is a 
count by the Speaker. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Miers of Indiana) there were—ayes 47, noes 39. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 31 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Tuesday, July 5, 1898, at 12 o’clock noon. 


— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of 8 in response to the joint resolution of Con- 

ess approved May 28, 1898, relating to a ship canal at Sabine 
Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. r 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry C. Browneagainst The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. i 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans. 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Francis B. Appling against U States to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findi filed by the court in the case of 
John W. Hall and James P. The United States to 


the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmi a list of the 
names of all civilians appointed to positions in the Volunteer 
Army since April 24, 1898—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
ee pale and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 162) to provide for 
holding terms of the United States circuit and district courts at 
Butte, Mont., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
bya report 5 1640); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7343) 
authorizing the Commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company to pay certain dividends barred by the act of February 
21, 1881, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a ag eed (No. 1641); which said bill and report were referred to 
ouse Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4717) author- 
izing the use of typewriting machines for the recording of deeds 
and other instruments of 5 the office of the recorder of 
deeds of the District of Columbia, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1643); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. FENTON, from the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 8631) for the relief of Gustavus Cooley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1642); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

com following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

2 Br McRAE: A bill (H. R. 10878) to prevent the free use of 
timber or stone on public lands, except by bona fide settler miners, 
residents, and prospectors, for firewood, fencing, building, mining, 
and other domestic purposes, and for other purposes - to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 10879) to provide American 
register for the steamer Windward, presented to Lieut. R. E. 
Peary, United States Navy—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
55 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 10880) grantingan 
extension of letters patent No. 244898—to the Co ttee on Pat- 


ents. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 10881) to authorize Clifton 
R. Brec to accept a medal presented to him by the Rus- 
sian Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. McCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEEKISON: A bill (H. R. 10883) to remoye the 85 00 y 
of desertion from the record of John Doan, late of Company O, 
One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment Ohio Yolunteers—to the 
Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill R. 10884) 
pension to James M. Travis—to the ttee on Inv 


~ PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following | acpi and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of Sarah A. Hoskins 
for extension of letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of J. G. Parks and 2 other citi- 
zens of Dearborn County, Ind., in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 10167, for a natural standard of value and a national 
money Paap the Committee on Ways and Means. 


anting a 
id Pensions, 


B WE: Resolution of the Irish National Club of New 
Yo x City, Edward O'Flaherty, president, in opposition to theso- 
called “Anglo-Saxon alliance to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
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y Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Baral A. McCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of veterans of the civil war resi in Hunting- 
don County, Pa., in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 2260, 
granting pensions to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served 
ninety days or more durin, c 
ows and minor children of such—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MEEKISON: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
removal of the charge of desertion against John Doan, late of 
Company C, One hun and sixty-eighth Ohio Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Rev. J. T. Closson and others, of 
Lebanon, Me., asking for the passage of a bill to forbid the sale 
of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 2, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m, 

Prayer by Rey. J. F. HEISSE, of the city of Washington. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ingof the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 
THE FREEDMEN’S HOSPITAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 30th ultimo, certain information relative to 
the management of the Freedmen’s Hospital; which, with the 
accom anying papers was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict o umbia, and order to be printed. 

JOHN C. COLEMAN, 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9874) for the relief of John C. Coleman, 
Emanuel County, Ga., reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


re» 
of 


Mr. DAVIS. Is the morning business closed? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
closed. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 259, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota, that the ate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for an- 
nexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not think there are more than 
ten Senators 8 I suggest the want of a 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. BATE. There are m ten present, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Elkins, artin, Shoup, 
a Fairbanks, Mitchell, Spooner, 
5 Frye, organ, War 
Berry, Gear, Morrill, Sulli 
Burrows, Hale, Teller, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Perkins, Turley, 
Clay.” Hawi oe gs Wolno 
3 wle 8 etmore, 
Cockrell, Heitfeld, Pritchard, te. 
Dene Lindsa — 5 
Deboe. Lodge.’ À, 


ge, „ 
The VIOE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m.). 
ee Senators have answered to their names. A quorum is 
resent. 
z Mr. HOAR. I rise to morning business, with the leave of the 
Senator who has the floor. 
Mr, PETTIGREW. Certainly. 
WINSLOW WARREN. 
Mr. HOAR, Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4806) for the relief of Winslow 
arren, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask 


leave to put it on its passage. 
Mr. ELL, Let it be read for information, 
Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read for information. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
Whereas Winslow Warren, of Boston. oner of the circuit 
tts, is justly entitled 
the years 


„Mass, a co 
t of the United States for the district of Massac’ 
tee ces 1 so and by the appoi y ine 
Pe a SRS, tment 
on. Pu judge of the cu e toe the 


the war of the rebellion, and to wid- | full 


pa 
ennessee suggests 


Massachusetts, by 
eee Eana special examiner to examine the records, files, 


t tothe court on the com- 
he has not been compen- 


Be it enacted, etc., That 8 the Treasury be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to said Winslow Warren the sum of $500, 
for the claim due him as aforesaid. 

Mr. HOAR. I can make a statement in seconds or 
thereabouts. This Mr. Warren is the old Democratic collector of 
the port of Boston, When an old clerk went out of office some 
years ago he was appointed by Judge Putnam to examine the 
clerk’s accounts, not merely the accounts that are returned into 
the Department here, but especially the accounts for moneys paid 
into court, the accounts which did not go at that time at any rate, 
and I do not think they now go, through the ordinary Treasury 
accounting. 

That has been the custom in Massachusetts from the beginning 
of the Government. The clerk had been in office a great while 
and it was a very important security to the parties and to the 
public to have it done. This gentleman was one of the commis- 
sioners and he was appointed by Judge Putnam a special exam- 
iner for this purpose. Judge 


of said court, and to re 


ice and it toth aren E r. Atta veo hes, 
service and reported it to the nt, ; rney 
Olney writes a letter to the Department saying that the claim is 
just and reasonable and ought to be paid, but that the Depart- 
ment has not the ae to pay it. 5 
. COCKRELL. Is the bill reported? 

Mr. HOAR. Itis 5 70 5 from the qudiciary Committee. 
The VICE-PRESID . Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

FALSE AFFIDAVITS, ETC. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed ae Committee on the Judiciary. 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6160) to amend section 4746 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it favor- 
ably without amendment. It is a House bill, which I should also 
like to put on its Poe It will take but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESID . The bill will be read by the Secre- 


tary. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


States is hereby amended to read as follows: 
Tha ho knowingly = willfully makes or aids, or assists 


in the making, or in any wise 8 t e presentation of any 
false or fraudulent os eclaration, 5 voucher, or paper or 


tary of the Interior, or who know- 
ingly or willfully makes or causes to be made, or aids or assists in the mak. 
ing, or presents or causes to be presented at any peano agency any power 
of attorney or other paper zog as a voucher in drawing a pension, which 
uent to that upon which it was actually signed or 

r. e ‘ore whom any 


te su 


before and was sworn thereto, or 
owledged the execu! when, in fact, such declarant, afflant. 
or witness did not personally appear before him or was not sworn thereto, 
or did not — Se execution thereof, shall be punished by a fine not 
exceeding $500, or by imprisonment for a term of not more than five years.” 
Mr. HOAR. If I may make one brief statement about this 
bill, I do not myself think it is necessary; but the House of Rep- 
resentatives think it is necessary, the ent of the Interior 
think it is necessary, and the Pension Office think it is necessary, 
It was drawn in the Department. 

Under the existing law the making of blank affidavits or blank 
certificates or jurats to be filled up fraudulently, which is a com- 
mon practice, can only be punished where it is proved to be done 
to defraud the United States, That has to be alleged and proved. 

The law officers of the e think that if a pension agent 
or claim agent or anybody having a transaction with that 8 0 
ment has on hand a lot of blank jurats or blank certificates, b 
testimony signed by witnesses in blank to be filled up afterwards, 
and if they are filled up in aid of an honest claim 8 the Gov- 
ernment, that is not doing it to defraud the United States. I do 
not think so. I think it is a fraud on the United States to impose 
on its officers as a genuine affidavit or a genuine certificate of the 
facts contained in it a paper which was signed in blank by the 
man who signed it and tilled up But if the practice 
is otherwise, if the Department think it is otherwise, it is better 
to make it clear; and accordingly the Judiciary Committee unani- 
mously recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And this bill covers that kind of an affidayit? 

Mr. HOAR. This bill is to cover that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? š 


paper or writing pe 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- | District of Columbia; which was read by its title, and referred to 


tee of the Whole, 
The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 10877) to amend chapter 42 of the acts of the second 
session of the Fifty-first Congress; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GEAR promod a memorial of Aug. Wentz Post, No. 1, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Keokuk, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the erection of a monument to the 
late Gen. Albert Pike; which was ordered to bie on the table. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of the Democratic conven- 
tion of Hamilton County, Fla., praying for the imposition of an 


import duty of 50 per cent ad valorem and 5 cents ye pound on 1 


all long-staple cotton imported into the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a resolution adopted at a joint 
meeting of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, Order of Railway Conductors, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, and the Order of Railway Teleg- 
raphers, held at Philadelphia, Pa., June 5, 1898, favoring the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 917) to 
rovide for the maintenance of the Free Public Library of the 
District of Columbia, to move that it be med indefinitely, 
the legislation having been effected in the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. - 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1 granting a pension to Charles Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 4668) granting a pension to Maggie Morris; and 

A bill (H. R. 7971) granting a pension to Mary L. Cook, 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5463) granting an honorable 
discharge to Prentice Holmes, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 4840) to pro- 
vide for a force of colored troops in the Volunteer Army of the 
United States. 

OWNERS OF SHIP ACHILLES, 


Mr. FRYE. I report back 1 without amendment from 

the Committee on Foreign Relations the bill (H. R. 4629) for the 

relief of the owners of the ship Achilles. This is an act of mere 

justice, which has been delayed altogether too long, and therefore 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

i * and here 
ge 8 
for expenses incurred in ing, provisioning, and landing at Montevideo 
the crew of the wrecked American ship Arabia, in June, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? y 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ELL. Why was not this claim settled before? 

Mr. FRYE. Idonot know. This ship was occupied twenty- 
eight days, and itlanded 8 people at Montevideo. The 
law allowed only 810 a head. Of course the demurrage of the ship 
alone was a deal more than $10 a head. The matter ought 
to have been attended to before. The bill just the House, 
and I report it promptly. It came to the committee yesterday. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 4838) for restoration to 
the active list of Lieut, R. H. Townley, retired, of the United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASO introduced a bill (S. 4839) to establish the grade of 
vice-admiral in the United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 180) 


creating a commission for the sale of United States lots in the 


the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
LAND IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, directed toin- 


form the Senate by whom and under what ity reserv 
the city of Washington. is occupied.” — ae Tae 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O, L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the ist instantapproved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 129) to amend “An act for the correction of the 
military record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1892; 
3 (S. 873) to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin 

iggins; 

An act (S. 1737) to correct the military record of Patrick Han- 


ey; 

An act (S. 2063) to authorize the White and Black River Valley 
Railway Company to build a bridge across the Black River in 
Arkansas; 

An act (S. 3277) to authorize appointment of a military store- 
keeper in the Army; and 

An act (8. 17850 extending the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I desire to ask leave of absence 
from the Senate. Very important business matters which require 
my attention compel me to make this request. I did not desire, 
under all the circumstances, to absent myself without making the 
request. I have been away from home now some seven months 
in attendance upon the sessions of the Senate. Living so far away, 
of course the distance prevents me from making trips as other 
Senators may do to attend to private matters, and only business of 
= gravest importance leads me to ask permission to leave at this 

me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made i the Senator from Montana? The Chair hears none, and 
leave of absence is granted. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 10877) to amend chapter 42 of the acts of the 
second session of the Fifty-first Congress was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex- 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

. PETTIGREW addressed the Senate. After having spoken 
forty minutes, 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I sug: the absence of a quo- 
rum. Having counted the members of the Senate now here, I 
find that there is not a quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
yields to the Senator from Texas, who suggests the absence of a 
quorum. That suggestion being made, the Secretary is directed 
to call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, uay, 
Allen, Deboe, Kyle, 50 
Allison, Elkins, 8 er, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, M Stewart, 
Berry, Foraker, Martin, Teller, 
Burrows, ©, Mason, Turley, 
Cannon, G Morgan, e, 
Carter A Morrill, Wellington, 
Chilton, Hale, Nelson, Wetmore, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Pasco, Wilson. 
Cockre Howie? Pritchard, 

Cockrell, eee Pri rd, 

Cullom, Heitfeld, Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present 


VOTING OF VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 


Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from South Dakota proceeds, I 
wish to say that I should like at some convenient time to the Sen- 
ate to ask to have put upon its passage the bill authorizing volun- 
teer soldiers during the war with Spain to vote at Congressional 
elections, in accordance with the policy which was adopted during 
the late war. The bill has passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will yield to the Senator at this time for 
that ž 

Mr. OAR. I 


suppose that bill will not take up any time for 
debate. I should lik: 


ə to ask to have it taken up now; and if it 
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shall lead to any debate, I shall postpone ang for its considera- 
tion until some other time. I ask that that bill be now put upon 


its e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
kindly state the Calendar number of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. It is Order of Business 1401, being the bill (H. R. 
10550) to enable volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain to 
vote at Congressional elections. It was reported favorably from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections day before yesterday. 

Mr. PETTUS. I do not think that bill ought to pass, and I ob- 
ject to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection ismade to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. : 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama if it will 
be agreeable to him at some early time that this bill may be called 
up for consideration? The session is approaching its termination, 
we hope, and I should like to do my duty to the committee and to 
the Senate. 

Mr. PETTUS. I think the Senator from Massachusetts always 
does his duty, but I do not think. having the opinion of that bill 
that I have, that I ought to further its passage in any way, as I 
consider it very objectionable. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not ask that. I do not think it would be 
proper for me to ask the Senator having the present matter in 
charge to interrupt the flow of debate, as I said before; but I wish 
to ask the Senator from Alabama if it will be agreeable to him if 
Ishall call this bill up at some early time hereafter? I do not ask 
him, of course, to support it or to further its passage, but only to 
see whether we can dispose of it. Of course, I suppose the Sena- 
tor will oppose it. 

Mr. Pertus and Mr. FRYE addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Pettvs] has the floor for 5 of eee] a question put 
to him by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. - 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I do not think I 12 8 to con- 
sent to the consideration of that bill until it is regularly reached 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then, I will give notice that at some 
early and convenient time, when the Senate is not occupied with 
the discussion of the measure now pending, I shall move to take 
that bill up. 

INCREASED FORCE OF ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr, DAVIS. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota has 
the floor on the pending resolution. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. sident—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from South Dakota yielding, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10561) to increase the force of the Ordnance Department. 

Mr. DAVIS, Is that a war measure? g 

Mr. CARTER. It is a war measure, and it is important that it 
should be disposed of at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Montana? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 5 of an act entitled An act reorganizing the several staff 
corps of the Army,” 2 June 23, 1874, be, and the same is hereby, 


amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5. The Ordnance Department shall consist of 1 Chief of Ordnance, 
with the rank, pay, and emoluments of a brigadier-general; 4 colonels, 5 
lieutenant-colonels, 12 majors, 24 captains, 20 first lieutenants. 

“A chief ordnance officer may be assigned to the staff of an army ora corps 
commander, and while so assigned have the rank, pay, and allowances 
ofa lieutenant-colonel. A chief ordnance officer quay be assigned to the staff 
of a division commander, and while so assigned s have the rank, pay,and 
allowances of a major.” 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish the Senator in charge of the bill 
would give the reasons and the necessity for this measure, I un- 
derstand there have been appointed two majors for every regi- 
ment,,and that the law allows only one. I see twelve majors are 
provided for here. I have been looking for legislation to take care 
of the surplus majors. We have more officers now in the Army, 
almost, than privates. 

Mr, CART. I will state that this relates only to the Regu- 
lar Army and not to the volunteer service of the United States, 

Mr. FRYE. And to the ordnance branch only. 

Mr. CARTER, The additional officers and the additional grade 
here provided are essential in many ways—for instance, to furnish 
a chief of ordnance to each army corps and division in the field, 
and for all independent armies operated. There is no provision 
of law makin Z eee officers available for that work. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We have always had a surplus of officers 
= the Regular Army, and now we are creating a great number 

ore, 


Mr. CARTER. The Senator will find that is not the case here. 
The grade is somewhat increased, it is true, but the Chief of the 
Ordnance Department assured the committee of this body and of 
the other as well that this bill is necessary for the efficient ad- 
ministration of theOrdnance Department. The great increase in 
coast defenses, and the amount of construction now in progress 
under private contract, as well as at public places, requires the 
assignment of ordnance officers who are not now available for the 
purpose, and I am sure the Senator would find on full investiga- 
tion that the bill is entirely meritorious and should be passed. It 
i the unanimous approval of the Military Committees of both 

ouses. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam not satisfied. Iam not doing this 
for delay, however. 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill seems to be leading to debate, and I ob- 
ject to its further consideration at present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply wish to ask the Senator from 
Montanaaquestion. I understand that there have been appointed 
two majors for each regiment where the law allows only one. 

r Mr. HAWLEY. The law for the new Volunteer Army allows 
Wo. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that one of these positions 
leaves no duty to be performed at all by the lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am sorry the Senator does not understand 
the proposition at all. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam trying to get information from the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The proper regiment now, under the law, is a 
regiment of three battalions of four companies each. Two majors 
can take peop command of two battalions, and a lieutenant- 
colonel is made to act as another major, so to speak. Each bat- 
talion of four companies has a commander under the colonel. It 
resembles a brigade in its formation. That is the formation 
adopted by all the nations of Europe. We are the last nation to 
adopt the twelve-battalion formation. 

r. CARTER, This bill does not relate to the regimental or- 
ganization at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; not at all. 

Mr. CARTER. Itispurelyabureauorganization, having charge 
of the ordnance, both in the matter of construction and the matter 
of maintaining the ordnance branch of the publicservice. I trust 
the Senator from Minnesota will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. If there can be a vote without further debate, I 
shall interpose no further objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand the bill relates purely and 
simply to the Ordnance Department and to the Regular Army, and 
does not take care of the surplus majors. 

Mr. CARTER: Yes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res, 259) to provide for annex- 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

r. NELSON. Iask the Senator from South Dakota to yield 
to me that I may call up a bill which will not give rise to debate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask Senate to pat on its passage the bill 
(H. R. 10477) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 
county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build or author- 
ize the building of a foot and wagon bridge across the St. Louis 
River, between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point near Fond 
du Lac, in said State of Minnesota,” approved June 11, 1896. 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall object to any further business at present 
except the 168 85 order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW resumed his speech. After having spoken 
for an hour and five minutes, 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield tome 
to make a sug tion to the Chair? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that there is not a quorum of the Senate present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HansprovGH in the chair). 
The Senator from Indiana suggests the absence of a quorum, and 
the Secre will call the roll. 

Mr. WHI Mr. President, it ought to be stated that there 
are, I think, but six or seven Senators present on the other side of 


\ the Chamber. 
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re GORMAN. I object to any statement. Let the roll be 


Mr. ‘WHITE. Well, the statement has been made 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Fairbanks, 12 ecm T, 

rik G: if er, Mitchell, Thurston, 
Berry, 3 Money, Turley, 
Hager Boren erkina, W proie, 
88 Hansbrough, ettigrew, Wellington, 
Clay,” Hawley Pritchard Wolcott. 
Saxon, J eee: Kev. Proctor, 5 
Davis, 5 Y, 
Elkins, M e, 


P, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators haring a- 
swered to their names, & 1 is present. The Senator 


South Dakota will j 
resumed his speech, After having spoken 


Mr. PETTIGRE 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


ten minutes, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from South Dakota kindly yields to 
me that I may make a rt from the committee of conference on 
the deficiency appropriation bill, which I think will take but a 
short time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wi:son in the chair), The 
report of the committee of conference will be read. 

e Secretary read the report, as follows; 


ing votes of the two Houses 
making 


ti to supply de: n the a for ear ending 
ren 1s and for prior years, an 3 met. after 
Tull free erence have to 


That tho Senate Teoede from ts amendments numbered 
ne ths House receo rota i r ent to the amendments ot Y 
EROE E D A D MA RA R G A E 
‘ * . . g s3 
Sh NB tle eb ha r a 
ge E 


5, 8, 9, 47, 49, 
and 215. 5 


same. 
hat the Hi recede from its disagreement to the amendment of th: 
Beaute 1 3 13, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
amendmen’ the “Rela “insert the following: 


line 2 of said we of = 
2 tion in full not exceeding $1,500, which sum is hereby appro- 
same. 


“at a compensa’ 
priated;” and the Senate to the 

That the House recede from its ent tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Faton OE EnO MAOT fi eng DT 10a mrp 3 
for the fiscal year 180, 2700, aad tho Senate agree to nme Tt 

‘or the ‘ear * © same. 
t the House recede trom ite ment to the amendment of the 

bered 28, and : 


Sees aires etd peet i a e don n ol ateg Iy ry P tenon cee 
0 OS no pay- 
— ha mad 3 


ant Se Senate agree to the same. 
t to the amendment of the 
81, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
of thefcllowing: © Provided, ‘That nopartof this eam sbail bs e pended 
2 no sum 
3 V building; and the Sen- 


t to the amendments of the 
to ino sano with an amendment ai 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 8 

es of the officers and clerks of the mint at New Or La., shall be 

the same in number and amount for the fiscal year 1899 as for che gag rn 
n 


1898, and for this purpose the sum of $6,750 is hereby appro: 

tion to the Perit appropriate in is T 

appropriation act for year 1899; ” and the Senate 
that the House recede from its th 


In line 2 of said amendment, after the word Dako’ we 
“fiscal year ;” and the Senate agree same, 

That the House 0 its t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 44, and to the same with an amen t as follows: 
In line 8 of said amendment, after word same,“ insert the words fiscal 
year 1899; and the Senate to 

t thd House recede its t to the t of the 
Senate numbered 59, an: to an as 8 
the ma’ out by said band thereto the fol 


courts the ; 
fafo upon tie police Gurt Wie sal Ferdi e dufte {niora 


tion to andas part of their duties in said police court;” and the Senate agree 
0 e. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Transpose the matter inserted by said amendment to come in after line 16, 
117, of the bill; and the Senate agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“That the jurisdiction over the places pure for the location of t 
Branches | = mgs pe Home for eee Nr 1 under and 

ES an ac 3 — appro’ y 23, 1888, in Grant Coun 
State of Indianas aad upon w. said Branch Home is located, and by 2 
ity of an act of Congress sppraren June 4, 1897, at the town of Danville, in 
the county of Vermilion, State of Illinois,’ and upon which said Branch is 

hereby ced tive States in which said Branches 


pair the A stakes Kaa Esa contunspn A ths Veer nto 
WETS an ‘ore erred upon rs 
of the Nal onal idiers in and over said 


as the residents of the respective States where forest res- 
ervations exist or may hereafter be set apart;"” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede fro: 
Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of the ma inserted 
“And so much of the trust vested in said 
shall remain 


Senate numbered 
In lieu of the matter 


and 
additional of physician employed by contract for the Indians of th: 
Walker e aia x i the 


Senate to the same, 
That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
agree 


proposed ; 
page 100 of the after line 24, insert as a separate paragraph the folowing: 
Total charting of pay to increased force of Regular <3 this act, 


$4,017,804.” 
And on 102 of the bill, in line 16, after the word insert 
the words “, at 7 cents per mile.” sa: mart 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its 


Senate numbered 205, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 475;” and, after said amendment, 
insert asa r the f. 2 

„ ee ne MOE ET aT, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘What the House recede from its t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 213, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “$17,000;" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 214, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert $28,400; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same, 

On the amendment of the Senate numbered 30 the committee of confer- 
ence have been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 


W. B. ALLISON. 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. G. CANNON, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the zopari of the committee of conference, If there be no objec- 
tion, the report will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
what are the items which are now involved in disagreement? 

Mr. HALE, It is a complete agreement upon everything with 
the exception of the Pacific Railroad matter, upon which the 
conferees do not agree and which will be reported to the House 
for the action of that body, y 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to say with relation to 
that matter, not to consume any time at all unnecessarily, that 
there can be no concession, as far as the railroad interests are in- 
volved, regarding that amendment without a protest here which 
will be prolonged, I think, much more than se ei anticipates. 
In considering the subject, I trust that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate will remember the conditions surrounding this sub- 

ect and recollect that there can be no recession without a dispute 
ere which is too disagreeable, in view of the atmospheric condi- 
tions, to anticipate. ' 

If any additional time is attempted to be given for the payment 
of the railroad’s indebtedness, or if any new privileges are sought 
to be conferred on the Central Pacific oad, such amendments 


t to the amendment of the 


not be permitted without an indefinite contest. I am deter- 
— — to prevent the according of any new advantages to this 


ed 
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railroad. The whole matter may be stricken out of this bill with 
my consent, but it can not be altered in the railroad's interest. 
Nur. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendment No. 30. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the 2 votes of the two Houses 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill 12 R. 10280) to require the 

Brightwood Railway Company to abandon its overhead trolley on Kenyon 

street, between Seventh and Fourteenth streets, having met, after full and 

free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
ve Houses as follows: 

t the House recede fromits disagreement to the first amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same amended as follows: At the end of the 
.. amount nacsemary for tbe equipment 

not 0 gate ex © amount n or 
aforesaid, and the total outstanding bonds and stock shail in no event exceed 
the sum of $150,000 per mile of single track; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the second amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same. 


J. W. BABCOCK, 
G. M. CURTIS, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was agreed to, 
ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for an- 
nexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW resumed his speech. After having spoken 
thirty minutes, ; 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield to me 
for a moment? I would not make the suggestion I am about to 
make if there were a reasonable number of Senators present, but 
there are by actual count, including the Presiding cer, twelve 
Senators in the Chamber. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HANSBROUGH in chair). 
The Senator from Georgia suggests the absence of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll. : 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon, Elkins, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Baker, Fairbanks, yle, Quay, 
Bate, Foraker, Lodge, pooner, 
Berry, Frye, McBride, Sullivan, 
Burrows, = Mallory, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Money, Turley, 
Caffery, ‘anna, Morgan, ‘Warren. 
Carter, Hansbrough, elson, Wellington, 
Clark, rris, Perkins, Wi 
Gut 5 Heeli, Potten yi z 

om, e 
Davis, oar, Pritchard. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names, A quorum is present. a 

Mr. PETTIGREW resumed his speech. After having spoken 
one hour and five minutes, ; À 

Mr, ALLEN. Mr. President, this is a very interesting docu- 
ment that the Secretary is reading, and I think a quorum ought 
to be present to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska sug 
gests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Elkins, 5 uay, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Mcbride, oup, 
m, Foraker, ory, Spooner, 

Baker, Frye, Mantle, Stewart, 

te, Gallinger, m. Sullivan, 

TTY, Gear, Money, Teller, 
Burrows, Gorman, Morgan, Thurston, 
Butler, Hale, Nelson, ley, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Pasco, Turpie, 
Clark, Harris, Penrose, Warren. 
Clay, Hawley, Perkins, Wellington, 
Cockrell, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pettus, White, 
Davis, Kyle, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
De Lindsay, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW resumed his speech. After having spoken 
for fifteen minutes, 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield to me 
for a moment in order that I may ask the Senate to take up a 

te pension bill which I am anxious to have b 

other branch of Congress before it adjourns? If it were a Honse 


bill. Ty d not the ind 
Ur. GREW. I yield Senator from Pennsylvania. 


ELIZA M. MILLER. 


Mr. QUAY. Lask unanimous consent for the present consider - 
or 5 the bill (S. 4382) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

. Miller, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been ed 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, 
after the word “late,” to insert ‘‘ first;” and in Jine 8, before the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out twenty“ and insert ‘‘seventeen;” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza M. Miller, widow of 
James H. Miller, late first lieutenant compy H. Fifty-fifth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the ra $17 per month in lieu of that 


which she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN SEAMEN, 


Mr. WHITE. Upon one occasion an effort was made to call 
up the bill (S. 95) to amend the laws relating to American sea- 
men, for the protection of such seamen, and to promote com- 
merce. The bill was under consideration for quite a while in the 
Committee on Commerce and has been very carefully considered 
by the chairman of the committee and other members. The whole 
committee agreed finally that the chairman and I should look 
over the subject, and after much deliberation we have reached 


an ment as to all of its 3 
I should like very much to have the bill taken up and passed in 
the Senate as soon as possible. While I have no desire to dictate 


the hour or to attempt to do so or to urge it upon anybody, I sug- 
1 that the importance of the matter involved in the bill, whic 
think is thoroughly and generally understood, would suggest its 
early consideration. It would have been di d of last evening, 
haps, had it not been that Senators, in the discharge of their 
uty of course, felt it n to object, because there were not 
cient members of the body here mopedy to consider it. I 
hope this Saturday evening we will be able to take it up and dis- 
pose of it, so as to let it go tothe House. There is no controversy 
in the measure and it will not create any debate. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose the Senator from California asks unani- 
mous consent that at 5 o'clock the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside and that the bill he has referred to be considered? 
oo E. I will be very glad to make that request, and I 

0 80. E 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request that 
at 5 o'clock the bill named the Senator from California be 
= up hd consideration? e Chair hears none, and that will 

e order, - 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex- 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Vr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this is a government of 
limited powers, possessing only such attributes of sovereignty as 
are conferred upon it by the titution, such as were released 
to it and conferred upon it specially by the sovereign States that 
compose the Union. It is evident from the discussion already had, 
in fact, it has been conclusively proven, that the annexation of 
these islands by joint resolution finds no authority in the Consti- 
tution; that it, in fact, is a method in violation of the Constitu- 
tion, because no such power has been conferred upon this Goy- 
ernment by the Constitution. 

But I believe it is equally well admitted that we have the power 
and the right to annex these islands by treaty; thatsuch a method 
would be constitutional. As Iam op to the annexation of 
the Hawaiian islands by treaty or otherwise, as my objection 
goes further than the objection that it is unconstitutional to 
proceed in this manner, I do not care to discuss the constitutional 
question. If the method were constitutional, if the power were 
complete and ample, still I should oppose the annexation of the 
islands, because I believe there is no argument which can be pre- 
sented as a matter of expediency in favor of the annexation, and 
no benefit can be pointed out to the people of the United States 
that will come therefrom, 

I can see the advantage tothe people whoreside upon the islands. 
Thatis clear. They go into partnership with the greatest nation 
of the world, with the richest people on the globe. What man 
would decline an equal partnership with the richest men in the 
world, and a roe residing within the Tropics, comparatively 
poor, would e a partnership with us? But where is our 
advantage? 
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Senators advocating the annexation of these islands sit silent 
while a most momentous debate is going on, While the test 
question ever presented for the Senate to decide is being discussed 
nothing comes from their lips. We fought this contest in secret 
session. We who oppose the annexation of the islands urged that 
the debate should be carried on in public, before the American 
people. For weeks we discussed this question and the friends of 
annexation presented their side of the argument. Why are they 
now silent? They were beaten in that debate, driven to the wall, 
unable to answer our contentions, silenced absolutely, and failed 
to secure annexation in a constitutional manner, by a treaty. 

Now, when we get before the American people so absolutely 
vanquished were they that they are ashamed to present their side 
of the case, All we hear is what we see in the public press, talk 


o ROCA 


SY 


— 


currents flow toward Manila by the Hawaiian Islands when a 
ship starts from San Francisco, unfavorable currents from the 
same spot encounter that ship onits return. It is as essential to 
have favorable currents to return as to go. Therefore, steam 
vessels follow the shortest route. Their course is dictated by 
reason. Commerce on the Pacific follows the shortest route, 


about the sugar trust and the evil influences that prompt the op- 
ponents of annexation to this combat. No reason is given why 
the islands should be annexed and no statement of benefits that 
can come to the people of this country from their annexation. 

In the debate a few days ago I answered what seemed to be the 
only argument I could hear of why the islands should be annexed. 
That argument was that they were on the road to Manila, that 
we needed them for a coaling station and a stopping place, and 
that while the distance was hundreds of miles farther then by our 
own islands, the Aleutian chain, still the currents, the winds, 
made this route more desirable. 

Mr. President, if a coaling station to a certain point on the 
globe has a current in favor of the ship going to that point, the 
same current has to be encountered coming aok. If favorable 


KISKA ISLANDS, 


ALASKA. 


The fact of the matter is that the Japan current flowing along by 


the western coast of the United States turns west below San Fran- 
cisco and flows by the Hawaiian Islands. Itsspeed is from half a 
knot to 1 knot per hour. A vessel going west goes with it. When 
that vessel returns it comes against it, for it flows the year round, 
Of what use is a coaling station unless it is good both ways? 
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If a vessel going west from San Francisco should follow the 
shortest route, it is said it would combat the Japan current cross- 
ing the Pacific. This is not true. The Japan current reaches only 
to the forty- fourth degree of north latitude. South of that line it 
flows enst. A vessel crossing the Pacific south of the forty-fourth 
degree of north latitude would combat the Japan current, but the 
vessels that cross the Pacific upon the shortest route from San 
Francisco or Vancouver pass north of the fifty-first degree of north 
latitude, in a calm sea, going and coming, without any current to 
combat or any current to assist. The consequence is that avessel 
sailing from Vancouver to Manila would sail only 6,000 miles, and 
in that 6,000 miles could touch at Unalaska and at Kiska, two har- 
bors of our own. A vessel sailing 10 knots an hour can reach 
Manila in twenty-four days from Puget Sound, 

Our transports carrying troops for Manila have been on the way 
more than a month, and the slowest ship in the lot can sail more 
than 10 knots. They left San Francisco by the 7,000-mile route. 
They went down into the region of the equator instead of going 
the northern route. Our boys have been cooped ap now for more 
than a month. Itis thirty days since they left Honolulu, in the 
Tropics, where the heat is almost intolerable, Instead of being 
sent by the northern route, a thousand miles less in distance, 
through a cool and comfortable climate, we sent them into the 
region of typhoons and storms along the Tropics at this time of 
the year—an affair unheard of. They started over that broad 
expanse of the Pacific from Honolulu to Manila, 5,000 miles, with- 
out a haven or a harbor, without any chance to be communicated 
with, while if the flotilla had started from Puget Sound, going 
along our own coast across the Pacific, through cool and comfort- 
able waters, in fifteen days it would have been at Yokohama, Ja- 

There we would have heard from it. It could have stopped 
again at Nagasaki. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator if it is not possible 
that the troops have gone to the Ladrone Islands, having landed 
there under orders from the powers that be? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Well, if they have been ordered to the 
Ladrones, it would be just about as smart a performance as some 
of the other orders that have been issued in this controversy. 
Stop at the Ladrones! I hardly charge the Administration with 
that, Mr. President. I leave that for its friends. 

As I said before, a vessel leaving Puget Sound (and from Puget 
Sound our operations should be carried on in the Pacific), sailing 
10 knots an hour, would reach Manila in twenty-four days. Our 
vessels left Honolulu on the 3d of June. It is now the 2d of July, 
and still they have not arrived at Manila. They have been coo 
up in those shipsin the Tropics, with disease and discomfort, when 
we had a route a thousand miles shorter and a cooler climate on 
a healthful course, without ocean currents either way; a route 
traveled by all the great steamship companies, a route traveled 
w every ship that crosses the Pacific, unless it has business at 

onolulu, which compels it to go three days out of its course. 
And yet this absurd proposition that we need these islands as a 
coaling station is presented as a reason why we shall introduce 
into this country an undesirable, tropical, incompetent 1 

Oh, but it is said that the northern route has ice and snow. As 
I showed the other day, it never freezes at Unalaska and it never 
freezes on the Island of Kiska., I find the following item in the 
Post of this city: 

Acting pareta Spaulding has been advised that twenty-five steamers 
and 5 building at Unalaska, AKE ta subport fifth in rank in 
the number of vessels under construction, though the vessels are all light 
draft for Yukon River travel. 

Here is a harbor, one of the very best in the world, a harbor we 
own, a harbor on the track of commerce across the Pacific, a har- 
bor 1,700 miles from Seattlein Puget Sound. Its area is sufficient 
to hold every vessel in the Navy of the United States and nearly 
our entire merchant marine besides. It has 20 fathoms of water. 
I read from Findlay’s North Pacific Ocean and Japan Directory. 
This work I secured from the Navy Department, and itis authority 
with all navigators of the Pacific: 

Dutch (Bay) Harbor or Ulakhta Bay isa fine landlocked harbor, with 15 
to 20 fathoms of water throughout. It stretches southward from the north- 
east point of nak 1} miles, The holding ground in the center is good— 
14 to 15 fathoms over black mud and shells. 

On the eastern side of Unalaska is the small bay of Killiliak (Kiliuluk). 
Unalaska here presents the appearance of bein, divided intotwoparts. The 
bay is perfectly sheltered from all winds—depth, 10 fathoms. 

Unalaska Bay is on the north side of the Island of Unalaska and 
contains within itself two harbors absolutely landlocked, and it 
has already become the fifth shipbuilding point in the United 


States. But, independent of Unalaska, there are several bays and j 


harbors extending along the Aleutian chain that are accessible at 
all times of the year, that never have any ice, and the last one, 
Kiska, is within 500 miles of the coast of Asia. 

I submit that no man of sense or reason in managing his pri- 
vate affairs would neglect this chain of islands, these splendid 
harbors on the shortest route to where he wants to go and pur- 
chase or annex a country in the Tropics off from the route where 
he wishes to go? If I were going to build a cable to the Asiatic 
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coast, I would build itfrom Puget Sound, and it would be a thou- 
sand miles shorter than to build it from San Francisco by way of 
Honolulu, and I would touch at the points in Alaska where there 
are forty times more Americans than there are in the Hawaiian 
Islands. Thus I would assist in developing aged | apt empire in 
Alaska which we already own, 500,000 square miles of country, 
in a climate so cold that it can raise men capable of self-govern- 


Dr rr 


f 
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ment. I would touch at Kiska. Iwould make that splendid bay, 
if you want a coaling port, the coaling port upon the route to Asia, 
instead of going down into the center of the Pacific a thousand 
miles off from the route and getting possession of a few tremulous 
islands gathered around active and extinct volcanoes. 

Suppose an enemy should attack us from the Pacific, from 8 
and we had acquired the Hawaiian Islands and fortified Pear 
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coast, and operate from there, sending their 


and coal to that 
int. They could occupy Kiska, or the Bay of Islands, half way 
tween Kiska and 5 and operate from there nearer our 


coast than Hawaii; and yet we propose to get Hawaii in order to 
protect Alaska. If we are going to protect Alaska, we must go 
there to protect it. Everybody knows that, and yet it is one of 
the arguments, foolish, flimsy, worthless, that are offered up in 
order to make an array in favor of annexation, for the Committee 
on Foreign Relations sends in that argument in their report. 

Would we protect the coast of California from Hawaii if we ac- 
quired those islands? From what would we protect it? Armed 
cruisers? Vessels of war? Our cruisers at those islands would be 
of no assistance whatever in protecting our fortsalong the Pacific. 
We have no guns that have arange of 2,000 miles, not an effective 
range, and scarce a ship can sail that distance under forced draft 
without getting out of coal. So the enemy, concluding to attack 
San Francisco, starts around by the Aleutian chain. e expectit 
will come by Honolulu, so we will haye our whole fleet down 
there. They attack San Francisco and their base of suppliesis 

haps in British America, or they have brought barges along 
oaded with coal. K 
. They appear before San Francisco and begin to bombard. We 
cable at once to Hawaii for our fleet, and it hurries and comes 
under full d. Of course it comes in great haste, because the 
enemy are destroying the lives of our people. The Brooklyn, an 
armored cruiser, coming at its best pace, can travel 1,470 miles, 
and then it is out of coal. It is 2,100 miles to San Francisco. The 
New York could travel 1,345 miles, and then it would be out of coal. 
The Columbia could travel 1,814 miles, and then its coal would 
run out. The Minneapolis could travel 1,565 miles and the Olym- 
pia 1,408 miles; and not one of these could reach San Francisco, 
and some of them could not get two-thirds of the way up there. 

But we will suppose they have not hurried, but instead have 
come at the slowest pace, because a ship would consume less coal 
and go more miles if it goes exceedingly slow than if it goes ex- 
ceedingly fast. So the Indiana, steaming at the most economical 
rate, in knots could steam 4,805 miles and get to San Francisco, 
2,100 miles, and engage in a fight for a day or two, and then, of 
course, it consumes coal at the greatest possible speed. She finds 
she can not enter the harbor, because the enemy’s fleet is all 
around the entrance, and therefore she starts back to Honolulu 
for coal. She is obliged to sail in the most economical fashion in 
order to get back. she should fight one day she could barely 
get back, and if she would fight two days she could not get bac 
to this base of supply to renew her coal. ‘ 

The Brooklyn can sail 4,342 miles by the most economic use of 
her coal. She could get up to San Francisco and have just coal 
enough to get back to Honolulu, but would not have time to fight 
at all. The New York would sail 4,486 miles. She could get up 
there and get back, and she could fight of a day, if pretty 
careful, and she would have to return to Honolulu for more coal 
to go back and fight another part of aday. The enemy operat- 
ing against San Francisco from Honolulu would be in the same 
bad fix. 

So we can not defend our coast from Honolulu and the enemy 
can not attack us from Honolulu. They would be in the same situ- 
ation if they owned theislandsthat we would be in if weowned them. 
The type of modern fighting ships is the same the world over. 
If they undertook to attack us from Honolulu, their vessels could 
not carry coal enough to more than get to our coast and go back 
by the most economic steaming. Sup we en them and 
prevented them from getting back, and should fight them around 
a circle for three or four days, then what will we have to do? 
Follow them back? They would not get near to Honolulu when 
they would be out of and absolutely helpless and forced to 
surrender. So we are not afraid of naval attack. 

By the way, Mr. President, if we were afraid, suppose we had 
no navy, and the enemy did attack our coasts, they could not land 
a great force of men. Sampson bombarded the coasts of Cuba for 
six weeks, and the only authentic report we have of the damage 
was that he killed a mule at Matanzas, We have shown how use- 
less fleets are to bombard a coast unless you have men to back up 
the work of the fleet and land with them. We have been dodgin 
around the shores of the West Indies for the last two months, an: 
have accomplished absolutely nothing inthe world. It is useless. 

Modern warfare does not permit the destruction of an unforti- 
fied city. You can fire away at earthworks all you choose, and 
when night comes the enemy can Sy 88 them. Without a landing 
party you can do nothing. It is idle, it is foolish, to attack the 
coast of an enemy unless you occupy it with an armed force. 
Therefore, we do not fear their ships along the coast of the Pacific. 

What is it, then, we fear? Oh, we need these islands for safety,” 
some Senator says. To eross the Pacific to these islands, 
the 7,000 miles of water, with an army that could even land — 


stay a day upon our shores, would tax all the ships in the world 
to carry it and all their resources, and such vast quantities of 
food and ammunition that it is an impossibility, for that army 
must first cross the 5,000 miles of water to Honolulu and then 
2,000 miles to our coast. Therefore there is nothing to fear, and 
we know it. 

Mr. President, England, with a strip of water 20 miles wide, has 
resisted the assaults of Europe during all time. What would 
have hindered Napoleon from marching across that island with 
his victorious forces if it had not been for that strip of water? 
What did hinder him? Transportation by sea, No great army in 
modern times has been or can be transported long distances by sea, 
Tho greatest preparation ever made was made by Spain in 1588, 
when she sent her 3 fleet into the English Channel to transport 
the army in Flan to the soil of England, but that 20 miles of 
water proved an impassable barrier, and the history of the Armada 
is well known to the world. 

In 1281, Kubla Khan, the conqueror of China, the mighty Mon- 
golian, overran all southern Asia, conquering it from Burmah to 

iberia. He thought he would also add the islands of Japan to 
his crown, and ha gathered an army to cross that 100 miles of 
water, an army of 150,000 men and a thousand ships. Japan 
at that time had a population of about one-tenth, or less, of the 
population of Chins and Mongolia, and yet no one of that great 
armament ever returned to China to tell the tale. The wind and 
the sea destroyed more of them than the armies of Japan. They 
never made a landing. The hundred miles of water between 
sapen and Asia have been a sufficient protection to preserve the 
independence of those islands. 

And yet, Mr. President, we are told that we fear something if 
we do not uire this worthless spot in the Pacific, the nearest 
land being 2,000 miles away. We fear what? Not ships of war, 
but the vast armies that will cross this intervening space and 
conquer our coast! What nonsense! Yet that is the only argu- 
ment that is presented, except the argument that we need a coal- 
ing station in Hawaii to reach the coast of Asia. That argument 
we have compat exploded by showing that it is a thousand 
miles off the shortest route of travel, 

Mr. President, the United States in times past, for a century, 
has held a position in relation to the other nations of the world 
different from that of any other nation that ever existed. One 
hundred years ago we issued to the world the first written Con- 
stitution. We said that governments derived their just powers 
from the consent of the governed; and, copying after that Con- 
stitution, 400 other constitutions have been made during these 
100 years, and the name of this great Republic has gone forth 
ome the world as a beacon of light to ali strugglers for 

We have occupied a position on this continent reaching from 
ocean to ocean, between the civilization of Europe and that an- 
cient civilization across the Pacific. On the one hand, to the peo- 
ple of Europe we have furnished an ry mee wntrodden, as 
they have been in the past, our example liberalized their gov- 
ernments and conferred a measure of freedom on their people. 
On the other hand, we have furnished to the people of Asia an 
example of just government; an example of a government doin 
right; an example of a government which has abandoned the old 
doctrine that might es right, that what you can do it is law- 
ful to do, and setting up a new doctrine as protectors of the 
oppressed as an example to those who desire individual and 
national liberty. 

So great has been the moral force of this grand position that no 
American can travel in any Asiatic country without being con- 
stantly reminded of it. No American can travel in those coun- 
tries without being constantly reminded that he is welcome, that 
his nation is admired; and when you seek the reason you are told 
that it is because the United States recognizes and respects the 
“gh of other nations and is not engaged in a career of conquest. 

e people of China and Japan fear Ey Tee fear Russia, fear 
Germany; but they love and respect the United States. Shall we 
break down this splendid position? Shall we abandon the policy 
of a century? Shall we conquer and govern an unwilling people 
because we haye the power? 

The people of Hawaii do not seek this alliance, Their Govern- 
ment was overturned by the armed forces of the United States. 
We landed our marines and our guns and our armed men, and we 
overturned a 8 satisfactory to those people in the inter- 
est of a small body of sugar planters, sons of the missionaries, who 
believed their financial interests would be promoted thereby; and 
the friends of this measure dare not submit it toa vote of the 
ple of Hawaii, because those people are nine to one opposed to 
annexation, 

Where is our long-time boast that government derives its just 
powers from the consent of the governed? Some one says 
this isan old-fogy notion. It is not; it is new. That idea is only 
a hundred years old, and nations are thousands and thousands of 


years old, and all of them before we established that principle 


1898. 
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enunciated the doctrine that might made right. It is not an old- 
fogy idea. Is it to be abandoned in its youth? Is this great Gov- 
ernment to recede from that splendid position and to take its first 
step in wrong, in crime, as a people by overturning the doctrine 
that governments derive their just powers from the consent of 
the governed, and without the consent of those people force them 
to become part of this Union? Oh, Mr, President, I hope not. 

Around this doctrine is the idea that comes along with it, that 
wherever our flag is planted, there it shall forever remain. It 
sounds fine, it is good Fourth of July stock, that wherever the 
American soldier fallen and been buried that region shall 
become part of this country. Mr. President, this Government 
is maintained for the living, not for the dead. What can we do 
to contribute to the happiness and prosperity and comfort of our 
ae alive is the problem for us to solve. No such sentiment 
as that, based on morals, as it seems to me, can ever take hold 
of the people of the United States, 

Our sons’ bodies lie moldering in the soil of Cuba; and yet, 
because they do, is that a reason why we should annex that 
island against the will of those le and force them to become 
a part of this Government? d we not build a higher, a 
grander, and a more splendid monument to those men who fall 
upon the soil of Cuba if we there establish a free republic, if we 
there say to those people: Govern yourselves under a constitu- 
tion like ours, and we will see that no nation interferes with you?” 
What grander monument can be built to the heroes of the Maine 
than to build three republics where Spanish despotism has here- 
tofore cursed the earth—in Puerto Rico, the Philippine Islands, 
and Cuba? The Malays and the Cubans are capable of self- 
government under a protectorate, or, hardly that, for the moral 
power of our position would be so strong that no protectorate 
would be necessary. An intimation on our part that no nation 
should interfere with the government adopted by the le of 
those islands would be enough, and that would be a ler mon- 
ument to our dead than the mere sentiment that use their 
bones rest in that soil therefore we will conquer and subjugate an 
unwilling people. 

But, Mr. President, what is the reason we want to annex these 
islands? The military reason, the naval reason, is not good. It 
has not been sustained by argument; it has been absolutely re- 
futed and destroyed, Some have said that those islands possess 
commercial advan 8; that they are rich in tropical products, 
and therefore we will annex them, so that we may grow those 
‘tropical products within our own borders. 

rtain reasons were urged in the public prints and in execu- 
tive session by the advocates of annexation, and I t very 
much that we have to go outside of this Chamber to find out what 
induces them to support this measure. It seems remarkable that 
a great and momentous question like this should have no defenders 
on this floor. It is simply stated that a majority will vote for it. 
It is remarkable that a majority will vote for it when in senti- 
ment and at heart a majority of this body are opposed to it. The 
excuse is given that the President is ing the matter; that he 
has for a time abandoned his Executive functions to interfere 
with legislation; that Senators are constantly im ed and 
sent for and lectured to compel them to vote for iniquitous 
measure, and that these influences pursuade men to insist on 
staying here through hot weather, induce men to vote against 
their own clear judgment, against the interests of their country, 
and in favor of abandoning the policy of a century to acquire ter- 
SNT BOSS PODO ech SS ilate with us or be a part of this 
great Republic. 

Such is the situation. Induced by these arguments, of course 
you are dumb. You can not tell your true reason, and you have 
no other, and so you say, Talk as long as you choose; we can not 
meet your argument, but we are going to beat you anyhow.” I 
do not blame you for being silent. I Would be silent if I had been 


bulldozed by a President, contrary to my convictions, to vote for | tory 


that which I did not approve. It is the only way you can account 
for your silence. You have no honest argument. You dare not 
tell the real reason. So you sit here or run into the cloakroom to 
prevent being harried by the truth and to escape the chastising 
which you deserve. 

There are only four of you, on the average, present—six or eight 
at the outside—and you have nothing to say. Keep silent. e 
will present this ga question to the American people, It is 
better for you to keep silent than to tell the truth. It is better 
for you to sit in your seats or escape to the cloakroom or flee 
from the combat than it is to tell the American people that 
you do not dare to vote as you want to because you will not 
get the appointments for your friends of generals, majors, and 
captains, 


_ Are there not some of you who have convictions on this sub- 
ject? Are we forced to go into the public prints and tell what 


occurred in executive session to find out what your supposed rea- | ons 


sons are? I do not expect we will smoke any of you out. We 


the 
trade with the United States would increase. That was the argu- 
ment made when the reciprocity treaty was adopted in 1875, 
twenty-three years ago—immense 
merce. What has been the result? The goods we ship to the 
Hawaiian Islands to-day are less in value than those ten years 
ago. 
us about 
with those islands has fallen off. Why is it? Because their in- 


shall talk all next week, but we shall not bring one of you to the 
front, because you do not dare to do it. If you undertook to give 
reasons, they would not appeal to 
they would be so flimsy that you would be ashamed of them your- 
selves, and you dare not tell the truth. 


our reason and judgment; 


In executive session and in the public prints we have been told of 
great commercial interests of these islands and that their 


trade relations, enormous com- 


The 3 of the islands has doubled. They ship to 
times in value what they did then, but our trade 


crease in population was from Asia—from China and Japan. 
Those people do not consume the goods we produce. They live 


upon rice; they wear oriental clothing. Commerce has increased 


with Asia and not with the United States, and so it will be in the 


future. 
As the e f 
ported to cultivate the sugar, and less and less of the products of 


industry grows, more and more coolies are im- 


this country will be consumed. Americans will not cultivate 
sugar, have not gone to those islands as laborers, and although in 
1895 there were eighty-four men of American blood emplo ed 
upon sugar plantations „in 1897 there was not one. Why? Be- 
cause the Japan i , able—would fill the places of our 
bookkeepers and our superintendents for $15 a month, while the 
Americans must have $50 or 875. So no matter what you do, if 

u annex the islands there will not be American toilers or Amer- 

can tion. It must be Asiatic. No Anglo-Saxon ever yet 
ox 25 the sugar- cane fields = or 8 T 
u say there are great shipping interests. esire to 

have the Boo read an interview with Claus Spreckels on 
this subject. I take it from the San Francisco Call of Tuesday, 
April 27, 1897. At that time they were agitating the repeal of the 
reciprocity treaty with Hawaii. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SPRECKELS TALKS OF THE TREATY—WAS OPPOSED TO HAWAIIAN RECI- 
PROCITY FROM THE START—WAS A SCHEME OF THE TRUST—HAS NEVER 
BEEN AND IS NOT CONTROLLED BY THE SUGAR COMBINE—WORKING FOR 
THE INTERESTS OF HIS COUNTRY—MONEY PAID FOR HAWAIIAN SUGAR 
FLOWS MOSTLY INTO THE COFFERS OF EUROPEANS, 

[From the San Francisco Call, Tuesday, April 27, 1897.] 

Claus Spreckels has every reason, he declared in an interview yesterda 
to believe that the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty will be abrogated. His con: 
fidence in such an ou he said, is due to the fact that right and reason 
a on the side of those who favored the discontinuance of the existing con- 

on. 

“ Reciprocity,” he continued, “means an exchange of benefits that have 

some approach to being equal on both sides. No one, I believe, will attempt 

to controvert such an inte tionot the term. Now, I claim, and existing 
facts circumstances bear me out fully, that the treaty in force be- 
tween this country and Hawaii is reci: name only. and that all the 

tages arising under it are enjoyed by Hawaii, or rather the foreigners 


t time the balance of trade between the United States and 
Hawaii is $3,000,000-per annum, and no effort is made bY, the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment to encourage more 5 the United States. On the con- 
trary, everything that is done tends to the encouragement of trade with 
other countries—notably Canada, Germany, and England. They have even 
withdrawn the subsidy formerly paid to the Gceante Steamship Company, 
an American line which has done more to develop the islands than any other 

portation company. 

I noticed a statement in one of the local papers that our commerce with 
Hawaii was a great factor in giving employment to American vessels and 
that the American shipping traffic has a valuation of-$18,000,- , 
000. Anyone who will take the trouble to look over the custom-house records 
— learn for himself that tho value of all vessels carrying between this port 


$2,000,000. 
about the trust being interested in the beet-su 
the Hawaiian 


3 a will be capa A 
people of the Pacific coast, an 
E to these 


ee Go 
Wo not pay to e raw have it refined there, 
h eal rill be th — tot > fin: in cee 

“The i e i ent of more refineries in California; and 
instead of the California product being used as a Rupp for the Pacific coast 
States and Territories, it will go to consumers in the uri River terri- 
tory, and perhaps eventually as far east as Chi 

“This means emp! ent in California of additional thousands of people, 
the great enhancement in value of farming property in the sugar-beet sec- 
tions, and added F sor eat for the State at large. 

“Let me call a tion to a phase of the situation that is entirely lost sight 
of. Weare from Hawaii its entire crop of which wilt tate sear 
be about 235,000 tons, for which we will pay in ro $15,000,000. Of 
this product not to exceed 70,000 tons are turned out by Americans, while the 
aey for the remaining 165,000 tons is paid to ee English planters 
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to the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty is ae by the desire to encourage the 

investment of American capital in this State, instead of ying millions each 

year to the foreigners—not Hawaiians—who largely control the sugar prod- 

uct of the islan: Not even the workmen employed on the sugar planta- 

tions and in the factories are native Hawaiians, but Chinese and Japanese 

comes and Portuguese, who receive from $12 to $15 a month and must find 
ves. 

“Those who are standing for a continuance of the treaty I am sure are not 
aware of the fact that the money we pay for Hawaiian sugar does not benefit 
the islands, for it eventually mostly flows to England, Germany, China, and 
Japan. My contention is that the money can be and should ba kept in this 
country, and this can be accomplished by the abrogation of the existing 
treaty with Hawaii and by placing the same duty on Hawaiian sugar that is 
placed on any other similiar foreign product. 2 

“Another popular fallacy that is being circulated is that I was alwa 
strongly in favor of the treaty. That is not so. No one was more bitterly 
opp to it when it was under consideration than I, and I spent at one time 
about $2,800 in sending a petition, with a long list of signatures attached, to 
8 in 1876 in e to it. 

At that time I was “eter the raw material from Manila and Batavia 
and had to pa: Cuty o it. There was a combination at that time between 
the sugar 2 with Searles at its head, the sugar pa of Hawaii, and 
the owners of the American Sugar Refinery of this city against me because I 
would 2 into the trust. 

For self-protection I 2 to the islands and soon became the largest 
sugar raiser there, with the ultimate result of not oy beating the trust and 
its combination on the coast, but of invading its best territory in the East 

erec’ a refinery in Philadelphia. I haye never allowed the trust to 
control me in the past and it does not control me now. While it has an in- 
terest in the Watsonville factory, that fact still leaves me an independent 
factor in the sugar market, and this position I propon toalways maintain. 

“ While still owning ree interests in Hawai began 5 with 
sugar-beet growing in California, as I never felt j right to have my capi- 
tal, mostly made in California, invested in a foreign country. My experi- 
ments proved highly successful and the result is now before the world. 

»Ihave i large interests in Hawaii, and stand ready to make fur- 
ther sacrifices. I feel that I owe = duty to this country, and have al- 
ways endeavored to perform it to utmost of my ability. Ï have at last 
succeeded in transferring the major part of my interests to this State and 
the benefits that have accrued to the Commonwealth I think I can safely leave 
to the people of the San Joaquin, Pajaro, and Salinas valleys to tell. 

“Tam confident that when the people of the United States are put in pos- 

session of the facts connected with the Hawaiian treaty there will be an 
almost unanimous sentiment in favor of its abi tion. we continue the 
treaty, it will be equivalent to putting at least $15,000,000 annually into the 
pockets of a number of English and German sugar producers and the coolies 
whom they employ, instead of keeping this vast amount of money in this 
country to be distributed among our farmers and the people employed in 
our own sugar plantations, factories, and refineries.” 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems from this interview with Mr. 
Spreckels that $2,000,000 is the total value of all vessels engaged 
exclusively in the Hawaiian trade. The total value of the ship- 
ping interest is less than one-fourth the value of a wheat crop in 
one county in North Dakota at a reasonable price, and yet this 
nation is called upon to abandon its policy of a century and take 
against their will a 1 and govern them. 

Mr. HOAR. Wi e Senator restate the statistical matter, 
which interested me exceedingly? Ido not know that I under- 
stood it. What was he ing of? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The value of all the ships which are en- 
gaged exclusively in the Hawaiian trade, according to Mr. Spreck- 
els’s interview, is only $2,000,000. That is only one-fourth the 
value of one year’s wheat crop at areasonable price for one county 
in North ota, and we are asked to change the policy of this 
Government for a century because of the hipping interest. Is it 
the trade relations which induce us to do this? Let us look into it. 

In 1876 we made a treaty with the Hawaiian Islands by which 
we agreed that their products should come into this country free 
of duty. The duty was then 2 cents spomi on sugar. It was 
said that there was little sugar produced there and that it would 
never compete seriously with the United States. Finally we 
made a treaty by which they agreed to admit our products free of 
duty and we agreed to admit their products free of duty. 

Now we are told that they have become the greatest producers 
of wealth in the world per capita. No wonder! They produce 
each year a sugar crop worth, in the United States, $15,000,000, 
and one-half of that value is in the duties which we remit. Itis 
a clear gift of $7,500,000 a year, not to the people, but to the plant- 
ers, to the missionary planters of Hawaii. It has taken seven and 
ahalf million dollars out of the pockets of the people of the United 
States in order to confer this gratuity upon those people. Won- 
derful 3 They produce a crop of seven and a half mil - 
lion dollars in value, and we give them seven and a half million 
dollars, and they say they uce that and then say that the peo- 
ple of Hawaii, according to their population, are the greatest 
producers of wealth in the world. 

We made a treaty in 1876 by which we ware to admit their 

roducts free of duty—their fruit, their wool, theirsugar. What 
been the consequence? It will bear recording. It will be 
well for every Senator to remember the fact. Since that time we 
have sold to those people $66,000,000 worth of goods. We have 
remitted in duties $78,000,000. We have given them, then, as a 
direct present, everything they bought of us and $12,000,000 in 
money besides; and yet it is said we should annex the islands to 
perona this iniquity forever, because of the trade relations. 
elous, is it Teh that a nation will continue such a Pita 


We have taken out of the pockets of the people of the 


States $78,000,000, because Hawaiian sugar never reduced the 
price of sugar to the American consumer one particle. We have 
taken $78,000,000 by taxes out of the pockets of our people and 
given it to those sugar planters, and yet we refused to abrogate 
the treaty, and now we propose to annex the islands so that thig 
shall go on forever. 

Yet it is said that the sugar trust is the only influence behind 
the men who oppose annexation, Let us see what interest the 
sugar trust has in this matter. The importation of Hawaiian 
sugar will kill the beet-sugar industry in this country absolutely. 
Itcan go nofurther, Itcanenlarge no more. The beet-sugar 
factory refines the sugar. There is no necessity for refining it 
after the factory is through withit. It is claimed by sugar ex- 
perts that cane sugar can not be successfully refined in a factory 
where raw sugar is made—that is, has to be remelted and refined— 
but beet sugar is successfully refined and the factories which pro- 
duce it turn out the finished product. 

Therefore, if we build up the beet-sugar industry in this coun- 
try and it supplies the United States with sugar, the sugar trust 
is out of business; there is no further use whatever for its refin- 
eries. Abrogate the Hawaiian treaty, close the doors to the Ha- 
waiian sugar, and in ten years the United States will produce its 
own sugar from the sugar beet and the sugar trust will be a 
thing of the past. Its interest is absolutely in favor of the annexa- 
tion of these islands, to produce raw sugar for them to refine. 
You annex those islands so as to kill the growing beet-su, 
industry in this country, and you leaye the trust in command of 
the American market. 

The world all knows what members of this body have been the 
8 champions of the sugar trust in the paat, and eyery one of 
them is in favor of annexation. What further answer is needed 
to that miserable argument? What interest is there in favor of 
this annexation? I read in the morning paper that the Ewa plan- 
tation stock of Hawaii is worth 400 cents on the dollar—four times 
what it was originally worth; that it went from 300 to 400 cents 
on the passage of the joint resolution through the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Who can afford to spend money in order to per- 
petuate a system by which the sugar planters of Hawaii get 
$7,500,000 a year? 

Who has the money to spend? The men in favor of annexation, 
who Oe from the people of this country in remitted duties last 
year $7,500,000, who have received in remitted duties since 1876 
$78,149,000, If the sugar trust were here trying to defeat the 
joint resolution, do you think the three papers in this town would 
all be on the other side? Have they exhibited such vast and mar- 
velous virtue in the past as to leave them incorruptible by the 
sugar trust? The opponents of annexation have no organ, and 
the impatience of one of the papers here would indicate that 
instead of receiving part of the remitted duties in cash it has a 
contingent fee, 

The Star draws upon its imagination for its facts; and, as 
everybody knows, its editor has no imagination, therefore they 
have no facts. And yet, impatiently, falsely, they continue to 
attack those who oppose the annexation of the islands, and at- 
tribute to them 8 motives and pursue the debate no, not 
the debate, Mr. President they pursue a course such as no law- 
yer, no newspaper would pursue if they were conducting an honest 
contest. No one would be so impatient, no one would be so willing 
to resort to falsehood unless they had a contingent fee, something 
dependent upon success not quite in the grasp, eagerly reaching 
forward, hoping, by success to secure the corrupt price of their 
services. t is the only thing which would induce the New 
York Sun and the Evening Star to pursue the course they have 
pursued. They are advocating the cause of the men who got the 
878,000,000. They are advocating the cause of the men who want 
reciprocity because it results in our presenting them not only all 
the goods they have bought of us, but in twenty years $12,000,000 
in cash besides, 

Let me state our trade in 1891. In that year we sold to the peo- 
ple of Hawaii $4,935,911 worth of domestic goods and $171,301 
worth of foreign goods, a total of $5,107,212, In 1896 we sold to 
them $3,985, worth. We im from Hawaii in 1891 
$18,161,000 worth of stuff. We sold to them over $5,000,000 worth 
of stuff. In 1896 we sold to them $3,985,000, or a million dollars 
less than we sold to them in 1891, and we bought of them $15,- 
098,000 worth of goods. So while our purchases and the amount 
of duties which we remit constantly increase, their purchases 
from us decline, because their Pp ulation is becoming more and 
aao Asiatic, and Asiatic people do not consume the things we 
produce, 

I will place this table in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 
It shows the amount of we have imported from the islands 
since 1877, the amount of goods we have sold to the islands since 
1877, and the amount of duties each year which we have remitted 
to the le of the islands, 

The table referred to is as follows, 
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Stat t showing the quantities and values of molasses and brown sugar imported from the Hawaiian Islands and entered for consumption in the United 
poe d States; also the estimat 3 duty remitted. T ai S 9 


[Free of duty under reciprocity treaty, act of Congress approved August 15, 1876, which went into effect September 9, 1876.] 
Sugar, Dutch standard in color. 


Above No. Ig and Above No. ig and and 
not above No. 16. not above No. 20. molasses, remitted. a 


Above No. 10 and 


Above No. 7 and 
not above No. 13. 


not above No. 10. 


8 
S 


11, 291,31 211. 5 737, 2, 108, 2,131, 986, 475.30 

10, 805, 157, 12,227, 963, 80 3 2,274, 2, 288, 989, 602. 02 

16, 615, 1,099, 15,670,564 1, 118,1 41, 693,069) 2, 811, 2, 826, 1, 266, 554. 77 

28, 416,596) 1,892, 23, 868, 886} 1, 689, 61, 556, 4,135, 4, 155, 1, 881, 583. 44 

28, 485,569) 1, 774, 43,049,613) 2,865,362) . ..... . 76, 909, 4, 927, 4,962, 2,427, TT. 57 

53, 228,379) 3, 416, 44,973,298) 3,025, 106, 181, 858} 6, 918, 9.983.340 3,314, 938. 90 

55, 07, 719 8,553, 50,921, 3, 885, 19 6| 114, 132,670) 7,340, 7,377, 3, 554, 139. 96 

78,249, 5931 4, 287, 44, 993,790) 2, 702, 79 125,148, 680| 7,108,202) 7.131, 20 2.950, 913. 39 

E O A 116,365,606| 5,490, 52,193,920| 2, 654, 76 169, 652,783} 8, 198, 8, 207, 3, 937, 947. 32 

oa] — 133, 638, 6,275, 57,331, 2, 856, 191, 733, 9,166,826) 9,174,612) 4,435, 091.90 

157, 390, 6,535, 60, 740, 2, 713,2 98) 218, 290, 9, 255, 9,270, 5,016, 380. 71 

ee e ats Mae sites ene aes Bi ae 8 

„ „ * +919, * „ BS * 8 600 3 „ 8 

1890. 81. 217, 674, 11, 139, 6, 782, 409, 056 224, 457, 11, 549, 828) 11, 559, 4, 804, 477.19 

1891 76, 169, 157, 107 138, 097,909) 5, 409, 975 807, 255,016) 13, 152,562) 13,161,274) b5,544, 150. 73 
1892 5L, 262,612,405) 7,442,047) 7,447, (b 
1893... 67, 288,517,929) 8,455,622} 8, 463, 18 0 
1804 i, S24, 726, 9,379, 9, 379, § b 

1895... 5 274,219,828| 7, 396, 2 7,399, 8, 425, 000. 00 

1898... 852,175, 11, 336, 796) 11, 338,698) 4, 535, 392. 50 

I 431,217, 116) 13, 165, 084) 13, 166,613) 6, 465, 000. 00 


aThe collector of customs at San Francisco, under date of Fe 26, 1886, forwards a statement of his appraiser that the ic test of the 
Hawaiian sugar brought into that port during the fiscal years 1884 and would ave: a little above 93°. estimated duty remitted therefore, 
since 1883, been computed, on sugar not above No. 13, at 2.12 cents per pound, which is the equivalent of the ic test above indicated. 
_ bDuty remitted calculated only to April 1, 1891, when sugar imported from all countries was made free. 
Table showing total exports to Hawaiian Islands from the United States. ` On Hawaii the value of holdings by nationality were as follows: 
Exports— 
Year. 
Domestic. | Foreign. Total. 
` $1,688,446 | $52,653 | $1,738, 090 
jis we | ai) 208.0 But it must be remembered that the American interests in the 
2, 694, 583 83,489 | 2,773,072 | islands engaged in raising are on the Island of Hawaii and 
Sel | 78,003) 3,350,775 | the Island of Maui. the other islands the interests are exclu- 
K 8 sively foreign. However, the general result will show that two- 
2, 709,573 78,349 | 2,787,922 of these plantations are owned by people who are not citi- 
3,115, 899 76,799 | 3,192,698 | zens of the United States. 
3, 520, 598 101, 436 3, 622, 029 On Maui: 
3, 025, 898 59, 305 3, 085, 203 n Tra 
8,336, 040 39, 621 3,375, 60 
4,608,900} 104,517 4.711. 
14 pi 
+ 
8, 723, 
3, 985, 000 


Mr. PETTIGREW. This remission of duties, this enormous 
bonus which we have conferred upon those people, has gone not 
to the people of the United States but to foreigners, It has not 

e to pay a single American laborer. It has gone to pay Asiatic 
Choe under contract—slave labor; and two-thirds of the profit 
has gone to Germans, Englishmen, Scandinavians, and native 
Hawaiians, and less than one-third of it to citizens of the United 
States. Less than one-third of the su plantations of those 
islands are owned by Americans; two-thirds are owned by other 

ple. So we have remitted this vast sum of $78,000,000, and 
wo-thirds of it has gone to men who are not citizens of the United 
States. Yet one of the arguments which has been used to justify 
this miserable business is that the sugar was produced by Ameri- 
can citizens! : 

I had an investigation made when I was in Hawaii of the books | American 
in the interior department, for their law requires that every sugar | Hawaiian 
corporation shall file a report ne names of the stockholders, 
All do not comply with the law, but they did partially comply 
with the law, and Mr. Carter made an investigation to ascertain 
who the owners of the stock were, how many were Americans, 
and how many belonged to other nationalities. He says: 

—— of the ator 3 of the 8 5 The percentages of value of holdings are about as follows: 
hol in the sugar corporations of these islands to be taken from the “ ex- Per cent. 
hibits” of such corporations, as of July 1, 1897, made in compliance with our | American - 3M 


W. 
My employee was told that there had been but 23 “exhibits” filed, 17 of the 
sugar corporations not ha complied with the law. The copies obtained 
have under the eyes of two reliable persons, who marked the national- 
ity of each shareholder. An American is understood to be a person who isa 
citizen of the Mig ngs ety me entitled to the rights and privileges of such 
same way. Hawaiian inclade Hawaiian corporations holding . cola eee nahon of tho remaining seventeen corpora 
8 rations hol an on “e: PZ tte: on the 
persons entitled to and claiming the rights and privileges of Hawaiian citi- | would not alter the figures meteria, 25 ae 8 J 
f the “exhibits” obtained, 10 were for corporations on the Island of Ha- : eatery 3 — we th ko ‘iy nines 1 F. Ath — awe 
- | (pages on the The cial outlook.“ by u T. n. W. 
Wall, 6on Maui, 4 on Kauai, 3 on Oahu. compiled the Hawaiian census of 1896. This article contains a statement 


5 


8888888 8 88885 
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page 155 of the amount of the bho Gabe ond vakintion of Eda peoperty ot 
f e Government and classification of Government lands, w. you 
The tey AON eee ee ee sugar 


The 
estates for the current year, w B vo you 
S he — year a6 compared — 


for the year 1895. The figures for 
are: 


Nationality. 


The increase in laborers is due to the starting of a large estate and the in- 
acreage of old estates. - 

Inclosed you will find an article on coffee raising, which you may find use- 

ful The endeavor of the Hawaiian Government to induce the immigration 


of farmers from your country is fraught with mischief to the farmer, 
as you will see by reading the inclosure. is article was written b 
Ican vouch for. A man with money can make money anywhere 
the proper mental and physical eg pment. The planting of coffee in these 
islands is largely experimental at this time. 

These figures show that the Hawaiian sugar planters are two- 
thirds foreigners and one-third Americans, and that the benefits 
derived from annexation by this remission of duty will be con- 
ferred two-thirds of it upon foreigners and one-third of it upon a 
few sons of missionaries whose fathers went to the islands to con- 
fer upon the inhabitants the blessings of Christianity and whose 
sons have stolen their lands and now have stolen their government. 
They are not subjects of charity. The le of the United States 
ought not to be taxed to confer this benefit of one-third of $7,500,000 
a year upon these sons of missionaries and two-thids of 87, 500, 000 
a year upon foreigners, 8 R 

I read from Blount's report with regard to American interests, 
on page 455, part 1, Report of Commissioner to the Hawaiian Islands: 

To cover their numerical the annexationists’ faction have tried 
to awaken American 9 thies by allud to the necessity of protecting 
American capital, whi ey claim to be so largely invested in these islands. 
To give plausibility to this assertion, tables have been prepared, paps tng 
(on estimations, not on any positive documents) to show the to’ 

tal mer m sugar (in corporations and nonincorporated plantations) 
amoun to $33,420,000, out of which $24,735,610 was claimed to be American, 
or about four-fifths; $5,038,190 British, $2,008,600 German, $226,280 native, and 
$299.000 of other nationalities. 

This fantastic array is contradicted by the mere fact that out of a total of 
$537,757 for internal taxes Americans paid only $139,908—official r 
one-fourth, while according to the above statement American plantation 
stock alone, outside of commercial firms and other American taxable prop- 
erty, ought to have paid over $247,000. But even allowing that a por- 
tion of sugar interests may be ap mtly in American hands, it is far 
from correct to call it American capi 

It is an undeniable fact that outside of Mr. Claus Spreckels, of California, 
no American has ever brought into this country any capital worth mention- 
ing, but many bave sent away fortunes made here. Most of our present 
American capitalists, outside of sons of missionaries, came here as sailors or 
school-teachers, some few as clerks, others as mechanics, so that, even if now 
they do own or manage, or have their names in some way connected with 
property or corporations, this does not make their wealth of American origin. 


And so every investigation that can be made shows the com- 
mercial interests of these islands are in the hands of foreigners, 
and that whatever benefit we confer we confer upon an alien 
race as Jaborers and foreigners as capitalists. 

Here is some more from Blount's report. I quote Mr. Blount: 

The minister of finance informs me that the taxes paid by Americans and 
Europeans amount to $274,516.74; those by the natives, $71,858.82; half-castes, 
$28.868.68; Chinese, $37, 866.07; other na: ies, $729.82. 
Tha he is indicating a 
he acreage on which taxes are paid ari 

mericans, 1,052,492 acres; paid by various 
acres; half-castes, Japanese, 200 acres; 
other nationalities, none. 


The surveyor-general reports the crown lands for 1893 ascontaining 9) 
these he reports 94, 


acres. Of 116 acres available for lease. Of this latter 
number only 47,000 acres are reported to be , arable land. He likewise 
reports the Government land as con i acres. He reports these, 
estimated in 1890, to be worth ag age e annual income from them is 
$67,636. Of this income $19,500 is from wharfage and $7,800 from rent of land 
with buildings thereon. 

“The cane and arable land is estimated at 35,150 acres. 

“It is important here to recall his statement made to the Legislature in 
1801. in the following lan; è: Most Government lands at prh page time 
consist of mere remnants left here and there, and of the worthless and un- 
salable portions remaining after the rest had been sold.“ 

So it ap: that our ent ing missionaries and the other 
foreign adventurers who inhabit that tropical land have secured 
title to a million acres. . 

1 What is the total number of acres in the 

an 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Four and one-half million acres form the 
total area of the whole island, and at least 1,000,000 acres of this 
area is laya and unproductive. The whole area is lava, but one and 
a half million acres, I should say, is recent lava, and therefore pro- 
duces nothi It is of high elevation. The great island of Ha- 
waii has an elevation at two points of nearly 14,000 feet above the 
sea. One of those points, Mauna Loa, is an active volcano, and 
down its sides up to 1881 there flowed 


t streams of lava. In 
1881 an eruption occurred at a point 8,000 feet above the sea, and 


an immense river of lava hundreds of feetin width rolled 
the forest down its slopes into the village of Hilo and stopped. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And abont one- of the arable acreage is 
held by the sons of missionaries? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They and the other foreigners. 

Mr. CAFFERY. How much does that leave the natives? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The natives have 250,000 acres upon which 
they pay taxes, and the half-castes 500,000 acres; but it leaves the 
natives also a vast area of comparatively valueless land—the 
pasture lands. There are t areas that are pasture lands, and 
they are owned almost entirely by the natives. 

Hawaii is no exception tothe rule. Wherever the English foot 
has sto upon the globe personal property pays little or no tax; 
the burden is upon the land; the revenue to support the govern- 
ment is upon consumption, and the individual to pay it; the 
accumulated wealth escapes. And so it is in Hawaii. 

The first thing to be considered is the real estate. The total 
value of this in 1895 was $22,183,443. It was divided as follows: 


1,064,939 

This statement is taken from the tax books of 1895. At the 
close of the biennial period of 1897 a fresh table will be made out. 

These figures are from Thrum’s annual book, issued by the an- 
nexationists for the of making out the best case they can 
in favor of annexation, issued solely and exclusively in the inter- 
est of the missionary sugar planters. 


But I am informed by the assessor in chief that the increase is not v. 


be some increase, however, as much land which formerly 


$ must 
was waste forest land has gone into the cultivation of coffee. 

The — was ee at mag gr the amens shows u 
somew. erently, bulk Americans, s 
Germans. The figures are as Tolowa. * 

PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


eee E S S E $1,144,104 
Amicus lett iat OA nice 9.8 501 
American, British, and German firms 2,247, 856 

"73, 743,208 


Making a total of $13,743,000 as the value of the personal prop- 
erty of the island owned by foreigners ont of $17,000,000 in all. 


LB e nny ey were 2, 205, 339 
SRDRDOUD EE notes SA E E NAA E FN E dosesd panne: NE 177,307 
e ee... miedouce 221, 116 


8 r aa Deities WOE GAT 
an W. number 
while the Ameri 8 6.103 individuals. The 
property interests of the former aggregate $8,101,701, while those of the latter 
amount to $25,701,903. To put it in another form, the percentage of the total 
real estate of the whole community held by Hawaiians and part Hawaiians is 
Omi, the percentage of the total personal estate held by Hawaiians and part 
The main industries in which Americansand Eur are 
the islands are sugar and coffee. The latter isa „ 5 
pe ged gts ĩ ĩõVé0 ĩðõVy AAAA, gy | nrg rape gpa 
estimate of the worth of the plantations, buta rough estimate is ean 
It has been argned that the 1 would not be 
interfered with by the annexation of islands or by allowin 
their sugar to come in free. I propose to take up that subject an 
show that the Hawaiian Islands now produce a sufficient quantity 
of sugar to supply all the United States west of the Missouri River, 
inclu Texas. I also propose to show that those islands can 
produce twice as much sugar, if not four times as much, as they 
now produce; that last year they pag pee to this country 500,000,- 
000 pounds of sugar; that when they double that they will ship to 
this country 1,000,000,000 1 of sugar; and that the consump- 
tion of sugar west of the Missouri River last year was only 530,- 
000,000 pounds. Imay not have the figures exactly right, but it 
was between 500,000,000 and 600,000,000 pansan I also propose to 
show that the increase in Hawaii, stimulated by the pending reso- 
lution, if theislands are annexed, will more than supply that coun- 
Ei der the nity Sooke dustry in thi tr f th 
y only sugar in is country is west of the 
Missouri River. That country can produce the sugar beet in suffi- 
cient quantity to supply the people of the United States with sugar; 
but, Mr. President, it can not do it in competition with Asiatie labor. 
The Asiatic toils in the cane field and boards himself for 812 a 
month, He is the best agricultural laborer in the world. He 
comes from Japan under our treaty with Japan. That treaty is 
to continue for twelve years. We can not exclude that labor from 
the United States. It will come to those islands and come con- 
tinuously, for we have made a treaty with Japan which goes into 
effect a year from this month, and is to continue twelve years, 
by which they are on an equal footing with the nations of Europe. 


Our people have a right to go to Japan and go into business; 
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by the fact that they have not a newspaper in this city advocat- 
ing their cause. You say the newspapers are too good. They 
prove that they are not. í 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from South Dakota to per- 
mit me at this point to suggest to him that the American § 
Refining epay imports only raw cane sugar, unless it is for 
the purpose of filling a temporary vacuum in their supply of that 
article; that they control the markets of the world as to raw 
sugar, and of course control the price of raw sugar. So little 
beet sugar is being raised in the United States. They thereby 
control the price of both. Is it not manifest that if the home pro- 
duction of beet sugar ever attains the proportion of supplying the 
home demand, the sugar trust will have to loosen its grasp upon 
the markets of the United States; and that, therefore, the more 
raw cane sugar they can control and bring into the United States 
free of duty, the greater will be their grasp upon the home market 
for their refined article? ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no question about that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. On the contrary, it is absolutely true, and they know it, 


their people have a right to come to the United States. You will 
notice in the joint resolution now before the Senate that there is 
a provision prohibiting Chinese from emigrating to the islands 
after they are annexed, but there is no provision hibiting the 
importation of Japanese. Why? Because itwould bea violation 
of our treaty to doit. The fact is that the Jap is a cheaper man 
because he is a better laborer, and thereare y 30,000 Japanese 
laborers in the islands = ee eee 55 the 3 con- 
tract term expires, his place wi y Japanese, and we can 
not stop 3 existing treaties. So the lands of the islands 
will be occupied with sugar plantations to the absolute ruin of the 
beet-sugar industry in this country. 5 

It is said that the area that will produce sugar is exhausted. 
Let us see with regard to that. I read again from Thrum’s An- 
nual of Hawaii, in which the total amount of Government land 
is given, which may be classified as follows: 3 


Cane land, 25,000 acres still held by the Government; average production 
of sugar in Hawaii, 4 tons to the acre; Ewa plantation produces § tons to the 
acre; 25,000 acres will produce 100,000 tons. 


Also the following: that if the beet-sugar industry grows so as to supply the market 
The total amount of Government land may be roughly classified as follows: of 5 a ss business is gone forever, for a beet- 
Classi 8 5 sugar factory makes re sugar. 

Valuable building lots ape rela n . What does the sugar trust do? It refines raw sugar. Where? 
Ne TE BUS NI EI RE eA ROTO 25,62 | Along the coast, in New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, per- 
ESS SO SS al BE 76,270 | haps in Maryland, and up in Maine. Every one of the refinery 

Ha imine ee 20 tf companies in those States and the representatives of those States 
C — Sl. A0 is in favor of annexation. Did you ever hear of their abandon- 
Forest fands. F >. &h ing the interests of the sugar trust in any contest? No; and they 


have not done so in this. The sugar trust, residing as it does 
and having allits stock held in those States, is enabled to com- 
mand the vote if they are opposed to annexation. What non- 
sense to talk about the sugar trust being opposed to annexation 
when every vote which represents their side and their interest is 
in favor of annexation! I am tired of this talk about the sugar 
trust's opposition to annexation. 

Mr. President, when I offered an amendment to the last tariff 
bill striking off the eighth of a cent extra duty on refined sugar, 
which had been imposed purely and absolutely in the interest of 
the sugar trust, known by everybody to be a trust, I did not get 
a vote for my amendment from the States where the sugar trust 
is located. ey knew, and the sugar trust knew, that if the 
beet-sugar industry of the West supplies the people of this coun- 
try with sogar their factories will be silent, refining by them will 
be at an end, and this infamous and odious corrupter of men will 
be out of business, Beet sugar is what they fear. Cane sugar, 
as I said before, requires remelting. Beet sugar can be made re- 
fined s by one continuous process, the beets going in at one 
end of the factory and coming out refined, white, granulated 
sugar at the other end of the factory in eighteen hours. That is 
what the sugar trust fear. But if this annexation isaccomplished, 
if Hawaiian sugar continues to come in free, it will be the end of 
the beet-sugar industry in this country. 

But you say the Hawaiian Islands will not produce enough to 
compete wlth the beet sugar of the United States. This samè con- 
troversy was up before. In 1876, when this treaty was adopted, 
romo one oaeee that if = ea Be to the pee 2 
cents a pound the sugar industry would grow upon these is 
enormously. The friends of the treaty in 1876 took this position, 
and I will read from the majority report on the Hawaiian treaty, 
2 8 1876, page 1419, volume 4, part 2, first session Forty- 

ourth Congress. 

When the treaty of 1876 was made, it was objected that it re- 
mitted the duty upon Hawaiian sugar, and that this sugar, com- 
ing in free of duty, would supplant the production of sugar in this 
country and result in an enormous loss of revenue to the Treas- 
ury. was urged by the opponents of the treaty of 1876, but 
without avail, for the reason that the friends of the treaty—those 
who advocated the measure—made statements which were appar- 
ently unanswerable. They predicted that the sugar industry 
could never grow in the Hawaiian Islands to more than 135,000,000 
pounds a year; that that was the wildest dream of anyone. The 
assurance was that the Hawaiians were producing 23,000,000 
pounds at that time, and never would produce over 50,000,000 
pounds, and therefore the loss of revenue could be but slight, and 
x Voo ne interfere with the production of sugar from beets in 

e Wes 

I am going to read these predictions, because the same state- 
ment is now made. Fifty millions, they told us, was all that ever 
could be produced; and get last they produced 500,000,000 
pounds and shipped it to the United States. Five hundred million 
3 is ten times as much as the potoi pređicted by the 

iends of the treaty when it was made. 2 

I say, then, it is within the bounds of reason to predict, after 

isiting those islands, that the present production of sugar within 
the next ten years will increase to four times its peni amount, 
and that, instead of 500,000,000 pounds, they will ship to this coun- 
try 2,000,000,000 pounds; and that means the absolute destruction 
of the beet-sugar industry in the United States, 


Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from South Dakota permit 
me to make an inquiry in this connection? He speaks of the 
crown lands, 25,000 acres of which are given to making sugar. I 
desire to know whether the crown lands of Hawaii are not under 
lease for long periods of time to the sugar planters? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Some of them undoubtedly are. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does not the evidence 8 by Mr. Blount 
show the fact that the crown lands have leased over to the 
2 seer for very long periods of time? 

. PETTIGREW. I think so; not all of them. Iam speak- 
ing of the Government lands. On the Ewa plantation they claim 
there are 10,000 acres; 2,000 acres are in tivation. There are 
8,000 acres yet that can be planted withsugar. In my opinion the 
vast areas now devoted to coffee, and said to be g coffee land, 
are sugar lands, and that with this enormous stimulus, with the 
admission of those islands into the Union, there are at least 
200,000 acres of the lands yet susceptible to the production of 
maas in addition to that already in use. 

n the Island of Hawaii there is a vast belt of tropical forest, 
tree ferns 80 feet in height, with trunks 2 feet h, mangoes 
and every tropical fruit growing in marvelous profusion, with 
wild bananas and vines that grow only in a tropical climate. It 
is the most fertile soil in the world. Those lands will be sub- 
jected to the cultivation of sugar, in my opinion, under this pro- 
vision. I see no reason why the present production of 500,000,000 
pounds, enough to supply the people west of the Missouri River, 
Rit mk be TOTOE te twa ce theme DE penne, and that 
with Asiatic labor at $12 a month. They can produce sugar for 
less than a cent anda half a pound, and I venture to say you can 
not produce it in Louisiana for less than 3} cents a pound. They 
raise in Louisiana a ton and a half to the acre, as against 4 tons 
in these marvelously rich islands. In Louisiana they must pay 
American citizens and American laborers, but in Hawaii they 
employ contract slave labor—Asiatic labor. 

In the Hawaiian Annual I find the following: 

I see no reason, eee page en ae e ee eens. 
outlook, to believe that it is not to continue to be the leading and profitable 
industry of these islands for years to come. With annexation there should 
A a on —— a on — 8 

the : er —.—.— that offered a 


One can not doubt that the present cg. e of the islands is due almost 
wholly to its sugar industry. Contrast, if you please, the condition of the 


So I say, Mr. President, that there is no doubt, after investigat- 
ing these islands—and I visited nearly every one of them—that 
the sugar industry there can be increased at least to four times 
its present dimensions; and, if that is done, there is no possible 
hope for the beet-sugar industry of this country. It is the death 
knell of that industry, which has already attracted the attention 
of our people and caused the investment of millions of dollars. 

I want to say in this connection that it is the beet-sugar people 
who are opposing annexation, if there is any lobby here whatever. 
I have met le who are en in the production of beet 
sugar in Nebraska and in California, and I do not blame those 
3 for doing what they can to protect from ruin an industry 

Which they have invested sums of money; but that they 
are not using money to influence contest is proved conclusively 
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Do our laborers favor this treaty? Not a labor organization in 
the United States favors it. Do our farmers favor this treaty of 
annexation? I have heard of none. A special interest favors the 
Hawaiian and American ar trust, and the President of the 
United States because he hes his name to go down in history 
as haying acquired territory. That is a craze which has seized 
more than one President. A great President will go down in his- 
tory anyhow, but a small President can go down in history only 
if his name goes along with a piece of land added to the area of 
the country. So great Presidents are not annexationists and little 
Presidents are. aes Li. 

Iam going to read the predictions, This is the majority report 
of the Committee on the Hawaiian Treaty, March 2, 1876, page 
1419, volume 4, part 2, first session Forty-fourth Congress: 


Importations of sugar from Hawaii. 


„S. 


t is not possible that Hawaiian sugar can ever find its way to the Atlantic 


I 
States— 3 

And yet in 1896, 49,000 tons of Hawaiian sugar found their way 
direct to the port of New York— 


The cost of transportation would exclude it; nor can there be fear of any 
great increase in the production of this sugar, in view of the steadily dimin- 


ishing population of the islands. 


From the time we offered a bonus of 2 cents a pound more than 
the total cost of sugar, the population of the island began to 
increase by leaps and bounds, not by American toilers, but by 
Asiatic laborers. 


‘ It se ese said that 3 25 United States will surely have this trade, if they 
0 encoi ` 

Th: is cn entire MIREA, for production must diminish and trade lessen 
by the impoverished condition of the people, or they will be compelled to 
make commercial relations with some other country. 


That is the report of the majority of the committee of the 
House of Representatives in favor of the treaty of 1876, by which 
sugar was admitted free of duty. Theysaid it was impossible for 
the industry to increase, and we would lose the trade by an im- 
poverishment of the people if we did not give them this reciprocity 
treaty, as they called it; and yet under the treaty our trade has 
fallen off since 1891, the population has increased, and the trade 
with Asiatic countries has doubled. : q 

Senator Mitchell, of Oregon, who was the chief advocate of this 
treaty in the Senate in 1876, said, as appears by the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, Appendix, page 154, first session Forty-fourth 
Congress: 

The consumption of sugar on the Pacific coast in 1873, or rather on that 
pet of the Pacific coast supplied from San Francisco, „and Portland, 

reg., was 75,005,005 pounds, while of this amount but little in excess of one- 
fifth, or 15,743,146 pounds, came from the Sandwich Islands, although this 
constituted two- of the whole sugar production of the islands for that 
year, the whole amount being little in excess of 23,000,000 pounds. So that, 
even should theamount of sugar consumed on the Pacific coast annually not 
increase from year to year, which is far wide of the actual fact, it would be 
necessary that the annual production of the islands should be increased over 
fourfold, and in addition to this that, instead of our coast getting but two- 
thirds it should get every pound of that production in order that the demand 
of the Pacific coast alone should be met; and until this is done and a surplus 
remains to force its way into the free ports of the Atlantic or the Gulf, how, 
I would inquire, would the sugar interests of this country be affected? 

But, Mr. President, this is not all. It isa fact that must be borne in mind 
that the annual increase in the consumption of sugar on the Pacific coast 
each year above the 888 is in itself almost equal in amount to the 
. present importations to the ports of that coast from the Sandwich Islands. 

În the year 1862 the amount consumed was, or rather the total amount of 
importations was, 62,861,460 pounds, while in the year 1873, the year follow- 
ing, it was 75,007,005 pounds 


I think the other date must be 1872, although the print is 1862— 


or an excess of 12,145,545 pounds, while during the past year the importations 
were still ter in p 8 The Secre of the Teyat; in speak- 
ing of thie lares annual increase and of the probable effect of this treaty on 
the interest and revenues of the Government, says: 


I call special attention to the fact that they had the Secretary of 
the Treasury in as a witness then as now. Whenever the Admin- 
istration wants to do anything its Secretaries are always brought 
forward to bolster up the cause, and they always give that which 
is necessary in order to sustain the argument. e have now the 
testimony of the Secretary of Agriculture in relation to the beet- 
sugar industry, and then we have this statement of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and let us see how far it is borne out by the facts: 


This increasing importation and consumption, therefore, causes the ques- 
tion to stand not so much as one of diminution of present revenues, but 
rather as a check to their increase to the extent of the importation of sugar 
and other dutiable articles made free. The lack of natural facilities for de- 
veloping the production of sugar in the islands embraced in the treaty would 
keep down the future proportions of this check. 


Senator Mitchell proceeds: 


“But,” says the Southern planter who has not informed himself Lae pa 
on the subject, and who is perhaps somewhat * interested an 
wild statements of the sugar refiners, throw your ican ports open to 
me Poy of — islands ane the ee 9 wilt 7 — . 
A un an amount more n necessary O Sit o deman 
of gae loot the Pacific States and Territories. This Mr. President, I 
deny; and one principal reason why I deny it is because itis a physical im- 
possibility, besides there are many reasons of minor importan 


ce abundantly 
orcible to sustain my position. I will proceed to show why itis a physical 
impossibility. 


Now, let us see. The opponents of the treaty which proposed 
to admit Hawaiian sugar free of duty said that the production 
would grow to 150,000,000 pounds, and they were ridiculed and 
were told that 175 were interested in the sugar refiners, just as 
we are now, and the friends of the treaty undertook to show then 
that it was physically impossible. What are the facts? The im- 
portation of sugar from Hawaii, instead of 5 150,000,000 
pounds, increased to 500,000,000 pounds last year. e enemies of 
the treaty in 1876 predicted that enough would beimported tosupply 
the people of the Western States and Territories, and last year 
they imported enough to supply the States and Territories west 
of the Missouri River. 

Senator MITCHELL goes on to say: 


According to the uniform statement of historians, supported by the census 
tables of the Hawaiian Government, the whole area of tillable and grazing 
lands on all the islands does not exceed 500,000 acres— 


On the contrary, it is more than 2,500,000 acres— 


and of this amount not over 100,000 acres, at the very most, are susceptible of 
sugar cultivation, while a portion of this area is so destitute of water and 
means of irrigation as to render its profitable cultivation extremely problem- 
atical. To-day the whole number of acres in su cultivation is onl 
about 23,000, produc: on an average about 1,000,000 pounds to every 1, 
acres. It therefore follows that if every foot of soil on the islands capable of 
producing sugar were put in cultivation, the production would fall far short 
of the estimate made by the refiners and would not exceed even then the 
spans in pounds that will be consumed the present year on the Pacific coast 


one. 

But how improbable is the statement that the annual production of the 
islands will be doubled even during the next seven years, the limit of the 
proposed treaty. Where is the labor to come from cient to work such a 
revolution in the production of these f? * * Or will the simple 
release from the payment of an annual duty of less than $400,000 be sufficient 
to work such a revolution in the industry and material prosperity of these 

ds so as to increase its 8 to any very appreciable amount? 
The idea is preposterous and can not be sustained by either facts or argu- 


ment. 

This was what was said in answer to the predietion of the Loui- 
siana sugar producers that the production of sugar in the islands 
would increase under the treaty so as to endanger their industry. 
They were ridiculed; they were charged with being in with the 
refiners, and yet the facts are that their prediction was less one- 
third of the fact, The facts are that while they said the produc- 
tion would grow from 23,000,000 to 150,000,000 pounds, it has 
grown from 23,000,000 pounds to 500,000,000 pounds a year, andit 
will continue to grow with Asiatic labor, and the purchases of 
goods from this country will continue to fall off just in propor- 
tion as the increase of sugar continues. 

Senator Booth, in the United States Senate, March 18, 1875. 
Page 160 of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Appendix, first session Forty- 
fourth Congress, said: 

Their [Hawaiian Islands] experts to the United States in 1874 amounted in 
round numbers to a million dollars, of which sugar constituted something 
more than nine-tenthsin value. The entire production of sugar in the islands 
in that year was about 28,000,000 pounds, of which the United St 
more one-half. Under the existing tariff 14,000, 


ich Island would poe ey 
wic sugar’ WO! an average o! 3 cen und. an @ 1088 
to the Treasury by admit > 905 


g it duty free would be ,000; but under the 
20 of the treaty we should receive the entire crop of the islands, and 
e loss next year would be $840,000. 


Last year it was $7,500,000. No wonder there has been an un- 
equal distribution of wealth in this country. No wonder great 
fortunes are built up whem legislation—legislation, pure and 
simple—has taken $78,000,000 out of the pockets of the American 
people within the last betta Brats and 2 it into the pockets of 
those interested in sugar planting in Hawaii. What we ought 
to do is to abrogate the treaty of 1875. leave the islands to govern 
themselves, and collect the $7,500,000 of duty a year from their 
sugar, and if necessary use the money to protect our coasts, use 
it to encourage our merchant marine, use it to build a navy in- 
stead of giving it to the missionary sugar planters of Hawaii. 

Senator Booth continues: 


It was admitted and even pideak the Senator from Maine, Mr. Hamlin, 
in support of the treaty that the production of the islands at their maximum 
capacity bore so small a proportion to the consumption in the United States 
that its admission duty free would not infiuence the price of sugar in our 
markets. Last year the Hawaiians supplied us with less than 1 per cent of 
our entire consumption, and under the most favorable circumstances could 
not send us more t. per cent. Last year the consumption of sugar in the 
United States was 1.600,000,000 pounds, and the estimated annual increase is 
30,000,000 pounds, I believe this argument of the Senator is correct, and that 
this ree would be found true even if our importation from the islands 
should exceed the largest estimate. 


Even the opponents of the treaty were overcome by the con- 
stant statements that the production of sugar could not increase 
in the islands. Yet it did increase more than fortyfold under the 
stimulus of the treaty, until it has grown to 500,000,000 pounds a 
year. 


The commissioners who represent the Hawaiian Government estimate the 
probable production at 50,000,000 pounds, and certain 8 in San Fran- 
cisco who are familiar with the subject estimate it at 135,000,000 pounds. The 
average annual production during the seven years this treaty is to continue 
would certainly not be less than 50,000,000 pounds, and the annual loss to our 
Treasury $1,500,000 (I think it would be much more), without any advantage 
to consumers. 

It is e that by creating a demand for American capital, enter- 
prise, and labor, in extending our protective tariff over Sandwich Island 
sugar, an immigration will be drawn to the islands from the United States 
which will eventually control the Hawaiian Government; that an American 
colony will be first established in sentiment, afterwards in fact. If the lims 
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placed islands to produce sugar by the su 
ee of this F loss h are correct, this 
colony would be far too small to accomplish any such purpose. 

Mr. Booth was entirely right. The argument in favor of the 
treaty was that it would stimulate American labor, that it would 
send Americans to those islands to produce sugar. Several hun- 
dred went there after the treaty was made, but to-day not one 
single American laborer of any sort is employed upon any sugar 
regs in those islands. The American colony did not grow. 

ere are fewer American citizens in each thousand of the popula- 
tion to-day than in 1876. The American colony did not grow. It 
did not grow large enough to take control ofthe Government. It 
got control, but it got control of the Government by the landing 
of the marines from our battle ship, by the landing of armed men, 
by the overthrow of the Government by the armed forces of the 
nited States; and it has been maintained from that day to this 
by the armed force of the United States. 

Not a day since that Government was set up by us has there 
been absent from the harbor an American battle ship with shotted 
pua bearing directly on the city, commanding its public build- 

gs and public streets, overawing its people. When the war 
broke out, Hawaii could not declare neutrality because our ship 
would have had to leave, and they dared not haye it leave. They 
had to have it there in order to maintain them in their power, in 
order to maintain them in their usurpation. I should like toknow 
what Senators think of overthrowing a friendly government by 
the arms of the United States and then setting up a puppet of 
ours to treat with and taking title against the will of the inhabit- 
ants without consulting them. 8 

These facts, if nothing else, ought to make the American peo- 
pie turn their backs upon this whole scheme. Suppose a few fili- 

usters, two or three hundred men, American citizens, went down 
to Venezuela, created a disturbance, that three or four of our 
great war ships were in that harbor, and that at the request of 
those men they would land their forces, land their Gatling gun, 
land their marines, put up our flag, and overthrow and overturn 
the government. ould the people, would you, would any other 
honest man, would any Senator under such circumstances take 
the title to that country? And yet that is exactly what we have 
done in Hawaii. 

1 challenge contradiction. No wonder the friends of annexa- 
tion refuse to talk. No wonder they dare not enter this debate. 
I say here, and itis unchallenged and it will be undisputed, that 
we overturned that friendly government by landing the armed 
forces of the United States; that the revolutionists had no troops, 
not one, not a gun; that they read their pretended constitution 
right under the guns and within 75 yards of the armed forces of 
the United States, and that when they had done it the Queen sur- 
rendered to the Government of the United States and said she 
would submit the question to Washington; that we then have 
treated with our puppets, treated with the men we set up and 
maintained by the force of arms for the title to her country and 
the country of her people, although seven-eighths of them are 
opposed te this scheme and opposed to annexation. i 

ow dare you to vote for annexation in the face of these facts? 
They are facts which you have to face before the American peo- 
ple. Our flag went up in dishonor and came down in honor on 
the Hawaiian Islands, and if we plant it back there under the cir- 
cumstances it goes up in infamy and in shame and we join the 
ranks of the robber nations of the world. Some other nation 
might treat with this Government which has been maintained by 
us for five years, but in good morals we can not treat with it unless 
we submit the proposition of annexation to a vote of the le 
of those islands. I shall offer an amendment to the joint resolu- 
tion providing that every native-born Hawaiian and every person 
naturalized under the Hawaiian law shall first have a ce to 
register his vote for or against the joint resolution before the Is- 
lands shall be annexed to the United States; and I expect you will 
go to see the President and find out what he wants you to do, and 
then vote it down, and more brigadier-generals will be appointed. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, March 2, 1876, CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, page 1424, volume 4, part 2, first session Forty-fourth 
Congress, says: 

The effect on the revenue of admitting the articles named in the schedule 


free of duty is first to remit the amount levied on sugar. At 2 cents per 
und it amounts to $320,445. This is the average for three years ending with 
n 


Should the sugar product so released increase to 25,000,000 pounds yearly, 
the export trade would probably equal it in value. 

Congressman Wood, in the House, March 2, 1876, CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, oe 7 1423, volume 4, part 2, first session Forty- 
fourth Congress, said: 

When the further and estimate a much larger probable loss b 
a caus papnlation aerated aT, aa Ae 

of su „my re ose ie 
tion has decreased from 450,000 in 1779 to less. than 60,000, Ynolading 
foreigners, in 1875. No sugar can be produced except by the man 
labor of the natives of those islands— 

Yet to-day there is scarcely a pound of sugar produced by the 
natives. It is produced by Asiatics, Twenty-three thousand 


laborers—all Asiatics except about 1,584, who are natives are 
employed upon these plantations— : 
* + * and gentlemen are frightened at this prdduct of a handful of 
starving natives lest it may interfere with the revenues of this nation. 
These were the predictions made when this improvident and 
unwise treaty was under consideration. 
Congressman Morrison, March 6, 1876, page 1491, CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, volume 4, part 2, first session Forty-fourth Con- 


gress, said: 
The duties imposed on the import of such sugars as the Sandwich Islands 
are likely to send to the United States will be about 2} cents per pound, 


which be e to a bounty of about 50 per cent on the average 
market price at Honolulu. è e area of arable land in the islands 
limited. The Sandwich Islands commissioners think the product can not be 
increased beyond 50,000,000 pounds per annum. 

Of course the commissioners who were here to get the treaty 
made all sorts of peeo, and they are here again in the same 
interest, making the same predictions, that the sugar industry can 
not increase; and yet if it does not increase, the lossis seven and a 
half million dollars a year to the United States. 

Senator Booth states on authority of California experts that the product 
can be ed to 135,000,000 pounds per annum. Mr. Nordhoff says there is 
room for about seventy-five to eighty more plantations on the scale now 
common, or about three times as many as now exist. It is therefore reason- 
able to assume that an sg pad of at least 50,000,000 pounds, on which the 
United States will give a nty and suffer a reduction of revenue from 
sugar to the extent of $1,200,000, may be anticipated. + * The import of 
Sandwich Islands sugar is only about 1 per cent of the consumption of the 
United States. It can never exceed 5 or 6 per cent of our consumption. 

Even the enemies did not gi ra seven and a half million 
dollars a year of remitted duties. I tried to have the treaty abro- 
ne in 1893, when the Wilson bill was pending, and to collect 

uties on the sugar. I tried again in 1897, when the Dingley bill 
was being considered. I tried it when the McKinley bill was pend- 
ing, but the Senate always refused to levy a duty on Hawaiian 
sugar for some reason. 
Mr. President, I have shown that when this treaty was made 
in 1876, by which we admitted Hawaiian sugar free, the wildest 
5 as to the production was 150,000,000 pounds, and that 

y the enemies of thetreaty. I have shown that the friends, those 
who were advocating the admission of the islands, insisted that it 
could never exceed 50,000,000 pounds. I now propose to put into 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks a letter from the Treasury 
Department, dated May 17, 1896, showing the gradual growth of 
the production in and importation of sugar from Hawaii: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1896. 

SIR: In response to your communication of the l4th instant to the Treas-. 
ury Department, referred to this office, I transmit to you herewith reports 
showing the imports of sugar into the United States, by grades, from 1884 to 
1896, and the amount of duty paid thereon; also a report showing our trade 
with the Hawaiian Islands, our imports therefrom e ee thereto, show- 
mg bay eA the imports of sugar, covering the series of years named in 

r. 
Respectfully, yours, 4 N. 9 

Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, “igs FR 

United States Senate. 


Table showing the ntity and value of sugar imported into the United States 
ect Jigs Hapattan Islands during the years ending June 30, 1877 to 1896, in- 
usive. 


Dutch standard in color. 


Year. 


Pounds. Value 
80, 642, 081 $2, 108, 473 
80, 368, 328 2,274, 
41, 693, 069 2, 811, 193 
61, 556, 824 4, 135, 487 
76, 909, 207 4,927, 021 
106, 181, 858 6, 918, 084 
114, 132, 670 7, 340, 083 
125, 148, 680 7,108, 202 
169, 652, 783 8, 198, 144 
191, 733, 175 9, 166, 826 
218, 200, 835 9, 255, 351 
228, 540, 513 10, 260, 048 
243, 324, 683 12, 078, 518 
224, 457, 011 11.549.828 
79, 657, 426 2, 826, 244 
282, 612, 405 T, 442, 047 
288, 517, 929 8) 455, 622 
1, 085, 600 46, 604 
324, 726, 584 9,379, 317 
11 EM 
33 Dutiabie- 105, 400 at are 
77 ˙ AA ( 2 175,200 11,338, 796 
JJ aN Satins ARIAT ES SCAT SAID Se „175, 15, 336, 000 
ye os EEA e 9 casei yet Se sed 3, 908, 000, 000 170, 802, 000 


I have added in my own figures the importations for 1897. 

We have imported from those islands in the twenty-one years 
3,998,000,000 pounds of sugar, upon which we have remitted duties 
to the amount of $78,000,000. 

Lam of the opinion that if these islands are annexed, Mor will 
produce most of the sugar used by the people of the United States 
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and that the annexation of these islands means the destruction of 
the growing beet-sugar industry in this country. It means the 
turning over to Asiatic labor the production of $100,000,000 worth 
of sugar, that being the value of the sugar consumed by the peo- 
p 3 3 States each year. 3 Rep ——— of 

e theory of protection, upon w. ublican party is 
founded and to which it owes its being. 

But what more? While the New d Senators will vote 
without hesitation for the destruction of the 8 industry, 
what effect will it have upon their manufacturing industry? The 
Hawaiian Islands are in the Tropics. The Japanese laborer is a 
tropical laborer. Heis a Malay. Heisan artist. He is indus- 
trious. He can toil under a tropical sun. You can rai him 
for 20 cents a day as a skilled laborer, and from that to 30, never 
more. You can employ the men at from 20 to 30 cents a day and 
the women at from 8 to 20 cents a day. They are great manu- 
facturers. I visited woolen mills and cotton mills in Ozaka, 
J apan, as great as any in this country. There are within 100 
miles of Ozaka 16,000,000 Japanese, In that city there are 5,000 
modern factories. Theycan produce everything that we can just 
as well as we can do it, and they are doing it to-day. 

Annex these islands, and I advise any man who has money to 
33 a woolen mill at once and start for Hawaii, import his 

bor from Japan, import his wool from Australia, and make 
woolen goods in competition with New England by labor worth 
from 20 to 30 cents a p labor as good as theirs, labor as skillful, 
I visited a woolen mill in Ozaka last summer that employed 350 
people. It was a modern mill; it had the latest possible improved 
machinery. They were making as good woolen goods as were 
ever made anywhere in the United States. 

A man can take $100,000 and go to Hawaii, if this resolution is 
adopted, and make $100,000 a year. He can double it every twelve 
months with Asiatic labor. He will pay duty on his wool, but 


Mr. PETTIGREW. But some have questioned the possibility 
of the production of beet = y in this country. 
Beet sugar was first produced in Germany in the latter of 
the last cen France soon followed, but the industry did not 
rosper until Napoleon, desirous of making France independent, 
an ifm i large bounties to eee oe growers, which stimu- 
lated the industry so thatimproved methods were introduced, and 
between 1815 and 1828 103 factories were built in France, which 
produced 3,375 tons in 1828. In 1868 the production in France 
was 152,475 tons. Higher duties were producing their effect, and 
the next year there was produced 266,922 tons, an increase of 75 
percent. In 1879 the uct was 370 tons; in 1889, 466,000 tons; 
in 1896, 780,000 tons. and bounty on exports have produced 
wee 3 
rman made greater progress than France, and this was 
caused by her system of bounties and rebates, and her production 
amounts to over 1,000,000 tons per annum. 

Austria produces 900,000 tons, and pays $3,640,000 in bounties, 
All European countries give small bounties to beet-sugar pro- 
ducers, and the result shows the wisdom of their course. * 

In 1879 the total product of beet sugar in Europe was 1,558,000 
tons; in 1884, 2,860,000 tons; in 1889, 2,785,000 tons; in 1896, 
4,675,000 tons. 

We use 2,000,000 tons of sugar in the United States, and pay 
about $100,000,000 annually for it. We should produce every 
pound of that pores in the United States. 

I have read these figures of the growth of this industry in Europe 
to show that we can produce from beets all the sugar used in this 
country if we will pursue a protective policy. I shall now briefly 
show what we have done in this direction: 


Statement showing beet-sugar production in California, 1888 to 1898, inclusive. 


he will pay one-third for labor—and that is the principal cost in Sugar pro 
manufacturing the New England manufacturer has to pay—and u 
drive the New England manufacturer out of the market, The 
freight charge from Hawaii to New York is only $5 a ton. You Cents. Tons. 
can get all the ships you want. That is what they pay for carry- ty 4.83 1,480 
ing sugar around the Horn, and that is what they would pa for fo 725 9.80 
carrying these manufactured goods and landing them right at 4.102 4.05 4.006 
oe oor of the New England mills, so as to bankrupt every one wan t tr 
of them. : d fs 
What limit is there where there are 45,000,000 people to draw from 1715 723 22 000 
in Japan? The Japanese will come to this island because it is in 21,910 4 #2, 278 
the Tropics, where le wear but little clothing, and itisadapted 4 5 
to the food they eat. ere are 25,000 there p a nh. Ga) . Ea eke el J 


who come will only come to their kindred and friends. Ifyou 
can put up a woolen mill, you can put up any other mill you 
choose, and where is your theory of protection? 

Oh, I su the next cry will be, On to the Philippines!” 
and you will take in 8,000,000 of Malays. But I shall not ee 
upon this subject. At a later time in this debate I shall go fully 
into the question of Asiatic competition. Itis pertinent to this 
issue. I shall show what I saw in China and Japan, and the 
wages they pay and the goods they are turning out, 

I do not know but that New England has reached the point old 
England has reached. Old England is interested, not in her manu- 
facturers, but in her money loaners. Perhaps New England has 

ot to a point where she is willing to sacrifice her laborers and 
five on her interest money, on her dividends on stocks, on her 
manipulation of the lines of transportation and accumulated 
capital. I half suspect it. Thecreditor never cares what becomes 
of the laborer. England cares not that her industries perish so 
that she can maintain the gold standard and her creditors rea 
more and more of an unearned increment. Perhaps New Englan 
has reached that point. Perhaps that is the cause of her indiffer- 
ence in regard to these questions, which certainly must encroach 
terribly upon her industries. A 

I shall also publish as a part of my remarks a table in regard to 
the production of sugar in Hawaii, but I shall not stop to read it. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

The Hawaiian product would operate in this way: 

Our total consumption of sugar in 1897 was 2, gross tons, or 4,695,- 
629,120 pounds. If our population was 72,000,000, the per 7 — 3 


was abont nds. 0 ulation of the thirteen tes beyond the 
Missouri River vm as e y 


* Estimated. 


I contend that if these islands are annexed and this Asiatic labor 
is allowed to compete, there will be no more factories built, and 
that those which are in operation will become unprofitable, be- 
cause as the production of sugar in Hawaii approaches American 
consumption competition must wipe out the beet-sugar industry, 
The fact that they produce in Hawaii to-day enough to supply all 
the le west of the Missouri River, where all the beet sugar is 
produced, already menaces that industry and must result in its 
ruin, because that region being nearest to Hawaii is the region in 
which they will most bitterly compete. They can sell the sugar 
in that country below the cost of producing it from beets and 
ultimately ruin the industry. 

I ask the Secretary to read a very interesting letter on this sub- 
ject with regard to the production of beets in California, written 
i Mr. Howard, whois president of the Alameđa Sugar Company, 
of California. I requested him to write me this letter and give 
me the facts contained therein. The letter is dated May 18, 1897, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Hansproveu in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A SUGAR COMPANY, 


ALAMED. 
No. 152 Market street, San Francisco, May 18, 1897. 
DEAR SIR: ang boen interested during the past ten years in the oldest 
beet-sugar the eee one w. remains independent of the 
su trust and, in competition th, manufactures white sugar and 


Let 
* have been — — bn 5 me ` 
ere are two gigantic trusts. e one has monopolized T con 
of our total refining trade; the ae 


pe spoil offered by our National Legislature in granting free entry to 


The basis they agreed upon was, say, one-fifth to the American trust and 
four-fifths to the Hawaiian trust. The spirit of this exemption was that the 
Pacific coast might enjoy cheaper sugar, while, in point of fact, this intended 
benefit has inured solely to these two trusts. 

In further evidence, by their last contract the trust pays the planter “the 
wer oe 475 less one fourth cent per pound.“ which price always in- 

udes 2 

Thus in 18% they divided as follows, viz: 


To the sugar trust (one-fourth cent on 227,000 tons) $1, 135, 000 
To the Hawaiian planter (about) 


Here we find over 62 


r cent increase in three years, and only eleyen 
months of the full year 


are accounted for. 
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For reasons inscrutable to the public these two trusts are to. da a 


2 hich ha’ 
. The contract under w ey have — 7 15 
Ameri 


expires this year of 1897, and it is stated 
aap cag e OF scr gener MDO VOORE TE EDO 
a ter share division yearly spo! 
5 — — trust is an association of American citizens—whole- 
le rs ca; 

The Hawaiian sugar trust is largely composed of German and of English 
capital as well as of what was once American capital, but which, haying now 
sought investment beyond our borders and thus escaped our taxation, is no 
i —çf ae tal, but foreign capital, equally with its German and 

e — 85 trust of America at least gives employment to some American 
labor ys some tax to the American Government; but the Hawaiian 
— — trust 3 receives everything, but gives nothing in return. The whole 

ue of their imports from us does not equal one-half the duty yearly 
remitted by the United States. 

The sugar trust of America, being a national industry, is entitled to a 
reasonable protection. 

The labor which this sugar trust empl in refining only bears to the 
labor necessary to produce from the gro up the nation's sugar the ratio 


of 1} to 38. 

rë a labor proposition to America the comparison is as follows, viz: 
Hawaiian Sugat. .< sonaire nesnadno minus. 38} 
Sugar trust (refining) 
/ TTT 


known figures of beet - sugar production, these 227,000 
early 2 


se trusts, 
rising industry the dignity of American 


In 1875 the Hawaiian Islands raised 16,000 tons of sugar; in 1896 it ay Meo 
227,000 tons. In 1875 no native sugar was made on the Pacific coast. 1897 
California alone will produce upward of 50,000 tons, while the whole consump- 
tion is but 75,000 tons. 

There will remain, therefore, a scant 25,000 tons to be supplied, and this 
See iro be more than supplied in 1898 by new factories now in actual 
co) ion. 

A charitable fund is being solicited in San Francisco and has reached the 
sum of $30,644.41 for building an unnecessary boulevard,in order to provide 
work for the idle, while we are giving away our birthright, namely, theright 
to labor for and to supply our own markets. 

The Hawaiian bureau, or; zed in San Francisco to influence legislation, 
sent the State labor commissioner, E. L. Fitzgerald, to those islands to report 
5 1 5 The San Francisco Bulletin, in its issue of May 12, has the 

‘ollowing, viz: 

“Taber Commissioner Fi returned to-day from Honolulu with 
every assurance that a market for American labor will surely be opened 
there in the very near future. * * Avery la majority of the plant- 
ers have pledged me their word that they will employ American laborers as 
fast as room can be made for them on the several plantations.” 

Alas! and has America sunk so low? Is our beloved country now compelled 
to deport her own citizens to work from Hawaii and take the p! of 
ey =e at ‘$3 per month and found,” instead of working for fair wages 

ome 

The population of the eight Hawaiian Islands numbers 109,020. Of these, 
24407 are Japanese, 21,616 are Chinese, 15,191 are Portu 39,504 are Ha- 
waiians, leaving a balance of only 8,202, and of these a at 3,500 are from 
America. This census indicates the class of pape who aro being favored 
at the expense of the white farmers of California,” and for which hetero- 

neous po tion, 2,100 miles Seay these sugar monopolists are now seek- 
s annexation in order to accomp. h the petuation of their privileges. 

Among disinterested well-informed people in San Francisco there is a well- 
grounded belief that the recent attempt to create excitement over Japanese 
naval intervention in Hawaii is only another clever scheme of these would-be 
Hawaiian sugar annexationists. 

We are not opposed toa reciprocity treaty so far as to grant them “the 
most-favored-nation clause,” but we do not see how other sugar-producin, 
nations of the first class and their soy sarap ae may not justly feel evy 
if we grant a total exemption from duty. Is the name Hawaii a fe that 
no duty must be placed upon its product? 

Were it not better to grant sugar bounty to some other country with 
whom our trade rela’ miably reciprocal, rather than to Hawaii, 


are unde: 
where trade relations are so dispropo: 3 
The people of the United States are practically paying to Hawaiian sugar- 
planters a bounty of $30 ton, when in 1894 they withdrew the same from 
their domestic food thas and broke faith with their own citizens. 
The eight! Prog ot nd nations of Europe protect their home 
markets for their native industry to the extent of from 3.9 to 8.88 cents per 


d. 
The American sugar producer asks barely half this protection from Con- 
to-day. Let this reasonable Upean be granted and no undue favor- 
ism be shown toany Asiatic or other contract-labor product, and a new era 
will dawn upon America. 

Amore profitable crop than any we now raise will be found for 1,500,000 
acres of land and direct gt Repo at good wages created for at least 200,000 
American workmen, while allied ind ies in every walk of life will receive 
new impetus and upward of $100,000,000 be yearly saved to the national ex- 


chequer. 
Ve: ully. J. L. HOWARD. President. 
4 ajnan JAMES COFFIN, Secretary. 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. - 


Mr. PETTIGREW. We had hoped when the McKinley bill 
passed in 1890, giving a bounty of 2 cents a pound upon beet sugar, 
that that industry would grow and flourish in the United States 
and that the day was not distant when the States of North and 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and the States west of those 
States to the Pacific Ocean would be the scene of a t industry 
Speen $100,000,000 worth of sugar pr year, That hope was 

adl y blighted by ae emane a y ilson law of ag aimen 

the bounty and pla as uty upon sugar, but not 
sufficient to materially stimulate * 3 1890 and 
1893 many beet-sugar factories were built in that region, two in 
Nebraska, and very many more were contemplated. But the 
Wilson tariff law checked the industry, 


However, when we passed the Dingley Act last year and in- 
creased the duties upon sugar, we hoped this industry would 
increase, but og to Hawaiian competition we now see that it 
is bound to be absolutely ruined and destroyed. Wehad re 
that the stories they had told us with regard to the limit of pro- 
duction in Hawaii were true. We now find that they are not true. 
Their production increased from 1895 to 1897 from 350,000,000 
pounds to 500,000,000 pounds. The same increase must supply 
the country where beet sugar is now produced through all time to 
come. We believe that that increase is imminent, and therefore 
for those who attempt to 5 beet sugar in this country the 
industry must surrender, if the pending resolution passes and the 
Hawaiian Islands are annexed. There is no getting around it; 
and every man from those Western States who votes for this reso- 
lution deliberately, with his eyes open, with the facts undisputed, 
votes to destroy the beet sugar industry in this country. ere is 
no getting around it, no chance to avoid it, and no chance to plead 
ignorance. 

In 1876, when they adopted this treaty and remitted the duties 
on Hawaiian sugar, a Senator could escape the charge that he 
intended to destroy the American sugar industry, because the 
friends and foes alike of the treaty claimed that it was not possi- 
ble to produce more than 150,000,000 pounds of sugar in Hawaii, 
and it was generally conceded that they could not produce over 
50,000,000 pounds; but now the facts are undisputed and stare us in 
the face that they did produce 500,000,000 pounds and with every 

rospect of their being able to produce four times as much; and I 
lieve they can, because I examined those coffee lands in that 
broad belt from the ocean up the side of Mauna Loa and Mauna 
Kea, on the Island of Hawaii, now covered with dense tropical 
piso arian planted with coffee, and they will, in my opinion, 
su ully grow sugar, every acre, and while it is broken Jand 
anà the fields can not be large, the profit is so enormous, owing 
to the duty which we remitted and the Asiatic labor which they 
employ, that they can afford to cultivate sugar on fields but a few 
acres in extent, and they can afford to till the soil by hand, and 
spade it up with the spade, for the remitted duties alone on the 
crop of the Ewa plantation last year amounted to over $300 an 
acre, and they produced 8 tons to the acre. 

No wonder it is profitable, no wonder the industry so grows. I 
say every Senator who votes for this resolution votes with his 
eyes open, intending to destroy the beet-sugar industry of this 
country. I contend for that industry. 1 want to see it grow and 
thrive. I want to see sugar mills built in my State, but none will 
ever be built there if we annex Hawaii. 

Mr. James Coffin, who is secretary of the Alameda Sugar Com- 
pany, wrote me a letter furnishing certain facts with regard to 
the beet-sugar industry in California. I will send it to the desk 
and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
ALAMEDA SUGAR COMPANY, 


No. 132 Market street, San Francisco, April 26, 1397. 


Dear SIR: The Alameda Sugar Company, an association of 65 American 
stockholders, with a paid-up capital of $600,000, begs to present the following 
plea: Last year we manufactured 4.700 tons refined sugar from 3,500 
grown by 228 different farmers. This year we expect 9,000 tons r 
sugar from 6,000 acres, wn by 430 different farmers. 

the Hawaiian under the falsely called reciprocity treaty, 
there came in free of duty last year 227,000 tons of sugar. 

This equals the product of twenty-five such factories as ours. These 
227,000 tons displaced the most profitable product of 165,000 acres of land and 
robbed 10.750 American farmers of their most a crop. 

The manual labor which these 10,750 Ame farmers would have em- 
ployed in the intensive farming which the cultivation of the sugar beet re- 
quires is still another consideration. 

The factory labor yet another. 

To refine a ton of 
for one and one-t! 

of refined sugar 

This 227,000 tons of 
value for factory labor, $1,135, 
lim $1,500,000; for other fon gaming $650,000. 

cotton mills, etc., remain 


contract labor prod 
The three localiti 
already established are the only really prosperous agricultural communities 


Domestic e to Hawaii in 1895 were not so large as in 1883, less 
— $1,000,000 than in 1890, and less by over a million and a quarter 2 


In 1895-96 the value of Hawaiian 


imported was over $19,000,000, upon 
which the duty, at 40 per cent, would have been $7,600,000, 
i of maintai: 


a foreign commerce of $3,648,000, and in order 
Francisco may benefit by the trade and 
planters, the nation at 


climate which white labor 
trace forms about 3 per 


For the sake 
that a few shipping houses of San 
keep control e IA cash balances of Haw: 

must give up $7,080,000 of revenue, : 
or the sake that coolies may work in a forei 


can not stand, and where the white and 
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cent only of the population, the laboring men of San Francisco now e 
itsstreets calling for work, and a charitable fund aggregating ieee daily 
published in its newspapers, and is now being disbursed to an idle crowd who 
clamor for the tickets doled out to them in the order of application, and 
which entitle each to a day’s work at $1 per day upon an unnecessary boule- 


F Should a Co: agai rch on W; n and class ever be arrayed 
ould a Coxey arm n march on 

against class in pak 5 it will be because home labor is denied a right 

to work for its own market in order that foreign cooly labor may add to the 

wealth of $ Hers Redd perl at work to influence national | tion in the 
tuation of their e 

Pe Tho local agents of hag Aeg planters, without any possible accruing bene- 

fit to themselyes and as mere retaliation against the producer of native sugar, 

are to-day so unpatriotic as to be collecting from native California 

ar factories in order to produce them at Washington and support their 

clita that native sugar needs no protection. 

Whereas up to January 1, 1897, they knew that the Alameda Sugar Com- 

ny had since 1889 paid out in dividends $130,000 and received in bounty 
EB showing a loss without bounty of $96,744.93. 

Conditioned upon favorable legislation, within two years the 75,000 tons 
sugar needed on the Pacific coast would be entirely made from the native 
product, and not a pound of this Hawaiian sugar would be required to sup- 
pl e coast consumption. 2 

e ition to tariff legislation has always contended that tariffs were 
d 1 io nid oper cag ie trusts, ae the moneyed Lee 1 5 75 — 
e abrogation of the Hawaiian trea respectfully e tores 
cultural class and of natiye is = 
For t eee of dive: attention from the main question of protect- 
ifornia farmer and the investments of American . in an 


the 8 of peop! 
els had sold a minority interest in his two beet- factories to the 

st. W! fo this fact may be regarded by many as a misfortune, 
the tacts remain that there are other sugaries uncontrolled by the sugar 
trust and the development of the industry on so a scale tend to the 
permanent benefit of the depressed agricultural interests of the State. 

Let the example of California in the matter of beet sugar be imitated by 
the different States along the northern and temperate belt of our country 
and the multiplicity of factories would make the control of the industry by 
any concentrated power a commercial impossibility. 

Very respectfully, 

Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this letter is extremely in- 
teresting as bearing upon the production of beet sugar in Cali- 
fornia. The opinion therein expressed is unquestionably correct— 
that if the beet-sugar industry was encouraged it would grow, so 
that it would supply the American market; and Mr. Coffin says 
the sugar trust would be a thing of the past and its occupation 

one, 

. But it is said we need not fear Hawaiian competition for the 
reason that our labor laws will apply to that country and that 
Asiatic labor will no longer be employed upon the plantations. 
I showed the other day that the Anglo-Saxon does not toil within 
the Tropics; that there are no settlements of Anglo-Saxons in the 
world anywhere within 22° of the equator; that there are none 
employed in toil upon these islands, and that there never will 
be 


any. 
But is the dream that Asiatic labor will not be employed founded 
upon any fact to justify entertaining it? We made a treaty in 
1894 with Japan, by which she is placed upon an equal footin 
with all other nations, and her people can come to the Uni 
States the same as people can come from France or Germany or 
land and engage in any of the occupations of this country; 
and that treaty is to run for twelve years, and here are some of its 
provisions: 
TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE EMPIRE OF 
JAPAN—COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION, 


Concluded at Washington November 22, 1894. 
Ratification advised by the Senate February 5, 1895. 
Ratified by the President February 15, 1895. 
Ratified by the Emperor February 27, 1895. 
Ratifications Pa aT at Washington March 21, 18%. 
Proclaimed March 21, 1895. 

* 


JAMES COFFIN. 


* * * + * * 
ARTICLE XX. 
This treaty shall go into ration on the 17th day of July, 1899, and shall 
remain 3 for the rod e of twelve years from That date. 


Either high contracting party shall have the right, at any time thereafter, 
to give notice to the other of its intention to terminate the same, and at the 
expiration of twelve months after such notice is given this treaty shall 
wholly cease and dete: ine. 


This treaty provides in Article I that— 
The citizens or subjects of each of the two high contracting parties shall 


have full liberty to enter, travel, or reside in any part of the territories of 
a other contracting 


party, and shall enjoy full and perfect protection for 
eir persons and property. 

So that Japanese in any numbers can come in as laborers from 
Japan to the United States under this treaty, the same as persons 
from England, or France, or Italy, or any of the countries of Eu- 
rope, The Japanese will go to Hawaii, and they will not come in 
any great numbers to the United States, because they are used to 
a climate like Hawaii. The i wears but little clothing in the 
summer. He lives upon vegetable food, upon rice, and that cli- 
mate, where there are already 25,000 Japanese, is particularly 
adapted tothem. You pass this resolution and they will swarm 
there, and Japanese money will go there, millions of it, to build 
factories and to ship goods tothe United States free of duty, made 
by Asiatic labor, and you will have no way to stop it. 


The citizens or subjects of each of the high contracting parties may trade 
in any of the territories of the Brien wholesale or Tetall in all kinds 
of produce, manufactures, and merchandise of lawful commerce, either in 
person or b agente; singly or in partnership with foreigners or native citi- 
zens or subjects; and they may there own or hire and occupy houses, manu- 
factories, warehouses, shops, and premises which may be necessary for them, 
and lease land for residential and commercial p conforming them- 
selves to the laws, police and customs regulations of the country like native 


citizens or subjects. 
So the Japanese can come here and do exactly as any other 
ple can do. I want to call the especial attention of the New 5 
land manufacturers and the Pennsylvania manufacturers to these 
facts, for there is not an industry in which the Japanese are not 
skilled. This treaty also provides: 
ARTICLE XI. 
Any ship of war or merchant vessel of either of the high contracting per 
er 


at liberty to refit 
therein, to procure all necessar supplies, and to put to sea again, without 
af le by national vessels. In 
owever, the master of a merchant vessel should be under the neces- 
sity of disposing of —.—. of his cargo in order to defray the expenses, he 
orm to the regulations and tariffs of the place to which 

he may have come. 


Here, then, is a provision that our war vessels out of coal, out 
of provisions, or in any way disabled, can enter their ports and 
procure these things, Why, then, should not our ships go direct 
to Manila, instead of drifting through the Tropics for a month? 


ARTICLE XVI. 

The citize b; f each of th tracting 

fa rs a ae Don ae ashe ae 
0 

> aen patents — e- marks, an gns, upon ent of the 

So we have with these people a treaty exactly the same as that 
which we have with the most civilized nations of the earth, and 
the Japanese are one of the most civilized nations of the world. 

We propose to strike down this sugar industry, and I am sorry 
that I am again obliged to allude to the platform of the Repub- 
lican party. Iam afraid I shall find not one plank that they ever 
intended or pretended to live up to. Here is the plank with regard 
to beet sugar: 

PROTECTION OF BEET-SUGAR GROWERS. 


We condemn the pesons. et for not keeping faith with the 
co 


So they propose to annex the soil in order to comply with that 
plank, and produce the sugar upon American soil. The did not 
tell the people of the Dakotas and the people of Nebraska in the 
last campaign that they 1 to do it in that way; that they 
would annex Hawaii and make it American soil and there pro- 
duce our sugar. They made our people believe, and they talked it 
upon the stump everywhere, that they were going by this tariff 
to encourage the beet-sugar industry in those States. Now it 
turns out that the platform was cunningly worded, and that they 
were going simply to stimulate production on foreign soil and 
then annex the soil! 
Here is McKinley’s letter of acceptance. It reads as follows: 
The Republican platform wisely declares in favor of such encouragement 


to our sugar interests as will lead to the production on Ameri 
the sugar which the American people conn W r 


Now he is trying to annex the soil. 


Confidence in home enterprises has almost w peared. 
are idle, and, while they are idle, men abroad fe . in 9 
with goods. * * * It is not open mints which is the need of the time, but 
open mills for the employment of American workingmen; * * * the es- 
— — of a wise protective policy which shall encourage manufactur- 

He is now engaged, in violation of his duties as President, in 
lobbying this measure through Congress, in violation of the 
spirit, if not the words, of the platform on which he was elected; 
and that it is its chief support; for there are no arguments to sus- 
tain this measure, nobody presents any ent, and nobody 
has any argument to present. Ihave been told that this measure 
would fall to the ground if it were not for the intense interest of 
the President in the matter. 

We have heard a great deal about the coffee ind of Hawaii, 
and that we can not produce the coffee we use in this country if 
we annex the islands. I am going to show that they can not pro- 
duce it in Hawaii; I am going to show it from their own works, 
from Thrum’s Annual. ey can produce some coffee, but here 
is a record of coffee production since 1877. I am going to put it 
in the RECORD, and anyone who will examine it will conclude 
that they can not successfully produce coffee in that country, 
For instance, in 1877 they produced 170,379 pounds of coffee; in 


1882, 3,008; in 1884, 950 pounds; in 1885, 3,786 pounds; in 1886 
2,748 pounds; in 1887, 2,875 pounds; in 1888, 3,680 pounds, and 
in 1895, 183,680 pounds—just a little more than they produced in 
1877. 


The statement in full is as follows: 
If we required any additional evidence of the hollow mockery of this 


1898. 


“coffee” racket, we could find it in official statistics. In Finance and Com- 
merce, House Document 426, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, page 1639, 
there will be found ample inferential evidence to prove that coffee-raising 
in the islands is, because of blight and other reasons, too insecure and uncer- 
tain to ever attract capital, even if the proper lands were at hand on which 
to grow it, and they are not. The figures from the doeument cited show the 
fluctuations in coffee 8 rom which any farmer or other good 
business man will readily draw the proper and a safe conclusion. 


Coffee exported to United States. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Whatis the trouble? The trouble is that 
some insect destroys the crop, so that it is not safe to go into the 
business. The trouble is, there is a white mildew on the leaves 
of the plants. I asked the planters if that was not injurious. 
They said, “Oh, no; it amounts to nothing;” but it appears that 
from 1877, when they produced 170,379 pounds of coffee, the pro- 
duction fell to nothing, and never exceeded 3,600 pounds up to 
1888. Something destroyed the crop. They can not produce cof- 
fee 3 But this dream of coffee production, this dream 
of an opening for American capital, is a delusion and a snare. _ 

If anyone is ony hg Hawaii with money after this resolution 
is passed, I advise him to invest it in textile machinery for the 
making of goods which are spun or woven, for you can get your 
labor from Japan at 20 cents a day, thea wool from Australia, 
and your cotton from this country; with the cheap labor in 
that tropical climate, where but little clothing is needed and where 
men can live upon rice, you could close every mill in the United 
States, and there is room enough in those islands to set up all the 
machinery in the United States. If I had $100,000 and was look- 
ing for an investment, as soon as this resolution I would 
secure machinery for a woolen mill and start for Hawaii, and I 
would have $200,000 in twelve months, for they are skilled labor- 
ers, and you can employ thousands ae thousands of the most 
skilled laborers in the world in Osaka, spas 

I will not stop to read it, but I will place in the RECORD, as a 
part of my remarks, an article on coffee growing in Hawaii, writ- 
ten by onè of the citizens of that country who is a native Ha- 
waiian, a very ardent advocate of the resources of the island, and 
interested, as all these people are, in developing any industry 
which will induce the importation of capital. I believe his state- 
ments are true. He shows what it will cost to open a coffee plan- 
tation, and what the income will be if they have a crop such as 
they get in some years; but he says nothing about that blight 
which destroys the crop more than three-fourths of the time, 
which is absolutely destructive of the profits of the industry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the inser- 
tion in the RECORD of the paper referred to by the Senator from 
South Dakota? The Chair hears none. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

COFFEE RAISING IN HAWAII. 


In order to make a success of coffee cultivation in the Hawaiian Islands, it 
requires primarily a capital of at least $200 per acre for the amount of land 
planted and brought to such a state of bearing as will return a revenue large 
enough to make returns above the expenditure. Aside from this, one must 
live, and living is as economical = as pa wae ey one desires. 


Land is obi ed by camin om the Government at a nom- 
ee Soke, Oe P DOr ACTS; or by private purchase at rates varying from $10 
per acre. 


e lands of Puna, Hawaii, are by many counts the best upon the group, 
the principal reason of the above having more value on account of the 
higher altitude and more equable temperature. The land is forest land, 
densely wooded; it is extremely rocky, so much so that it is impossible to 
13 or plow it. This is the proper condition for coffee land, as the 


lan Arabia, Ceylon, and the best portions of Java are of this nature. 
The rocks are semidisin ted lava, called A-A.” They, together with 
the vegetable mold furmed from decayed vegetation, compose a soil unsur- 


anywhere in the world for its advantages as regards coffee culture. 

The first step in 5 a plantation is to clear a small area say two 
acres—builda 5 — to live in, and workmen's quarters. The necessary tools 
will cost $100, and men's quarters and the sufficiently comfortable house for 
the proprietor will necessitate an expenditure of, =, ee 

an acre is then prepared for nursery beds. e ground must be dug 
over many times, the stones removed, the sourness of the soil allowed to be- 
come dispelled under the rays of the sun, and then the seed is planted. This 
should be only of 8 ormed 5 

The seeds are planted endwise about 2 inches apart. When this is done 
(and, by the way, it must be done under the personal supervision of an over- 
seer = the planter), the work of clearing the ground for planting is com- 
menced. 

The laborers are first sent through the land to be cleared with no imple- 
ments but cane knives to cut away all undergrowth, vines, ete. Next they 
fell the timber and hew away all branches so as to leave the tree trunks per- 
fectly bare. The bark soon rots away, but the hard wood of the ohia and 
koa does not esr for many years. The logs are sawed into convenient 
8 and — of the other growth, underbrush, limbs, branches, vines, 
etc., are burned. 

The logs are let lie where ay ore. A base line is then run and from it 
cross lines in either direction. is done by using a small rope to which 
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are attached tags at the proper distances (I believe 6 feet to be the best dis- 
tance apart for trees). This gives 1,200 trees to the acre. At each point 
where a tree is to be set, a bamboo stake is stuck into the ground. ild 
bamboo is found in small clumps all over the forest, and a patch 100 feet 
square will furnish stakes for several hundred acres. Then the laborers 
over the field digging holes 18 inches square and 1t to 18 inches deep. 
soon as excavated they are refilled with loose soil, the same soil that was 
taken out. The plants by this time are large enough for and 
care is nece: in doing this for various reasons. From that time on, the 
1 replacing of weak by strong plants, and weeding constitute the 
ber of the plantation up to the Dearing period. 


Weeding, the expense of is porun as soon as the und is 
burned over, and it is absolutely 5 to do this weeding by d, and 
_| to keep a force of men (one man to every 10 acres) constantly at it. 


Many varieties of grass and seeds seed here every twenty-eight days, so 
that neglect of a piae for, say, three months entails enormous ps ture, 
A tree 3 years old will bear from one-third to one-half pound of coffee. 

A tree 5 years old should bear a pound or more. 

It is generally reckoned that the fourth year’s crop will more than pay all 
the expenses of that year, and that the fifth year’s crop will nearly return all 
serious outlay on the field. The cost is about as follows, estimate being 

> on actual <a on =e 8 8 

reparing nursery and cleaning for bu g garden, nursery, etc., 
poldings, tools, etc., for, say, a 50-acre plantation, about $800 (this a little 
igh). 

Cleaning and burning, ready for holing, from $15 to $30 per acre, according 
to the density of the forest. 


Lining, holing, and transplanting, from S to $6 an acre. 

Pang re g, and ineidental expenses, for four years, $10 pz acre. 
Weeding the year, $20 per acre: the second year, $18 acre: the third 
year, $15 per acre; the fourth year, $10 per acre; th ter, from $5 to $10 


per acre. 

Inround numbers, in computing expenditures, one should figure on $200 
p acre, rs Pes the living of two owners, to bring the plantation into 
g pro: y- 


cae average returns on the five best plantations, 5 and 6 years of age, are 
as follows: 

Fourth year, 500 pounds coffee netting 16 cents per pound, or $80 per acre; 
fifth year, 1,000 pounds of coffee netting 16 cents, or 8170 per acre. e cost 
of picking, pulping, fermenting. cl „ drying, sorting, and transporta- 
tion is about 5 cents per e 

The varies but little for Hawaiian coffee on account of the limited 
area, the fine aroma, and the rs of over production are “nil.” 

It is an extremely profitable indu but one which requires great care, 
constant attention, and sw on. 

With a capital of $10,000a person can take up 100 acres, plant 50 of them, 
and expect in the sixth year to have his capital back, with interest, and there- 
after “play on velvet.” 

To come without capital is superlatively foolish. 

The best way for a new comer is to en the services of an experienced 
planter and pay him to make frequent in order to supervise the work, 
and follow his instructions. 


Mr, PETTIGREW. It has been argued most earnestly, Mr. 
President, that if we do not take these islands Japan will take 
them. There is one thing certain: Our relations haye been such 
with Japan for the last fifty years that Japan will never interfere 
with these islands as long as we express a desire that they shall 
maintain a government of theirown. Japan disclaimed it. Then 
we are told that there was difficulty between these people and 
Japan last year. Mr. President, that difficulty was created by 
the unjust act of the raising missionaries who now control 
the Government of Hawaii, under the rans of American war 
vessels. They created that difficulty. ey picked a quarrel 
with Japan as an excuse, in order to influence the American 

ple. First, they said that 3 was going to take the 
islands. England disclaimed it and said she had no desire to take 
them. In fact, the islands were taken once by England in 1843 
and turned back. England refused to accept them. Nobody has 
seemed to want them. 

Then it was said that Germany was going to take the islands, 
Germany disclaimed it; and having gone the rounds and annexa- 
tion not yet being accomplished, it was said that Japan was going 
to take the islands. So they picked a quarrel with Japan and 
they turned back her immigrants, although since they picked 
that quarrel with Japan they have admitted over 6,000 Japanese. 
They turned back her immigrants, claiming that they were com- 
ing in in violation of the Hawaiian law, and yet since that time 
Ser peve admitted over 6,000 Japanese laborers under the same 
conditions. 

I talked with one of the officers of the Hawaiian Government 
upon this matter, and he said that their law required when immi- 
grants came there that they should have $50 each. He said those 
immigrants did not have it, or, if they did have it, he did not be- 
lieve it was their own money; that they had $50-drafts on the 
bank of Honolulu, and the officers believed that they would go 
and cash the drafts at the bank and return the money to the people 
who had furnished it. I said, “‘ Why did you not cash the drafts 
and give them the money?” He said, We did in some cases 

ve them the money, as we have done since.” But there was no 
indication and no proof that it was not their money. However. 
since then the Hawaiian Government have admitted over 6,000 
Japanese under these same exact conditions, showing conclusively 
that they picked this quarrel for the purpose of effecting senti- 
ment in the United States, 

Japan disclaims any desire to interfere. I will have placed in 
the RECORD a clear statement of this controversy; but I will first 
have read President Dole’s interview published in the New York 
Journal of the 24th of last January on this same subject, 
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aces e G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
ested. 
a The Secretary read as follows: 

There is absolutely no foundation for these stories of Hawaii being men- 


J . There is absolutely not in it. There isn the 
aced by Japan. ere is absolutely 1 


relations between our country and Japan 
And yet for weeks and da: people were humbugged with 


ys the American 
the statement that unless the United States annexed Hawaii, Japan or some 


estion as to 
States re- 


“Well, the Republic is there. I don't know that anything would happen 
danger 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask to have the Secretary read a state- 
ment in relation to the controversy between Japan and Hawaii 
with regard to this labor question. I propose to set at rest for- 


ever this talk that Japan is trying to capture the islands. 
The PRESIDING OFFICE The Secretary will read as re- 
nested, 
s The Secretary read as-follows: 


During the months of March and April, 1897, tho Hawaiian Government 
refused permission to 1,185 Japanese subjects to land in Hawaii, and com- 
led the steamers which brought them to Hawaii to take them back again 


J ; 
The first case was that of the Shinshiu- which arrived at Honolulu 
Japanese immigrants, 463 


on the 27th of Feb: , 1897, having on board 
of whom were aasar 
The second case was that of the Sakura-maru, which arrived at Honoluln 
on March 3 1897, having on board 315 Japanese immigrants, 164 of whom 
ed. 
The third case was that of the Kinaimaru, which arrived at Honolulu on 
the aot April, having on board 684 Japanese immigrants, 558 of whom were 
‘All of ‘the persons thus expelled while in Hawaii were detained on shore 
and practically — — — of their liberty. They were not allowed to hold 
communication with their friends and countrymen in Ha or to employ 
galadvice. During their detention they were 
po pee by the Haw ty collector ape 5 but by? * ap wg r pe 
toms, co! noone e 
Aee righthand qualfkemslons wader the Taw t0 land iA Hawail, 


permission to remain in Hawaii 
and were lled t! had in their agree- 
ments with the immigration companies under whose a ces they went to 
Hawaii, by the terms of which the companies bound themselyes to endeavor 
to find employment for the immi: tsin Hawaii, and in case of failure or 
inability to do so, or in case of illness or other misfortune, to provide the 
immigrants with means of subsistence or, if necessary, with return passages 
to Japan. These ments are uired by the law of Japan, and are in- 

immigration com: 


“tended to protect the immigrants and to prevent the tion ies 
from ARE immigrants to go to any country where they can not find 
ea pu 


employment and where they might uently 
S Hawaiian authorities construed S38 ent to be a contract, and 
this was the sole reason alleged for the exp of the 1,039 
tion at the time. Subsequently, however, in the ence 
sued between the two Governments, it was alleged that these 1 
were not the bona fide possessors of $50 each, as tong by the law of 
Hawaii, although it was not denied that each one of the 1,089 was found to 
have at least that much money in his possession when examined the 
Hawaiian authorities. From June, 1894, to December, 1896, between and 
000 Japanese subjects, whose case 8 similar to that of the 1,089 
thus expelled, were permitted by the Hawaiian ent to land and 
reside in Hawaii; and previous to April 2, 1897, when the Hawaiian minister 
for foreign affairs first informed the Japanese diplomatic representative at 
Honolulu of the reason for the expulsion of the ts, no notice was 
eyer given to the Japanese Government that the possession of agreements of 
the kind above described would be held to disqualify Japanese subjects for 
admission into Hawaii. 

It may also be added in this place that no decision of the Hawaiian author- 
ities respecting the qualifications of the 1,185 expelled immigrants to land in 
Hawaii was ever communicated by the said authorities to the immigrants, 
neither were the latter ever informed by the said authorities of the reasons 
why they, the said immigrants, were refused permission toremain and reside 
in Hawaii and were e therefrom. 

The other immigrants who were expelled, 146 in number, came by the 
8 They were all contract — jai ya KA oyen the 3 obe 
Immigration Com u com 8 o laws apan, doing 
iene in Hawai pont Phobias wmf by the Hawaiian Government. The com- 
pany had applied in due course to the Hawaiian board of immigration for 
authority to 5 these laborers (as was the usual custom); but the Ha- 
waiian minister 
ers had 5 0 =e bi prepa di Sarre foe g tative that these 

Tsons W. expe! use the a on for 
ela them was not accompanied by a bond = i 


of the application, 10 European or American la 
“on the 10th of mente 

the supreme cow passengers 
the first steamer, the Shinshiu-maru, who were then detained on shore and 
restrained of their liberties. The collector of customs, in his return to the 
said writs, gave as his reason for the detention of the petitioners that they 
were aliens and foreigners; that it had been decided that they were not en- 
titled to enter the Hawaiian Islands, and that they should be gepars there- 
from. The supreme court decided on the 17th of March that the decision of 
the collector was final and could not be inquired into by the court. This left 
theimmigrants entirely without remedy under the laws of Hawaii. 
The Japanese Government hold that these acts of the Hawaiian authori- 
ties were in complete reversal of all 8 in derogation of the laws of 
Hawaii, and in violation of the trea tween the two countries. By reason 
of the construction of the law and of the treaty thus enunciated by the Ha- 
waiian Government, without warning and contrary to its previous practice, 


a number of Japanese subjects have, without any fault of their own, been 
subjected to great loss and inconvenience,and the steamship . —.— have 
incurred large losses, including the expenditure of considerable sums paid to 
the Hawaiian Government. 


For this reason the Japanese Government is convinced that it has a valid 
claim the — 


ts, 
panies, and the steamers, which can be traced directly to the action of 
the Hawaiian authorities. Thearbitration of these claims hen been proposed 
J 


and accepted, but the negotiations have not yet been definitely concluded. 
This has certainly not been owing to an deity occasioned by the apanese 
ve set- 


Goyernment, which earnestly desires to e whole question 
e Sa bs waded S DA A the immigran 

may ce the expulsion e Japanese ts abo 
described the Hawaiian Government has voluntarily admitted a la ein 
ber of Japanese laborers under contracts approved by the board of immi- 


tion. More than 800 such laborers came in during the month of Novem- 


r alone, and it is stated on good authority that at least 2,000 altogeth: 


er 
be so admitted during the present season. This would seem to dispose of 
charge that the Hawaiian om 


vernment has reason to dread Japanese domina- 
Son or Sey its action last spring had a valid excuse in the — of such 
omination. 


Nore.—In the correspondence between the Japanese and Hawaiian Gov- 
ernments regarding the claims for dam on aston of thé expulsion of 
the Japanese mts, theamount of the claims has not yet been stated. 
It is, roughly speaking, about 260,000 yen, or $130,000 United States gold. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss the 
question further this evening. I shall at some future time pre- 
sent to the Senate the conclusive proof that the United States over- 
turned the Hawaiian Government—a friendly Government—and 
set up in its place this missionary, sugar-raising Government; 
that it isa puppet of ours with which we are treating for title 
to a country inhabited by a ple who do not wish to be an- 
nexed to the United States. That get I shall go into fully 
and shall show from official records in a way that can not be dis- 
puted or controverted that we, the people of the United States, 
through our Navy, overturned a friendly Government and set up 
in its place and are now treating with a puppet for title to an un- 
willing country. 

I also wish to show to the Senate the effect of Asiatic competi- 
tion on our manufactures, upon our industries, what must cer- 
tainly come to the mill toilers and the mill owners of this country 
with the admission into this Union of vast hordes of Asiatic 
laborers. The Malay is as skillful as the Japanese, and to-day in 
Manila they are producing the highest e of silk, and it is sold 
in Europe in competition with that of France. They can produce 
every manufactured product produced by the skill of the people 
of the United States; and they can do it with laborers who cost 
but 81.75 a month in gold and who board themselves. At some 
future time I will tell the Senate those things which I saw, which 
certainly must be destructive to the industries of this country if 
we admit those people to our citizenship. Eight hundred les 
from the coast, in China, I visited 

Mr. GALLINGER. Why not do it now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will give you a sample. Eight hundred 
miles from the coast, in China, I visited a factory Where there 
were 34,000 spindles and a thousand looms—a model institution in 
every respect. It had been running three 2 night and day. 
There was but one European employee, an Englishman, who had 
charge of the machinery. Every other toiler was a Chinaman, 
The engineers, spinners, weavers, every person employed in that 
great factory, were Chinese, and the average wages of those em- 
ployees was $3.50 in silver per month and they boarded themselves, 
or $1.75 in gold, or a little less than that, for the difference in ex- 
change was more than 2 im 1. 

We can not manufacture an piera ee oy that competition. 
In Nankin you can get all the able-bodied Chinamen you want 
for a dollar a month, and you can hire them boarded for $1.60 in 
silver per month. That is the competition which the Anglo- 
Saxon for land — us to annex. I sometimes think the 
Anglo-Saxon affinity for land is greater than the affinity of salt 
for water. No matter how poor or how worthless it is, if there 
is a chance to steal a piece of land the Anglo-Saxon goes after 
it. We supposed we had ina ated a new system, a new idea, 
when we set up our Constitution, and that we would never be a 

ty to the land-grabbing schemes of our kindred across the sea; 
but now we are to abandon that theory and we are to take the 
first step in the shape of a few volcanic islands inhabited by a 
worthless population. It is this inst which I protest. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands because it is a step in sin, the first step in the wrong direc- 
tion, the abandonment of the grand moral position which this 
country has held before the world. Iam opposed to it because it 
violates the fundamental principles of the Constitution of the 
United States; and while we may violate the Constitution in other 
directions, in this direction I believe it is destructive to those 
3 upon which the Constitution is based, to the funda- 
mental principles of our civilization, and therefore more danger - 
ous than any other violation of the Constitution which can be 
had. 


I am opposed to annexation because it brings in a population 
which, in my opinion, can never perform the duties of governing 
an American State. It brings in a climate where the white man 
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can not toil, and, therefore, will not live and rear children. It 
brings in a population 72,000 of which are males and 36,000 are 
females, 3 the idea which is the fundamental principle 
of our civilization—of the home, the fireside, the husband and 
the wife and the children. I am opposed to it because it is a 
step in breaking down the barriers of protection, which are essen- 
tial: to the maintenance and the dignity and character of American 
labor. 

Mr. President, before I take my seat I ask unanimous consent 
to have a pamphlet printed as a document. It is a small pam- 
phlet written by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], being 
an analysis of the functions of money. I make that request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I dbject to it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ‘The pamphlet is not very long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota to have printed as a document 
certain matter which he has stated. Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. s : 

Mr. DANIEL. If my friend will allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment, the author of this document is a distinguished mem- 
ber of our body, and I hope our courteous friend, the Senator from 
New Hampshire, will allow this paper to be published. It will not 
interfere with any saving of time. 8 

Mr. GALLIN In response to the suggestion of my always 
courteous friend, the Senator from Virginia, I regret that I can 
not agree with him. The money that we expend for printing doc- 
uments is the money of the people, and I know of no reason why 
we should take a book written even by a United States Senator 
and print it at the public expense, so that it can be sent free 
Soroush the mails of the United States. I must insist upon my 
objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will indulge me just a moment, 
I will say that such permission has been frequently granted on 
other occasions, and it is notone 1 Paci any political advan 
is sought or ought to be sought. No courtesy of that kind would 
be asked by any gentleman on this floor unless he would as roy 
grant it to another, although he ht not entirely concur wit 
the statements in the document. I know this is a very valuable 
contribution to the literature of the subject. It is very ample and 
ar} been contributed to by the best minds of our country on both 

es. 

But I will not press the matter if my honorable friend feels that 
he ought to object to it, although I think he should strain 
natural liberality and generous inclinations a little on this occa- 
sion; and on serious second thought he will probably like to with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill only commence reading the book 
to-night and will finish it at the next session of the Senate. 

At this point Mr. PETTIGREW yielded to Mr. Quay.] 

. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I dislike to encumber the 

Recorp with this pamphlet; but if there is objection to its being 

nted as a document, which would not encumber the RECORD, 

shall read it and put it into the RECORD, and read it all, because 

I consider it a very valuable contribution to this subject, and one 

that ought to be in the hands of every producer of wealth in this 
country. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will my friend the Senator from South Dakota 
allow me to make a suggestion to my friend the Senator from New 


Hampshire? In view of this being a document prepared by a R 


Senator, and in view of the further fact that if the Senator now 
upon the floor does read it it will go into the RECORD, and if he 
does not it will only be printed as a document, I beg my friend 
the Senator from New 13 to allow it to be printed as a 
document, so that we can go fo wi 
Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, itisunnecessary for Senators 
to make appeals of that kind to me. If the Senator from South Da- 
kota wishes to read the pamphlet he can do it, and it will emphasize 
the absurdity of our rales, and that I am very anxious to have 
emphasized before the country in this debate. It makes no differ- 
ence to me who wrote the pamphlet; it is an abuse of the Senate 
to have it printed as a document and sent through the mail free of 
postage. I shall insist on my objection. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President corn 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I 8 to say, respecting the 
r which the Senator from South Dakota asked might be pub- 
fished as a document, that I think the Senate has v ttle abused 
the privilegesof publication, On the contrary, I it has held 
very strictly to the rule that nothing should be printed as a speech 
made by any member of this body except a speech actually deliy- 
ered upon the floor of the Senate, which is a good and wholesome 
rule, The multitude of members in the coordinate legislative 
branch of this Government has led to great liberality as to publi- 
. cations inthe RECORD. As we all know, it is through the publi- 
cation of the sentiments of the members of both es that the 
great audience is reached, and it is an educational function which 
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the speeches 
them with more or less interest. 
In this case a e member of this body, who has ex- 


pert knowledge and w 
ject of controversy, has contributed to literature in a compact 
form the views which he has often expressed upon this floor, and 


seems to me a little rigorous and not sufficiently re 


perform, and the people of the country at large read 
o has given lifelong study to a great sub- 


which for aught I know he might be tempted to express in full 


and in the very words of this peer but for his forbearance upon 


the time and patience of the Senate. His knowledge that it is 
cramped for opportunity to finfsh much needed legislation no 
doubt has properly deterred him. 

Under these circumstances, when we have often permitted, in 
cases siog, documents to be printed at the instance of gen- 
tlemen of all kinds of political affiliation and views, while I know 


my honorable friend from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 


would not be discourteous to any of his colleagues and would not 
wish to do anything that was notin full deference to them, it 
dful of the 
fair and appropriate wish of others to deny to this paper that 
publication. i 

I hope I may be eee for saying this much, because the 
sentiments which 1 express are entirely without regard to the 
personality of the author or to the views which he expresses saye 
that he is a member of this body. I would entertain the same 
opinion and would ask the same action in the case of any member 
of this body, whatever might be his affiliation or whatever might 
be his views in a case at all similar to the one before us, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I should like to ask the honorable Senator 
from Virginia before he takes his seat whether the volume that is 
to be or printed in the Recorp relates to the subject that is 
under consideration, the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands. Isit 
germane to that general subject? If so, in what particular? If 
it is germane, Mr, President, I would unite in the request to the 
honorable Senator from New —— 25 to withdraw his objec- 
tion; but if the book that is pro to be inserted in the RECORD 
in the midst of the discussion of this great question is not rele- 
vant but quite foreign to it, as I conceive it to be, I should * Spo 
insist upon interposing an objection if the Senator from New 
Hampshire did not object. 

Mr. DANIEL, The views which I was presenting are entirely 
independent of the matter as to the inency of this pamphlet 
to the immediate discussion before the Senate. I would not like 
to undertake to make such analysis either of the measure now be- 


his | fore the Senate or the pamphlet as to pass upon the question as to 


whether something germane to the one might not be found in the 
other. They are both world-wide 5 that we know; and 
what line of connection might be found between them is a mat - 
ter Which others can decide for themselves. It would take per- 
haps too much of the time of the Senate to undertake to make 
that analysis now. 

It seems to me, sir, independent of that consideration, from 
the mere fact that the request is made pending this debate, the 
question whether it is germane might be regarded as a collat- 
eral matter. The pes upon the floor made the request near 
the conclusion of his speech, and he sees a connection sufficient 
for his purpose. Independent of this discussion, which I have not 
sought to delay in any way and which I think onghtnot to be 
unduly delayed, it seems to me that the request stands upon its own 
merits, simply as a request for liberty to insert the matter in the 

D. 


ECORD. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. My request was not to have the pamphlet 
inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, but simply to have it 
published as a document, 

Mr. DANIEL. It was a request to . as a document a 
well-conned article upon a subject which we have been known to 
discuss in this body and which has been astanding subject of re- 
flection on the part of its members. That request has its own 
merits. It is not 5 associated with the measure under 
discussion. The Senator asked that it might be printed as a doc- 
ument, and I do not think that the one proposition ought to be at 
all involved in the other in the disposition to be made of it, It 
would be an economy of time in all probability, if coming events 
throw their shadows before, to permit it to be printed as a docu- 
ment; but I do not think the Senate ought to be constrained b 
that fact to permit anything to be printed which it did not think 
fairly shoul printed independently. tainly it is not natu- 
rally contributory to economy of time to op a request reason- 
ably made and fairly stated by a member of the Senate, 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. If the Senator please, I understood the 
Senator from South Dakota to request the printing of this volume 
asa document and to make the threat that if the Senate did not 
allow it to be so printed then he should proceed to read it to the 
Senate as a part of his remarks on the subject of the annexation 
of Hawaii. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I made no threat. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS, I understood the Senator to say that he 


would read a part of the volume to-night, and that he would read 
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the residue at the next session of the Senate. I may have been in 


error. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was nota threat. That is my right as 
a Senator, It was not a threat. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I dislike exceedingly to take 
a moment of the time of the Senate in this matter. islike ex- 
ceedingly to do 5 may possibly suggest itself to any 
member of this body ing a discourteous or an ungracious act. 
But we are confronted with a practical matter. The question of 
the annexation of Hawaii has been discussed in this country for 
twenty-five years. It has been discussed -in the Senate now for 
nearly two weeks. The Senator from South Dakota informed me 
to-day, and I presume I am at liberty to state it, that we could not 
have a vote on this question next week. He has given notice 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, that is hardly true. I said I did not 
think we should reach it, as there were so many Senators I knew 
of who wished tospeak. I have made no threat or anything of 
the sort, and the language of the Senator intimates that I have 
done so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not suggest that the Senator had 
made a threat. I stated what I understood the Senator to say. 
The Senator has given two installments of a speech. He informs 
us to-day that atsome future time he will proceed to tell us some- 
thing about the Sandwich Islands, and in the midst of his speech 
he —— the Senate, with the peoples money, to print a book of 
ninety-four pages entitled An Analysis of the Money Question, 
and hence make it frankable through the mails of the United 
States, and that at a time when it is being argued that we ought 
to exclude legitimate literature from the mails at a certain rate of 
postage because it is a burden upon the public Treasury. 

Now, I have remained here at very great personal discomfort 
and some disadvan in certain directions to vote on the an- 
nexation of Hawaii. I am going to stay with the question just as 
long as the Senator from South Dakota does if my health per- 
mits, but I should like very much to get away from Washington 
during this heated term. i 

I; however, am not going to be deterred by the suggestion that 
if the book is not printed without reading it will be read and 
printed and circulated through the mails. I think it will be 
much more interesting reading, with all due đeference to the 
Senator from South Dakota, than a good deal of the talk he has 
indulged in on this question, 9 that of to-day, when he 
arraigned the President of the United States and arraigned the 
Senate as lobbying on this question, and being afraid to discuss it, 
and all that sort of thing. > 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. e is always interesting. 
He has talked once or twice on the subject of money in the Sen- 
ate, to my knowledge, and I presume he has covered all the 

und he has covered in his book. It is always a matter of thrill- 
oe interest to those of us who do nota: with him, and I should 
myself, Mr. President, very much prefer to have this book read 
than to have it printed without being read. Therefore I feel con- 
strained toinsist upon my objection, This is all I am going to say 
about the matter. . 

Mr..PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I had concluded my re- 
marks for to-day upon Hawaii, and I sup’ there would be no 
objection whatever to the publication of this book as a document. 
It is only a few weeks ago that we printed as a document a letter 

by Meline, of France. It is only a few days ago, or a few weeks 
ago, that we printed as a document an article published by Prof. 
Garrett Droppers, of the Imperial University of Japan, which 
appeared in some Harvard magazine. It is only two days ago 
that we published as a document, at the request of the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WiLson],an article that appeared in a 
paper in the city of Portland, Oreg., on the money question, and 


now—— 
Mr. FRYE. Has not the Senator had papers printed as a docu- 


ment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly; I have had several documents 
rinted; and now when I ask to have printed asa documenta 
k written by the Senator from Nevada, one of our own mem- 
bers, objection is made. It seems to me that this is an unfortu- 
nate place to make the issue, and under the circumstances I am 
justified in reading the book, and I shall read it, not as a matter of 
threat, but because I wish to get the book before the people of this 
country and because I wish to have it so that I can frank it through 
the mails and send it to my constituents to read and because I 

know many others ought to read it. 

I am sure if the Senator from New Hampshire could listen 
while I read it, he would be vastly benefited in a greater and more 
accurate knowledge on the subject of money than he now pos- 
sesses, even whether it does him any good or not. I doubt his 
ener to accept and retain right information on this great ques- 


on. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President : 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Illinois, 


Mr. MASON. I wish to inquire of the Senator whether he is 
ienasi sure that he might not violate the copyright law in 
putting this publication in the REcorD without the consent of the 
author. I see the author is in his seat. 

Mr. WHITE. I submit that it is improper to create an estoppel 
in pais against the Senator from Nevada. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MASON. Of course silence gives Ai anin a certain way, 
but I wanted to know whether we might be liable to his publishers 
in some wayif we publish the book as a document. I do not want 
it understood that by my silence I wish to make myself liable for 
a violation of the copyright law. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I shall read but a very 
small portion of this book to-night, because I have been on the 
floor for about four hours and am slightly exhausted. At the 
avi ene after to-day I shall try to secure the floor to com- 
ple 

By the way, it is somewhat pertinent to the subject under dis- 
cussion—the Hawaiian resolution—for an amendment has been 
offered to the Hawaiian resolution which provides that we shall 
redeem the silver money of Hawaii at a parity with gold, and 
there is a million dollars of it. The whole question of bimetallism 
is opened up by the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Gran]. Therefore it is pertinent to the issue and comes in 
point very materially, 

Besides, the whole question of money is involved by the fact 
that the Asiatics are manufacturing on a silver basis, and that 
they are thus enabled, in view of the fact that silver has retained 
its purchasing power in those countries, to compete with us to 
our great disadvantage, because wages are no higher, as food is no 
higher, the same amount of silver buying the same amount of 
products that it did in those countries twenty years ago. 

Mr. GEAR, Mr. President, may I remind my friend from 
South Dakota that the silver money of Hawaii is at present main- 
tained at a parity 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, yes, it is maintained at a parity be- 
cause of the function it performs—it is alegal tender—and because 
it is limited in its quantity; that is all. We propose now to be 
sure to redeem it at a parity with gold. I think it can continue 
to maintain itself at a parity, if we did not redeem it, but if we 
do the loss will be $500,000. 

Mr. GEAR. May J inform the Senator that it is maintained at 
a por with American currency? 

r, PETTIGREW. Certainly; it is maintained at a parity with 
the American currency. Iam well aware of that. I used it when 
there last year. Sol say the question of bimetallism, the question 
of money and its functions, and the effect of an appreciating or 
depreciating standard upon the producers of wealth throughout 
the world are involved in this proposition to add an Asiatic popu- 
lation to the United States. is question is pertinent to the is- 
sue, and I have no doubt it is more ably stated in this book than I 
can state it. I have no doubt the Senator from New Hampshire 
will be much more delighted with hearing these views from the 
able Senator from Nevada than in hearing them from my lips, 
and I shall take t pleasure in imparting to him, if that is pos- 
sible, some knowledge upon this subject. 

Mr. PETTIGREW proceeded to read the Analysis of the Func- 
tions of Money, and read the first page. 

Mr. BUTLER, Will the Senator from South Dakota pardon 
me? I ask the Senator from South Dakota if he has read the 
preface of the book? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have read it. 

sth BUTLER. Has the Senator read it as a part of his re- 
marks? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have not. 

Mr, BUTLER. I ask the Senator, if he please, to read it. I 
should like to have the preface go in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall be glad to read it before I get 


through. 
The reading was continued to page 9. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does theSenator from South Dakota 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to make a suggestion, not entirely for 
the purpose of giving a rest to the Senator, but to sow some seeds 
of thought as to the need of an amendment to the rules of the 
Senate. If the Senator will permit me just one minute, I am sure 
he will be 75 to rest. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to finish this quotation from Aris- 
totle, and then I shall be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. Ishall be very glad to follow Aristotle. [Laugh- 


ter. 
ate PETTIGREW. Very well. $ 
The reading was continued to the end of the quotation from 


Aristotle, on 11. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I now yield to the Senator from Illinois, 


1898. 


Mr. MASON. I want to employ the one minute which has been 
eg ae to me to again call attention to the fact that the Senate 
of the United States is the only deliberative body in the world 
where the majority can not transact business. I want to call to 
the attention of the people I represent in the Senate and the few 
Senators who happen to be here this afternoon that this is the 
only legislative body in the world where the minority controls 
the affairs of the Government. 

While I have no fault to find with the distinguished Senator 
who is now reading the book written by the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], which seems to be largely quoted 
from Aristotle and other learned philosophers of the past, I desire 
to emphasize each minute and to call attention to this each day, 
as I shall, and I should like to doit following the morning prayer, 
so that it might have some effect upon the wickedness of heart of 
those who are determined that the majority shall not run the 
business of the Government. 

Understand me, I am not here to find fault, and Ido not pro- 

to find fault with the gentlemen who are conducting the fili- 

uster. Some of gon deny it; most of those who conduct filibus- 

ters do deny it. You put on kid gloves, and you think you can 
make the people believe that there are no hands in the gloves. 

I again call attention to the fact that while this book is being 
read, which is not germane to the discussion at all, that there is 
no law by which the Government of the United States can trans- 
act business in this body—in this fossilized debating society known 
as the United States Senate. There is no rule by which debate 
can be cut off, and the very gentlemen who are now complainin 
of the filibuster have sat here from twenty-five to fifty years an 
kept the rule upon the book, so that any Senator whenever he felt 
disposed could put a spoke in your wheel and stop the transaction 
of Government business. 

Having again called attention to this in my most powerful tone 
of voice, I thank the Senator for permitting this interruption of 
his 2 from Aristotle and other philosophers. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I have not filibustered; 
neither do I intend to filibuster. I did not intend nor expect to 
read this book. I had hoped thatit would be published as a docu- 
ment, without burdening the Senate by taking the time to read it. 

In the discussion of the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands I 
have spoken, I believe, on those subjects germane to that ques- 
tion. at we have consumed two weeks in a discussion of an 
absolute change of what has been the policy of this country for a 
century is certainly not filibustering for delay; and if we discuss 
that question two weeks more, it certainly will not be filibuster- 
ing simply to consume time. This question, in my opinion, that 
is now being considered and about to be passed upon by the Sen- 
ate is the most important and most momentous that the Senate 
has been called upon for many years to decide. 

It is a question whether the pe rer era institutions shall con- 
tinue to survive or whether we will adopt an imperial policy and 
launch out upon a career of conquest. It is a question whether 
we will abandon all that is grand and sacred in our history as a 
people and join the land grabbers of Europe in plundering the 
rest of mankind. Shall we ye) down from that exalted position 
of grandeur which we have held among the nations of the world 
and reach out and take in an unwilling people to tax and govern 
them against their will? 

A question so mighty in its consequences to future eee 
and to us who live to-day is too important to be lightly passed 
over and disposed of without debate. That our rules are whole- 
some and proper is evidenced by the fact that if debate could be 
limited we would be deprived of presenting to the people of this 
country the momentous and important arguments against the 
passage of this resolution, which, by our rules, we are enabled to 


resent. 

p When I entered this body I would have voted in favor of chang- 
ing the rule as to debate, but after watching its workings for the 
last ten years, I am satisfied, Mr. President, that the only way 
this can continue to be the greatest deliberative body upon the 
globe is by maintaining our rule, by which the majority can not 
limit debate; and I believe when the honored Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mason] has served ten years in this body, he, too, will 
cae that the rule has its wholesome results, and never ends 
in harm. 

No measure was ever ultimately defeated that ought to become 
a law or that 5 5 to pass this body by this rule. The Senate 
has too much P gment and good sense not to arrive at a conclu- 
sion in the end. So it will be with this question. Ultimately it 
must be disposed of, and the question of a little time is of less im- 
portance than the destruction of the only legislative and deliber- 
ative body left in our Government. 

Mr. President, I will not resume the reading of this book to- 
night, but I hope to secure the floor at an early day next week and 
complete it. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, at this time I desire to inquire of 
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the Senator from Minnesota whether it is the intention to have a 
session of the Senate on Monday next? I am asked to make this in- 
quiry by persons in the employ of the Government who are here, 
and Í think they ought to know now. Iam not interposing any- 
obstacle to the consideration of the measure before us, but I sim- 
ply desire to know the intention of the Senator in that regard. 

Mr. DAVIS. My answer to that will depend upon whether I 
can secure at this time an agreement to have a vote at some time 
next week upon the pending resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. In view of the fact that this is Saturday evening 
and that there are many Senators greatly interested in this mat- 
ter who are not here, I would not feel justified, even if I could see 
my way personally to do so—which I do not—to enter into any 
understanding in regard to the taking of the final vote. That 
would not, in my judgment, be a proper course to pursue. Man 
gentlemen who are deeply interested in the subject are absen 
and had no idea that a discussion of this sort would be had at all— 
I mean in reference to fixing a time to vote. Hence I am unable 
this evening to suggest any day. 

Mr. DAVIS. n Iam unable to agree that there shall be an 
adjournment over Monday. Unless we can have some agreement, 
I shall move at the proper time that the Senate adjourn until 
Monday. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator from California to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. WHITE, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope the Senator from Minnesota who has 
charge of the pending resolution will permit the Senate to adjourn 
over until Tuesday. So far as I am personally concerned, I come 
here day after day under a good deal of pain and physical dis- 
ability, and I am willing to continue to come, but there are a 
great many employees who desire to keep the Fourth of July, our 
national holiday; and I think it would be rather unkind to them, 
as well as unjust to ourselves, not to adjourn over until after the 
Fourth of July. That is not only true so far as the employees of 
the Senate are concerned, but the employees of the Government 
Printing Office also will be compelled to be at their places in this 
sweltering weather, which we are told by the Weather Bureau is 
likely to continue for several days. I do not believe it will hurt 
the case to have it go over one day, 

So far as filibustering is concerned, the Senator knows that 1 
am not a to that, because the Senator is aware that I am 
heartily with him and shall vote with him in favor of the passage 
of this measure. but I favor the adjournment over for the reason 
I have given. I hope the Senator will reconsider the matter and 
allow us, when we do adjourn, to adjourn until Tuesday next. I 
do not think it will 8 the debate, because these gentlemen 
are going to break down after a while, when they run out of read- 
ing matter, and we shall then come to a vote. So I hope the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota will allow us to adjourn over. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this question as to one day's ad- 
3 is one which is to be settled by a vote. My own opin- 

on is Mal liear that we ought to sit on Monday in view of the 
remarks in extenso which are being, made by Senators and the 
reading by the Senator from South ota [Mr. PETTIGREW] as 
a portion of his of a book heretofore published. I can con- 
ceive of no better time for this Senate to do its duty on a secular 
Say than the present time. 
am perfectly aware of the inconvenience which we all suffer 
here, and I feel a proper sympathy for the inconvenience of the 
employees, but, Mr. President, I can not be unmindful of the fact 
that at this very time and on the Fourth of July at Santiago de 
Cuba and at Manila the brave men in arms on land and sea, the 
soldiers and sailors of the United States, are performing and will 
be orming their duties in actual warfare and bloody combat, 
and are not raising and will not raise any question as to whether 
the fight should be postponed on account of the Fourth of July or 
the question of their inconvenience. 

Mr. President, I shall move at the proper time for a regular 

adjournment, 


JAMES S. CHAPMAN, 


Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from California, who, I un- 
derstand, is entitled to the floor on the Hawaiian resolution, to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 4274) granting an increase of pension to James S. Chap- 
man 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 3, 
after the word be,“ to strike out authorized, and he is hereby” 
and insert ‘‘and he is hereby authorized and;” in line 5, before 
the words the pension roll,” to strike out upon“ and insert 
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“on;” and in line 9, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“thirty” and insert twenty;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Y of the Interi: 2 * 
authorized and direc Le or be, tions 


provisions of the eaten of James 8 che te 

private, Company B, Fifth Battalion Ohio Volunteer Ca’ pay him a 

pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of the pension he snow receiving. 
The amendments were 


agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JEREMIAH HACKETT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I have two ion bills which are very 
urgent. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2267) to increase the pension 45 Jeremiah Hackett. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 1 pr proposes to place on the 
roll the name of Jeremiah Hackett, late private, 7 2 O, 
Fourth nt of Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of F the pension he now re- 
ceives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDSON SULLIVAN. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I now ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension 


to Edson Sullivan. 

To being no 3 glares id ~ in ec peal the 

ole, proceeded to consi e roposes on 

8 roll the name of Edson Sullivan late raio in 
Company C, First New Hampshire Hea Artillery olunteers, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in neu- of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT WATER-MAIN TAXES. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from California 
will permit me, some days ago Lentered a motion reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 5883) to au- 
thorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District 


Columbia, and for other Bem the with a view of an 
amendment to it. Since then the 3 from Vermont [Mr. 


. WHITE] 


Proctor], who reported the bill ittee on the 
trict of lumbia, and I have paige sot an amendment, and I 
ask that the motion to reconsii now acted upon with a 
view of amen e bill. 


The VICE-PR IDENT. The Senator from Maryland moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill named by him was passed. 
The Chair hears none; and, in the absence of 


Is there objection? 
ing and vend votes by which the bill was ordered to a third read- 
sae see ie time will also be reconsidered, The bill is 


— ae Senate and open to amendment. 
1 5 aft vthe word "lands Tracing it sen Ba 
ae e 11, after the w * N out the proviso. 
EF VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland will be stated. 
The SECRETARY, In section 1, on page 2, line 11, after the word 
“land,” it is proposed to strike out: 
where — parcels of land pans been 


from water-main taxes or assessments by reason of technical defects or errors 
in m gu. FFF 
Sold. h former owner between the order of said release of tax or as- 
sessment and the act, the of the District of 
Columbia shall not reassess the same against such in the hands of 

pay the water- 


1 without notice of the 
fide pedas — value 

The amendment was . 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


APPOINTMENTS TO MEDICAL CORPS, 


Mr. ALLEN. 1 ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution 3 discrimi- 
nation against graduates of 1 edical colleges in 

pointments to the corps in the Army, Navy, and 
Marine H ital Service of the United States. 


The 2 PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
ee of the joint resolution indicated by the Senator from 
ebraska? 


Mr. DAVIS. Let it be read for 5 
The joint resolution was by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of . its considera- 


The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Pub- 


of * ae maintenance of the Army;” so as to make the 


lic Health and National Quarantine with an amendment, in line 
4, after the word “State,” to strike out of the United States“ 
and insert Territo: or the District of Columbia; and in line 6, 
after the word “State,” to insert ‘‘ Territory, or the District of 
Columbia;” so as to make the joint resolution read: 

1 te., That 

5 State, Territory, or the Disthlet ae 
Columbia. and eligible oe ice therein under the laws of su 
ritory, or the District of lumbis, shall, on a 
od saree Areo tor oo corps 

the U 3 any statute or 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate asamended, and 
the amendment was concurred in 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred to bill (H. R. 10803) to amend the 
act relating to pay of volunteer soldiers, to report it with sundry 
amendments, 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that bill will be taken up and considered 


now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I report only two or three small amendments 
to the bill, which authorizes payment to the officers at the same 
time the men are being paid. 

Mr, CULLOM. T hope the bill will be passed at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. F if the 
Senator from a Er [Mr. Davis] will yield 

Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. COCKREL 4 ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10805) to amend the 
act relating to pay of 5 soldiers. 

The amendments okis tlt dai Committee on Military Affairs 
were, on page 1, line 9, after the word Lot, ” tostrike out “such” 
and insert all peti and enlisted men;” in line 10, on the same 
page, before the word received,“ to strike ont as are;” and on 
page 2, Tine t line 1, after the word “ President,” to insert of all officers 

enlisted men who have not been so paid, shall be so paid by 
the Pay Department of the Army out of any moneys a 8 
ren 


3 the payment and maintenance of volunteers dur- 
n their e nrollmen t and muster into the United States 
sare een purposes,” — the same is hereby, amended to 


y and allowance of all officers and enlisted men of the volun- 

teers receive into the service of the United States under the act of Congress 

April 22, 1808, and the — a — 1 2 . eee 

to commence from the day -z rep eres fie their nam r serv- 

ice in “in the Vo Volunteer ep A of the United States and join joined f or —  thereln 

after ha been called the artesian 5 5 authorit Foe 
ve been 


to embarkation. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend the act 
relating to pay of volunteer officers and soldiers.” 


FRANKING PRIVILEGES TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 


Mr. DAVIS. order. 

The VICE-PRES. . The Senator from Minnesota calls 
e the regular order. The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] 
8 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me 
for a moment to “px ory 5 a bill? 

Mr. DAVIS. or the regular order. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The Senator from California, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MASON. I have a very short bill here, to which I do not 
believe there is one objection now. Will the Senator from Cali- 


fornia yield to me? 

Mr. WHITE. I d to the Senator from Illinois. 

The VICE -PR ENT. Is the call for the regular order 
withdrawn 


Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 
— 5 VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California. 
WHITE. The Senator from Illinois has eee to mo, 


and i I yield to him. I believe I have that right. 
Mr. MASON. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that the 
bill which I desire to have called up was unanimously reported 
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by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. It will not take 
n than a moment, It is to give the soldiers the franking 
rivile 
x Mr. DAVIS. To give the franking privilege to the soldiers? 
Mr. MASON, Y 


the United States. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re ed 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “matter,” to insert the words 
not to exceed 1 ounce;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That du thecontinuance of the present war between 


the United States and the Kin, of Spain the g privilege be, and 
is hereby, extended d enlisted men of the y and Navy 

States, and that all first-class matter, not toexceed l ounce, 
mailed by any of said officers or enlisted men free through the 
mails of the United States, under such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Postmaster-General. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, I should like to ask the Senator reporting the 
bill whether there is 5 whatever for such a measure? 
Has this privilege ever been granted to the officers and soldiers of 
the Army of the United States at any time since the Government 
was established? 

Mr. MASON. Under the present law they can, when it is pr 
erly certified by an officer, send their mail in such way that the 

ple have to pay for it after it pets home. That is a precedent 
ooking in the — — direction. I do not know of any precedent 
except that the soldiers and sailors are already given some advan- 
tage. As a rule, when they send their mail in that way they im- 
agine they are sending it free to their mothers and sweethearts, 
but later on they learn that their friends at home have to raise 
the money to pay the Government for bringing the letters. 

Mr..GORMAN, I trust the Senator will not press the bill in 
the form in whichitis. Ifitis desired, we can ver ily make 
some adjustment by which stamps can be furnished through the 
commanding officers of the companies or regiments and not have 
the mere indorsement by the ers and soldiers, these gallant 
men, suffice to carry the mail, while the Government. pays the 


expense, 

Mr MASON. The Senator will see that the regulations pro- 
vide that the franking shall be certified by a commissioned officer. 
The bill provides that it shall be done under regulations and rules. 

The Senator will see the great inconvenience of carrying stamps. 
T think the Senator ought not to object to it. The point is this: 
It is to give them the same marked consideration that we our- 
selves receive from the Government of the United States. It is 
true, ours extends only to official business. It is not so much the 
money they save as a mark of honor for the services they are ren- 
2 to the country. It is very inconvenient to these men as it 
is. They are traveling from place to place, on water and now on 
land, and it is only fair to let the soldiers send their letters home 
free. I hope the Senator will not object. There is no prospect 
of the measure ing unless we get it through the Senate now. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Illinois if there should not 
be in the bill some phrase like this, being in camp” or being in 
actual service;” that then the regulations shall take effect? I 
suppose the Senator would not expect that a soldier on furlough 
should be at liberty to frank all his letters. 

Mr. MASON. Iam willing to accept such an amendment. I 
move to amend the bill by inserting the words in actual serv- 


Mr. HOAR. I think that would improve it very much. 

Mr. MASON. I think so. I move to insert the words ‘in 
— service” after the words Army and Navy of the United 

States.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. What does the Senator mean by actual sery- 
ice”? There is some reason why the men who are actually at the 
front, on foreign land, in Cuba or Manila, or wherever they hap- 
= to be, should have this privilege, but the idea of giving 
hi ° 

Mr. MASON. That would be an easy matter for the Depart- 
ment to construe, The whole thing is left to the rules and regu- 
lations. It can not cost the Government a great deal. A large 
share of the work of bringing the mail to the regular channels is 
9775 by the soldiers anyway. It seems to me it is a small matter 
of honor, 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest the insertion of the words be- 
ing with the Army in actual service.“ 

. MA Army or Navy.” 
Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. “Being with the Army or Navy in actual sery- 

ice.” Laccept the amen t. 


Mr. GORMAN. I t to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that that would cover all the regular posts throughout the coun- 
5 the regular stations. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill wie over, under objection. 
Mr. MASON, I understand this is a 


VOTING BY VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 


Mr. HOAR, Lask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 10550) to enable volunteer soldiers during 
the war with Sop vote at Congressional elections. 

ENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. PETTUS, I for one can not consent to taking up the bill 


now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, Objection is made, 
MICHAEL J, FOGERTY, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. £ 

Mr. TURPIE. I ge to the Senator from Minnesota to allow 
me to call opa p pension bill, ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3081) granting an increase of pension 
to Michael J. Fogerty. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Michael J. Fogerty, late a member 
of Company F, Twelfth United States Infantry, and to pay him a 

msion of $50 per month, in lieu of any pension he may now be 

awing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BELLE PETER, 


Mr. LINDSAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
soiree of the bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Belle 

eter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before action is taken on the request, I 
will state that the bill was reported adversely by the committee 
for the reason that it appeared in the House report that the claim 
was pending in the Pension Bureau. The Senator from Kentucky 
mi since ascertained that thatis a mistake. Hencethe bill ought 

8. 
here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place onthe 
pesson zol the name of Belle Peter, widow of Henry W. Peter, 
te acting assistant (contract) surgeon in United States Army, 
and pay her a pension of 812 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHINEAS L. SQUIRES, 


Mr. CANNON, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4823) granting an increase of pension to 
Phineas L. Squires. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Phineas L. Squires, late of Company B, 
Sixth Connecticut Infantry Volunteers, and to pay him a pension 
of $17 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM B, MURRAY, 


Mr. TURLEY, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 4288) granting an increase of pension to William B. Mur- 


ray. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It p to place the 
name of William B. Murray, late a private soldier in Company I, 
Tenth Tennessee Infantry, on the pension rolls and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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GEORGE H, WHITE. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3471) for the relief of George H. White, 
late captain Company H, Nineteenth Michigan Infantry Volun- 
tee 


TS. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘revoke,” in line 4, and insert: 


And set aside so much of General Orders, No. 14, nan pt te Depart- 

ment of the Ohio, Cincinnati, Ohio, March 1, 1863, as approved the finding and 

sentence of the general court-martial dismissing Capt. George H. White, 

Nineteenth Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and to issue to said 

White a certificate of discharge as of date March 1, 1863: Provided, That no 

Ry 5 or allowance shall accrue to said George H. 
te by ue of this act. 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke and set aside so much of General Orders, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


OVID G. SPARKS, 


Mr. BACON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 4534) to grant a pension to Ovid G. Sparks. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretar 


month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension 
to Ovid G. Sparks.” 

ENLISTMENT OF COOKS, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10683) directing the 
enlistment of cooks in the Regular and Volunteer armies of the 
United States to report it favorably; and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pues 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the bill (S. 4791) directing the 
enlistment of cooks in the Regular and Volunteer armies of the 
United States be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DWIGHT D. WILBER. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill (S. 2681) to increase the pension of 
Dwight D. Wilber. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Presid 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 7, 
after the word pension,“ to insert at the rate;“ in line 8, after 
the word month,“ to strike out from and after the passage of 
this act;” and in line 9, after the word ‘‘receiving,” to strike out 
“under certificate No. 61135;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Dwight D. 
Wilber, late a private in Company G, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment of New York Volunteer In antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dwight D. Wilber.” 

MARTHA JENNIE FREER. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Mar- 
tha Jennie Freer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator, in connec- 
tion with his request, if he does not contemplate at an early day 
haying all these pension bills passed? — 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam purposing to ask for their consider- 
ation, but I will say that I have been notified to-day that this poor 
old woman, living in the District of Columbia, is very ill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not object, but I think all the bills 


ought to be passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I propose to ask for their consideration 
early next week. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Martha Jennie Freer, late an army 
nurse, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE AT FOND DU LAC, 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10477) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 
county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build or author- 
ize the building of a foot and wagon bridge across the St. Louis 
River between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point near Fond du 
Lac, in said State of Minnesota,” approved June 11, 1896. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4728) to change the time of holding 
the United States courts in the eastern district of North Carolina. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed forathird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE CONSULAR SERVICE, 


Mr, FRYE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8925) to amend sections 1698 and 1784 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Will not that interfere somewhat with the Ha- 
waiian matter? 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 hope the Senator from Maine is not trying to 
displace the Hawaiian matter. If he is not, I do not object. 

r. FRYE. Ido not see the point. Iam not undertaking to 
displace that measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 
subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. e first amendment was, in section 1, page $ 
line 3, after the word “and,” to strike out ninety-eight” and 
insert ‘‘ninety-seven;” so as to read: 

That section 1697 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the 
same is, amended to read as follows. 

The amendment was a to 


f TS next amendment was, in section 1, page 1, after line 5, to 
insert: 


“SEO, 1697. Every consul-general, consul, and commercial agent, before he 
receives his commission or enters upon the duties of his office, shall give a 
bond to the United States, with such sureties, who shall be permanent resi- 
dents of the United States, as the Secretary of State shall approve, ina penal 
sum not less than $1,000, and in no case less than the annual compensation 
allowed to such officer, and not more than $10,000, and in such form as the 

ent shall prescribe, conditioned for the true and faithful accounting 
for, paying over, and delivering up of all 3 goods, effects, books, 
records, papers, and other property which l come to his hands, or to the 
hands of any other person, to his use as such consul-general, consul, or com- 
mercial agent under any law now or hereafter enac or by virtue of his 
office; and for the true and faithful performance of all other duties now or 
pore 1 imposed upon him as such consul- general, consul, or com- 
mercial agent. 

“The bond herein mentioned shall be deposited with the Secretary of the 

In case of a breach of any such bond, any person thereby injured - 
may institute, in his own name and for his sole use, a suit on said bond, and 
thereupon recover such damages as shall be legally assessed, with costs of 
suit, for which execution may issue for him in due form; but if such party 
fails to recover in the suits, judgment shall be rendered and execution may 
issue against him for costs in favor of the defendant, and the United States 
shall in no case be liable for the same. The said bond shall remain, after 
any judgment rendered thereon, as a security for the benefit of any person 
injared y a breach of the condition of the same until the whole Re ty has 
5 and the proceeding shall always be as directed in this sec- 

on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i The next amendment was, at the top of page 3, to insert the fol- 
owing: 

Sec. 2. That section 1698 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is, amended to read as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 4, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘section,” to insert: 


That when suit is brought upon the bond prescribed in this or the —— 


ing section, if the principal in the bond resides in a foreign country, t 
other process, may be served upon him by filing 4 ce 


mons, or ed copy of 
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the same with the Secre of the Treasury, which service shall be deemed 
sufficient to give the court jurisdiction over the person and property of the 
defendant; and the bond prescribed in this and the preceding section shall 
contain a condition to accept such service as sufficient to give the court juris- 
diction as aforesaid. The principal shall have ninety days from the time of 
such service in which to enter his appearance in the action, When a copy of 
such summons or other process has been filed with the Secretary of the 
Shaner ood shall at once mail a copy thereof to the principal at his last 
known p. of residence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator who has this bill in charge 


whether it would not be well to strike out from the penalty the 
8 that the 3 convicted shall be forever disqualified 
m holding any office of trust or profit under the United States. 


It is a very grave doubt whether it is not an unusual punishment 
within the Constitution. At any rate, itis a very serious thing to 
have such a disqualification put upon a man. There may be some 
extenuating circumstances, The one great objection to that par- 
ticular penalty—it is very uncommon now in our jurisprudence— 
is that a man may go to some distant part of the country or get 
appointed to an office without the old conviction being known, 
and then all his official acts are void. It will affect other people. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know that I care anything about retain- 

ing the clause. 
r. HOAR. Very well. I move that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 8, section 3, it is proposed to 
strike out, after the word “dollars,” at the end of the bill, the 
following: 

And shall be forever disqualified from holding any office of trust or profit 
under the United States. 

Mr, FRYE. I have no objection to its going out. Has the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota any objection? ' 

Mr. NELSON. No, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act to amend sections 
1697, 1698, and 1734 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to consul and vice-consul generals, consuls and vice- 
consuls, and commercial agents.” 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the Honse on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. NELSON, 
Ne Pasco, and Mr. Berry were appointed. 


AMERICAN SEAMEN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 5 o'clock p. m.). The Chair lays 
before the Senate, under the unanimous-consent agreement, Sen- 
ate bill 95. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 95) to amend the laws relating to American seamen, 
for the protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. j 

Mr.FRYE. Iask that the amendments of the committee may be 
acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that course 
will be pursued. A : 

The first amendment was, on page 1, section 1, line 10, after the 
word “refill,” to strike out: 

And in all merchant vessels of the United States the sailors shall, while at 
sea, be divided into two watches, which shall be kept on deck alternately for 
the performance of ordinary work incident to the sailing and ment 
of the vessel; but this shall in no way limit either the authority of the mas- 
ter or other officer or the o ence of the seamen when, in the judgment 
of the master or other officer, the whole crew is needed for the maneuvering 
of the vessel or the performance of the work necessary for the safety of the 
vessel or her cargo. While the vessel is in a safe harbor no seaman shall be 

red to do any unnecessary work on Sundays or legal holidays. When- 
ever the master of any vessel shall fail to comply with this section the sea- 
men shall be entitled to discharge from such vessel, and shall upon demand 
receive wages then due. 


And insert: 
And report the same to the United States consul at the first port at which 


he shall arrive, without incurring the penalty prescribed by the two preced- 
ing sections. 


So as to make the section read: 


That section 4516 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended so as 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4516. In case of desertion or casualty resulting in the loss of one or 
more seamen, the master must ship, if obtainable, a number equal to the 
number of those whose services he has been deprived of by desertion or cas- 
ualty, who must be of the same grade or rating and equally expert with those 
whose place or position they re and report the same to the United States 
consul at the first port at which he shall arrive, without incurring the pen- 
alty prescribed by the two preceding sections.“ 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 20, after the 
word “the,” to strike out “ term” and insert ‘‘time;” so as to read: 


Sec. 4526. In cases where the service of any seaman terminates before the 
period contemplated in the agreement, by reason of the loss or wreck of the 
vessel, such seaman shall be entitled to wages for the time of service prior to 
such termination, but not for any further period. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 4, line 10, after the 
word ‘‘ whichever,” to insert ‘‘first;” in line 14, after the word 
“all,” to strike out “ other;” and in line 20, after the word ‘‘ sum,” 
to strike out not 5 amount of two days’” and insert 
“ equal to one day’s;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That section 4529 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
so as to read as follows: ‘ 
“Seo. 4529. The master or owner of any vessel making coasting voyages 
shall pay to every seaman his wages wi two days after the termination 
of the ment under which he epee o at the time such seaman is dis- 
charged, whichever first happens; and in the case of vessels making foreign 
Voy: or froma port on the Atlantic to a port on the Pacific, or vice versa, 
within twenty-four hours after the cargo has been |, or within four 
days after the seaman has been a whichever first happens; and in 
all cases the seaman shall, at the time of his discharge, be entitled to be d, 
on account of wages, a sum equal to one-third A og of the balance due 
Every master or owner who refuses or negl to make payment in man- 
ner hereinbefore mentioned without sufficient cause shall pay to the seaman 


as to one day's pay for each and every day during which ent 
is dela beyond the tive paripaos, which sum shall be recovernbie as 
wages in any claim made before the court; but this section shall not apply to 


the masters or owners of any vessel the seamen on which are ertitled to share 
in the profits of the cruise or yoyage.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 5, line 8, after the 
word“ vessel,“ to insert ‘‘after the voyage has commenced,” and 
in line 10, after the word ‘‘ ended,” to strike out All stipulations 
to the contrary shall be held as void” and insert unless the con- 

be 1 stipulated in the contract;” so as to make the 
section read: 

SEC. 5. That section 4530 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“SEC. 4530. Every seaman on a vessel of the United States shall be entitled 
to receive from the master of the vessel to which he belongs one-half part of 
the wages which shall be due him at every port where such vessel, after the 
2 has commenced, shall load or dellver cargo before the voyage is 
ended, unless the contrary beexpressly stipulated in the contract; and when 
the voyage is ended every such seaman shall be entitled to the remainder 
of the wages which shall then be due him, as provided in section 4529 of the 
Revised Statutes.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, page 7, line 23, after the 
word ‘‘port,” to strike out or consul, or consular agent, or per- 
son who may 5 the duties of consul, if in a foreign port;” 
on page 8, line 5, before the word ‘‘such” to insert one of;” in 
the same line, after the word “shall,” to strike out ‘‘consist of 
doctors, one of whom shall be the,” and insert be a physician or 
a;“ in line 7, after the word “service,” to insert “if such service 
is established at the place where the complaint is made;” in line 
12, after the word “justice,” to strike out “‘or consul, or consular 
agent;” in line 18, the word “justice,” to strike out or con- 
sul, or consular agent;” and on page 9, line 9, after the word “ jus- 
tice,” to strike out “or consul, or consular agent;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 8. That section 4557 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby is, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sxc, 4557. The judge, or justice, in a domestic port shall, upon such ap- 
plication of the master or commander, issue his precept, directed to three 
persons in the neighborhood, the most experien and ‘al in maritime 
affairs that can be procured; and whenever such complaint is about the pro- 
visions one of such surveyors shall be a physician or a surgeon of the M e- 
Hospital Service, if such service is established at the place where the com- 
plaint is made. It shall be the duty of such surveyors to re on board 
such vessel and to examine the same in t to the defects and insuffi- 
ciencies complained of, and shall make reports to the judge or justice, asthe 
case may be, in writing, under their hands or the Pinis of 70 of them, 
whether in any or in What t the vessel is unfit to p on the in- 
tended voyage, and what addition of men, provisions, or stores, or what 
repairs or alterations in the body, tackle, or a l will be necessary; and 
upon such report the judge or justice shall adjudge and shall indorse on his 
report his 13 ent whether the vessel is fit to proceed on the intended 
voyage, and, if not, whether such repairs can be made or deficiencies sup- 
Lage where the vessel then lies, or whether it is necessary for her to proceed 

the nearest or most convenient where such supplies can be made or 
deficiencies supplied; and the master and the crew shall, in all things, con- 
form tothe judgment. The master or commander shall, in the first instance, 
pay all the costs of such review, report, or judgment, to be taxed and al- 

owed on a fair copy thereof, certified by the judge or justice. Butif the 
complaint of the crew shall appear upon the report and judgment to have 
been without foundation, the master or commander, or the owner or con- 
signee of such ve shall deduct the amount thereof, and of reasonable 
damages for the detention, to be ascertained by the judge or justice, out of 
the wages of the complaining seamen.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 8, line 11, I move to strike out shall,“ 
after the word ‘‘and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 8, line 23, after the 
word “ first,“ to strike out “and second officer or” and insert “or 
second officer and;” so as to read: 

Src. 10. That section 4559 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby is, 


amended to read as follows: 
“Sec. 4559. Upon a complaint in writing, signed by the first or second 
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officer ority of the crew of any vessel while in a foreign that 
„56 to because she is or 
tint tho crew 3 inuiclonttoman het, or that her provisions stores and 
supplies aro not uring the voyage, sufficient and w 
some,” e 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 11, line 12, after 
the word “sea,” to insert in the foreign or coastwise trade;” in 
line 15, after the words of,” to strike out “such” and in- 
sert ‘‘each;” in the same line, after the word misdemeanor,” to 
insert “and shall be punished by a fine not to exceed $1,000 or by 
imprisonment not to exceed five years, or both, at the discretion 
of the court;” and in line 23, after the word other, to strike out 
“ citizen” and insert witness;“ so as to make the section read: 

Sxc.1L That section 4561 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 


read as follows: 
wes 4561. The inspectors in their shall also state whether in their 
opinion the vessel was sent to sea tably provided in any important or 
essential particular, by neglect or design, or through 6 
and in case it was by neglect or design, and the consular officer approves of 
auch Aaaa. no abel OIE each of the ston ap it, shall re- 
or each seaman over 


the nearest and most convenient port 
the seamen who so desire to be dis- 


But if in the opinion of the 


fo care, haye been known and 
po of Niet and the master shall in a reasonable time remove or remedy 
1 e causes of W — the pda en Spay their 
wi sends or sendor 
pe a American ship to sea, in 


by 
3 3 ve 
— 4. proves that either he 
sent to sea in a seaworthy state, or that her 
dere bekes f — 9 that proof he may give evidence 
0! 

any other of A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. On page 11, line 4, I move to strike out him“ 
and insert pasari 25 

The amendment was agreed 

The next amendment was, in section 13, page 12, line 16, after 
the word “reasonable,” to strike out “grounds” and insert 
„ground; so as to make the section read: 

5 77TPPGGGGGGTGVWWc i hereby, amended 
to as follows: 

= h to whi ch laint in to thi 
provisions or the ot eng de parties in t cock at 8 ment that there was 


no reasonable ground for such complaint, each of the parties so complaining 
shall forfeit tothe master or owner his share of the expense, if any, of the 
survey.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 13, section 14, line 25, after 
the word ‘‘Statutes,” to insert “is reduced;” so as to read: 

Sec. 11. That section 4568 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4568, If, d a VO 
wh y — 2 nee ing which such seaman y 
8 ain — — or maintain rform his duty, or is lawfully under 
confinement for misconduct either on or on shore,” ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. p 

The next amendment in section 15, page 14, line 10, after 
the word weather, to strike out: 


the allowance 


And that on and after Zune 2,1808, every place s ted to the crew of 
l of the United States, ex a vessel, yacht, or pilot 
3 under 100 1 — aball have a of fed re 


than 108 cubic feet and not less than 16 square feet m 
fioor of that place for such seaman or a 1 
a be pacare constructed, properly 


So as to make the section read: 

SEO. 15. a —— 472 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby. 
amended to as ows: z 

“SEC. 4572. Every vessel bound on ie voyage exceeding in le: 

shall also be ided with at least one suit of woolen cl 
fourteen days provi Ned ag ee = 2 
in cold weather. Failure 

vision shall subject the owner or master to a penalty of not 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, page 17, line 3, after 
the word “the,” to strike out “latter” and insert “‘master;” and 
in line 10, after the word “seaman,” to strike out: 

Provided, however, That in any serious case of illtreatment the consul ma 
send such master or officer to the nearest port in the United States for trial, 


and the seaman shall be entitled to redress as provided in section 4611 of the 
Revised Statutes. 


So as to make the section read: 
Sxc. 18. That section 4583 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 


to read as follows: 
“ Sec. 4583. Whenever on the discharge of a seaman ina fo — wi by 
con! 


& consular officer on his complaint that the voyage is 
agreement, or that the vessel is badly provisioned or unseaworthy, or 


the officers for cruel treatment, it shall be the duty of the consul or consular 


t to institute a inquiry into the matter, upon his being sat- 
of the trath aid Jantine of sch complaint Aa aT the master 


to pay to such seaman one month’s over and above wages due at 
the time of Gischarge, and to provide m with adequate employment on 

some other vessel, or witha on some other 
vessel bound to the port from w. or to the most 


hich he was y shipped, 
convenient porot entry in the United States, or toa port agreed to by the 

The amendment was agreed to. 
am next amendment was, in section 19, page 17, after line 17, 

SRC. 4506. The words “domestic trade” in this section shall include trade 
between of the United States and trade between ports of the United 
States a minion of Newfoundland, the West Indies, and 
10 S 
tween ports of the United States on the Atlantic and on the Pacific. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend the amendment. On line 1, 
page 18, I move to strike out the words “on the Atlantic and on 
the Pacific,” inserting a period after the words United States,” 
at the bottom of page 17, line 24, and after the word “ between,” 
in that line, to insert “Atlantic and Pacific.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the io agra on Commerce was, on page 18, after line 4, to 
strike out: 


First. For desertion in any foreign port, by forfeiture of all or any part of 
the clothes or effects he leaves on board and of all or any part of the wages 
or emoluments which he has then earned. 


And insert: 


First. For deserti „JFF. United States. or 
a foreign port in the domestic trade, by forfeiture of all or any part of the 
clothes or effects he leaves on board and of all or any part of the wages or 
emoluments which he has then earned. If the otienee cocur as a foreign pori 
in the foreign trade, by forfeiture of all or any part of the clothes or effects 


he leaves on board and of all or any part of the wages or emoluments which 
he has then earned; and also, at the tion of the court, by imprisonment 
for not more than one month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
zu next amendment was, on page 18, after line 18, to strike 
out: 


Second. For desertion e of the United States, by forfeiture of all 
or any part of the clothes or effects he leaves on board and of all or any part 
of the wages or emoluments which he has then earned. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 23, before the words 
“for neglecting,” to strike out Third“ and insert Second; on 
19, line 5, after the word “master,” to strike out “ by a for- 
eiture of his wages of not more than two days’ pay, or sufficient 
to defray any expenses which have been properly incurred in 
having a substitute” and insert ‘‘if the offense occur at a port of 
the United States or a foreign port in the domestic trade, by a 
forfeiture from his wages of not more than two days’ pay, or suf- 
ficient to defray any expenses which have been properly incurred 
in hiring a substitute; or if the offense occur at a foreign port, in 
the foreign trade, by a forfeiture from his wages of not more than 
two days’ pay, or, at the discretion of the court, by imprisonment 
for not more than one month;” soas to make the subdivision read: 
Second. For neglecting or refusing, without reasonable cause, to join his 
vessel or to to sea in his vessel, or for absence without leave at any 
time within twenty-four hours of the vessel's sailing from any 


the commencement or during the progress of any vo or 
d without sufficient reason rom his 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 16, before the words 
for quitting,” to strike out fourth“ and insert “‘third;” in the 
same line, after the word vessel,“ to insert in whatever trade 
engaged, at a foreign or domestic port;” and in line 19, after the 
word “ forfeiture,“ to strike out of,“ and insert ‘‘from;” soas to 
make the subdivision read: 

i ev whatever trade e at a foreign or 
33 S her arrival at tag nap pars os — ena 


before she is placed in security, by forfeiture from wages of not more 
than one month's pay. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 20, to insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 3, to strike out: 

Fifth. SOF Ca A A Te APF TANTU CONDENA RESA by Dulaan at 
the option of the master, placed in irons until such disobedience cease, 
and upon arrival in port by forfeiture of his wages of not more than four 


1898. 


OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


days’ pay, or, at the discretion of the court, by imprisonment for not more 
than one month. 


And insert: 


trons, i bread an until such ion 
— cease, and upon arrival in ports fof the Unite States, by for- 

— tor every twenty-four hours’ continuance of mee or 
neglect, of either a sum of not more than twelve days: payor or sufficient to đe- 
fray any expenses e have been properly incurred a substitute, 
or upon val in a fi oreli porh in w in addition to the aboye pen by imp: 
onment for not more than ths. at the discretion of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 21, to strike out: 

Sixth. 8 9 8 of te masie — ee 
willful uty a being, a opan Fem maste: A sean 
irons, AS pre water, wi with full paons on eve til such dis- 


The amendment was 2 a 

The next amendment was, on 
‘For assaulting,” to strike out 
as to read: 

Sixth. For assaulting any master or mate, by imprisonment for not more 
than two years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. In line 6, on page 21, pong the word“ mate,” I 

move to insert “in whatever trade en 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
21, line 8, before the words “For willfully,” to strike ont 
th” and insert “‘Seventh;” so as to read: 


ge 21, line 6, before the words 
senth” and insert “ Sixth;” so 


aging any of 
thereby sustained, and 
— 5 tor nas more than craven 
The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. WHITE. In line 9, on 
has just been read, after the w 
whatever trade engaged. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 21, line 13, before the words For any act of smuggling, ” to 


21, in the subdivision which 
cargo,“ I move to insert in 


strike out “ Ninth” and insert ‘ Eighth;” so as to 
Eighth. For anyactof sm for which he is convicted, ae whereby 
loss or is occasioned to FT 


sae ror owner such a sum as is suficient to reimburse the master — 
damage; an 6 whole o! 

bo netained in satisfaction or on account of such ap and he he shall be lis. lia- 

ble to imprisonment for a period of not more than twelve months, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. In line 15, on page 21, of the subdivision which 
has just been read, after the word “owner,” I move to insert in 
whatever trade engaged.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
p e 22, after the word “ offender,” at the end of line 3, to insert 

still in the vessel;” after the word port,“ at the end of line 
4, to insert “or, if she is at the time in before her departure 
therefrom;” in ‘line 13, after the word if,“ to strike out not 
lost through wreck or fire” and insert ‘‘practicable;” in line 14, 
after the words produced or,” to strike out “if so lost; ” in line 
16, after the word “case,” to strike out ‘‘shall” and insert “may, 
at its discretion;” and in line 17, before the word “ offense,” to 
insert “the;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 20. That section 4507 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, 
ee to en as 3 


y ths mate a one of the crew; and the offender, if still in the ves- 
aer fore her next arrival at any or, if she is at the time in port, 
before her departure therefrom, be fw with a copy of such entry, and 
have the same read over distinctly and audibly to him, and may thereupon 
make such a reply thereto as he thinks fit; and a statement that a cop o 
the entry has been so furnished, or the same has so read over, 
with his reply, if any, made by the en shall likewise be entered anil 
signed in the same manner. In any su ent proceedings the entries 
hereinbefore required shall, if practicable, ‘be P: — or proved, and in de- 
fault of such production or f the court hearing the case may, at its dis- 
cretion, refuse to receive evidence of the offense.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, section 21, line 20, before 
the word ‘‘consular,” to strike out the“ and insert **all;” in line 
21, before the word ““@iscountenance, to insert “reclaim deserters; ride 
and in line 2, on page 23, after the word “eighty-three, ” to strike 
SA and forty-sixhundred and eleven;“ so as to make the section 
rea 


pon ee Tost section North Revieed Statutes be; , and is hereby, amended 
“SEC. 4000. It shall be the duty of all consular officers to reclaim deserters, 
discountenance insubordination by every means in their power, and, where the 


local authorities can be usefully employed for that 
and use their exertions to that end in 2 7 
where seamen or officers are 


which the crnel or_un treatment 

thereto offici e shall read the en 

ter, and his re ply thereto, if any, shall 
the same manner.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 22, on 3 line 2, be- 
fore the word liable,“ to strike out “ vessel” and insert “mas- 
ter;” soas to make the section read: 

SEC. 22. That section 4611 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
to eee dal Flog d all other fı of ral punishmentare hereb 

“SEC. an other forms of co: s mee peng oe 
3 on tone, any vessel, and no form of — pun beg chew 

vessel shall be deemed justifiable, and any master or other officer ti thereof 
ani shall violate the e roviions this section or either thereof 


than three —— or more than twoyears. Whenever 5 other 
vessel shall 


ibe his name 
tothe mas- 
ikewise be entered and subscribed 


result In the escape of such officer, 
aire er said master liable in damages to the person illegally punished by 
such officer.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 23, on page 25, after the 
word “fruit,” in line 16, to insert:- 

2777... Per y Sen or Son le ba if obtainable. The 


seamen shall have the ion of acceptin; master may provid 
but the right at any 2 15 demand the 2 scale ot provisions, 5 


So as to make the clause read: 


When the vessel is in port and it is possible to obtain the same, pen pps acme 

of fresh meat shall be substituted for the daily rations of salt an 

meat; one-half pound of green cabbage for one ration no canned tomatoes; 
one-half pound of fresh fruit for one ration of dried fruit. Fresh fruit and 

vegetables shall ia served m in port if 9 2 seamen 8) 

have the option of acce the fare the master may provide, but the richt 

at any time to demand the foregoing scale of provisions. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, on 25, 2 
23, after the word “contract,” to insert except as 8 
to make the er read: 


3 an 452112 not 2222 
e 


scopy of the same shall 
the forecastle of each v: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 24, line 9, after the word 

person,“ to strike out the comma and the words “or to pay any 
person than an officer authorized by act of Congress any remuner- 
ation for the shipment of seamen;” so as to read: 

Sec. 24. That section 10 of chapter 121 of the laws of 1884, as amended b 
— — 3 of chapter 421 of the laws of 1886, be, and is hereby, amended to 2 
as follows: 

“Sec. 10. That ara noe gg open oun tg bie ho tab 
any seaman wages in advance of the time when he has actuall — the 
same, or to pay such advance aslo to any other person.” 

The amendment was a 

Mr. WHITE. After t ede “Bee, 10,” in line 6, on page 26, 
e ia insert in parentheses a small “a.” The section is sub- 

vide 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 24, on 26, after the word “wages,” at the end of line 
11, to strike out “or, such remuneration;” after the word “ad- 
vanced, ” at the end of line 14, to strike out “or remuneration so 
paid;” and i in line 17, after the word“ wages,” to strike out “or 
remuneration;” so as to read: 

An rson paying such advance wages shall be deemed guilty of 
mane and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine 3 so 
times the amount of the wages so advanced, and may also be im — for 
98 not exceeding six months, at the discretion of The court. ent 

advance wages shall in no case, excepting as herein provided. lve 

the vessel or the master or owner thereof from fall payment of wanes after 
the same shall have been actually earned, and shali B no defense to a libe 

suit, or action for the recovery of such wages. If any person shall anand 
or receive, either directly or indirectly, from any seaman or other person seek- 
employ t as seaman, or from any person on his behalf, any remuner- 


ation whatever for providing him with employment, he shall for every such 
offense be liable to a penalty of not more than $100. s 


en be inserted in every article of 
ced by any contract, except as above, and 
a conspicuous place in the galley and in 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 6, on 
27, section 24, 
WHITE, After line 6, on page 27, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
to inser SECRETARY. At the end of line 6, on page 27, it is proposed 


e halt bo inrol in tends between ports of = 
United 8 States, except as provided in subdivision O of this section, or in 
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trade between ports of the United States and the Dominion of Canada, New- 


foundland, the West Indies, and Mexico. 


The amendment was agreed to, à 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Commiteee on Commerce was, on page 27, after the amend- 
ment just adopted, to insert: 
(c) That it shall be lawful for any seaman in a vessel bound from 
a port on the Atlantic to a port on the Pacific or vice versa, or in a vessel en- 
in foreign trade, except trade between the United States and the Do- 
ion of Canada or Newfoundland or the West Indies or the Republic of 
Mexico, to stipulate in his shipping agreement for an allotment of an amount, 
to be fixed by regulation of the Commissioner of Navigation, with the ap- 
proval of the 8 of the Treasury, not exceeding one month's wanes, to 
an original creditor in liquidation of any just debt for board or clothing 
which he may have contracted prior to engagement. 


The amendment was agreed to. J 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 18, to change the 
“ e” in parentheses to “d.” 

The amendment was agreed to. “ 2 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 8, to change the d“ 
in parentheses to ‘‘e;” and in line 6, after the word section,” to 
insert ‘‘or shall make a false statement of the nature or amount of 
any debt claimed to be due from any seaman under this section;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

(e) That no allotment cei as provided for in this section shall be law” 
ful. Any person who shall falsely claim to be such relation as above de- 
scribed of a seaman under this section or shall make a false statement of the 
nature or amount of any debt claimed to be due from any seaman under this 
section shall for every such offense be punishable by a tine not exceeding 
$500 or imprisonment not exceeding six months, at the tion of the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 11, to change the 
“e” in parentheses to “f.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 19, to change the 
“f” in parentheses to “g.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 25, on page 29, line 1, after 
the word“ sections,” to strike out ‘‘4392;” and in line 6, after the 
words “ Revised Statutes,” to insert and so much of chapter 97 
of the laws of 1895 as relates to allotment, and also subdivisions 7 
and § of section 4511 of the Revised Statutes, in so far as the same 
relate to the domestic trade as defined in section 19 of this act;” so 
as to make the section read: 


Sec, 25. Thatsection 3 of chapter 421 of the laws of 1886, 8 June 19. 1886; 
sections 4531, 4532, 4533, 4534 4599, 4001, and 4609 of the Revised Statutes, 
and so much of chapter 97of the laws of 1895 asrelates to allotment, and also 
subdivisions 7 and 8 of section 4511 of the Revised Statutes, in so far as the 
same relate to the domestic trade as defined in section 19 of this act, and that 
section 3 fe an act entitled “An << Se — 7 ag the 0 1 to 8 
and for other purposes,“ approv p „1888, c! r 6), page 80, Statutes 
Fiftieth Congress, first — t are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. An amendment to the amendment has been 
agreed upon by the committee, in line 8, on page 29, after the 
word ‘‘ and,” to strike out also subdivisions seven and” and in- 
sert the word “subdivision,” so as to read “and subdivision 
eight of section 4511 of the Revised Statutes, etc;” and in line 10, 
to change the word relate“ to relates.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 26, on page 29, after the words “ approval, and,” to insert 
“shall not apply to fishing or whaling vessels or yachts, but;” so 
as to read: 

Sec. 26. That this act shall take effect sixty da 


shall not apply to fishing or whaling vessels or y: 
vessels not Ravein specifically exempted. 


Mr. WHITE. Section 26 as finally agreed upon by the com- 
mittee should read as follows: 

Sac. 5 Tate am — aoe = ay days ater — ap e gnd 

not herein 8 exem ut sections 1. 
25 6. PRY 10. 11.1314 15, O, and 2f shall not pein to fishing or whaling 
vessels or yachts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment first reported by the committee will be considered as 
disagreed to, and the question is on the amendment as now pro- 
posed by the Senator from California, 

The amendment was a: to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p. in) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 4, 1898, at 11 
oc a. m. 


after its approval. and 
ts, but shall apply to all 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, July 4, 1898, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rey. J. F. Hetsse, of the city of Washington. 
On motion of Mr, DAVIS, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of > Sonina of the haere T of Saturday last was dis- 
pensed with, 


ENLISTMENT OF COLORED TROOPS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a bill for 
raising 25,000 colored troops from the nation at large; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, together with draft of a bill 
to increase his department by adding to it one colonelcy and one 
lieutenant-colonelcy; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
1 to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of J. H. Jones, of Brad- 
ford, Vt., and 12 other members of the Homeopathic School of 
Medicine in the State of Vermont, and the petition of Daniel C. 
Noble, of Middleburg, Vt., and 9 other members of the Homeo- 
pathic School of Medicine in the State of Vermont, praying for 
the passage of Senate joint resolution No. 164, preventing dis- 
crimination against graduates of legally chartered medical col- 
leges in appointments to the medical corps of the Army, Navy, 
and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. = 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of the legislature of Lou- 
isiana, relative to the construction of a system of locks and dams 
in the Ouachita River, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3056) to correct the military 
record of Joseph Graham, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4592) to La he oie judgments against 
John C. Bates and Jonathan A. Yeckley, captain and first lieu- 
tenant in the United States Army, for acts done by them under 
orders of their superior officers, asked that the committee be dis- 
5 from its further consideration, and that it be referred, 
together with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on 
Claims; which was a; to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4374) to place the name of Nellie M. Guild 
upon the pension roll, reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2545) granting an increase of pension to Mary Eliza- 
beth Hieskell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

NEWTON W. COOPER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago upon my motion the bill 
(H. R. 4189) granting an increase of pension to Newton W. Cooper 
was indefinitely postponed. I move a reconsideration of the vote 
whereby the bill was postponed, and in courtesy to a member of 
5 onie House I ask unanimous consent that the bill be now con- 

ered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent to put the bill 
on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Newton W. Cooper, late private, Com- 
pany H, Third Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery, and to pay hima 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FLAGS ON MERCHANT VESSELS, 


Mr. PASCO. From the Committee on Commerce I report favor- 
ably without amendment the bill (S. 4827) relating to the flag of 
the United States on merchant vessels. It requires our merchant 
vessels to raise the flag in entering into or leaving any foreign or 
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homeport. It is recommended unanimously by the Committee on 
Commerce, and I was authorized by the committee to request the 
Senate to proceed toits consideration when reported. Ours is the 
only civilized nation without such regulations, and I ask that the 
bill may be now considered. x 

Mr. HALE. I object to the consideration of the bill for the rea- 
son I shall state. I do not believe in legislation which tends to 
make trouble for our navigation interests by imposing penalties. 
There has never any real harm come without a law so severe and 
offensive. To provide that the master of every vessel going out 
or coming into a port shall be subject to a new penalty because 
he does not happen to raise his flag is, I think, an unnecessary 
burden upon the interests of navigation. 

It is a pretty good rule, Mr. President, to let well enough alone. 
I do not know that we have suffered or that anybody else has 
suffered, or that the world has been any the worse because we 
have not had such a severe law upon our statute books. I am 
against it. I believe there is no call for it. I have no idea that 
the merchant marine has asked for it. It is one of those uneasy 
things that somebody takes into his head ought to be done and 
for which we are asked to enact a new statute. I object to the 
consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the bill. = 

Mr. PASCO. Before the bill goes over, I should like to make a 
few remarks. : 

Mr. HALE. Of course my objection will carry the bill over, 
but I withhold the objection. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the information before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which unanimously recommended the pas- 
sage of the bill, was that this is the only commercial nation of 
the world that is without such regulations as are prescribed in the 
bill. The bill is drawn after the British act requiring such vessels 
to display the British flag under similar circumstances. The com- 
mittee were unanimously of the opinion that the American flag 
should receive the same honor that other nations give to their 
flag when coming into or leaving a foreign port or a port of the 
United States, The restrictions are not onerous, ` There is ample 
time given to our vessels to provide themselves with flags, if they 
have not already got them. 5 

I must say that I am entirely surprised that this objection comes 
from the source it does. The Senator's colleague, who is chair- 
man of the committee, and who I regret is not now in his seat, 
introduced the bill; and it is a source of surprise to me that the 
Senator from Maine should object to its consideration and base 
his objections upon the grounds that he urges. 

It is certainly not an onerous restriction to require an American 
vessel to display an American flag when it comes into an Ameri- 
can port or when it comes out of a foreign port. Iam sorry to 
hear the Senator from Maine state as an objection to the bill that 
it is an onerous and objectionable requirement for our merchant 
vessels to exhibit the particularly at a time like this, when 
we are engaged in war with a foreign nation and when weshould 
delight to see it displayed in every port in the world where we 
have vessels under circumstances such as are set forth in the bill. 

I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection and that the bill 
will be passed. 

Mr. HALE, I not only will not withdraw it, but I renew it 
with greater force than ever since what the Senator has said. I 
do not object to its effect upon anybody except upon our own 
navigation interests. I supposed that before we got very far it 
would be claimed, as the Senator from Florida does claim, that 
this is a war measure, 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator misunderstood me if he thinks I said 
any such thing. 

Mr. HALE. What did the Senator refer to when he spoke of 
the circumstances which surround us now? ` 

Mr. PASCO. Isaid it was particularly appropriate now, when 
we are engaged in war with a foreign nation; but I never referred 
to it as a war measure, 

Mr. HALE. Precisely. It is one of the uneasy things urged 
before us every day on account of the war that we must do some 
new thing, some special thing, that will make trouble for somebody. 
If an American master can not be trusted in time of war or 
to have a flag on board of his own volition to dip and to raise as 
he sees fit, then I am not in fayor of compelling him by penalties 
and punishments to do it. a 

Mr, CULLOM. I inquire if there is any law on the subject 


now. 

Mr. HALE. I take it there is no law on the subject now, be- 
cause it is not needed. Whether other nations legislate differ- 
ently from what we do and have statutes of this kind I do not 
know. At any rate, I object to the bill and ask that it may go 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4841) granting a pension 
to Henry Hill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
wi oa Sa papari, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 4842) to correct the 8 
record of Albert S. Jonas; Which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4843) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth L. Morse; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4844) granting an increase 
of pan to Michael Herbst; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY ACT, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that 10,000 extra copies 
of the bankruptcy act be printed for the use of the Senate. I am 
told that 25,000 copies would come within the $500 limit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PATENTS AND DEVICES FOR EXPLOSIVES, 


Mr, TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to transmit to the 
Senate full reports of any experiments or tests made under the present Ad- 
ministration or under the Administration of President Cleveland for the 
testing of any device for the use of gun cotton or other explosive substances 
in shells, whether such device or devices are patented, and who are the 
owners of the patents: whether in the conducting of such experiments any 
guns belonging to the Government have been bursted or injured; the names 
of any and all parties, whether owners or attorneys, who have or who are 
now seeking the use and adoption by the Secretary of War of such devices 
and the purchase by the Government of the patents controlling such devices; 
the price and terms asked from the Government for the use and ownershi 
of such patents and devices; whether in such sale to the Government of su 
patents and devices the Government is to be sole owner; whether the money 
appropriated by the Government has been expended under the direct con- 
trol and supe on of the Government, or whether bills have been made b; 
the owners of the patents for the purchase of shells or other material use 
or mses incurred in the conducting of such experiments, and whether 
such bills have been paid by the Goyernment, the expenses incurred in con- 
ducting such experiments, and the character of such negotiations between 
the owners or the parties representing the owners of such patents or devices 
for the firing of gun cotton in shells from cannon; copies of all the corre- 
spondence between the War Department and the owners of such patents or 
devices or with their attorneys or anyone representing or promoting the 
interests of the ownership of such devices. 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


8 MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal have leave to sit, in the recess of the Senate, to execute the orders of 
the Senate made at the present session of Congress, 

i 5 MORGAN. Lask for the present consideration of the reso- 
ution, 

Mr. HOAR. I sug asa result of experience in such mat- 
ters, of which I have had a good deal, that it will be convenient 
to the committee to put in the words “or any subcommittee of 
their number,” in order that the authority of the full committee 
ne delegated, if they wish to do so. 

. MORGAN. That was provided for in the previous resolu- 
tion, which was adopted a few days ago, 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
JUNIUS ALEXANDER. 


Mr. TURPIE. Lask the courtesy of the Senate to call up, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 7362) to grant a pension to 
Junius Alexander. I will state that this is a case of very great 
merit, and one, also, of absolute destitution. Iam advised that 
the ex-soldier will g to the poorhouse next winter, unless this 
relief is granted. He is one of those men who helped to the 
utmost to perpetuate the great Declaration the anniversary of 
which we to-day celebrate. I hope the bill may be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Junius Alexander, late a private in 
Company F, First Regiment United States Colored Troops, and 
to pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

he bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. COLEMAN, 

Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
9874) for the relief of John O. Coleman, of Emanuel County, Ga. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

Mr. CLAY. It is a small matter. It will not lead to any debate. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not object to the consideration of this bill, 
but after it is disposed of I shall call for the regular order. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Georgia? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. s 

The preamble recites that John C. Coleman, one of the sureties 
of Chesley Faircloth, on his bond as mail contractor, paid to the 
United States $343.58, on a judgment obtained against Faircloth 
and his sureties, which judgment should have been credited with 
the sum of $116.39, and which judgment was duly as ed by 
the United States to John C. Coleman; that Faircloth is dead and 
his estate insolvent. The bill proposes to pay to John C. Coleman 

116.39. 

a The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was to. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 259. Í 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 
259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United 


States. 

Mr. WHITE. I took the floor on Saturday. I yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska . ALLEN]. 3 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. ident, the plain and comprehensive 

uestion before the Senate is this: Shall the United States abandon 
the well-defined and universally accepted Monroe doctrine and 
her traditional e and at this time enter on the 
dangerous career of colonial expansion and European imperialism 
encountering as a consequence all the dangers and assuming all 
the burdens incident to such a change? A 

Imperialism is defined to be a system of imperial government, 
ambition to form an empire, a policy of territorial extension, the 
spirit of Napoleonic empire, or advocacy of it or of its revival. 

It would serve no useful purpose to now recall at length the 
history and tradition of the United States res this question, 
but the discussion would be incomplete if I did not direct atten- 
tion to the fact that, from the organization of the Government of 
the United States to the t time, ours has been exclusively 
a domestic policy intended to advance the best interest and elevate 
our own people. To now change that policy and enter upon the 
uncertain and perilous career of imperialism would be an experi- 
ment that I am not prepared to make. I am not willing to incor- 

ate in our population, as citizens of the United States, 15,000,- 
500 people belonging to alien races, the most of them ignorant, 
brutal, hostile, and savage, and reduce the standard of our home 
civilization to that of a low and brutal Asiatic oe govern And 
that such would be the case if imperialism should prevail in our 
country no one who has given the question any serious thought 
can successfully deny. 5 

Henry Norman, in an article published in the Washington Post 
July 1, 1898, says: 

Unless all signs fail, however, or I fail to interpret them, the old America. 
the America obedient to the traditions of the founders of the Republic, is 
ing away, and a new America, an America standing armed, alert, and 
struggle, is taking its 


* 


t 
in the arena of the world 


1 The United State is bout to tako its place among the great armed pow- 

25 By the seizure and retention of territory not my not contiguous to the 

of the Republic, but remote from them, the United States becomes a 
colonizing nation and enters the field of international rivalries. 

I shall endeavor to demonstrate that my position is that of the 
fathers of the Republic, and with them I cheerfully take my stand 
against imperial aggression and the danger incident to its exer- 
cise. If anything can be said to be completely settled in our 
country, it is the Monroe doctrine, which declares that, while we 
will not ourselves engage in a career of imperialism and colonial 
acquisition, no other nation shall invade or extend her dominion 
on this continent to the detriment or injury of the United States, 
and if we hold to thisdoctrine we must also be bound by its terms. 
Here, Mr. President, the nation has stood throughout all its ex- 
istence, and here we must stand in the future, as immovable as 
the Rock of Gibraltar, if our Government is to be safe and our 

ple are to reap the highest rewards of their sacrifices and ef- 
orts in establishing this ernment. 

In saying this it must not be understood that I favor returning 
to Spain any of the territory lost to her as a result of the war now 
in progress. I have so repeatedly stated 5 on this sub- 
ject in this Chamber that it would seem to be a work of superero- 
gation to repeat it, to the effect that every acre of Spain’s posses- 
sions on this continent and in the seas must be lost to her forever. 
Spain must pay every dollar this war costs us, and for the Maine 
and our and wounded seamen. 


The Philippines, Cuba, and Puerto Rico must pass from her do- 
minion an 


me independent republics, and no t 
must be made by which there will be any recession of territory to 
that decaying and brutal monarchy, now, thank God, rapidly dis- 


appearing from the map of the world, 


Nor, Mr. President, must the Hawaiian Islands be permitted to 
p from their present government, or at least from a republican 
orm of government, into the possession or under the dominion or 
onion of any foreign power. rT 2 as was declared 
ty years or more, remain a friendly and cooperati er 
with the United States. DEN 
Mr. President, in the orderly discussion of the main question 
now before the „there arises this important subordinate 
question: Have we the constitutional pes to annex territory by 
a joint resolution? Iwill point out that this is a dangerous and 
gra mee exercise of power, not conferred by the Constitution 
and not intended by the framers of that instrument to be exercised 
by the United States except through the treaty-making power. 
There is no instance in history where it has been done, e sin- 
gle case of the annexation of Texas was accomplished only after 
the people of that Republic had voted in favor of it, there being 
less than 100 votes inst it; and then only after the duly consti- 


tuted authority of Texas had ratified the action of the people at 
the polls, and that had been adopted and ratified by the ident 
of the United States. 


Every other instance of the purchase or acquisition in any form 
of territory by the United States has been by treaty; and if prece- 
dents are of any value and are to control the action of the te 
they are allone way on this question, demonstrating beyond all ques- 
tion and dispute that it was distinctly unders by the framers 
of the Constitution and those who have wisely administered its 

rovisions to this time that the only way by which the United 


tates can acquire territory or other property rights of a foreign 
oe is by the exercise of the treaty-making power of the Con- 
8 on. 


And where does that power reside? Certainly it is not found in 
the House of Representatives, for that body has no more right, 
under the Constitution, to consider the question of annexation 
peed mere Lae judges of the courts or the humblest private citizen 

e lan 

In speaking of the powers of the President, the Constitution 

says: 


He shall have power, and with the consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two- of the Senators present concur. 

This is the sole and exclusive authority to enter into trea‘ 
stipulations on behalf of the United States; and treaties, it wi 
be o must be initiated or be begun by the President. The 
Senate can not do so. It can only “advise and consent;” and 
when the President has initiated a treaty with a foreign govern- 
ment and submitted it to the Senate, the Constitution requires 
two-thirds of the Senators present to concur in order to give it 
life and vitality, while the House has no jurisdiction over the 
subject-matter whatever. 

By the resolution we are now considering, this power is to be 
ruthlessly stricken down and the constitutional safeguard ignored, 
if not absolutely destro The President has not initiated or 
begun the negotiations for the treaty with the Hawaiian Islands. 
He has not even advised it in a message; but the lower House of 
3 having no more constitutional power to do so than the 
humblest citizen of the land, has passed the resolution we are now 
considering, and is now insisting that we shall adopt it, and that 
Hed adoption by a majority of the Senate will give it the force of 

aw. 

The exclusive right of the President to initiate or begin a treaty 
is destroyed by this proposition. The two-thirds safeguard of the 
Senate required by the Constitution is also destroyed, and a new 
body appears upon the political horizon without any power to in- 
itiate a treaty, or engage in treaty relations, asserting a usurped 

Wer. 

Mr. President, it is then declared by the Constitution that the 
judicial power shall extend to treaties and that they shall be re- 
3 as the supreme law of the land, and the judges in every 

tate shall be bound thereby. It is also provided that no State 

shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or confederation; and these 

visions are all that are found in the Constitution on the sub- 
ject of the treaty-making power of the United States. 

It is elementary in the construction of the Constitution that a 
power expressly and exclusively conferred on one body or officer 
can be exercised alone Arca body or officer. The implication 
immediately arises that all other persons than those enumerated 
are excluded from its exercise, and the constitutional provision 
which confers on the President the power to initiate a treaty with 
a foreign nation and on two-thirds of the Senate the power to con- 
cur in places the exclusive jurisdiction over the treaty-making 

wer of the United States in the President and the Senate of the 


nited States. e 

Mr. President, the Constitution was made to be observed, not 
to be violated. It is an irrevocable contract between the States 
of the Union, binding on them as political entities and on all 
citizens; and every individual is bound by its provisions and its 


just implication. And whoever would consciously violate a pro- 
vision of this instrument, whoever would consciously strike down 
or emasculate any of its provisions, would be guilty of moral 


1898. 
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treason, and whoever would resist its enforcement by armed re- 
bellion would be guilty of high treason under its provisions and 
subjected to conviction and execution. 3 

e Constitution must not only, in the nature of things, be a 
grant of power, but it must, to some extent, also be a restraint on 
power, for laws, whether primary or statutory, are more frequently 
restrictive in their character than otherwise. We restrain an in- 
dividual from the exercise of a natural right that order, harmony, 
and peace may pees theState. Itmay, in astate of nature, be 
the natural right of the strong to prey on the weak, but in orderly 
ted society this right is restrained, and the strong 
are required by punitive legislation to respect the rights of the 
weak; and before the law of this country all citizens, regardless 
of religious belief, station, or social, in tual, moral, or racial 
status, stand upon an equality. Any other construction than this 
would lead to anarchy, ruin, and national dishonor and social 


chaos, 

Mr. President, I submit to the candid judgment of the most 
earnest imperialist the following propositions, which I challenge 
him to successfully deny: 7 

1. The Constitution of the United States isa grant of power 
that does not exist outside of its expressed provisions and neces- 
sary implication. It creates a government which can not exist 
otherwise and confers on it certain specific powers by express lan- 
guage or by necessary implication; but powers not expressly 
granted or not necessarily implied or proper for the execution of 
granted powers do not exist and can not be constitutionally em- 

loyed. 
* 2. The Constitution and the statutes are territorial in their oper- 
ation; that is, they can not have any binding force or on 
beyond the territorial limits of the government in which they are 
promulgated. In other words, the Constitution and statutes can 
not reach across the territorial boundaries of the United States 
into the territorial domain of 3 government and affect that 
vernment or persons or property therein. 
= joint · resolution if passed becomes a statute law. It has no 
other or greater force. It is the same as it would be if it were en- 
titled An act” instead of “A joint resolution.” That is its legal 
classification. It is therefore impossible for the Government of 
the United States, by statute or joint resolution, to across 
its boundary into the dominion of another government and annex 
that government or affect persons or property therein. But the 
United States may do so under the treaty-making power, which I 
shall hereafter consider. ; l 

3. That where a constitution 5 provides a means to be 
pursued for the accomplishment of a given thing or perpos; it 
impliedly excludes all other means; and the Constitution having 
specifically placed the treaty-making power, which embraces the 
authority to annex territory, in the dent, to be concurred in 
or not by two-thirds of the Senators present when submitted to 
the Senate, it excludes any other method of acquiring additional 
territory. And, Mr. President, if we will turn to the ts, 
we will find this assertion well sustained by the ry of our 
country. 

Alaska came to us by treaty from Russia March 30, 1867. 

Arizona was included in the Territory-of New Mexico ceded to 
the United States by Mexico by treaty of February 2, 1848. Its 
boundary was extended south by the Gadsden treaty of December 
8, 1853-June 30, 1854. i 

California came to us from Mexico, primarily by conquest in 
1846-47, followed by treaty of February 2, 1848. 

inig came to the United States by treaty from Spain Febru- 

22, 1819. 
uisiana came to us from France by treaty April 30, 1803. 

New Mexico came to the United States from Mexico by treaty 
of February 2, 1848. 

Santo Domingo was proposed to be annexed by treaty in 1869-70, 
but it failed. That treaty contained a clause for the assent or a 
vote of the people, which was taken in March, 1870, and they voted 


1,006 for to 9 1 z 
In 1867 the United States negotiated a treaty with Denmark for 
St. Thomas and St. Johns, and the assent of the people of those 
islands was made a condition precedent, and they voted ‘‘aye” 
about January 18, 1868, but the treaty failed. 3 
Mr. President, notwithstanding these precedents, it is proposed 
to annex the Hawaiian Islands without consulting the people of 


that country. 
I hold, without further discussion, that under the rules I have 
stated the treaty-making power, which includes the power of ac- 
uiring additional territory, rests exclusively in the President and 
the Senate, that it is an executive power which in its very nature 
can not be exercised by the House of Representatives, and that 
the only method of exercising it is by treaty and not by joint 
resolution or act of Congress; and the case of Texas, when rightly 
understood, forms no exception to this rule; therefore an attempt 
to annex or acquire territory by act or joint resolution of Con- 


gress is in violation of the letter, spirit, and policy of the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. President, my time will not permit me to elaborate or ex- 
pand on this proposition, nor is it necessary that I should do so 
for to the lawyer and the conscientious student of constitu 
history and constitutional construction they are as elementary 
and indispensable in applying the 28 of the Constitution 
as is the alphabet in the use of the English language. 

When I was a boy but 15 years of age, I registered a solemn oath 
to sopporė and obey the Constitution of the United States, and to 
defend it against its enemies; and although as a public officer I have 
since then frequently sworn tosupport that instrument, Ihavenever 
for a momentin the thirty-six years since that important event in 
my life supposed myself absolved from its binding force. It has 

n an ever-present duty with me, and, I 2 as well, an 
ever- present pleasure, to observe it, for in its observation by the 
citizens of the United States lies the sole safety of the Republic. 
To abandon its wise provisions means to invite anarchy and the 
decay of the Republic and finally the enthronement of monarchy, 
and thus the Government of the United States would be trans- 
formed from a republic or democracy into that form of govern- 
ment from which we rescued it after our ancestors had waged 
seven years of bloody and devastating war. 

I assert, the Constitution having placed in the President the 
power to initiate all treaties and in the Senate the power to concur 
in or reject the proposed treaties, that annexation by treaty ex- 
cludes all other methods and that the acquisition of territory in 
any other form, except as a mere tentative war measure and as an 
incident to the conduct of war, would be in violation of the letter 
and spirit of the Constitution. I do not for one moment doubt 
that if the Chief Executive should officially declare that the occu- 
pancy of the Hawaiian Islands was a necessary war measure in 
the su prosecution of the war with Spain, he would have 
the constitutional power to occupy them, but this has reference 
to the war power of the Constitution and not to the treaty-making 
pova: If it is determined that we shall acquire this territory, 

t the President assume full responsibility under a well-known 
and well-defined constitutional power. 

Under our form of government the power to declare war, 
grant letters of ue and reprisal, and make rules concerning 
captures on land and water ” is vested in Congress; and when war 
has been declared, it is provided that— 

The President shall be Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the 
United States, and of the militia of the several States, when called into the 
actual service of the United States. 

By virtue of his office of Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy, if the President deems the seizure and holding of specific 
territory during a state of war to be pine ag oF ew may so seize and 
hold it regardless of the legislative and judicial branches of the 
Government; but in such case he must act in a military capacity 
and by virtue of the military authority lodged in him by the Con- 
stitution. Such seizure is to be as a military necessity, 
and the power to make it is implied from the power to make war. 
The authority to occupy the Hawaiian Islands under such circum- 
stances would be due to the existence of this power, but that 
would not authorize Congress to pass the joint resolution now 
before the Senate or to act in any other manner than that pointed 
out specifically in the Constitution itself. 

Iam perfectly willing, if the President believes the exigencies 
of the war require it, that he shall seize the Hawaiian Islands and 
e them; but, Mr. President, I can not myself see any neces- 
sity for doing so. 

‘wo propositions are plain: First, that territory can only be 
annexed or acquired by treaty; second, that the President, under 
the Constitution, may occupy the Hawaiian Islands under the war 
power and by virtue of his office of Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy. 

Without detaining the Senate too long on these propositions, I 
submit it is apparent to 8 who may give the subject a 
moment's serious thought that to pass this resolution and enforce 
it would be to utterly destroy forever and obliterate the provi- 
sion of the Constitution I have referred to, which declares that the 
President ‘‘shall have power, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Sena- 
tors present concur.” 

Two-thirds of the Senators present would mean two-thirds of 
the States present by Senators in the Senate at the time of the 
concurrence, and this declaration is another form of saying that 
two-thirds of the States as represented in the Senate be pres- 
ent and concur in a treaty to give it binding force. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to ask 
him if that statement can be reconciled with the possibility of 
difference of opinion between two Senators from the same State? 

Mr. AL I see nothing in the question to militate against 


the ae ei I make. 
Mr. HOAR., My honorable friend will pardon me; I do not 
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wish to 1 him, because I see he has prepared himself very 
carefully, but I understand him to say that the provision of the 
Constitution that two-thirds of the Senators shall concur in 
a treaty to give it validity is equivalent to a statement that two- 
thirds of the States must concur. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator how that can be when all the 
States have two Senators, and the two Senators may differ? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it may be, and quite likely would 
be in some cases, that the Senators representing a State would 
differ; but nevertheless the proposition is plain that two-thirds of 
the Senators concurring would mean, as a matter of fact, the rep- 
resentation of two-thirds of the States; and that would be the 
exercise of the power that came to the States in their original 
capacity from the English Crown. 

en our States secured their liberation from England before 
the formation of the Constitution, they inherited every power that 
could be exercised by the British Government, among which was 
the treaty-making power; and when the Constitution of the 
United States was formed, that treaty-making power was lodged 
in the President of the United States and two-thirds of the States 
as represented by their Senators in this Chamber. That treaty- 
making power embraces every conceivable treaty that can be 
made between this Government and a foreign power; and there is 
no authority in the Constitution or in the history or traditions of 
this Government for this Government to negotiate even with an- 
other nation excepting as it is found expressed in the provisions 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, the Constitution must begin and end with the 
territorial jurisdiction of the United States; it can not reach be- 
yond the boundaries of our Government. It would be as lifeless 
and impotent as a 15 of blank paper in Canada or in the Ha- 
waiian Islands; and so with a statute or joint resolution. But as 
respects the treaty-making power, the President is authorized to 
open negotiations with foreign countries and enter into treaties 
of all kinds, subject to the right of the States as represented in 
this Chamber to approve or reject; and whenever we depart from 
this specific and plain pathway, we abandon the provision, the 
letter, the spirit, and the policy of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, these constitutional checks and safeguards would 
be utterly thrown down if we were to pursue the course now at- 
tempted by the other side. We would strike down absolutely 
and for time the power of the President to initiate or make 
treaties, and also the constitutional safeguard requiring two- 
thirds of the Senators present to concur in their terms and condi- 
tions. This can not done with impunity and without being 
guilty of a flagrant violation of the express terms of the Consti- 
tution itself. 

And thus, Mr. President, from year to year and from decade to 
decade, substantial and elementary provisions of the Constitution, 
solemnly promulgated for the protection of the people and the 

reservation of the nation, are obliterated and set aside as obso- 

ete by those intrusted with their preservation and who have 
taken a solemn oath to observe and sustain them. This course of 
constantly violating the provisions of the Constitution can not be 
carried on to any great extent without our reaching that period 
where the Constitution will be set at utter defiance in all of its 
provisions and we will enter on the chaotic sea of Presidential 
and legislative caprice without any restraint whatever. In fact, so 
notorious and open have been the violations of the Constitution 
within the last few years that a distinguished American statesman, 
who for many years served in this C ber and who is yet alive, 
declared that the Constitution means whatever a majority of 
Congress says it means.“ 

Section 3, Article IV, of the Constitution, authorizing Congress 
to admit new States into the Union, does not mean the annexation 
of foreign territory as a State, but has reference solely to the au- 
thority of Congress to create new States out of territory originally 
in the possession of the United States or that may be acquired by 
proper treaty under the Constitution. This is its full scope and 
meaning, and any ar ent to the effect that under this provision 
Congress has power to annex the Hawaiian Islands is unwarranted 
and violative of the plain purpose and policy of the Constitution. 

I pass from the interesting and important question I have been 
discussing with these simple observations, restraining myself from 
discussing it more fully, scientifically, and accurately, because of 
a lack of time, to the consideration of other equally important and 
interesting questions, 

Mr. President, the policy of annexation, territorial r 
ment, or colonization has been studiously condemned by every 
distinguished statesman from Washington to the present hour; 
and I regard it as highly important, before this discussion shall 
end, to cite their utterances with some degree of liberality. 

President Washington said September 17, 1796: 


The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, in ex- 
tending our comme: relations, to have with them as little political con- 
nection as e. So far as we have already formed engagements, let 
them be led with perfect good faith. Here let us stop. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none or a ve 
remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent controversi: the 
causes of which are essentially foreign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, 
it must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordi- 
nary vicissitudes of her politics or the ordinary combinations and collisions 
of her friendships or enmities. 

Hur detached and distant situation invites and enables us to pursue a 
different course. If we remain one people, under an efficient government, the 
period is not far off when we may defy material injury from external annoy- 
ance; when we may take such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we 


HN at any time resolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when belligerent 
nat henna the impossibility of mak: acquisitions upon us, will not 


legall rd the giving us provocation; when we may choose ce or war, 
as our interest, Vor by justice, shall counsel. z = : 
i Why forego the advantages of . a situation? Why quit our own 
p ana upon Ros 3 groans : y, by 3 5 3 mo 
nat of any part of Europe, entangle our peace and prospe the toils o 
European ambition, riy: p, interest, humor, or caprice? 6 


President William He Harrison said in his inaugural ad- 
dress, March 4, 1841: . 


I can conceive of no more sublime tacle, none more likely to propitiate 
an impartial and common Creator, then arigid adherence to the eines es 
of qoare on the part of a powerful nation in its transactions with a weaker 
and uncivilized people whom circumstances have placed at its disposal, 


In the first annual message of John Tyler to the Senate and 
House of Representatives, December 7, 1841, he said: 

We look to no foreign conquests, nor do we propose to enter into competi- 
tion with any other nation for supremacy on the ocean; but it is due notonly 
to the honor but to the security of the people of the United States that no 
nation should be permitted to invade our waters at pleasure and subject our 
towns and to conflagration and pillage. 


In the special message of John Tyler to the Senate and House 
of Representatives, December 80, 1842, he said: 


Considering, therefore, that the United States possesses so large a share 
of the intercourse with those islands, it is deemed not unfit to make the dec- 
laration that their Government secks, nevertheless, no peculiar advantages, 
no exclusive control over the Hawaiian Government, but is content with its 
independent existence and anxiously wishes for its security and prosperity. 


n the third annual message of John Tyler to the Senate and 
House of Representatives, December, 1843, he said: 

The United States would be at all times indisposed to aggrandize itself at 
the aene of any other nation; but while they would restrained by 
principles of honor, which should govern the conduct of nations as well as 
that of individuals, from setting upa demand for territory which does not 
palong to them, they would as unwillingiy consent to a surrender of their 

g 

In the special m of John Tyler to the Senate of the United 
States, April 22, 1844, he said: 

I transmit herewith, sor your approyal and ratification, a treaty which I 


and the general good, and in having accomplished it, should it it 

. 7 the Government will have pe aera a te - 

which formerly constituted a portion, as it is confidentl 8 its 
es, 


8 Ke me SASE L with them into the wild 
n and Mexico, and who carr: them into the ern hi 
have partially 555 e 


Such is the country, such are its inhabitan 
to the general wealth of the Union. As to 
serted that in the magnitude of its 
under the protecting care of this 
combined eee of many of the States of the Confederacy. 


werful impulse will thus be given to the navigating interest of th 
hien will — — 2 oy our fellow-citizens of the — 5 rt 
Middle States, who have already attained a remarkable degree of prosperity 
by the monopoly they have enjoyed of the carrying trade of the 


8 
and Middle States by the ratification of the treaty—advan the extent of 
which it is impossible to estimate with accuracy or properly to appreciate. 
Texas, being adapted to the culture of cotton, sugar, and rice, and devoting 
most of her energies to the raising of these productions, will open an exten- 
sive market to the Western States in the important articles of beef, pork, 
horses, mules, etc.,as well as in breadstuffs. At the same time, the Southern 
and Southeastern States will find in the fact of annexation protection and 
security to their pasos and tranquillity, as well against all domestic as foreign 
efforts to disturb them, thus consecra! anew the union of the States and 
holding out the promise of its 5 uration. 

Thus, at the same time that the tide of public odie poy is greatly swollen, 

of what ap to the Executive to be of an imposing, if not of a 

resistless, character is made to the interests of every portion of the country. 
Agriculture, which would have a new and extensive market opened for i 

roduce; commerce, whose ships would be freighted with the rich produc- 

ons of an extensive and fertile region; and the mechanical arts, in all their 
various ramifications, would seem to unite in one universal demand for the 
ratification of the trea‘ 
they are to be 
deemed sufficient by herself, threw off h 


But important as these considerations may appear, 


ed as but secon to others. Texas, for reasons 
1 on Mexico as far back 
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as 1836, and consummated her independence by the battle of San Jacinto in 
the same > per, since which period Mexico has attempted no serious invasion 
yt but the contest has assumed features of a mere border war, 

acts revolting to humanity. 

In the year Texas adopted her constitution, under which she has ex- 
isted as a sov power ever since, having been recognized as such by 
many of the principal ers of the world; an: Ganie pease with its 
adoption, by a solemn vote of her le, embracin her population but 
98 persons, her ious d. beadmitted into association with the 
United States as a portion of their territory. This vote, thus solemnly taken, 
has never been re acti 


consumma 
ee, 175 Cabra is greatly depressed in her energies by her long-protracted 
war exico. 

Under these circumstances it is but natural that she should seek for safety 
and repose under the protection of some stronger power, and it is equally so 
that her people should turn to the United States, the land of their birth, in 
the first instance in the pursuit of such protection. She has often before 
made known her wishes, but her advances have to this time been repelled. 
The Executive of the United States sees no longer any cause for parming 
such a course. The hazard of now defeating her wishes may be of the mos 
fatal tendency. It might lead, and most probably would, to such an entire 
alienation of sentiment and fee as would inevitably induce her to look 
er to enter into dangerous alliances with 


to pass out of our hands into those of a commercial ri the 
rtain usly 


ling upon an exten- 

ich an army of custom- d not peran and 
which would operate to affect injuriously the interests of all the industrial 
constant collisions between the 


A large increase of the 


evitably follow, thus 8 the people new and ex 
burdens in order not a Sips protect them from the danger of mally. collision 
with Texas herself, but to guard their border inhabitants against hostile in- 


t to suppose 
trade, secured to them by ad- 
vantageous treaties, would be induced to take pare with her in any conflict 
with us, from the strongest considerations of public policy. 

Such a state of things might subject to devastation the territory of con- 
tiguous States, and would cost the country in a single cam more treas- 
ure, thrice told over, than is stipulated to be and reimbursed by the 
treaty now proposed for ratification. I will no 8 myself to dwell on 
this view of the subject. Consequences of a fatal character to the peace of 
the Union, and even to the preservation of the Union itself. might be dwelt 
upon. They will not, however, fail to occur to the mind of the Senate and of 
ee ee Nor do I indulge in the vague conjectures of the future. The 
documents now transmitted along with the treaty lead to the conclusion, as 
inevitable, that if the boon now tendered be rejected Texas will seek for the 
friendship of others. In contemplating such a contingency it can not be 
overlooked that the United States are already almost surrounded by the 

ons of E powers. The Canadas, New Brunswick, and Nova 

tia, the islands in the American seas, with Texas trammeled by treaties 

of alliance or of a commercial character differing in policy from that of the 

United States, would complete the circle. Texas volun y steps forth, 

upon terms of perfect honor and good faith to all nations, to ask to be an- 
nexed to the Union. 

As an independent pcb. pA her right to do this is unquestionable. In 
doing so she gives no cause of umbrage to any other power: her people de- 
sire fl. and there is no slavish transfer of her sovereignty and independence. 
She has for eight years maintained her independence against all efforts to 
subdue her. She been. ized as independent by many of the most 


brage 
ty at her own will and pleasure. The 
y a spirit of justice, has 


ened. ia pene is one petty be eis prs In the acquisiti 
abstain most ca! lly from all t could interrupt the public peace, we 
claim the right to exercise a due regard to ourown. This Government can 
not consistently with its honor permit soy such interference. With equal, 
if not res propriety might the Uni States demand of other govern- 
ments to surrender their numerous and valuable acquisitions made in past 
time at numberless places on the surface of the globe, whereby they have 
added to their power and enlarged their resources. a 

To Mexico the Executive is disposed to pursue a course 1 in its 
character and at the same time to render her the most ample justice by con- 
ventions and stipulations not inconsistent with the rights and dignity of the 
Government. It isactuated by no spirit of unjust dizement, but looks 
only to its own security. It has e known to Mexico at several periods its 
extreme anxiety to witness the termination of hostilities between that coun- 
try and Texas. Its wishes, however, have been entirely disregarded. It has 
eyer been ready to urge an adjustment of the dispute upon terms mutually 
advantageous to both. It will be ready at all times to hear and discuss any 
claims Mexico may think she has on the justice of the United States and to 
adjust any that may be deemed to be so on the most liberal terms. There is 
no desire on the part of the Executive to wound her pride or affect injuri- 
ously her inte: „but at the same time it can not compromit by any delay 
in its action the essential interests of the United States. Mexico has no right 
to ask or expect this of us; we deal rightfully with Texas as an independent 


power. 
for eight years has resulted only in the 
ered. I 


The war which has been w: 
conviction with all others than erself that Texas can not be reconqu 


ean not but repeat the 
Congress that it is time it ceased. The Executive, while it coi 
upon its longer continuance without the greatest uneasiness, has, neverthe- 
less, for all past time preserved a course of strict neutrality. It could not be 
ignorant of the fact of the exhaustion which a war of so long a duration had 
8 Least of all was it ignorant of the anxiety of other powes toin- 
uce Mexico to enter into terms of recognition with Texas, which, affecting 
the domestic institutions of Texas, would operate most injuriously upon the 
United States and might most seriously threaten the existence of this bappy 
Union. Nor could it uainted with the fact that although forei 
governments might disavow all design to disturb the relations Which exist 
under the Constitution between these States, yet that one, the most pow- 
erful among them, had not failed to declare its marked and decided hos- 
tility to the chief feature in those relations and its purpose on all suitable 
occasions to urge upon Mexico the adoption of such a course in negotiating 
with Texas as to produce the obliteration of that feature from her domestic 
Doli heck one of the conditions of her recognition by Mexico as an independ- 
en Š 

The Executive was also aware of the fact that formidable associations of 
persons, the subjects of foreign powers, existed, who were directing their ut- 
most efforts to the accomplishment of this object. To these conclusions it was 
inevitably brought by the documents now submitted tothe Senate. I repeat, 
the Executive saw Texasin a state of almost hopeless exhaustion, and the ques- 
tion was narrowed down tothe — — proposition whether the United States 
should accept the boon of annexation upon fair and even liberal terms, or, 
by re to do so, force Texas to seek refuge in the arms of some otber 
power, either through a treaty ot alliance, offensive and defensive, or the 
adoption of some other expedient which might virtually make her tributary 
to such power and dependent upon it for all future time. The Executive has 
full reason to believe that such would have been the result without its inter- 

tion and that such will be the result in the event either of unnecessary 
elay in the ratification or the rejection of the proposed treaty. 

In full view, then, of the highest public duty, and as a measure of security 
against evils incaleulably great, the Executive entered into the negotia- 
tion the fruits of which are now submitted tothe Senate. Independent of 
the Sg ng reasons which existed for the step it has taken, it might 2 in- 
voke fact (Which. it confidently believes) that there exists no civilized 
government on earth having a voluntary tender made it of a domain so rich 
and fertile, so replete with all that can add tonational greatness and wealth, 

to its peace and 1 that would son theoffer. Norare 
other powers, Mexico inclusive, Hae. n any degree to be injuriously affected 
by the ratification of the treaty. The prosperity of Texas will be equally 
interesting to all; in the increase of the general commerce of the world that 
prosperity will be secured by annexation. 

But one view of the subject remains to be presented. It grows out of the 
proposed e; gement of our territory. From this, I am free to confess, I 
see nodanger. The federative system is susceptible of the greatest exten- 
sion compatible with the ability of the representation of the most distant 
State or Territory to reach the seat of Government in time to participate in 
the functions of legislation and to make known the wants of the constituent 
body. Our confederated Republic consisted originally of thirteen members, 
It now consists of twice that number, while app. cations are before 8 
to permit other additions. This addition of new States has served to 
strengthen rather than to weaken the Union. New interests have sprung 
up which require the united power of all, through the action of the common 
Government, to protect and defend upon the high seas and in foreign parts. 

Each State commits with perfect security to that common Government 
those great interests growing out of our relations with other nations of the 
world, and which rigid involve the good of all the States. Its domestic 
concerns are left to its own exclusive 3 But if there were any 
force in the objection it would seem to require an immediate abandonment 
of territorial ons which lie in the distance and stretch to a far-off sea, 
and yet no one would be found, it is believed, ready to recommend such an 
abandonment. Texas lies at our very doors and in our immediate vicinity. 

Under every view which I have been able to take of the subject, I think 
that the interests of our common constituents, the people of all the States, 
and a love of the Union left the Executive no other alternative than to nego- 
tiate the treaty. The high and solemn duty of big Paty Bod rejecting it is 
wisely devolved on the Senate by tlie Constitution of the United States. 

In the special message of John Tyler to the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States, June 10, 1844, he said: 

The Government and people of the United States have never evinced nor 
do they feel any desire to interfere in public questions not affecting the rela- 
tions existing between the States of the American continent. We leave the 
Suropati pores exclusive control over matters affecting their continent 
and the relations of their different states; the United States claim a similar 
exemption from any such interference on their part. The treaty with Texas 
was es Br gore from considerations of high public policy, influencing the 
conduct of the two Republics. We have treated with Texas as an independ- 
ent power solely with a view of bettering the condition of the two countries. 
If annexation in any form occur, it will arise from the free and unfettered 
action of the poopie of the two countries; and it seems altogether becoming 
in me to say that the honor of the country, the dignity of the American name, 
and the permanent interests of the United States would forbid acquiescence 
in any such interference. 

In the fourth annual message of John Tyler to the Senate and 
one of Representatives of the United States, December, 1844, 

e sald: 

An interference of one in the affairs of another is the fruitful cause of 
family dissensions and neighborhood disputes, and the same cause affects the 
peace, happiness, and prosperity of states. It may be most devoutly hoped 
that the good sense of the American poopie will ever be ready to repel all 
such attempts should they ever be made. 


Mr. TURPIE. Lask the courtesy of the honorable Senator from 
Nebraska to yield to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALLEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, there is a special order for to-day 
at 12 o'clock, one of the most ancient, 1 think, known to the Amer- 
ican Congress, I wish, therefore, to call attention to this most 
special and ancient order made by Congress on the 4th of July, 
1776: 3 
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE—A DECLARATION BY THE REPRESENTA- 

TIVES OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IN CONGRESS ASSEMBLED, 

[July 4, 1776.) 


When in the course of human events, it becomes 8 for one people 
to dissolve the political bands which have connected them with another, and 


inion expressed in my message at the of 
ald not feck 


and so necessa: 


to assum: 3 the earth, the separate and equal station to 
which the laws nature and of nature's God entitle them, a decent respect 
to the opinions of mankind— 


Said to be the most felicitous phrase in the paper—a great state 


ires that they should declare the causes which impel them to the sepa- 


ration. 
We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable hts. that 
among are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure 
these rights, governments are instituted among men, deri their pow- 
ers from the consent of the governed; that whenever —＋ a 
ment becomes destructive of these ends it is the —— le to alter 
or to abolish it and to institute new government, Ia its founda’ onsuch 
principles and organizing its powers in such form as to them shall seem 
most likely to effect their safety and — Prudence, ind will dic- 
tate that governments long established should not be changed for light and 
transient causes; and ingly all experience hath shewn— 


“ Hath shewn”—a literary anomaly now. It will be seen at 
the date of this declaration the particles hath ” and has” were 
both used. The struggle was going on in the language as to which 
should survive. The one, has, has supplanted the other, “hath.” 
I do not know whether or not the change in this case has been an 


improvement— 

that mankind are more to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than 

— — : ives by al the forms to which the 5 
t when a long train abuses usurpa variably 

same object evinces a reduce them under absolute despotism, it is 


to 

their right, it is their duty, to throw off such government and to vide 

JFC Such has been the patient 

of these colonies; and such is now the necessity which constrains them to 

alter their ee johnny oy The history of the present King 
re 


of Great Britain is a history injuries and usurpations, all having 
in direct ob the establishment of an absolute tyranny over these States. 
To rove let facts be submitted to a candid world. 


e has refused his assent to laws the most wholesome and necessary for 


the bilo Eee. 
He has orbidden his governors to pass laws of immediate and 
tained aa wb pa poe — 4 he has utter! neglected to attend —.—.— 
4 u em. 
8 th ~ 6 districts 


le would relinguish the right of representation in 
ture, a right inestimable to thon and formidable to tyrants only. 
uncomfortable, 


He 
and distant from the d 
of 25 them into compliance with measures. 
0 


within. 
He has endeavored to prevent the eng of these States; for that pur- 


eee 5 8 Seas the 8 
EA aye Seervi g ags A E ok: Seuaben, O N 
"Ho has made judges dependent on hia will alone for the tenure of their 
FFV 


rs to harass our and eat ont their substance. 
"Hie has Kept among us, in timos of pence, standing armies without the con- 
egislature. 
wy Ho has affected to render the military independent of and superior to the 
wer. 
He has combined with others to subject us to a jurisdiction 1 1 to our 
3 ee ow ledged by our laws, giving his assent to their acts 
reten a 2 
Por quartering large bodies of armed troops among us: 
F tecting them by a mock trial from punishment for any murders 
which er sho’ roost on the inhabitants at these States. 


ao us beyond 
dabtishintg UIDA un extiscacy DOLORA ant enlarging tie TO 
esi 0 an ar governmen: un 
so as to render it at once an example and fit instrument for introducing the 
same absolute rule into these colonies. 
For taking away our charters, abolishing our most valuable laws, and alter- 
fundamentally the forms of our governments. 
afd themselves invested 


ing fu suspending our own l 
with power to legislate for us in all cases whatsoever. 

He has abdicated government here by declaring us out of his protection 
and waging war against us. 


He has plundered our seas, ravaged our coasts, burned our towns, and de- 


W the lives of our people. à 

e isat this time transpo large armies of f. mercenaries tocom- 
plete the works of death, d tion, and tyrann: y begun with cir- 
cumstances of cruelty and dy scarcel in the most barbarous 


ages and totally unworthy head of a nation. 
He has constrained our fellow-citizens taken captive on the high seas to 
bear arms against their omiy to become the ni asia of their friends 


and conditions. 
In every stage of these oppressions we have petitioned for redress in the 
most humble terms, Our repeated petitions have been answered oniy prze: 
peated injury. A prince, whose characteris thus marked by every act which 
may define a tyrant, is unfit to be the ruler of a free people. 
Nor have we been yengan attentions to our tish brethren. We 
bave warned them from time to time of 3 by their 
tend an unwarrantable jurisdiction over us. e have 


d magnanimi 9 
our common kindred E ToS — which would — 
interrupt our connections and correspondence. They 


deaf to the voice of justice and of consanguinity. We 8 
friends. 


ity which denounces our se tion t 
y 2 — „ separa hod them, as 


war, in peace 
We, therefore, the representatives of the United States of America in a yen 


eral the Supreme Judge of the world for 
the rectitude of our inten do, in the name and by authority of 
5 might to be ties a indie d t States that thi 

are 0 an nden are 
absolved the Bri wn, and that all al com: 


2! we MAAT VA cress tien set fortunes, 
we each o 
endl our sacred honor. . 
Mr. President, the paper just read has not only been the sub- 
ject of great and continuous pan ic by that nation whose birth 
t witnessed and declared, but it also been the subject of im- 
measurable praise by the publicists, the legists. and the states- 
men of Europe, the wisest and ablest of the Old World at the time 
0 appearance and submission to the candid judgment of man- 


Tt is naturally divided into three parts. Perhaps the division 
was ges unconscious, for when a great paper is to be drafted 
which s. vindicate the establishment of a separate nationality, 
the argument of nature, its force and influence, the mental char- 
acteristics of those engaged in drafting and signing it, give it that 
natural tripartite division. 

In the first instance there is the exordium, the statement com- 
mencing with the maxim that all men are created equal,” and 
following that up to the conclusion of the unalienable right —a 
right which no people can be bereaved of or deprived of—the 
right to alter or amend their form of government by arms or 
otherwise—the right of revolution—that right which we are now 
vindicating at Santiago, and which we have vindicated from Sar- 
1 to Yorktown, at Palo Alto, at Chapultepec, at every battle- 
field and camp since the 4th day of July, 1776. : 

The great philosophers and statesmen, authors of the Dec 
tion, took the free man, the unit, as the basis of free government, 
and asserted the doctrine that no just government could be based 

n anything except his consent, their continuous consent; and 
whenever this consent ceases, and especially when dissent 5 
with arms in its hand, there revolution is flagrant. The right, the 
fact, the doctrine, the causes can not be settled, can not be ad- 
justed in Luss J way except by the arbitrament of the sword. It is 
the final and last cs Nera made among men. 

That doctrine, with its that allmen are born free and 
equal, does not glitter reflected light, It is luminous with its 
own light and radiance. It is a doctrine founded in the everlast- 
ing truth and gospel of nature, gre ta the very alphabet of 
liberty. If it be heresy, then this whole Capitol should vanish as 
an unsubstantial dream; both Houses of the Co: , whose 
decessors made this declaration, ought at once to abdicate their 
offices. We must adhere, as has been said by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, we must do more than obey, we must sup- 
port actively, affirmatively, earnestly this doctrine that all gov- 
ernment—all government—is founded justly only upon the con- 
sent of the governed, 

The second part of this great state paper may be called the 
declaration or narration. It is the account of grievances, It is, 
perhaps, the most forcible, lucid, and commanding statement of 
pemon ever made by petitioners against any government, It 

as been the most highly praised of any p: ph in the declara- 
tion, cially by that class of scholars who have lived the sub- 
jects of and emperors and have never felt the beneficial re- 
sults of that great day which we are celebrating. 

The third and last division of the declaration is the conclusion 
or sanction, a very memorable sanction, one never made before, 
The barons at Runnymede made no such sanction as this, The 
gat Protestant reformers whomet at Westminster, attheSynodof 

rt, the great movements of the public mind, either in a political. 
religious, or civil direction, had not prior to this time ever affixed 
such a sanction and conclusion to a declaration of principles, 
“Wep to each other our lives, our fortunes, and our sacred 
honor.” Itis an ascending. increasing climax of grandeur and 
solemnity. It begins with the least—life. What shall a man give 
in exchange for his life? These men offered life first as the least 
of the great sacrifices which might be demanded as a penalty for 
the signing and publishing of this declaration. 

Next they offered their fortunes, Lastly, in gravest manner, 
the thing of chiefest itude, the tie which bound them in all 
the years to come, which never was broken, they pledged their 
sacred honor, and that pledge was kept. We had during the Rev- 
olution treason, we had treachery, but upon not one of the 
signers—fifty-six in number—upon not one of these illustrious 


„names can there be placed a suspicion of bad faith, of slowness in 
the | meeting the duty and debt of his obligation, of any hesitancy in 
to | accepting the result of this great act. There is no evidence on 
their part that any of the signers in the least retracted from the 
result, the consequences, or the principles involved in this great 


1898. 
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political testament which they witnessed and delivered to the 
world, to be forever reverenced in all the latitudes of liberty. _ 

Fortunes, it will be seen, followed life. It was the next thing in 
importance after life, of more importance than life itself, because 
in the state of the law upon treason at that time all that a man 
had was forfeited to the Crown; his wife and children, dependent 
upon him, were cast forth as beggars and pariahs upon the charity 
of the world, always with corrupted blood, with a bar sinister, 
always tainted with the royal conviction and judgment. Fortune 
was swept away; and it involved the ruin of all those nearest and 
dearest to the men who set their names and seals to this instru- 
ment. It was the greatest sacrifice next to life. 

Many of these signers were men of fortune. They were ac- 
counted such in that day. John Hancock was the wealthiest mer- 
chant in the United States; Charles Carroll of Carrollton, a very 
wealthy citizen of Maryland; Robert Morris, of Philadelphia, the 


` wealthiest man of that State. One of these signers was poor. 


He was in limited circumstances; his name was Read—George 
Read. He had been elected from the State of Delaware as a mem- 
ber of this Congress, and after his election he was approached by 
an emissary of the British Crown and offered the sum of £10,000 
sterling, $30,000 more than he could ever earn, more than he had 
ever dreamt of possessing, if he would simply vacate his seat and 
not attend the session of Congress. f 

His memorable reply discloses the state of his fortune, that for- 
tune pledged to his sega Treo with his sacred honor, in sup- 
port of this declaration. His reply was: 

Iama man, a but thank God the King of dis 
EAD a nee 


3 er men, 
may resisttemptation. They can not avoid it; they can not evade 


he carried out his pled, the fortune named in the 
sanction of tha decieratin: “enjenia TERINA was a member 
mgress. which was in 
session on the 4th of July, 1776. We have so long associated 
that name with philosophy, with philanthropy, with the highest 
class of studies relating to human right, to social economy, that 
it is almost an anomaly to think of Dr. Franklin as a member of 
Congress. But he was a member of Congress, and he was amon, 
those who pledged his fortune in support of this declaration, an 
we know from the most veritable records how he carried out that 


pledge. 

Immediately u the adjournment of this Congress he had 
been selected as Minister of the United States to France. Before 
he set sail for that country he sold all his movable 8 his 
books, his store, his trade, his press, his household —every 

ible thing of a movable character. He could sell no other. 
Ee had large real estate interests, but he was one who had signed 
the Declaration of Independence, and whose title was already 
tainted by the anticipated charge and conviction of treason. 

There was no market for real estate in his circumstances. He 
sold all, and he covered it into the treasury of the Continental 
Congress. It went into their military chest. It went to the sup- 
port of the army and navy engaged in the Revolution, and it 
stayed there until his return from France, when it was refunded 
to him in solido, without interest, he declining even to take in- 
terest, positively refusing to take any interest, even 3 per cent 
interest. This first itor of the United States, this greatest 
creditor of the United States, this most glorious creditor of the 
new Republic just born, refused to take his own with usury, 
took his own without usury, having pledged his fortune to the 
support of the American cause. 

sometimes regret, sir, that in the many historical celebrations 
of this day, of the great oratorical exhibits upon such occasions 
and the eulogies delivered upon Jefferson, Adams, and other mem- 
bers of the Continental Congress, the country has sometimes lost 
sight of Dr. Franklin, refusing to consider him or to think of him 
as a member of that body. Yet, sir, I believe that he was the 
most influential, the most conspicuous, the most eminent member 
of the Congress that sat on the 4th day of July, 1776. 

I go so far as to say that if that paper had not borne the sanc- 
tion and the signature of Benjamin Franklin its effect and influence 
upon the world would have been greatly disparaged and deterio- 
rated. Consider now the circumstances under which Dr. Franklin 
took his seat in that Congress. He had been elected by the metro- 
politan district of his State, the city of Philadelphia, He was one 


of the oldest men in the convention. He was almost twice the age 
of Jefferson; nearly twice the age of Adams; very much older 
than any other member of the convention who took any promi- 
nent part in its procedure. 

in, he had nothing to gain, either in the way of reputation, 
wealth, or renown, by taking his seat and acting as a member of 
the Continental Congress in 1776. He was not only the oldest 
member, but he put more to the hazard, infinitely more, than all 
the other members of that body. I not now of his private 
fortune, but I speak of that reputation, worth more to him than 
his fortune, which he had established in the Old World. It was a 
very little matter to the people of England, Ireland, Scotland, 
Wales, to the poopie of the Continent, to the multitudes of France, 
Holland, the Netherlands, or Prussia, whether sucha man as But- 
ton Gwinnett, of Georgia, or Mr. Matthew Thornton, of New 
Hampshire, had taken seats in the Congress of 1776 and had signed 


a paper issued by that Co; 

Fie knew nothing 5 less for the delegates I have 
named, and for many others whom I could select from that cele- 
brated number of the fifty-six signers, No doubt those gentle- 
men were well known in the colonies which had sent them to this 
national assembly; no doubt they were well known and highly 
trusted in the State of Georgia and in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, their constituencies; but what was their connection, what 
was their communication, what was their repute with the Old 
World, with Europe, with the masses of people in the British 
3 rns multitudes of France, the leading power upon the 

tinen 2 


What did they know of these gentlemen, so well known locally 
as politicians, as statesmen, and as being loyal to the cause of the 
pater Nothing whatever. Any othername might haveserved 
as w 

But Franklin had spent fourteen years of his life in London. 
He had made long journeys on the Continent. He had 1 8 re- 
peatedly before committees of the House of Commons. He had 
served with the highest and greatest of British statesmen. He 
had mded with the most profound British and French 
philosophers. He had attended a meeting of the privy council, a 
privilege only granted once, and then to jamin Franklin, asa 
representative of the united colonies of America. He was in the 
closest intimacy with the minority, a very great and noble mi- 
nority, to become afterwards the majority, who were opposed to 
the American war. 

When, therefore, 


jamin Franklin, the bosom 
friend of Pitt and Barry, counselor and adviser of the Whig 
leaders of the Crown in Great Britain, the friend of 
statesmen then in their high career and power in France, the 
close correspondent of the philosophers and literati of the Nether- 
— and of Prussia, had become a member of the Continental 

‘ongress. 

Franklin, indeed, had become a household name. He was well 
known to the nee of the four great divisions of the British Em- 
pire—a great better known than some of their own leading 
statesmen. No man could pretend to approach him with the 
shadow of prestige or importance which he carried when he 
walked through Independence Square into the hall and took his 
seat in this assembly. He pledged his fortune, and he followed 
up the pledge by the N15 of its use. He gave all; he reserved 
nothing in the cause of liberty. All the signers may not have 
done the same, but all of them pledged to Franklin, as he pledged 
to each of them, his life, his fortune, his sacred honor, and all of 
them recognized in Franklin that uncrowned sovereignty, that 
unsurpassed excellence, which shall always distinguish him as the 
unarmed but victorious champion of liberty and union. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to read this language 
from the inaugural address of President Polk, March 4, 1845: 

Al alliances having a tendency to jeopard the welfare and honor of our 

or sacrifice any one of the national i i 


merce 
k soil, as well as the 
of our skillful artisans, find a ready market and remunerating 


Mr. Polk, December 2, 1845, in his first annual message to Con- 


gress, said: 
The United States, sincerely desirous of preserving relations of good 
with all nations, can not in silence permit any E in- 
terference on the North i con and should any such 
ence be attempted will be ready to resist it at any and all hazards. 
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It is well known to the American people and to all nations that this Gov- 
ernment has never interfered with the relations subsisting between other 
governments. We have never made ourselves parties to their wars or their 
alliances; we have not sought their territories by conquest; we have not 


mingled with parties in their domestic struggles; and believing our own 
form of government to be the best, we have never attempted to propagate 
it by intrigues, by diplomacy, or by force. 
e tugann on this continent a like exemption from European inter- 
enationsof Americaare pany sovereign and independent with 
those of Europe. They possess the same rights, independent of all foreign 
interposition, to make war, to conclude and to te their internal 
affairs. The people of the United States can not, therefore, view with indif- 
ference attempts of Euro; powers to interfere with the independent 
action of the nations on this continent. The American system or povora; 
mentisentirely different from that of Europe. Jealousy among the different 
sovereigns of Europe, lest any one of them might become too powerful for 
the rest, has caused them anxiously to desire the establishment of what they 
term the “ balance of power.” Itcan not be permitted to have any applica- 
tion on the North American continent, and especially to the United tes, 
We must ever maintain the pence that the people of this continent alone 
have the right to decide their own destiny. 

Should any portion of them, 8 an independent state, p 30 
to unite themselves with our confederacy, this will be a question for them 
and us to determine without any fore interposition. ecan never con- 
sent that European powers shall interfere to prevent such a union because it 
might disturb the “balance of power“ which they may desire to maintain 
npon this continent. Near a quarter of a century ago the principle was dis- 

org Aa cs tothe world, in the annual message of one of my predeces- 
60; — 

Wrhe American continents, by the free and independent condition which 
they have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be considered as 
subjects for future colonization by ay European poren 

‘his principle will apply with great cic orce should any European 
wer attempt to esta any new colony in North America. In the exist- 
Ing circumstances of the world the present is deemed a proper occasion to 
reiterate and reaffirm the principle avowed by Mr. Monroe and to state m 
cordial concurrence in its wisdom and sound policy. The reassertion of this 
principle, especially in reference to North America, is at this day but the 
promulgation of a policy which no European pones should che the dis- 
position to resist. Existing rights of every European nation should be re- 
but it is due alike to our safety and our interests that the efficient 
protection of our laws should be extended over our whole territorial limits 
and that it should be distinctly announced to the world as our settled 2 
that no future European colony or dominion shall with our consent be plante 
or established on any part of the North American continent. 
4 * * * 


* * * 

It has never been our policy to maintain large standing armies in time of 
peace. They are contrary to the genius of our free institutions, would im- 
pose heavy burdens on the peo and be dangerous to public liberty. Our 
reliance for protection and defense on the land must be mainly on our citi- 
zen soldiers, who will be ever ready, as n ever have been ready in times 
—— to rush with alacrity at the of their country to her defense. This 

escription of force, however, can not defend our coast, harbors, and inland 
seas, nor protect our commerce on the ocean or the lakes. These must be 
protected by our Navy. 


att his third annual message, December 7, 1847, President Polk 


Tam persuaded that the best means of vindicating the national honor and 
interest and of bringing the war— 


Speaking of the war with Mexico— 


to an honorable close will be to prosecute it with increased energy and power 
in the vital parts of the enemy's . 

In my annual message to Con of December last I declared that 

“The war has not been w: with a view to conquest, but, having been 
commenced by Mexico, it has n carried into the enemy's country and will 
be rously prosecuted there with a view to obtain an honorable peace, 
and thereby secure ample indemnity for the expenses of the war, as well as to 
our much-injured citizens, who hold large y demandsagainst Mexico.“ 

Such, in my ament, continues to be our true policy; indeed, the only 
policy which probably secure a permanent peace. 

It neyer been 3 by me, as an object of the war, to make a 
permanent 3 of the Republic of Mexico or to annihilate her separate 
existence as an independent nation. On the contrary, it has ever been my 
desire that she should maintain her nationality, and under a good govern- 
ment adapted to her condition be a free, independent, and prosperous Re- 

mu blic, e United States were the first among the nations to recognize her 

dependence, and have always desired to be on terms of amity and good 
neighborhood with her. This she would not suffer. By her own conduct we 
have been compelled to engage in the present war. its prosecution we 
seek not her overthrow as a nation, but in vindicating our national honor we 
seek to obtain redress for the wrongs she has done us and indemnity for our 
just demands er. We demand an honorable peace, and that peace 
must bring with it indemnity for the past and security for the future. 
e oe has refused all accommodation by which such a peace could 

obtained. 


I cite this language of President Polk for the ee aed of show- 
ing that down to 1847, when this message was delivered, it con- 
tinued to be the policy of the United States, as originally inaugu- 
rated, to pursue purely a domestic course and not to enter the 
field of territorial acquisition and aggrandizement. 

Zachary Taylor, in his first annual message to the Senate and 
House of Representatives, December 4, 1849, said: 


The position of the Sandwich Islands with reference to the territory of 
the Unived States on the Pacific, the success of our vering and benevo- 
lent citizens who have repaired to that remote quarter in Christianizing the 
natives and 3 them to t a system of government and laws suited 
to their capacity and wants, and the use made by our numerous whale ships 
of the harbors of the islands as places of resort for obtaining refreshments 
and repairs all combine to render their ganny peculiarly interesting to us. 
It is our duty to encourage the authorities of those islands in their efforts to 
improve and elevate the moral and political condition of the inhabitants, and 
we should make reasonable allowances for the difficulties inseparable from 
this We desire that the islands may maintain their independence and 
that other nations should concur with us in this sentiment. e could in no 
event be indifferent to their passing under the dominion of any other power. 
The principal commercial states have in this a common interest, and it is to 
be hoped that none of them will attempt to interpose obstacles to the entire 


independence of the islands. 


It was then understood that this Government would give its 
moral if not its physical aid to the maintenance of an independent 
government in the Hawaiian Islands, and it was distinctly dis- 
claimed that we had any purpose of annexing or making them a 
portion of the United States. 


So, in his first annual message, December 2, 1850, President 
Fillmore said: 


Among the acknowledged rights of nations is that which each possesses of 
establishing that form of government which it may deem most conducive to 
the happiness and prosperity of its own citizens, of changing that form as 
circumstances may require, and of ma: g its intern ‘airs according 
to its own will. The people of the United States claim this right for them- 
selves, and they readily concede it to others. 


Mr. President, is that statement of President Fillmore trae, in 
the light of the fact that we propose to annex the Hawaiian Islands 
without taking a vote of their people or giving them an opportu- 
nity to express themselves on this subject one way or the other? 
There has never been an instance, so far as this nation is con- 
cerned, of an attempt to annex the territory of a foreign govern- 
ment without the consent of the people of that government, ex- 


pressed in a regular and constitutional method, until we reach the 
present instance, 
President Fillmore continues: 


Hence it becomes an imperative duty not to interfere in the government 
or internal policy of other nations; and although we may sympathize with 
the unfortunate or the 8 everywhere in their struggles for freedom, 
our principles forbid us from taking any part in such foreign contests. We 
make no wars to promote or to prevent successions to thrones, to maintain 
any theory of a ce of power, or to suppress the actual government which 
any country chooses to blish for itself. We instigate no revolutions, nor 

er any hostile military expeditions to be fitted out in the United States to 
invade the territory or provinces of a friendly nation. The great law of 
morality ought to have a national as well as a personal and individual appli- 
cation. We should act toward other nations as we wish them to act toward 
us, and justice and conscience should form the rule of conduct between gov- 
ernments instead of mere power, self-interest, or the desire of aggrandize- 
ment. To maintain a strict neutrality in foreign wars, to cultivate friendly 
relations, to reciprocate every noble and generous act, and to perform punc- 
tually and scrupulously every treaty obligation—these are the duties which 
we owe to other states, and by the performance of which we best entitle our- 
selves to like treatment from them, or if that in any case be refused we can 
enforce our own rights with justice and a clear conscience. 


On December 2, 1851, President Fillmore said, in his second an- 
nual message: 


It is earnestly to be hoped that the differences which have for some time 
past been pend: ng between the Government of the French Republic and that 
of the Sandwich Islands may be eably and durably adjusted so as to se- 
cure the independence of those islands. ng before the events which have 
of late impa: so much importance to the possessions of the United States 
on the Pacific we acknowledged the ERA E OPEN of the Hawaiian Govorn- 
ment. This Government was first in taking that step, and several of the 
leading powers of Europe immediately followed. 

* * + * * * $ 

We were also influenced bya desire that those islands should not pass 
under the control of any other a maritime state, but should remain in an 
independent condition, and so be accessible and useful to the commerce of 
all nations. I need not say that the importance of these considerations has 
been greatly euhanced by the sudden and vast development which the inter- 
est of the United States have attained in California and Oregon, and the pol- 
icy heretofore adopted in regard to those islands will be steadily pursasd, 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield one moment? 
Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 


Mr. FRYE. There is very good news which it is well for the 
Senate to hear. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). The 


Secretary will read the dispatch sent to the desk by the Senator 


from Maine, if there be no objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


THE ASSOCIATED PRESS, Washington, July 4, 1898. 
The Secretary of the Navy has received the following dispatch: 
PLAYA DEL Este (by way of Haiti), July 4—3.15 a. m. 


SABONAY, July 3, 1898. 
To the SECRETARY OF THE NAVY: = 


The fleet under my command offers the nation as a Fourth of July present 
the destruction of the whole of Cervera's fleet. Not one escaped. They 
attempted to escape at 9.30 this morning. At 2 the last ship, the Cristobal 
Colon, had run ashore 60 miles west of Santiago and has let down her colors. 

The Maria Theresa, Oquendo, and Vizcaya were forced ashore, burned, and 
blown up within 20 miles of Santiago, The Furor and Pluton were destroyed 
within 4 miles of the port. 1 killed and 2 wounded. 

Enemy's loss probably several hundred, from 3 explosions and 
drowning. About 1,800 prisoners, including A ral Cervera. The man 
killed was George H. Ellis, chief yeoman of Brooklyn. 


Larran on the floor and in the galleries. ] 
. ALLEN. President Pierce, in his inaugural address, 
March 4, 1853, said: 


The rights which belong to us as a nation are not alone to be regarded, but 
ch pertain to every citizen in his individual capacity, at home and 
abroad, must be sacredly maintained. So long as he can discern every star 
in its place upon that ens without wealth to purchase for him preferment 
or title to secare for him place, it will be his privilege and must be his ac- 
knowledged right to stand unabashed, even in the presence of princes, with 
a proud consciousness that he is himself one of a nation of soverei, and 
that he can not in legitimate pursuit wander so far from home that the 
agent whom he shall leave behind in the place which I now occupy will not 
see that no rude hand of power or tyrannical passion is laid upon him with 


gs mg 
e must realize that upon every sea and on every soil where our enter 


SAMPSON. 


prise may rightfully seek the protection of our flag American citizenship is 
aninviolable panoply for the security of American rights. And in this con- 
nection it can hardiy be 5 to reaffirm a ciple which should now 
be regarded as fun ental. e rights, security, and repose of this Con- 
federacy reject the idea of interference or colonization on this side of the 
oceni by any foreign power beyond present jurisdiction as utterly inadmis- 


e. 

The opportunities of observation furnished by my brief experience as a 
soldier confirmed in my own mind the opinion, entertained and acted upon 
by others from the formation of the Government, that the maintenance of 
large standing in our country would be not only dangerous but un- 
necessary. 


Icall attention to this language for the purpose of showing 
that the spirit of a purely domestic policy actuated the conduct 
and the language of President Pierce. From the origin of the 
Government down to the present time there was never manifested 
the slightest disposition to engage in imperialism or colonization. 
So Mr. Pierce, in his special message, May 15, 1856, said: 

What is memorable in this respect in the conduct and policy of the United 
States is that while it would be easy for us to annex and absorb new terri- 
tories in America as it is for E states to do this in Asia or Africa, 
and while if done by us it might be Tastified as well on the alleged ground of 
the advantage which would accrue therefrom to the territories annexed and 
absorbed, yet we have abstained from doing it, in obedience to considera- 
tions of right not less than of policy. 


James Buchanan, in his inaugural address, March 4, 1857, said: 
We ought to cherish a sacred regard for the independence of all nations 


and never attempt to interfere in the domestic concerns of any unless this 
shall be imperatively required by the great law of self-preservation. To 


avoid en ling ces has been a maxim of our policy ever since the 
days of Waskin and its wisdom noone will attempt to dispute. In short, 
we . — to do j in a kindly spirit to all nations and require justice 
from them in return. 


It is our glory that whilst other nations have extended their dominions by 
the sword, we have never acquired any territory except by fair purchase or, 
as in the case of Texas, by the voluntary determination of a brave, kindred, 
and independent le to blend their destinies with our own. Even our 

tions from Mexico form no exception. Unwilling to take advantage 
of the fortune of war against a sister Republic, we ased 
sions under the treaty of peace for a sum which was considered 


fair equivalent. 
President McKinley, in his inaugural address, said: 
We want no wars of conquest; we must avoid the temptation of territorial 
ion. 


these posses- 
at the time a 


Again he said, quoting the language of Mr. Lincoln, that our 
Government was *‘ conceived in om and dedicated to the hap- 

iness of free and equal men” and that it “should not entangle 
itself in the unrest and intrigue of militarism, which is the 
scourge of the Old World.” So it is true that from the formation 
of the Republic down to and including the present Chief Execu- 
tive we have been warned by the Presidents against imperialism 
or territorial aggression. P 

Now, Mr. President, without any change in the circumstances, 
without any new fact having arisen to make a change of policy 
necessary, it is proposed to force the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands to the Government of the United States by a revolution- 

process and one directly in conflict with the language and 
maior of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, if we are to pursue this method of construing 
the Constitution of our Government, where will this Republic 
end? I was talking but a short time ago with a distinguished 
Senator, and I asked him. What do you take the Constitution of 
the United States to mean?“ Well,” he said, a sort of a guide 
or hand board to the course the Government should pursue.” I 
said, Do you not regard it as absolutely binding?” No,“ he 
said, “it is more in the nature of a direction.” = 

If that doctrine is to become the doctrine of this country, we 
have entered now upon a sea of uncertainty that will result in 
the complete overturning of every branch of the Government. 
No man can afford, whatever popular opinion may be among his 
constituents, to violate his sense of the Constitution to meet their 
requirements. If I were satisfied, as I am, that this process of 
annexation is in violation of the Constitution, I would yote against 
it, although in doing so I might be driven to private life. 

From the organization of the Government to the present time 
there has been a uniform consensus of judgment and expression 
on the part of the Presidents, including the present Chief Execu- 
tive, that we should avoid an imperial or aggressive policy, a pol- 
red that will seize the territory of other governments and annex 

t to ours. 

Mr. President, we have been warned against the consequences 
of this Bey by others. 

Mr. John Morley, Liberal member of Parliament and formerly 
chief secretary for Ireland, recently said in a public speech in 
England: 

I know tens of thousands of the best and wisest men in America believe 
that hardly any more in ible calamity can befall mankind than that a 
community, as Lincoln nobly said, * conceived in freedom and dedicated to 


the happiness of free and equal men, should entangle themselves in the un- 
— and mirigos of militarism, which are the torment and scourge of the 
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roo Labouchere, another friend of America, says in London 


What I would respectfully sarees upon Americans is that they will make 
a terrible mistake if they seize the occasion of this war to 8 territories 
outside the area of their legitimate influence, such as the Philippine Islands. 
* * * The whole scheme of American polity would be shattered were the 
globe to be dotted over with American islands, neither States nor Territo- 
ries, held under subjection. * * * 


Speaking of England, he says: 

We have drifted into the position of a nation with larger armaments than 
any other. No matter what we spend on armaments, we are called on to 

nd more. We hold a r portion of the globe than any other nation. 

absorbing becomes earth hunger when once indulged that we are every 
year adding new territories to our empire. And what is the result? All do- 
mestic reforms are put aside as unworthy to occupy our imperial minds. If 
a poor man asks for bread, he is told joyfully to starve, with the comforting 
reflection that he is the citizen of an e ve and expanding empire. 

It is with us as it is with a silly land owner who allows the tares and weeds 
to flourish in his fields and bends all his efforts to his useless rocks and 
swamps. We who hold to the wise policy of Mr. Gladstone and of other of 
our departed leaders are sneeringly called Little Englanders.” Be warned, 
therefore, by the example of this country, my American friends. Be ready, 
as I know you are, to defend the vast heritage that has accrued to you. But 
rest satisfied with it. Remain an example to the world that it is possible to 
be great and prosperous without bing. now on one pretext, now on 
another, territory that is a source of weakness rather than of strength, and 
without wasting your substance in armaments designed to defend and to 
increase these unremunerative acquisitions. 

Prof. James Bryce, one of the ablest European writers on the 
roe of the American Government, said ina recent magazine 
article: 

The argument most rr ea used in the United States to recommend 
the annexation of Cuba and Hawaii is that their annexation would strengthen 
the strategic = of America by giving her two points of naval van 
one commanding the Caribbean Sea and the other the eastern Pacific, thus 
protecting her southern and western coasts. 

Cuba and Hawaii, in the hands of the United States, would be liable, at 
the outbreak of a war, to be seized by the fleet of any enemy stronger at 
sea; and the only way to prevent this would be for the United States to 
maintain a fleet in Pacific and another in the Gulf of Mexico powerful 
enough to defend both islands. Now, of course, the United btates can, if 
she S, build and maintain a navy adequate for this purpose. But is it 
worth her while to do so? Why should she spend the hundreds of millions 
of dollars that would be needed? 

The anexation of either Cuba or Hawaii would be a source not of st 
but of weakness. It may be proper for America to see that neither a 
falls into the hands of any possible naval enemy. Neither, however, is 
threatened with any such danger; and the expression of the feelings of the 
United States would be sufficient at po Palme to avert it, just as a dispatch of 
Mr. Seward's led Louis Napoleon to withraw his troops frorn Mexico. 


On the 20th of April last the Senate passed a joint resolution, 
No. 21, known as the resolutions of intervention in the war be- 
tween Spain and Cuba. The fourth paragraph of those resolu- 
tions is in the following language: 

Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or inten- 
tion to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except 
for the cation thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is ac- 
complished, to leave the goyernment and control of the island to its people. 

That is the latest and most authoritative declaration of Congress 
on the subject now under consideration. We were not content 
with simply disclaiming a disposition to exercise sovereignty over 
Cuba, but we declared our purpose that as soon as the island was 
pacified we would leave the government and control of Cuba to 
its people. There again we instinctively recognized the doctrine 
of a purely domestic policy that has been followed during the 
existence of our Government. 

Even Alexander Hamilton, who spoke of this country as a re- 
publican monarchy and who had no faith in the ability of the 
people to govern themselves, declared that our isolated condition 
and the factthat ours was a republican form of government made 
it absolutely impossible for us to pem other than a purely do- 
mestic policy, because, as was said by that distinguished states- 
man, and by Jefferson, Madison, and others at that time, the pol- 
icies and measures of a republican form of government are con- 
stantly changing. To-day, for instance, we may have a Chief 
Executive who believes in a policy of aggrandizement, but before 
four years elapse the temper of the American people may change 
and we may choose a President who believes in pursuing a purely 
domestic policy. 

Under such circumstances is it not to be seen by the commonest 
mind that it is impossible for a republic to pursue an aggressive 
foreign policy? And yet, sir, we propose to reach out 2,100 miles 
in the Pacific Ocean and annex to this country some ten or twelve 
islands, probably not to exceed six or seven of them inhabited, 
not because they are of value to us, but because, as I shall show 
before this discussion concludes, the American sugar trust desire 
them to be annexed that they may avoid the payment of about 
$10,000,000 of taxes a year. 

What is the pretense or the pretended cause for this proposed 
annexation? It is said we need them for defensive purposes, that 
strategic reasons underlie the proposed annexation. General Scho- 
field said, and others of equal knowledge concur with him, that 
there is not a solitary thing about the islands giving them any 
military value except Pearl Harbor. According to Senators in 
the remarks a few days ago we have a title to Pearl Harbor and 
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7 tion to improve it. If we have a title 
to Pearl Harbor as a har bor of refuge and for coaling and water- 
6 „what is there about the balance of 
those islands that would induce the Government of the United 
States to annex them? Absolutel pens, SA 
Then, Mr. President, look at that iar kind of reasoning 
which says we must have islands 2,100 miles from us for the pur- 
pose of enabling us to defend the coast of our country. I suppose 
after a time it will be said we must reach still farther east and 
get some islands toenable us to defend the Hawaiian Islands, and 
then some other islands and mainlands to enable us to defend 
them, and so on until we girdle the earth. 

Mr. President, we would have to increase our Navy by pursu- 
ing a policy of this kind to at least 100 if not 120 war v It 
would mean an increase of the taxes to the people of the United 


States of at least $200,000,000 a year, to say nothing about the te 


money we should be compelled to expend in erecting and arming 
land fortifications. 

I have never yet heard in all the arguments which have been 
submitted in this Chamber, in anything that has been written or 
spoken on the subject, one substantial reason in favor of this pro- 
posed annexation. There can be but one motive that underlies 
it, and that is the motive, Mr. President, of asap, ear who 
have acquired the productive lands of the Hawaiian ds, and 
all that is to be done at the of the American people. 

Are we to consider the condition of the inhabitants of that coun- 
try in determining whether or not we shall annex those islands? 
No; our pri uty is to consider the effect of annexation on 
the people of this country. Are we prepared to lower our stand- 
ard of civilization? Are we prepared to supplement the act of 
annexing the Hawaiian Islands by an act annexing the Philippines, 
annexing Cuba, annexing Puerto Rico and the other islands we 
are capturing, and by that means precipitate into our civilization 
15,000,000 Malays, Chinese, Japanese, and hamitic races, abso- 
lutely incompetent to assume the duties and responsibilities of 
citizenship; and by that means, Mr. President, permitting all 
those millions to come to this country and mingle with our people 
without restraint? 


Once annex those islands to the United States and there is no | tary will call the 


wer in Congress by legislation to prohibit the Malay of the 
Philippine Islands from coming to South Dakota or Nebraska or 
New York; and, sir, they will come by the million to compete with 
the farmers and laborers of your State [Mr. KYLE in the chair] 
and of my State. They will come to reduce the standard of civili- 
zation in all the occupations in this country among our legitimate 

opulation. The Japanese cooly and his son will me farmers 

your State and in Nebraska, and they will lower the prices of 
farm products there; and the Nebraska and South Dakota farmer 
and his son must enter upon a ruinous competition with them in 
the price 7 of wages. So, sir, the 
Japanese cooly's wife and daughter become competitors with 
the wife and daughter of the American citizen. The result will 
be that our society can not carry the load; civilization will stagger 
under it; the standard will be lowered rather than elevated; and 
out of it all will grow a landed peasantry with a few thousand 
landlords, who own millions of acres of our country. 

Sir, the people of this country are not blind to the situation. 
They can foresee it coming as plainly as can we. Iam glad to 
say that out in the State of Nebraska, with on am pe 
of that State there is no division of sentiment; that 
Democrats, and Populists are against annexation. Th 
Bee is the greatest daily paper published between Chicago 
San Francisco. It has the largest circulation, no doubt. In its 
issue of June 10 last it published an editorial which I send to the 
desk and ask the Secre to read. à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KyLE in the chair), The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IMPERIALISM OR en eee e A WAR FOR 


Every voice that is raised in opposition to the spirit of imperialism that is 
N in thie cour should receive the careful attention of the peo- 
aggrandizement haye scored a victory in 


‘tiene ot ere 

e 

they succeed, as seems 
A effort in favor of 


opposed to this policy. that those 
who would renounce the traditional policy of the nation and embark it upon 
& course with difficulties and dangers must be met and combated at 
every 


point. 
There was held in Boston a few days ago a public meeting to protest 
ss policy of territorial acquisition Resolutions were piten de- 


at T or 

t for the pacification thereof,” a disclaimer which was intended to 
mean T making war; that the mis- 
sion of the United States is to help the world by an example of successful 


TS 
abe Omaha | Cihea 
Omaha 
and 


self. nt, and that to abandon the and the 
— — gaa i aen aeee 


the downfall of institutions. There was no to the war. On 
the contrary, of the meeting said. war and it is 
the duty of e citizen to the and one of = 
ers declared. We are not here to oppose the war or to throw an —— 
in the way of its y The —.— u 

which men war declared is decided, and it is idle to 

cuss that question now. We are here to deal with a far ver iseue—to 
insist that a war cause of h not be turned into a 


in E humanity shall 
war for empire; that an attempt to win for Cubans the right to govern them- 
selves shall not be made an excuse for extendin, our sway over alien les 
without their consent. It wan further declared. that to seize my of 
Spain and hold it as our own, without the free consent of its people, is a vio- 
lation of the p upon which the Government rests, which we have 
preached to the world fora century, and which we pledged ourselves to 
1 eae from New England Inst licy 
o m New a of im 
ne Course on the part of the United States distin ot heels 
> system which woul lead us into mili 

with all that implies, should find an echo in eve ~ 

ghtful men, conservative men, tic 
the boundaries of the Union make 
fied terms in 
pire; that it 
was and territorial izement. Let 
those who realize the igerous character of the of imperialism: not 
delude themselves with the idea that left to itself it will not grow. There 
are powerful influences foste: 


Mr. TURPIE. Will the honorable Senator from Nebraska 
allow me to make a ion to the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cannon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I have counted the Senators 
a ls memes a rary en are less than a. quorum 
present, à . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana makes 
the point that a our cis of the Senate is not present. The Secre- 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Davis, Jones, Ark, Pritehard 
Allison, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, Kyle.” y. 
Baker, 5 — I oup, 
Bate, M de, Spooner, 
Berry, > Mallory, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gear, . Sullivan, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitche Teller, 
Cannon, Hanna, Money, 

Clark, Hansbrough, Morgan, Turley, 
Clay, Harris, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cockrell; Hawl —.— a9 
Cullom, Heitfeld, enrose, ellingto: 
Daniel, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson. a 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, in the Omaha Bee, under date of 
June 24, 1898, I find an editorial which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


The Secretary read as follows: 


EFFECT ON THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

“We can not afford to denounce and forbid all acquisitions of territory in 
the Western Hemisphere by European co hear goer even at the of ware 
and forthwith embark in a thus enterprise ourselves. If we 
would have our yet unstained doctrine respected by others, we must scrupu- 
lously- what we preach.” If we do not want Europe to seize territory 
in this ere, consistency demands that we shall not seize territory in 


MORRILL is not the only 
who holds this view. 


mator Edmi 

be permanently held by the United States 
might reasonably regard it as relie 

in regard 


man whose opini 


V- 
them from — 
coun 


8 


wer shall forcibly possess 
itself of American soil and forcibly . pote ical RREA des- 
i ple. Assuredly America 


tinies of its peo! y can have no difficulty in governing 
its behavior toward Europe on the same lines.” Wecan not evade this by 
82) that e terri is Asiatic and not Euro; Enough that 
it 3 h here. Besides, the acquisition of territory in the far East 
would as 


certainly involve the United States in European politics as though 
were contiguous to F 

It is perfectly obvious that we shall depreciate the Monroe đoctrine i? we 
assume a concern in re nay” osm territory in the Old World which we 
deny to European states in New. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Omaha Daily World-Herald 
occupies the same position toward the Democratic party in the 
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Middle West that the Omaha Bee occupies toward the ublican 
per: It is one of the oldest pa in the Missouri V: , hav- 

g a large circulation, and s with authority. I send to the 
desk and ask tó have the Secretary read an eđitorial taken from 
that paper of June 19, 1898. 4 

The PRESIDIN' G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

nested. 
s The Secretary read as follows: 

THE LESSON OF EXPERIENCE. 


The 
cursor tito the mee of Sneh — well appall the most ardent well- 
wishers of the Republic. ma; 
Which the founders of the Republic avoid ves they woulda plague. It may 


mark an era of nization, which means tan 

turmoil, and political See —— even greater that W. the 
Republic during the i cam After Ha what? 
The Philippines and Puerto Rico? 8 it be all: offensive and defen- 


ripio — P Can wo hope to bogin and earsy out a polley of imperialism 

ance! we hope 

or colonization without becoming entangled 

trigne and foreign craft? ‘ 
There is an attraction about the scheme of im 


the foundation of A —— and sowing the 
Ta the breasts of the peoples of all fands 


clim 
ifying throughout the world, and all other nations haye to 
atA h pen To talk of national isolation in order to 
bolster up a 


one huni 
tained in American 


years in 
history. 
have been vested in example, not in mighty 


The influence and of the United States 
standing ATTAR and overgrown 


na 
Out of the roar of the beating surf of ambition that is the 
upon which the su the Republic was raised by the 
fathers will come founders of the Repu took by 


of all lands- not an 


no, countries and races 

statesmanship of y that would overturn the wisdom and 

the statesmen of the early days of the Republic is a statesmanship to be 
feared and avoided. The statesmanship that vents itself in schemes based 
upon political corruption and which owes its force to the well-invested mil- 
lions of fat fried from corporations which demand returns 
ments is not the statesmanship which laid the solid fo 
public and erected in the wilderness of the Western world an altar upon 


which the watch fires of liberty should forever burn. 

The situation confronting the United States to-day is fraught with danger. 
Radical and sudden changes from the basic o prinsi les of the mblic, made 
in the heat of war, can have but one result. t result be turmoil 


strife, bickering, and heartburnings. But out of them may come in God's 
good time the best for all. The Republic will live, but the new blood will be 

the blood which stained the snows of Valle — ana 
not a reincarnation of the greed which inshanifeet in the commatle of Re- 


many na 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Hon. Samuel Gompers, president 
of the American Federation of Labor, understood the force 
of the blow of annexation to the laborin . Lee of this country 
when he addressed a letter to the Hon. THOMAS B. REED, Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, which I send to the Secretary's 
desk and ask to have read. 

mes PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

uested. 
x The Secretary read as follows: 


AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., June 11, 1898. 

DEAR Str: Inasmuch as the House of Representatives has now under con- 
sideration a bill for the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States, and since there are a number of features involving principles affect- 
ing the working people of our country in the on to annex these 
islands, I to saos ou, and througà you, the i 1 
resentatives,.as briefly as possible, summarizing a few objections 
h prompted the delegates to the convention of the eee 
tion of Labor held at Nashville, Tenn., December 15-21, 1897, to protest against 
the annexation of Hawaii to the United States. 

Of a population estimated at about 100,000, Hawaii contains about 50,000 
contract slave laborers, made up as follows: 

About 80 per cent Chinese and Japanese. 

About myer cent — from Azore Islands and South Sea Islanders. 

Some of features of the contracts under which these 50,000 laborers 
work in Hawaii may be briefly stated here. 

1. The terms of the contract usually run for seven years. 
—. That the 3 have no right to change their employers or leave 

employmen: 
8. inal Che contract to: labor: is speditioelly exSistetuble By the laws.of 


Hawaii. 
4. nt g Taps A ER See See ener Seen aE ee ee 
added to the term of the life of contract to labor. 

The laborers are corralled in gangs of from twelve to each gang 
tecnico ae nt cami with a whip, with which ce to 
is enforced. 


islands. 
h this point is contested, yet if Hawaii should become annexed to the 
United tates. the status of the laborers may not be chan and if the 
Sandwich Islands asa part of the United States are itted to continue 
a species of labor repugnant to the free institutions of our country, there is 


no safeguard nst the extension of the same species of contract slave 
oao the 3 Louisiana and the cotton flelds of the Southern 


It required more than twenty years of constan 
and education to l — close the gates of our coun 
The wisdom of that legislatſon has been demonstrated, un 
if any, who now advocate its repeal. 

The annexation of Hawaii would, with one stroke of the pen, obliterate 
that beneficent E pasa and open wide our — which Would threaten 
an inundation of Mongolians to overwhelm the free laborers of our country. 

annexation of Hawaii to the United States would be the.admission of 

a slave State side by side with the free States of America; and, in the lan- 

3 statesmen of our on and all other countries. We can not be part 
and slaves; we will have to be either all free or all slaves.“ 

Though the number in Hawaii is small in comparison to the people of the 
United States, yet the dangers and the possi es are such as to make the 
workers app: ve. 

In the war in which the 88 of our country are engaged the workersare 
gladly volunteering their lives and their all thealtar of the honor and 
the interests of our country; but we submit that in the effort to make Cuba 


t organization, agitation, 
to the ese 


there are few, 


free and independent we should not hazard the loss of our own liberty. 
The foregoing is submitted in the name and by the authority of the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor. 
Very respectfully, SAMUEL 9 
Pre 
Hon, THOMAS B. REED, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Gompers saw with very clear vision the 
effect of a policy of annexation and aggrandizement. He readily 
understood, as every man will understand, that the annexation of 
the Hawaiian Islands, with an ignorant and brutal population of 
about 115,000, y Chinese and Japanese coolies and natives, 
would lead tothe annexation of 5 Islands, Cuba, Puerto 
Rico, and all the possessions that ma lost to Spain during the 
present war, and that would mean the sudden precipitation into 
5 of about 15,000,000 undesirable people. 

t, under such circumstances, becomes of the policy adopted 
2 —— of excluding the Mongolians from this hemisphere? 

e will open the doors so that they can never again be closed; 
and it does not require a stretch of imagination to foresee the time 
when the United States will be overrun, from New York to San 
Francisco, with millions of Malays and other undesirable classes, 
who can not be excluded. When this time does come, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as I fear it will come, as I feel almost certain it will come, 
3 to be pursued, there can be but one result, and 
that be the complete overturning of the Government of the 
United States. It will pass from a Republic, which was framed 
by the founders, into an oligarchy, if not into absolute monarchy 
itself. Those of us who have been intrusted by sovereign States 
to represent our people in this Chamber can not lightly contem- 
plate consequences of that kind. We must understand that a 
fearful responsibility rests on us, and thatif theinstitutions of the 
Government shall be overturned as the result of this policy, the 
anathemas and the curses of future generations will rest upon us, 
as they ought. 

Mr. Gompers can foresee the ences to the labor interests 
of this country, just as Mr. Herbert Myrick, editor of the Amer- 
ican Agriculturist and several other agricultural journals in the 
United States, foresees the consequences to the agriculturists of 
the country. Mr. Myrick is president of the Orange Judd Com- 
pany, editor of the American Agriculturist, of New York, editor 
of the Orange Judd Farmer, of Chicago, editor of the New Eng- 
land Homestead, of Springfield, Mass., and in a recent letter to 
Hon. J. W. WADSWORTH, chairman of the House Committee on 
Agriculture, Mr. Myrick states his views, which I will ask the 
Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Hon. J. W. WADSWORTH, 
Chairman House Committee on Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 


of colonization which 
anni Hawaii. That policy would at once 
expose us other nations. It would vastly y the 
wer and expense of our Army and Navy. It would perpetuate increased 
. It would inau 1 foreign . 
a debasement of the blood, that could not fail to in time affect the physical 
and stamina of our. at home. It would be un-American, un- 
tional, and in results unworthy of the effort. 
On still a ore grounds a colonial polis iso . — It would degen- 
nto a campaign of conquest. 
0 3 but its moral aig 
e more our are 
. — So a And aes the aore. will domestic Patra be 
y no expense will be spared 
but how about those home interests that 


upon our own people 


tropical world-wide trusts, 
cane-st; in the United States. 


cotton, 
in the 
East and West Indies as to sound the death knell of these industries in the 
United States, or perpetuate the low prices which have for a year past 
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brought only disaster to the cotton planter, factor, manufacturer, or opera- 
tive. ont only bring this promptly +5 official attention of the House before 
truly su 


vote is taken. Respec itted in the farmers’ 
HERBERT MYRICK, 
President Orange Judd Company, 
Editor American A turist, of New York, 
Editor — J Farmer, o 
ngland 


of Chicago, 
Editor New Homestead, of Springfield. 


Mr. ALLEN. Since the joint resolution has been before Con- 
gress there has been held in the city of Boston, Mass., a meeting 
of very distinguished citizens of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts to protest against the wisdom and policy of annexation. 
Ido not recall exactly the date of the meeting, but it was held 
within a few weeks. I send to the desk and ask to have read the 
proceedings of the ere: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In opening the meeting Mr. Bradford said: d 

a Ove aed years ago our ancestors established that Constitution which 
Mr. Gladstone has pronounced to be one of the most wonderful political in- 
struments which ever sprang from the brain of man. Under it we have 
enjoyed a century of su rity as has hardly ever fallen to the lot of 
anation. It has n a center of attraction to the eyes of all the world, 
monarchy and aristocracy 88 with fear and distrust, the nations 
with hope and rejoicing. enol on has ela; since the country, by a 
violent effort, threw off the of slavery, w it had been confidently 
predicted would destroy the Union. The Union, on the contrary, came out 
stronger and more rous than ever before. 

“No such organization of democracy had ever been seen in the world. 
The strain upon it had become tremendous. The one thing that seemed fatal 
to our Government was foreign war, swam ing all domestic questions with 
military excitement. The future welfare of 70,000,000 ple and of institu- 
tions on which the fate of the world ht be said to lepend should not be 
sacrificed for the uncertain relief of 1,000,000 of a different race and under a 
different government. $ 

“The war exists, however, and it is the duty of every citizen to support 
the Government. It may be asked, why talk about peace when the war has 


y ? Therecan be no doubt that the sole motive of the war was not 
humanity. Private interests seeking after politicians striving to keep 
themselves in power, and imaginations after military and naval 
glory had a large share 


What er thefuture? The fourth of the resolutions which Con, 


3 

taliation for the harm we may do her, a revenge as r as even a 

heart can desire. But that is a trifle 8 with the Philippine Islands. 

We are dispatching a considerable army to take on, which will need 

to be multiplied many times before we complete it. The forces at Washing- 

ton are working hard under the lead, it is reported, of the junior Senator 
om Massachusetts to enforce the permanence of that possession. 

“When a war with Spain was wanted, ‘commercialism’ was hooted at and 
despised. Now that the Philippines are wanted, the advantages to commerce 
are worked for more than they are worth. Is Con so successful in the 
management of our domestic affairs that we can afford to burden it with the 
government of 10,000,000 of Orientals on the other side of the world? Itseems 
certain that those rn seas are to become a gigantic arena of strife for 
the nations of Europe and When Germany too an e 
in 1870, it meant that she should remain armed to the teeth for two hundred 
A 1711 aoa Wita Gees late 
worth from the mate: not to mention the mo! e. ese s 

ortifi 0 ew Brunswick, at a cost 
We must have by the hundreds 


military conscription. 

“The clergy — this country have shown of late a 5 sense 
of proportion. For the doubtful chance of raising the condition of some no 
Goats 2 5 they are willing to risk infinite disaster to the 

e of the 

* the name of the rpms who planted at Plymouth the seeds of civil 
and religious 2 in the name of Washington, who, after leading us 
through the war of 1 and seeing the Constitution launched in 
full glory, left us that noble legacy of which has never had a deeper 
meaning than to-day; in the name of the mar Lincoln, who sealed with 
his blood the work he has done; in the name of humanity, whose fate is 
bound up with our institutions, I appeal to the people of Massachusetts to 
protest against this rush of and unbridled ambition.“ 

Mr. Bradford read a tele from Clarence Fiske, sa that a death 
would prevent John Fiske, of Harvard, from being presen 

These resolutions were then read: 


t; . 

" annexation of territory as a result of this war would be a vio- 
TA TEEI fai edged fn the joint resolution of Con; which 
oxarcies sovereignty, jurioliction, or control over Oube excapt for the padcih. 
exercise sovere ` on, or control over except for the - 

f, a apes which was intended t 9 — Repeal di 
. w n spirit, applies to every 
other possession of Spain; 

That the mission of the United States is to help the world 
of successful self-government, and that to abandon the 3 
policy under whi the - 
tices now called imperial, is to enter the path which, with other great re- 
publics, has ended in the downfall of free tutions: 

That our first duty is to cure th 


an exemple 


shown that we can | hee the rights of men within our own borders lik: 
colored race at the South and the In 


be time to 
hether we can wisely invite t populations of alien race and 
ONDA cond of traditions nlike our own to become our subjects and accept 


our rule or our fellow citizens and take part in 
The Rey. Charles G. Ames, the next „Said: 
“I desire to be just and would gladly be generous to the motives of all of 


my countrymen. I should like to believe that the mass cherish the spirit of 


the Roman emperor who said he was ready to hear any man who had any- 
thing to say for the of the State. 


Imagination has its uses, but also its abuses. To some of us it presents 
two pictures of a possible future. It is a choice between becoming a world 
power, with a mighty mission for good, and one witha migh ssion for 
evil. To adopt the military rôle is to make ourselves one more of the oppress- 
ors of mankind. 

“Not a man among us, I think, wishes that the island populations may be- 
come our fellow-citizens. If we are not to add to the forces of our republican 
institutions by the acquisition of new populations, what motive have we? 
The greed for land, the lust for domination, the interests of trade, or simply 
a base for future military operations? What does that mean? Great heavy- 
ens! Has it come to this, that for the sake of placing ourselves in a tion 
to 1 56 ee future wars we sacrifice the principles on which the Republic 
was founded? 8 

“The military spirit and military caste are nourished by sucking the blood 
of the people, and they poison the blood of free institutions. We are asked 
to follow the example for four hundred years of the nations of Christendom, 
the course the powers are following in taking portions of Asia and Africa 
and the islands of the sea. If we ə the Philippines, we do it in precisely 
the same way as Spain took them. 

In principle we give up the republic. Whenever we undertake to govern 
other peoples as our subjects, we run a serious risk of being governed at home 
by the same methods. 

“I think our system will stand any kind of strain so long as it is sound at 
the center. But in the military system power paan down hill from the 
many to the few. Once lost, we do not acquire it again except through an- 
other century of struggling.” 

Moorfield Scorey made a 9 speech, saying: 

We are not here to o the war or to throw any obstacle in the way 
of its 8. y and successful termination. We are here to deal with a far 
graver e—to insist that a war begun in the cause of humanity shall not be 
turned into a war for enyire: that an attempt to win for Cubans the right 
to govern themselyes s not be made an excuse for extending our sway 
over alien people without their consent. 

“The fundamental principlesof our Government are at stake. Fourscore 
and ten years ago,’ said Lincoln at Wee e ‘our fathers brought forth 

continent a new nation conceived in liberty and dedicated to the 
proposition that all men are created equal,’ and no utterance of man has 
more cordially approved by us all than the immortal speech which begins 
thus. When that nation was born our fathers declared, as the very breath 
of the infant’s nostrils, that eee derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed,’ and ‘whenever any form of government becomes 
destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or to abolish it 
and to institute new government.’ 

Now a brilliant victory over a hostile fleet has turned our heads. Men 
propose to add Puerto Rico, the Philippine Islands, the Ladrones, the Cana- 
ries, and every other colony of Spain to our territories, and to embark in a 
career of foreign conquest. It is even suggested that we seize the Hawaiian 
Islands, a friendly state, as a war measure. 

“No graver danger ever confronted us. Why should Cuba have a right to 
freedom and self-government and the millions in the Philippine Islands be 
denied the same t? It is said that the people of these nds are unfit 
for self-government. Are the pio of Puerto Rico less fit than those of 
Cuba, or are the citizensof erior to those of Santiago? Are either 
less fit than were the slaves to whom we gave the ballot thirty years ago? 

"But it is said. We need indemnity!’ we exact our expenses from the 
enslaved rene whom we interfered to help? Is Puerto Rico more indebted 
to us than Cuba? 

“We not only abandon the boasted Monroe doctrine; we not only disre- 
para that wise policy of nonintervention in European troubles which Wash- 

ton preached and which until now we have followed; we become a military 
power, burdened with a standing army and an enormous navy, threatened 
with complications thousands of miles away and 2 to constant appre- 
hension. We take up the burden which is crushing urope. 

“Our tion must increase, our currency become more disordered, and, 
worse than all, the corruption which threatens us can not fail to spread. 
When we undertake to govern subject le 282 from us by hält the 
world. let us remember how we despoiled the Indians and how impossible it 
has been to geep that service pure. Sucha system means a great increase of 
wealth and fresh fields for corruption. It means not only imperialism abroad 
but imperialism at home. For an imperial system the concentrated power of 
an emperor is essential. Let us once govern . body of men 
without their consent and it is but a question of time how soon this public 
shares the fate of Rome.” 

George E. McNeill, speaking for the laboring interests, said: 

= al citizens we pl our lives, fortunes, and honor to the princi- 
ples and institutions bequeathed us. 

“The change p by our imperialist partisans will necessitate a 
change in our own form of government. It is impossible to control those 
colonies otherwise. Cheap labor from China necessitated prohibition, and 
now itis proposed to bring in hundreds of thousands not by immigration or 
naturalization, but by annexation. 

The American Federation of Labor, the most conservative and conserv- 
ing force in the Republic to-day, met at Nashville in December and unani- 
mously adopted resolutions against the aunexation of Hawaii. I believe I 
express the minds ofa t majority of unionists when I protest against 


any and every system of imperial government. 
‘This nea Breen to the wage workers a large stan army. Are there 
more liberty, higher wages, shorter hours,and better conditions in Germany, 


Austria, Italy, and France because of their standing armies? It means the 
reduction of wages and increased cost of living. Low wages mean low civ- 
— 8 on a in e opti hers grabbing ot 
power by political parties; the s ening of the speculative industr: 
monstrosities that are to-day de vou enterprise; the turning the atten- 
tion of the Government from home problems. 

“I have no fear of the result. Iam a Democrat of the Sam Adams school 
who believes in the American people, and when the glamour of war has 
ceased they will recall the great deeds and great men of the past.” 


Mr, ALLEN. Mr. President, the press of the country has spoken 
uite freely on the subject of annexation and in opposition to it. 
Lemna to the desk and ask to have read extracts from the editorial 
columns of the various papers referred to. 
i 2 MASON. Mr. President, I desire to inquire who has the 
oor 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ky te in the chair). The 


tary is reading matter sent to the desk by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to be read. 


Mr. ALLEN. The senior Senator from Nebraska has the floor. 
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Mr. MASON, May I be permitted to interrupt you for one 
moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. IL yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I promised the Senate that I 
would devote one or two minutes each day, being as brief as pos- 
sible, in calling the attention of the Senate and the people of the 
country to the fossilized debating society now transacting busi- 
ness under the name and style of the United States Senate, the 
only parliamentary body in the world where the minority is the 
boss, the only parliamentary body in the world where the mae 
can not govern, the only body in the world where there is no suc. 
thing as an ending of eternal talk. 

I call attention again at this particular time to the reason. Al- 
though the country may express itself with raono unanimity 
upon any given question, and although the House of Representa- 
tives may unanimously pass a giyen e vet if there be a 
live and energetic minority in this y they can actually stop 
the transaction of public business by this eternal talk and read- 
ing clippings from newspapers, as the distinguished Senator has 
done, sending them to the Clerk's desk to be read. 

Itis known as the kid-gloye filibuster. The gentleman engaged 
in it, instead of having the frankness that ought to characterize 
every man in this business, says: “I am not filibustering. Isim- 
ply wish to be heard for a year or two won this question.” Iwish 
the Senate and the people to understand, if there are any of them 
who do not understand, that it is known as a filibuster and is ac- 
tually a filibuster; that it means that the minority of this body do 
not intend that the majority of the body shall transact the busi- 
ness of the Government. 


In this connection, I wish tosay that I do not blame the Senator | posed 


who now has the floor, who has kindly yielded me a moment of 
his time, his time being very precious. Under the rules, having 
once received the floor, he can only talk up to the last moment of 
the time when his term of service expires. I think if I had not 
interrupted him he might have gone on until the 4th of March, 
1903. I am not blaming him or scolding him. Iam simply call- 
ing attention to the fact that the very distinguished Senators who 
are now asking us to stay here and vote are the very men who are 
to blame for this rule, For years and years it has been suggested 
that there ought to be a time in a representative body when we 
can yote, and the yery men who are now complaining of this kid- 
glove filibuster are the men who when the time comes will vote 
against changing the rule. The reason is that they themselves 
are sometimes in the minority and they want to control the busi- 
ness of this Government. 

Oh, but some of my friends my there comes a time when the 
minority has done a great thing for the poopie by opening long 
discussions, and has frequently prevented the passage of unwise 
legislation. Then, Mr. President, we ought to change our form 
of government and make it a government of minorities and not a 
government of majorities. nee ‘ 

Everything is supposed to be governed by the majority of this 
country. When election day comes we have had our time to pre- 
pare ourselves to vote. We go and vote, and the majority settles 
the question for that time. In legislative bodies everywhere else 
except here the majority has the rule. Even in our court of last 
resort, the Supreme Court of the United States, a majority opinion 
makes the law; and a majority opinion of next year wipes of the 
decisions and opinions of the majority of last year, It will not 
do to say to the people of this country that this is the only body 
where the . is wiser and more to be trusted with the affairs 
of the Government than the majority. 

Mr. President, I have taken nearly two minutes of the valuable 
time that ought to have been given. Iam much obliged to the 
Senator from Nebraska, Iam sorry to have interrupted the in- 
teresting reading that now fills the RECORD. But I call his at- 
tention, and the attention of the People, and the attention of the 
Senate, to the fact that you can not blindfold the people upon this 
question much longer. State and national conventions will de- 
mand of the people who come here and draw the people's salary 
that they shall. amend the rules so that the Government's busi- 
ness can be transacted, and that the jority in the Senate, like 
the majority of the people, shall dictate the policy of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Mr. DANIEL rose. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I do not perceive that gentlemen 
are shortening this debate by interjecting other important sub- 
jects in the course of it. For my own part, I have said nothing 
since the debate commenced, I have not felt called upon to utter 
no views which have been so much better expressed by other 
gentlemen. s 

But it seems to me, sir, that the honorable Senator from Illinois 
does not truly reflect in his remarks the character of this body 
nor the character of this Government. He speaks of this body as 
the only one in the world in which the majority does not rule, 


He might have said that our Government of the United States 
itself is nearly the only one in the world in which the majority 
does not rule. But if that be true, it is because the Constitution, 
evolved out of the wisdom of ages, made it so. 

We have often had Presidents of the United States elected by a 
minority of the people of the United States. The distinguished 
President of the United States who came from the State now so 
ably represented by the Senator from Illinois was elected to that 
great office by a minority of the pai of the United States, 
and yet, sir, he had just as honorable and just as clear a title to 
that office as any other President who ever ruled this nation. 
The last President elected in the United States representing the 
party of which the Senator from Illinois is so distinguished a 
member, saving the President whois now at the head of the Govern- 
ment, was elected by a minority of the people of the United States, 
and yet I never heard, either upon this floor or anywhere else, a 
complaint from any member of that party that their President 
was chosen by a minority of the people. 

The Constitution made this great fabric of government to pro- 
tect minorities. The reason why our Government has been so 
successful, rising to the expectations and to the hopes of its found- 
ers, is because the right of a single individual, however humble, 
is consecrated and defended by law, and the rights of minorities 
are protected by law. 

In the conduct of our affairs with foreign nations this is created 
by the Constitution a body in which a minority is forbidden to 
rule. It requires two-thirds of this body to make a treaty with 
any foreign nation. Why? Because we have a complicated form 
of government, imperium in imperio, e pluribus unum, one com- 
of many, and it was the judgment of the framers of the 
Constitution that that et route step march of government rather 
than the mathematical abstractions of uniformity would succeed 
in the long run in having the wise introducing the wisest results, 

I do not think, Mr. President, if I may be permitted to express 
an opinion, that the minority of this body have been filibustering 
or are now filibustering upon this question of Hawaiian annexa- 
tion. I donotthink it is filibustering for gentlemen to state their 
own views deliberately, fully, and to lay before the Senate by 
reading the deliberate views of eminent publicists who are study- 
ing this question. 

This is a question of the first di ity. It is proposed to intro- 
duce a new member into the great family of the American people. 
It is a step which, once taken, can never or will never be recalled. 
What are the few days or the few hours which we spend here in 
debate compared to that great, boundless future that lies before us? 
And what necessity, Mr. President, is there for anyone to desire 
to curtail the pee of his colleague, representing a State, 
standing for no little 5 but standing for the dignity and 
the welfare and the permanent fortune of a great Commonwealth, 
from taking such time as he may think fit to lay his views before 
the public in the United States? What is a month, what are two 
months, what are six months, in the life of a great nation dedicated 
to immortality, as we fain would hope, but a triviality compared 
to the momentous, far-reaching question which we have before us? 

I do not want to see filibustering in this body, Mr. President, 
but I do want to see the Senate, whenever it pleases, exercise the 
freest, fullest, unmeasured right of debate. Thara never within 
the ten or twelve years I have had thehonor to be an humble mem- 
ber of this great body seen any measure defeated that in another 
year all were not glad that it was defeated by the efforts of a 
minority. If it is the deliberate and determined: sense of the Sen- 
ate of the United States to annex the Hawaiian Islands to this 
Government, no one is sung © prevent it from doing it. It may 
be that when others are ing time may hang heavily upon our 
hands occasionally, but the gentleman who is inconvenienced to- 
day by the exercise of that eres porie on the part of another 
may be the one to-morrow who will be under pressure and urgency 
. which may make him desire the same liberty in 

self. 

I believe that the free debate in the Senate of the United States 
is the very crowning glory of this great institution. There is no 
privilege of liberty that some man somewhere at some time will 
not abuse. There is no gift of Providence or of nature that may 
not be abused. But there is none which this great body has pre- 
served to itself, whether it may have been abused at one time or 
another, which is so essential, in my judgment, to the preservation 
of its utility to all the people of this country and to all of the 
States which its members sohonorably represent. We should re- 
member that as populations increase, as great interests are mag- 
nified, there is less and less opportunity for the complaints of the 
great mass of the people to be fully heard. The mass of business, 
the emergency for action, crowd out every opportunity of hearing 
the great mass of minor matters, and sometimes many important 
matters, which, were they heard, would have that response made 
to them which wisdom and good judgment would suggest. 

The legislatures of the world are crowded with business. The 
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Honse of Representatives is suffocated and drowned with the 
enormity of its business. But it has come to pass (I am not going 
into the question how) that this single body, composed of less than 
100 members, is the only body representing the whole United 
States and legislating for the destinies of 75,000,000 people in 
which they are assured that they may have some one to state 
freely the views of his own people at length upon any question. 
Sympathizing with the honorable Senator from Illinois in many 
of his views, I have been compelled to dissent from those which 
he has stated this morning; and it is my belief, Mr. President, 
that when that honorable Senator has had larger experience in 
this body, when he has shared in it the vicissitudes of fortune 
which must come to all who are long members here, he will modify 
his views, and in the not distant future I should not be at all sur- 
ised to hear him announce that his experience in affairs here 
d made him a convert to that doctrine which the Senate for 
over a hundred years has jealously guarded, and which it has up 
to this time preserved, of absolute free debate. J 
It is one hundred and twenty-two years to-day, Mr. President, 
since we became a free and independent peo le. It is over one 
hundred years since this body has fulfilled its functions as a legis- 
lative, as an executive, and as a treaty-making body on the part 
of the United States, and I venture to say that the Senator from 
Minois can not to-day, in reviewing that long track of constitu- 
tional history, point to a single case in which the = of this 
country have been injured, in which wise and healthful legisla- 
tion was defeated, or in which any t inconvenience was suf- 
fered by the preservation here of absolutely free debate. It has 
made the Senate a body, Mr. President, the best fitted to guard 
the rights, the liberties, and the fortunes of the American people 
that the wit of man could possibly devise. It is wise to stand in 
the ancient way unless some wrong appears which can not be 
corrected by standing in the ancient way. No such wrong has 


a; ed. 
1 do not believe that the honorable gentlemen who are taking 
pee so actively in this debate have abused their privileges here. 
ey are speaking upon a subject in which their people and they 
themselves have great concern and deep conviction. There is 
only one man here for a million constituents, and so small a 
mouthpiece, so tremendous a volume of force, of public thought, 
and feeling ought not to be ‘‘cabined, cribbed, confined,” and 
overrun or overwhelmed in the exercise of what he thinks to be 
his proper action by the mere transient inconvenience of one or 

of many. 

I TEA Mr. President, that this debate may go on until every 

tleman in this Chamber who desires to speak has had full and 
ir opportunity to do so, and each man being his own judge, as 
he ought to be, and each man deferring to the ju mt and to 
the convenience of others, as he ought to defer, I have no doubt 
then a vote will be taken, and that in the fullness of time that will 
happen which to those who are conducting it may seem good, 
but the minority ought not to be prodded here, it ought not to be 
taunted here, it ought to have its rights fairly and fully recog- 
nized here, as I haye no doubt they will be; and we should wait 
with patience upon an event so vast, so comprehensive, so far- 
reaching—upon an event which, if it be a mistake, can not be 
undone. 

Mr. MASON. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Virginia 
fully understands that I have no desire to override the minority. 
Under the amendments to the rules which have been suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts and under every g on 
which I have had the honorof making, we have contemplated the 
giving to each Senator from one to two hours’ debate, or 
if he Reng in which to make a few feeble remarks on the side 
of the question in which he shall be interested. 

But sup the Senator's suggestion is correct that the Senate 
is founded upon the principle that the minority, and not the ma- 
jority, should govern; dy Lge that in the coming ion, when 
there are two candidates in the field anda time is fixed for voting, 
the people who fear they can not carry the election should ask 
have six months longer in which to debate the silver question or 
the tariff question, the whole th of the Government being 
that there must come a time when the people shall somehow ex- 

themselves and determine the questions before them. 

The suggestion made by the learned Senator that Presidents are 
elected by minorities is not correct. If it is a minority of indi- 
vidual electors, yes; but it isa majority of the electoral college 
that controls the choice of President ing to the Constitu- 
tion. The wisdom of that has been sometimes questioned by very 
wise men and very learned and patono men. So that the sug- 
gestion is not at all germane to this discussion. 


Isay again and again you can not point to any legislative body 


in the world except this body where, after they have given the 
3 A fair chance to express themselves, a majority may not 
ave a vote, 

he Senator says that in the fullness of time we are to have a 
vote upon this question. It 1 be in the fullness of time, but 
the suspicion dwells in my mind that it will be in the dawning of 
eternity. I have no suggestion or hope or expectation of ever hav- 
ing a vote upon this question under the présent rules. The mi- 
nority do not intend that we shall have a vote, and the majority 
do not intend that we shall adjourn. We are in that beautiful sit- 
uation. We are in a position where all the world sees that we are 
5 to transact public business and are absolutely unable 

0 50. 

I have no desire in the suggestion I make to cut off debate, ex- 
cept to provide that there must come a time under our rules, after 
each Senator has expressed himself for or against a measure, that 
we shall havea vote. Under the present rules he may take his 
turn and express himself again and again, and the individual Sen- 
ator, according to the suggestion of learned Senator who has 
just taken his seat, must be the judge as to whether he is trans- 
gressing the rules of propriety, whether he is doing the thing he 
cag not to do. That is not the rule in any other deliberative 

Vin the world. The rule should be personal liberty, not license; 

1 rights, but not the right to intrude your opinions at such 

ngth and with such repetition as shall delay the transaction of 
public business. 

But when you speak about prodding the minority, Iam not. I 
rather like filibusterin & I respect men who filibuster, but I like 
to have them say so. Iam not saying that the Senator is indulg- 
ing in anything of that kind. 

ir. ALLEN. What would the Senator call a filibuster? 
— MASON. Well, I have been somewhat in the business my- 


self. 
Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt of it. 
Mr. MASON, It is when we set our mouths going and leave 


them a week or two without any intellectual or physical exer- 
cise. [Laughter. 

Mr. N. ə Senator from Illinois is certainly an expert 
in that line. 


Mr. MASON. Certainly; and I do not deny it. I have filibus- 
tered, and I have led a fili ; but Iam not especially proud of 
it. But when I lead a filibuster in this Senate, I shall announce 
that it is a filibuster, so that there will be no misunderstanding 
between me and my colleagues. Iam not blaming the Senator. 
Iam 8 saying that the very men who are finding fault with 
you are the very men who will not give usa chance to amend the 
rules so that the majority can transact business, 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I will cut off this debate. 

Mr. MASON, You need not so far as Jam concerned, for Ihave 
finished. I am very much obliged to the Senator, however. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I regret that I should have given 
way for the interjection of a discussion which has no relation 
whatever to the subject before the Senate; but Imay be permitted 
to say to the Senator from Ilinois—I trust without any offense to 
him—that from his alignment on this question I should think six 
or eight months’ debate were absolutely necessary. 

Mr. MASON. For what? 

. To convince the Senator from Illinois of the 
error of his ways. 

Mr. MASON. You are entitled to six or eight months. There 
is nothing to stop you. 

Mr. ALLEN. I came into this Chamber with quite as much 
effervescence and determination to change the rules as did the 
Senatorfrom Illinois. I introduceda ry sas amendment tothe 
rules which would cut off debate. I had used all my life to 
transacting business rapidly, and I could not for the first year and 
a half or two years of my stay here understand why so much time 
was taken in the consideration of public questions, But I never 
heard from 8 amendment to the rules, and the Senator 
from Illinois. never heard from his, and he never will hear 
from it. It is quite likely the rules of the Senate will go on for 
the next hundred years as they have for the last one hundred and 
eight or one hundred and ee without any particular change, 
and the public business will be transacted in a respectable and 
orderly and timely manner. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I wish to state the history of the 
rule of the Senate now in question. The Senate, like the House 
of Representatives, had the previous question and the main 

uestion, similar parliamentary overtures, until the year 1806. In 
year 1906, after full debate u the merits, and especiall 

upon the parliamentary origin of the cloture, and with direct pox’ A 

erence to the transaction of what is called the business of the 
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Senate—which is primarily that of deliberation, not passing bills, 
not enacting laws—they abolished the previous question in the 
Senate, while at the same time it was retained in the House of 
tatives. 
ince the year 1806 we have had in the Senate no previous ques- 
tion and nomethod of cloture. We could not have under therule. 
The rule expressed the will of the cre gent It has now since 
1806, It is the will of the majority whi vents the cloture; it 
is the will of the majority to which we defer in obeying the rule; 
it is the will of the majority which preserves in this body the last 
refuge of a minority and, it may be, the last refuge of political lib- 
of debate in the world. Until the rule is changed it is the 
will of the majority and as such governs this body. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE] takes his seat, with the permission of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], I will say that we are entitled now toa 
membership in this body of ninety. Will the Senator from Indiana 
be kind enough to state for my personal information what the 
membership of this body was in 1806, when that rule was adopted? 

Mr, TURPIE. The membership of the body in 1806 was 26, I 


think. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator think that rules 
which were ee to a body of 26 may be very inapplicable 
to.a body of 90? 

Mr. TURPIE. Not at all, I will ask the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire to note that the rule was adopted after de- 
liberate debate and after an examination of the parliamentary 
laws extant at that time, and especially the precedents of the Ro- 
man senate, to which I have alluded. The Roman senate, which 
resembled this body more than any other that ever existed, never 
had a cloture, always resisted the cloture, and when Cato the 
Younger rose and proceeded evidently, in the language of the re- 
5 waste the night in useless debate, and the consul, Julius 

a military character of whom Senators have doubtless 
heard—sitting in the chair, anxious for the passage of the bill 
pending before the senate, ordered his arrest, the whole senate rose 
to their feet and offered to go to prison with him rather than to 
abandon a 8 cloture, rather than to limit the freedom of 
debate which for centuries et in that body. The con- 
sul rescinded his order and the debate proceeded. 

Every year since 1806, when we had 30 members, when we had 
40 members, when we had 50 members, up to the last admission 
of the latest State and the last additional membership to this body, 
that rule has prevailed; that rule has received the approval of the 
majority; that rule is yet the will of the majority; and the 90 
members who now com this body in that rule represent the 
will and obey the will of the majority in observing it; and a com- 
parison of numbers between the numbers of the Senate in 1806 
and the numbers of the Senate in 1898 is no argument, not even 
the remotest argument, against the rule confirmed now by ninety 
years of usage and assent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Nebraska—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, I do. 

Mr. DANIEL. As a little matter of history, I-want to ask my 
honorable friend from Indiana if there were not 16 States in the 
Union in 1806 and 82 members in the Senate? 

Mr. TURPIE. That may be; I do not recollect. 

Mr. DANIEL. There were 16 States. Vermont, Kentucky, 
and Tennessee had then been admitted into the Union. 

Mr. TURPIE. I think the Senator is right, There were 32 
members of the Senate at that time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have no disposition to 
engage ina discussion which is not germane or to prolong this ques- 
tion as to the rules. I happen to be one of those who, after a serv- 
ice of seven years—a veryshort service, of course—havenotchanged 
my mind from the views I held the first day I came here; and that 
is, that these rules ought to be changed, and that we ought to haye 
the power to close debate at some time in this body. I should be 
in fayor of a very liberal rule, not, however, so stringent a rule 
as prevails in most other legislative bodies. 

Mr. President, I do not know why we should have rules here 
that allow us to debate a question forever. For instance, the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] has talked about 
three days, and he has informed us that he is going to talk again 


some time in the future on this question. My friend the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], who always talks 5 
and well, has printed in the REOORD of this morning forty-five 


solid pages, most of it in very small type, which would make about 
180 pages of an ordinary book, and I understand he is going to 
talk again and enlighten us further on this subject. 

Iam not sure that we have not rules enough now to accomplish 
the purpose of limiting debate, I turn to Jefferson’s 


Manual, 


which is a portion of the rules of this body, and I find on page 91 
the following: 
No = is to speak impertinently or beside the question, superfluous, or 


Mr. President, if that rule were invoked and put in force in this 
body, we would not have these long, tiresome, tedious debates, 
much of which has no more reference to the question under dis- 
cussion than if a Senator should read the almanac of last year. 

Mr, LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator whether he has heard 
those debates which he has now pronounced tedious, uninteresting, 
and dull, or whether he has deserted the Senate Chamber to avoid 
hearing them? 

Mr. GALLINdER. The Senator from Kentucky evidently has 
not been looking in this direction. I have been a pretty punctual 
attendant. 

I turn to page 108 of Jefferson’s Manual, and I find: 

A member has not a right to read a paper in his place, if it be objected to, 
without leave of the House. But this rigor is never exercised but where 
there is an intentional or gross abuse of the time and patience of the House. 

Furthermore, Jefferson says: 

a Serene DEBERSE even to read his own speech, committed to writ- 
ing, without leave. This Is also to prevent an abuse of time, and therefore is 
not refused but where that is intended. 

That is, where an abuse of time is intended. I am not sure, as 
I said before, that we have not rules enough now if they were in- 
yoked and put in force; but inasmuch as they never are put in 
force, I stand, after a service of seven years, where I stood after 
a service of seven days, in favor of amending these rules, I have 
sent to the Committee on Rules about ten amendments, and I pre- 
sume those amendments are pigeonholed in that committee some- 
where. They have not been reported favorably or unfavorably, 
and I feel like entering, as I have done once or twice before, a 
protest sanne a committee doing business in that way. Ibelieve 
they ought to report back proposed amendments either favorably 
or unfavorably, and let the Senate act upon them, 

I trust that in the near future, not, of course, during this de- 
bate—I 155 this debate will end some time; that is my hope and 
faint belief—I hope in the future, perhaps during thé next Con- 
gress, we may have an op ty to vote upon an amendment 
to these rules. Of course the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
will vote againstit, as will the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
but the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] and I will yote for a 
new code of rules in some respects, and we will see what the ma- 
jority of the Senate believe about this question; whether they 
think it is wise to continue under this code of rules, which has 
existed since 1806, when we had a small Senate, and put in the 
hands of six or eight men the power to keep fifty men—I do not 
say that that is the proportion on this question, but it might be— 
the power to keep fifty men here for six months listening to a de- 
bate that, to some of us certainly, is tedious and much of it with 
no relevancy whatever to the question that is under discussion. 

I thank the Senator from Nebraska for giving me an opportu- 
nity to foo much. 

Mr. TURPIE. With the courtesy of the honorable Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], I wish to correct a statement made 
in my remarks in reference to the number of Senators in 1806. 
There were 82 members at the time when the previous question 
was abolished in the Senate, and the proportion of the minority 
to the majority might have been as great as or even greater than 
the one now existing here or at any other time when there was 
an overture pending for action. 

I wish to allude to one great formative reason for the abolish- 
ment of the previous question in this body. Not only then was it 
seriously debated, but I think all experience has approved of the 
action of its abolishment, for it will be recollected that then the 
cloture was a thing very much unknown. It did not prevail in 
the House of Commons until very recently; it did not prevail 
in the Chamber of Deputies until recent years. The cloture as 
established, with all its inhibitions and accompaniments—they 
are very delicate and very difficult—amounts substantially almost 
to our own rule—unlimited freedom of debate. 

But the consideration here in 1806 was with reference to the 
duties of the position which your honar [Mr. KYLE in the chair] 
is now occupying. I am glad the regular occupant of the chair is 
not now in it, the Vice-President of the United States, who, by 
the Constitution, becomes the Presiding Officer of this body. 
long as unlimited debate is allowed, he has no possible temptation 
to be otherwise than fair in recognition and just in distribution 
of the time and opportunity of debate. 

On the contrary, his own repute, his own character as an off- 
cer, his historic reputation asa presiding officer of the Senate and 
as Vice-President of the United States, is dependent upon the entire 
fairness and disinterestedness with which he discharges the fanc- 
tions of the Chair. But the moment, under whatever possible 
conditions, you make a cloture, the moment yon establish a limita- 
tion, the moment you cut off the time, the moment you prohibit 
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debate in adyance, the Chair is clothed with an insurmountable 

temptation to recognize those who are in favor of the measure 

which he may personally favor—and he always has an opinion— 

not to recognize Senators upon the floor who are opposed to 
opinion. 

Ne possible calamity could be greater to the character or the 
history of this body than to expose the Presiding Officer toa tempta- 
tion of that character. He would ina moment become not such 
asthe Speaker of the House should be, but such asa Speaker of the 
House has been within the last three or four years, by the action 
of the majority there—without reference to the personality of the 
gentleman now occupying that chair—he would ina moment be- 
come the arbiter, the supreme controller of the time of debate, of 
the debate, its purposes and its objects, in this Chamber. 

That, sir, is more of an encroachment upon liberty, it is more 
of an invasion of the freedom of debate, it is more of a destruc- 
tion of the rights of the sovereign representatives in this body, 
representatives of sovereign States, than any other possible action, 
and would involve, in my judgment, more of disparagement to 
the dignity, to the historic repute, and to the memorable tra- 
ditions of the Senate than any benefit which could possibly be de- 
rived from a modification of the existing rules. 

Mr, ALLEN. Mr. President, we learn in this world by experi- 
ence, and I have learned a lesson this afternoon by experience by 
submitting to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] to interject 
an expression in the midst of my remarks having no reference 
whatsoever to the question before the Senate. I shall profit in the 
future by my experience. 

Just a word, Mr. President, as respects the rule, and then I will 
resuine the general course of my remarks. I would not now 
change those rules if I had itin my power. As J said, I was in 
favor of the change when I first came here, but I haye seen more 
vicious legislation killed by an active minority than I have seen 
good legislation thwarted by it. In fact, I have never known a 
measure that could be said to be of any benefit to the public which 
did not pass eventually if a majority was in favor of it. 

I do not understand how the Senator from Illinois and the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire and other Senators assume that there 
is a majority here in favor of this unconstitutional proceeding. 
There is nothing here to warrant an assumption of that kind or its 
announcement. Thereis nothing here that warrants my honorable 
friend the Senator from Illinois instanding on this floor and waving 
his hands and gesticulating ferociously against some of us on this 
side and saying we are obstructing the majority. The Senator 
from Illinois does not know anything about the majority, nor do 
I. It is a mere matter of assumption. For my amiable friend 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to protest 
against prolix and tiresome and tedious speeches—I take it having 

ial reference to the speech I am now making : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is something rather refreshing in the light of 
what transpired in 1894, when we were considering what is known 
as the Wilson tariff bill. Mr. President, it is known in this 
Chamber that a speech was ee for that bill, all of which 
has never yet been delivered. I do not know but that I shall 
negotiate for what remains of it to use during this debate. That 
speech was delivered in sections for a week or more, and on one 
or more occasions since that time it has appeared on the desk of 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania . Quay] to frighten 
Senators into submission. 

I recall well that the Senator from New Hampshire debated 
that question repeatedly, not one day, not two days, nor three 
days alone, but day after day until he said—and no man can say 
it better—all that possibly could be said in favor of a system of 
spoliation and robbery. Now for that Senator to protest against 
long and tedious speeches, in the light of the history of the recent 
past, passes my understanding of the propriety and fitness of 


things. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me 
to interrupt him at this point? : 

Mr. ALLEN. : Shea! 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, my friend the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] referred to me a while ago 
as having made a speech of three days’ duration, with a promise 
of a continuation at some indefinite time in the future. My friend 
the Senator from New Hampshire did me the credit of saying 
that if I do not speak enlighteningly, I at least speak entertain- 
ingly. Ican say there has not yet been a speech—I think I have. 
heard all of them or read all of them—delivered in the Senate on 
this question which has been in any way irrelevant. There has 
been no effort to consume time. There has simply been an effort 
upon the part of the opponents of the annexation scheme to get 
this subject fully before the American people. 

Mr. President, I believe that the will of the majority of the pae 
will finally prevail. I believe that the rules of the Senate in per- 
mitting unlimited debate give opportunity for that voice of the 
people of the United States to beheard, I believe that the question 


now pends in the Senate is one upon which the voice of the people 
ought to be heard. I do not believe in the tyrannous rule of ma- 
orities, especially in legislation. I believe the slower the legis- 
tion the better it is likely to be. I think a celebrated writer 
said that all the good legislation which has been enacted is in the 
repeal of bad e and the statute books are full of enact- 
ments, made under the whip and spur of majorities, where, if 
ample time for discussion had been had, so that the people could 
have taken cognizance of the subjects-matter of the bills, they 
would not have been enacted into law. 

Mr. President, upon this particular question we have not heard 
from what the Senator from New Hampshire or the Senator from 
Illinois, I do not remember which, pleases to term the majority. 
It is a curious spectacle to see a great question of this sort de- 
bated only on one side. 

It is said in extenuation of the silence of the reputed majority 
that this question has been before the American people for sev- 
eral years. Mr. President, the question of the annexation of 
these islands, under the peculiar conditions that now exist, has 
never been presented to the American people. We have entered 
upon anewera. The war with Spain which, by the late victory 
at Santiago seems near its termination, opens a new vista, brings 
the United States into contact with new conditions, and it occurs 
to me, as the annexation scheme is the first step in our pathway 
toward colonial possessions, that right at its threshold the gravest 
and the calmest and the wisest deliberation which the American 
Senate can give to the subject ought to be given without stint 
and without limit. 

Now, sir, we can not be charged with filibustering in this mat- 
ter. We think it is a matter of grave and vital moment. We 
think this initial step is fraught with consequences of great dan- 
ger for the future, and we must be pardoned, if it does cause a 
little delay, in attempting to search the voice of the whole Amer- 
ican people, with the hope that that voice will express itself and 
be heard against this scheme. If that voice is for it, if the will 
of the majority of the American people desire annexation, that 
will will have its way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will it interfere with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana if I ask him a simple question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understood the Senator to say that the 
voice of the 1 ought to be heard on this question. That ver- 
dict can not be rendered until November next, at the earliest. Do 
I understand the Senator to hold to the position that this debate 
ought to be prolonged and the question ought not to be decided 
until the people are heard at the polls in November next? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator refers to the November elections. 
I do not refer to any special election as expressive of the voice of 
the people more than any other organ of public opinion. I be- 
lieve the yoe of the United States, the pagis of the United 
States, and various conventions in the United States held for lit- 
erary or 7 or patriotic purposes are all efficient organs of 
public opinion. 

Mr. President, under the whip and spur of a majority a vicious 
step may be taken, but that vicious step must be retraced or not 
taken if the voice of the people of the United States can be heard 
pray any legitimate Soe belles carat chan- 
nel. I doubt not that the November elections will be expressive 
to some extent of the will of the people. But that is not the onl 
channel shrongii which the popie express their sentiments an 
views upon public questions, and I think there ought to be suf- 
ficient time given to let that mighty voice of the American people 
be heard, and that voice will prevail. Under the peculiar condi- 
tions of the joint resolution, with the claimed and reputed major- 
ity utterly silent, with only one side arguing the question against 
annexation, it occurs to me that we ought to be allowed to exhaust 
debate without the charge of filibustering being leveled against us. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihope the Secretary will now resume the read- 
ing of the editorials, 

he Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the edito- 
rials, which are as follows: 


[American Agriculturist.] 


The policy of colonial expansion, now so extravagantly urged in interested 
quarters, may not at present contemplate interference in European 8 
But such interference would be less a departure from the new policy than 
this policy is a departure from the Monroe doctrine. The new idea sounds 
very grand at first, and in the flush of ees, be appeal to extend our 
domination beyond the seas is so alluring that the consequences of such ac- 
tion are lost sight of. 

The policy of colonial empire would at once expose us to embroilment 
with other nations. It would vastly magnify the power and expense of 
Army and Navy. It would perpetuate increased taxes. It would 8 
rate an era of corruption in our foreign peos a debasement of the 
blood, that could not fail to in time affect the physical and mental stamina 
of our people at home. It would be un-American, unwise, unconstitutional, 
and in results unworthy of the effort. 

On still higher grounds a colonial policy is objectionable. It would degen- 
erate the holiest war ever w for 1 into a cam of conquest, 
This would lower the United States before the world, but its moral effect 


upon our own people would be still worse. 
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[Baltimore American] 


England wants an alliance, of course. It would be strange if she did not. 
She wants an alliance because the continental powers are opposed to her, not 
because they are opposed to the United States. There are may people in 
this country who 8 with England, and some others who do not. 
This is not an h. but an American country. The people are made up 
from every coun under heaven. There are some millions of Germans, 
more millions of en, anda heavy . of Russians and other Euro- 

nations. They are pa citizens, many of them among the best we 
Eare. Would it not be the height of folly for the Government, with these 
facts staring it in the face, to attempt to negotiate an alliance with Great 
Britain which e! the United States to help out English projects 
in China, in g ion to the continental powers? If this country wants 
anything in C the Empire is still open, and Americans can do quite as 
well, we imagine, as England has recently done in the East. 


[Baltimore News.] 


If we are to assume “imperial” responsibilities, let us endeavor first to 
look them in the face and find out what they are. Let us goin with our eyes 
open. Let us consider whether or not their assumption means a large stand- 
ing aay and fe great nayy and permanently heavy Federal taxation. Let 
us not ignore bu 
or 8 bring us into the circle of European jealousies and antagonisms. 
Let us not leave entirely to the future, but endeavor to anticipate in the 
present, not, indeed. the details but the broad outlines of the problems of 
government which the acquisition of distant dependencies, peopled by mixed 
races in various stages of civilization, will ass y present. The coming 
debate in the Senate furnishes a most admirable opportunity for the educa- 
tion of public opinion and eyen for the education of Senatorial opinion on 
these great and pressing subjects. It furnishes an 8 for the Sen- 
ate to revive the high traditions of its past in doing the country this great 
service. Let us hope that there are a few members of it who are able and 
willing to rise to so great an occasion. 
[Baltimore News.] 


It is the special function of the Senate to interpose its deliberation and its 
dignity between the sudden or ill-considered inception of a movement and 
its consummation. That body has been charged—and, we have repeated] 
held, justly ch: —with abuse of the character and privileges which it 
has established, in cases in which there was no cago occasion for their 
exercise. The case of Hawaii is one in which the Senate as a whole, and 
each individual member of it, may feel that insistence upon its ancient tra- 
ditions will be sop justified by the occasion. If there is 8 which 
calls for the calm an deliberate weighing of all consequences, for resistance 
to swift impulse, for oring of the demands of factitious urgency and 
haste, it is the taking a step which is likely to involve the whole future 
policy, internal and external, of the nation. Let the Senate take its time on 
the Bawiin question, and let it not be decided until robe ee has had 
every opportunity for honest, serious, and deliberate 

(Baltimore Sun.] 


Of course if the United States intends to start upon a 2 of colonial ex- 
nsion and to hold the Philippines, the annexation of Hawaii may in time 
me 9 to the plan E im; which is now so popular in cer- 
tain quarters. But Congress should not annex Hawaii as a war-measure, 
not even if the President sends a mes urging annexation asa military 
necessity. Thenew policy of imperialism ought not to be entered upon after 
a day's debate, but should be given the most thorough investigation after 
the war ends and when the subject can be consid dispassionately and 
with some measure of statesmanship. Annexation and imperialism with a 
hurrah will be a national calamity. 
[Boston Herald.] 


If we are not to take the Philippine Islands, we do not want Hawaii. But 
this problem of whether we should stretch out into the Eastern Hemisphere 
is not one which should be settled offhand. It needs to be deliberately settled, 
after full reflection, by the American people. Speaker Resp is greatly to be 
eommended for the course that he has thus far taken, and we sincerely hope 


that he will persist in his antagonism to a scheme which has conceived 
in fraud, „if successful, would have its birth in iniquity. 
[Boston Herald.] 
The mee erday at Faneuil Hall in protest against the policy of im- 
perialism pe on which: may well be taken For the purpose of crystallizin, 


ublic opinion. No such wide departure from our traditional system should 
be made unless it has been carefully discussed, and both its merits and de- 
merits made plainly apparent. We i ine, however, that long before defi- 
nite action can be taken—for the United States can not safely make known 
its intentions in regard to the Philippine Islands until war is at an end— 
circumstances will present themselves which will materially qualify existing 
public opinion. en, as will probably be the case, it is found that of the 
troops sent to assist Admiral Dewey more than half will have perished from 
tropical diseases during the present season, the advantages of American 
mab pen of these islands and of American „ them are questions 
which present themselves in quite a different light from that in which 
they are now popularly viewed. 

[Boston Herald.] 


All that Hawaii can possibly do for us is to furnish us a basis 8 
and this she has already done by furnishing us with the best harbor an d- 
ing place that she possesses. So far as a coaling station or basis of supply is 
concerned, we can not get from Hawaii by annexation anything more or 
better than that which we have, and yet, by a so) nag of reasoning, it is 
held that unless we annex Hawaii we shall be deprived of advantages which 
to the fullest extent we now possess. Following out this line of argument, 
if we establish a coaling station at the Philippine Islands, such a proceedin 
would be merely the pone toward an alleged necessity of taking control 
that entire group of ds; or if later on we should secure, as we m 75 — 
coaling station on the coast of Africa, the possession would be merely the 
entering wedge to an extension of our influence well into the center of that 


continent. 

There is in the case of Hawaii no military necessity that can not be met 
by conditions as 3 exist; and hence the true reason for annexation 
has to be found in entirely different grounds. It is as clear as daylight that 

the sugar interest did not exist there, and those who control it did not 
contribute large sums of money to influence public opinion in this country 
through the newspapers and onal action at Washington, there 
would be no more present call for the annexation of Hawaii than for the an- 
nexation of Iceland or the Azores. 

[Boston Transcript.] 
~ There is less basis than for a long time past for ghee Duty’ ular fear 
that Hawaii will be grabbed by some other power if we dono frst do the 
eee en tusher ie Japani Gur Featons with ties buniess wets 
never before so friendly, and with the entente cordiale thus està we 


ely vere the question whether the new policy would. 


need not fear a demonstration by other powers in that quarter. In fact, not 
for a long time has the Hawaiian situation been so comfortable, and it is a 
waste of sophistry to contend that just now is the hour of peril forour naval 
prestige. This working up of excitement is simply part of the so-called im- 
perial scheme which y regards Hawaii, not as our extreme possible 
e but only asa “half-way station” in our progress to the ends of the 
earth. 

- [Buffalo Courier.] 


President McKinley, who at the beginning of his Administration was so 
lukewarm toward annexation that his inaugural address contained a declara- 
tion against colonial aggrandizement, has in the brief period of fifteen months 
become an enthusiastic convert not only to this scheme, but apparently to 
the whole policy of colonial expansion so loudly approved by the jingo ele- 
ment. It is evident that the President is using all the legitimate influence 
of his Administration to induce the Senate to pass the Hawaiian resolution, 
it having been long ago demonstrated that the more orderly method of an- 
nexation by treaty could not command the necessary two-thirds vote. 

[Buffalo Express.] 

Under annexation this Anglo-Saxon rule could not be maintained against 
a hostile native opposition, except by doing violence to the principles of the 
United States Constitution and of the Declaration of Independence after the 
manner now too much practiced in the negro ssction of the South. 

The simple truth isthat our Constitution is not suited to the governing of 
such a population as inhabits Hawaii. Shall we abandon the annexation 
project or the principles of our Constitution? 

[Cedar Rapids (Iowa) Republican. ] 

There are many Americans who are not so certain that we want even Ha- 
waii. There are going to bemore of them. There is bound to come a reac- 
tion on this jingoism and annexa: We have manly allowed our greed 
to get the better of our judgment. Wait and see how the matters turn cut. 

eare aware that it is unpopular at the present time to counsel caution. 
The popular heart is inflamed on this subject. Our military and naval men, 
who are for the time being the biggest men in the United States, are all for 
annexation. That is their business—to conquer and to patrol. 
will be over some time, and then will come the sober second thought of the 


nation. 
(Chicago Chronicle.] 


Some Senators who are inclined to favor annexation are said to be doubt- 
ful as to the policy of consummating it so long as we are at war with Spain. 
The act might be regarded as indicating that we were bent on territorial ag- 
grandizement, and t our real pur in making war on § was con- 
quest. Spain's European friends ae t choose to view it in t light and 
make it a pretext for reconsidering their determination to maintain an atti- 


tude of neutrality. 
[Chicago Chronicle.] 


If we decide to annex the Philippines, we shall ipso facto become a mem- 
ber of the associated banditti who are now parceling out China, growling at 
one another, and constantly on the alertfor treachery. If we seize the Cana- 
ries, we shall acquire European“ interests“ and European responsibilities. 
Our diplomatic representatives will be obliged to have a finger in every pie 
and a voice in the regulation of every dispute from the s of the Suez 
Canal to the idiosyncrasies of the unspeakable Turk. We shall cut loose 
from James Monroe and follow the precepts of Napoleon Bonaparte and 
Frederick the Great. We shall bein hot water twenty-four hours of the day. 
Can we afford to doit? Will it bea good thing to turn this country into a 
second France, ruled to all intents and 8 by a military oligarchy—a 
country where honest industry is — — y termed “ bourgeois” and the 
profession of arms alone is honorable? 


[Cleveland Leader. ] 


All prudent and thoughtful Americans must deprecate the hasty asser- 
tions of enthusiasts that the Philippine Islands will be held permanently as 
a part of the territory of the United States. It is a rash and entirely need- 
less attempt to prejudice a very weighty question, the ultimate decision of 
lg — a th of Spain shall be 

o assume that once the power thoroughly demolished in 
the Philippines and the native population brought 9 the control of 
the United States the whole matter of the future of the islands will be set- 
tled is to talk arrant nonsense. exation will not besoeasy. Already 
many of the most important organs of public opinion of the country have 
declared against any such extension of the duties and cares of this mu blic. 
Eminent public men have announced their strenuous opposition to the per- 
manent occupation of any detached territory inhabited bya alien - 
lation, incapable for generations of being brought up to the exe’ of 
the powers of American citizenship. The nearer the final dec comes the 
more emphatic the resistance of conservative men is likely to be. 


[Dubuque (Iowa) Herald.] 


It does a that our Government would in this way have enough to 
deal with wit out rushing into voluntary annexation of Hawaii Itis rel 
a movement of the j and if they have captured McKinley to push thi 
purposes oer: have been lucky. All the about annexation as a war 
measure, of Hawaii as a naval and coaling station and as a present help, is all 
pretense. No man can show where the possession of Hawaii would be of an 
possible benefit in the present war. The Spaniards do not want it. Ins 
of — pe us it takes one of our best battle ships to watch its interests that 
should be fighting with Sampson or Dewey. It is now a coaling station and 
has been for years. The Charleston, on its way to Manila, has stopped there 
forasupply. The islands could do no more for us than they are now doing. 
oo we annex Hawaii or not, it is pretty certain that Dole has annexed 
cKinley. 


ae (Indianapolis News.] R 

e do not see that the possession of the Philippines makes th 

of Hawaii n: We already havea coaling, station in Hawsil, and we 
can get any con ms we want in the way of territory from the present Ha- 


waiian Government. Wecan lease whatever land we may need, asthe powers 
of — are | land in the far East, which we can use for our own pur- 
thout ass the least responsibility for the government of the 
nds. Yet it must conceded that Dewey's victory has ned the 
strength of the opposition to the annexation policy. We hope that some ar- 
rangement can be made which will give us what we really need, but which 
saye us from annexation; but we confess that there is now little ground 

for expectation that this hope can be 


[New York Daily News.] 


A number of the American people are opposed to the acquisition of 
colonial 2 — suchas Hawaii, the Philipp and Puerto Rico would 
undoubtedly be, because they believe that Sar national energies and resources 
can be best employed in developing our present extensive territory and per- 
fecting our existing democratic institutions. 

This section of the public holds fast to the doctrine taught by the fathers 
of the Republic that the North American continent is quite large enough to 


utthe war - 
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ample employment to all the talent the nation can uce, and they 
So not want E e be en 


A t the annexation of Hawaii as a war measure, ted and justi- 
fied by the exigencies of war, W little would or could 


ride tradition and take u 2p 
But the annexation oi 
— se gyn Pago with The oa 


thro 5 transaction. That mak nausea’ 
a et 5 itself that offends 


[New York Times.] 


The House has now been talking for three whole days about zs 8 
business, and, from the elaborate and rather too speech of Mr. HITT 
tothe haranguefrom ee ee Re ve, not the suggestion of anew 
reason for annexation has been made. Nor has there been any refutation of 
the charge that the business from be; to end isa job. 5 
war necessity and of the dan, er of not g the facilities we require in the 
islands is a mock-auction rpe Itisthe prac ona large scale in national 
legislation of methods which when indulged in in business are by the statutes 
of most States made a State prison offense. 

[New York World.] 

Our Republic sprang from the people's abhorrence of despotism. It is a 
8 of laws, not of ae? yan y not of a man on horseback.” 
Can we inject 6 9 nt and equal 
capot c and military idea without doing violence to our principles? 

e accustom our people tosuch a rule over a part of our possessions contain- 
ine 7,000,000 human beings without danger to ourselves. Have not the inva- 
sions of piutocracy, the growing power of monopoly, and the development of 
the boss system into a rule that Ly effect vitiates in many instances the very 
essence of pnn 3 Boe, 2 enough at home that we need to 

k them on the other side e 
oat pe dream” of colonial empire 


There are many other ogy — of this pi 
which will, en o believe, cause the American people to hold true to their 


and 


rational an „but the d P to this country involved in 
these wild 2 — . a sufficient deterrent to their adoption. 
[Omaha Bee.] 


We can not brin pas Barbed to think that President McKinley, who has 
thus far shown a sagacity and statesmanship commanding almost uni- 
versal commendation, is ready to yield to a . as for which there is no 
valid reason or justification and lend his great influence to a proposal to drift 
the nation out of a path in which for more than a hundred years it has en- 
Joon i . and a growth of power and a degree of prosperity 
withon in the history of nations. 
[Philadelphia Ledger.] 

Itis anes or the — — 8 that the annexation of the Ha- 

on the consent of the 


ee doctrin put would impose 
community the majori of 


sent of the poveren, 


held Pye in gh court of morals, 
be observed in 5 2921 80 85 the country. 


Commander 
esire to “seize” 
Ex 
tive 
[Philadelphia Ledger.] 
estion Gay Saga ld — „ and pe 
patien restrain upon us ose who 
s poole patient or are tọ brush 5 P restrictions and and limitations of 
e be Constitution and of the law whenever > 5 ems eon 
that Presiden 


a Union the result of a Cesarean 

Hawaii will make its on bos the as 
ration—by an 8 — end . — rag 
te. The right of the 


Hawaiians eci 1 ht of the of the 
United States to the safeguard of rie bene beth toe 
[Pittsburg Dispatch.] 

It is little wonder the debate of this question is attracting nearly as — 
attention as the news from the off Cuba. It is more t to 
the American 0 that has been fou 3 War, for, if 
carried through, it will be an unciation the upon 
which the war was 
. our 

the end SE popr 
Br tho people, and for ” hich Lincsin declared should “not per- 
from earth.” 
[Pittsburg Dispatch.] 


The loyal citizens who have responded to their coun: "s call were moved 
by the desire to free Cuba and avenge the crew of the They never 
intended to give their to the cause 
The loyal le who remain at home are y take up the 
burden of tion to crag seedy eg pete 5 of Spanish cruelty, 
„ f 8 of barking the = neste 

— he or e am coun a 
strange and mischievous policy of aad — 


[Pittsburg oes 


Annexation would make the lobb unnecessary, as the Hawaiian sugar 
would then come in free for alltime. It is the product of virtualslave labor, 


55 tent one. It will be 
evils 


on our coun 
rilous c ent Mel will be 

— papier He has carried it through a reluctant Congress — and 

judgment of a vast majority of the intelligent Seopa of the 


[Richmond Dispatch.] 

Aside from the miserable jobbery that has pean and is still in the Hawaiian 
annexation scheme, Mr. FAULKNER has given the strongest of reasons why 
the Democrats should t annexation to Pasi bitter end. It is the first step 

. ow full well that the annexation 
of Hawaii, no matter under what subterfu Age. would prove a most potent 
ney. cy in stimulating the movement for the permanent retention of the 

8 and the annexation of Cuba. They know full well that it could 

e influence in preparing the public mind for a departure from 


Wo do not . — to say that the time will not come when it will be 
necessary to annex Ha Nor do we undertake to say what should be our 
future relations to the es. But we do maintain that in dealing with 
these matters wisdom 1 green and due regard for the integrity of our 
institutions and our pledges, past and present, to the world demand that we 


make haste slowly. 
[Richmond Times.] 


From the beginning of agitation toward that end the Times has steadily 
the apuesntionct the Hawaiian Islands. Toannex them is to depart 
vernment under which we have lived for 
red as no ple prospered before. 
Times what will — — if we abandon our 
old-time notion that the United States are big enough for us and enter upon 
a career of world aggrandizement. 
[St. Louis Post.] 
President MeKinley thinks the Hawalian Islands are necessary to the 
United States. d 
They are no doubt ene to the success of some jobs and schemes which 
have been mai for several years past. But it is not so clear that the 
national will be in any degree promoted by the possession of distant 
islands which will require a navy for their defense. 
If asa consequence of the Spanish war we are drawn into the current of 
“world a we may need a big na owed in that event the Hawaiian 
Islands will be convenient as a station an: But we should not put the 


cart before the horse. 
[St. Louis Republic.] 
F law, it is nevertheless an im- 
rtant factor in our national life. Next to the Constitution itself, it has 


one more in shaping international affairs than any other and has been the 


st the 
United 
States. 


guiding star of the Western Hemisphere. Fromthe days 5 8 7 
T1 e fen 
ma its limitations re since the battle of and the people —— 

nee Pistor will think Jong by Fd gon Sat bon ht to guard om 
rn Hemisphere for right of ership 83 me 
— partn 
(Savannah News.] 
The most — — — and farseeing of our citizens rded it as fortunate 
that we had nothing to —— — — * question ot disraptin the Chinese Em- 
ire, which was cs Bah ce, and Great 


en pi rong, Cap mess a few short weeks! Now 


eS en ot 
our that Cuba would even y become a part of our reper 
ea thought is 75 we should become the r of 
great co ely separate 
8 the po 
3 re — — which compel the powers of Europe cs maintain big 
[Springfield Republican. ] 


long ago uttered a protest, in 


Richard 2 an address at Harvard 
international isolation“ of the United oral Butread 


The ent or ie pol party that 
eo sores eae will live very little longer. And the smashing of the 
Monroe d what the conquest and permanent occupation of the Phil- 


ippine Arae ian will mean. 
Porge Republican. ] 


which press up from the „ 
[Wilmington (Del.) eee eee 
7 — are to be supreme on one, can we stop without attaining 3 


on 
And yet, it is sop 53 ies repre- 
sentatives as an excuse —— if carried 255 te conclu- 


who can show 1 8 


t ie te t pe peopl consult together, for the devising 
wi Sot brini eee, mod Tor te feed epg Bored bom 


who 
a realization of their unwise, unrepre- 


Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, Ihave caused these various let- 
ters and editorial extracts to be read for the purpose of showing 


that the i 
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to annexation is widespread and among all 
8d o poopie: y pa 3 portion of 

TO against it, or a ta and respectable n o 
E people have protested against it, The press of the country, 
scattered throughout the various States and Territories, have pro- 
-tested against it—not all of the papers, but many of them; and I 
could multiply by the hundreds the extracts which I have had read 
here to-day, and I donot know but that I shall have them printed 
as a separate document or in the RECORD hereafter, so that they 
can be 

This question, Mr. President, has never been a party acto 
It has never 3 5 8 > ne Aoin pen i t is pro- 
posed now, without the peop ving an opportunity to on 
the question, to annex the Hawaiian ds, regardless of the wish 
of the American people and r of the wish of the people 
of those islands, by a joint ution that is exceptional and even 
revolutionary in its character. I had hoped that good sense would 
prevail, and that this whole question would be permitted to go 
os until the pagsa the er now oag, on, when me — 

icy or proposed foreign policy cou taken up and consid- 
eed by a deliberately, But it would seem that, taking 
advantage of an absorbed public attention, it is proposed, under 
whip and spur, to put this measure through, regardlessof its con- 

uences to the present or future generations of our people. 
Tho Republican party in 1896 were very guarded in expressing 
themselves on the subject of our foreign relations. They said: 

i i and dignified, and 
anon Seega polie x ould be at all 5 watched and ed. 
The Hawatian Islands should be controlled by the United States, no for- 
eign power should be permitted tointerfere with them. 

It was not declared that it was the intention of the Republican 
party to annex the Hawaiian Islands. They were content with 
merely controlling the policy and the commerce of those people. 
That, sir, was in strict harmony with the whole course of this 
nation in respect to the Sandwich Islands. We have always ex- 
pressed our deep concern in their welfare. We have always 
pledged ourselyes to support them in maintaining an independent 

vernment. We have always declared our p to sustain 

riendly relations with them, and so, following that precedent, the 
Republican party in 1896 declared the same policy. 

But not one word was said in the Republican platform of 1896 
about entering on a career of imperialism, on a career, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that will lead to complications with foreign nations and 
that will engulf our nation unless we are more fortunate than 
nations have been in the past who have pursued that policy. The 
moment we begin a career of territorial acquisition and aggran- 
dizement, that moment we become one of the powers of the world 
in that offensive sense the word ‘‘ power” is now used. That 
moment we must add to the taxes of our people from $350,000,000 
to $500,000,000 a year, making our total annual taxation about 
$950,000,000, in order to occupy the position that we shall volun- 
tarily assume, Our Navy must be increased; ourstanding Army 
must be increased to at least 200,000 soldiers, and all the burdens 
of taxation are to rest upon the people of this country, for wecan 
expect nothing from the Hawaiian Islands or the other islands 
that we shall annex. 

Under the present government existing in the Hawaiian Islands 
that Republic is scarcely self-supporting. We are to assume its 
public debt. We are to assume its citi and incorporate 
them in our citizenship. We are to assume this without any benefit 
to be derived tothe people of this country And what for? Simply 
that the gigantic and controlling monopoly of this country may 
be appeased. I say there is no iration to this movement of 
territorial aggrandizement except that inspiration found in the 
American sugar trust, the tobacco interest, and those who want 
to build large navies, and manufacturing interests of that kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question, The Senator charges that annexation is in the interest 
of the sugar trust. I see it charged in the newspapers and pamph- 
lets I get that it is the sugar trust that is opposing annexation. 
The sugar trust seems to be on both sides. I should like to have 
the Senator explain that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I assume that the sugar trust is 
not a patriotic organization. I assume that the anger trust is to 
be found on that side where the most money is to be made by it 
and by its members. I shall undertake before I conclude my re- 
marks (not the remarks I am making this evening, but the remarks 
I propose to submit upon this measure) to show conclusively that 
by this scheme of annexation the sugar trust alone makes over 
$40,000,000 annually, And yet I presume there are those who will 
want us to believe that under those circumstances the sugar trust 
is epposmg annexation. 

No, Mr. President, the sugar trust is to be found where the 
biggest sum of money is to be made. Like all other such insti- 
tutions, it knows no flag, no country, no duty of patriotism that 
conflicts with its financial interests and its pecuniary welfare, If 
I shall succeed in deménstrating, as I propose to attempt, that 


this gigantic monopoly will make annually over $40,000,000 a year 
has | by this scheme of annexation, I will have demonstrated, I think, 
uite completely to the people of the United States that that is 
o inspiring infiuence to be found in connection with this project. 


Mr. President, I think I ought not to it the statement the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] made a few days ago to pass 
unnoticed at this time, although I may be guilty of p oe 
somewhat from the main thread of my remarks. When 
for an answer to the question where the power was to be found 
in the Constitution for this method of annexation, the Senator 
from Ohio said it was to be found in the general-welfare clause 
of the Constitution, inferring, I suppose, or, at least, logically 
leading to the conclusion, that Congress was the sole judge of 
what constituted the general welfare of the United States, and 
that whenever Congress should declare by resolution or by act a 
certain thing to exist or a certain step to be necessary that would 
be construed to be in furtherance of the general welfare. 

The words“ general welfare” occur twice at least in the Con- 
stitution. They occur in the preamble. They are to be found in 
that.portion of section 8, Article I, having reference to the taxing 
power of the Government. Thenitis declared, and this the Sen- 
ator did not cite— 

i The ees shall mes power * 45 e 3 awe which shall — 
ecessary a 

all other powers vested by this Constitution in the Governenentiot the United 

States, or in any department or officer thereof. 

But we were given to understand, according to the declaration 
of the Senator from Ohio, that whatever the President or Con- 
gress might see fit to designate the general welfare would be con- 
clusively so. What is the general welfare of the United States as 
d by the preamble of the Constitution and by the language 
to be found in section 8? Is it simply the aimless vagaries that 
Congress or some department of the Government shall declare? 
Certainly not. General welfare to be promoted by the passage of 
laws is political welfare marked out by the Constitution and 
by the reasonable deductions to be made from it. If that were 
not true, then, according to the position of the Senator from Ohio, 
whenever Congress and the President should declare by joint res- 
olution or act that the general welfare of the people of the United 
States was best subserved by the dissolution of the Union, we 
poe have power to dissolve the Constitution itself that confers 

wer. 

No, Mr. President, that kind of reasoning will not do. We 
must follow the footsteps of the fathers as Written in the Consti- 
tution. We must take the declarations there made in their free, 
full, and comprehensive sense. We must not construe them nar- 
rowly nor too liberally, but construe them as they were intended, 
and be guided by their provisions. It is the genes welfare 
mapped out in this document and by other official documents co- 
existent with it that we are to follow. Otherwise the whole 
scheme of the Republic tumbles and is overthrown. 

Mr. President, the American people are going to think about 
the 8 of annexation, There may be a few of them swept 
off their feet by excitement and by contemplating a career of ag- 
grandizement and glory, but when the time comes, as it will 
come, that the people of the United States begin to look into the 
consequences of a policy of annexation and andizement I 
pas no gee their jadgment will be pie oe against it, and 

ve no hesitancy in aligning m wi t class of people, 

Mr. HOAR obtained die Boor ag ae 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ate CLAY in the chair), The 
Secretary will vall the roll to ascertain if a quorum is present. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


n, Deboe, aa 1 Penas; 
ones, 
Baker, Fair Ji Ney. s 
Bate, Foraker, Kyle. oo 
2 fi 8 Stownt 
0. 
Caffery, Gear, Mcbride, Sullivan 
Clark, Gray, ory, Teller, 
Clay, Hale, Turley, 
ll, Hanna, Money, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hansbi organ, Wellington, 
Daniel, Hawley, Nelson, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered to 
their names, A quorum is present. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know whether the Senate prefer that I 
should go on at this time this afternoon or not. I myself have no 
choice; but I think I ought to state my views and those of the peo- 
ple whom I represent, amounting now in numbers nearly to the 
number of the entire people of the country when the Constitution 
was formed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to me a moment? 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There are a numberof Senators who 
desire to listen to the ent of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I do, among others; but at this late hour—4 o'clock in the 
afternoon of an exceedingly warm day, and that the Fourth of 
July—I hope it will meet the views of the Senator from Minnesota 
to allow an executive session and then an adjournment. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to be understood as not expressing the 
slightest personal choice whether I go on now or to-morrow morn- 
ing. I wish to do what is agreeable to the majority of the Senate, 
and more especially to the gentlemen having the pending joint 
resolution in charge. I can goon now or I can go on then, as the 
Senate shall prefer. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I feel that it is hardly fair to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that he should be required to begin 
an argument now. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Minnesota will with- 
hold that motion one moment, I desire to say that there is not on 
the Private Pension Calendar a single bill, so far as I know, in 
which I have the least earthly interest; but a large number of 
Senators, and many of them on the other side of the Chamber, 
have suggested to me that I id to ask for alittle time to con- 
sider the Pension Calendar. I now ask forty minutes for that 
purpose before an executive session is moved. I make that re- 

uest. : 
j- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Now? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now. I understand the Senator from 
Massachusetts is willing to have this course pursued. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, that forty minutes be devoted 
at once to the consideration of cases on the Private Pension Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. TURPIE. Unobjected cases, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unobjected caseson the Private Pen- 
sion Calendar. Will the Senator from Minnesota withhold his 
motion for that purposes? 

Mr. DAVIS. ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
= private unobjected pension cases will be considered in their 
order, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from New Hampshire kindly 

ields to offer me an opportunity to ask for the consideration of 

e bill (S. 4840) to provide for a force of colored troops in the 
Volunteer Army of the United States. Itis a bill that the War 
9 desires to have acted upon at this session. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the consideration of that bill this 
Aine 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the special order be carried out. 

my VICE-PRESIDENT, The Private Pension Calendar is in 
order. 
JOEL H. HALLOWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1712) granting an increase of pension to Joel H, 
ever was announced as the first private pension bill on the 

alendar. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is an adverse report. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

FOSTER C. CARL. 

The bill (H. R. 9195) granting a pension to Foster C. Carl was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Foster C. Carl, Company I, First 
Regiment of New York Mounted Rifles, and to pay him a pension 
of $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY HANNAH CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to Mary Hannah Clark 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 

lace on the pension roll the name of 5 Clark, totally 
Blind and dependent child of John W. Clark, deceased, late a 
member of Company B, Eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teers, and Company A, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was repo tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FELIX TAIT. 

The bill (H. R. 9140) granting an increase ah pension to Felix 
Tait was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike ott all after the enacting clause and insert: 
outa ts Snr ct a te tages ay nha a 

9 s 
penal, Rho name of Felle Tait, lato a soldicr in tie Mest 


tions of the pension laws, the name 


can war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that 


he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PRYOR PERKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 8670) granting a pension to Pryor Perkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word of,“ to strike out ‘$40 a 
month” and insert $12 per month; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secr f the Interior be, and he is hereb’ 
authorized aad dirested to place yal Paro ea roll the 5 of Pr or ES 
kins, a scout and e in the United States Army during the war of the rê- 
bellion, and pay a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ANN SULLIVAN, 

The bill (H. R. 6525) granting a pension to Mary Ann Sullivan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the paron roll the name of Mary Ann Sullivan, mother 
of the late James J. Sullivan, late of Company B, Sixty-ninth 
Regiment New York State Volunteers, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER, In line 6 I move to insert the word de- 
pendent” before the word “mother.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN I, BARROWS. 


The bill (H. R. 377) granting a pension to Susan I. Barrows was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Susan I. Barrows, idiotic and de- 
pendent child of Silas Barrows, deceased, late a member of Com- 
pany E, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month, the pension to be paid to her duly 
appointed guardian. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THERESA BONNAVEAU. 


The bill (H. R. 3565) to grant a pension to Theresa Bonnaveau 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Theresa Bonnaveau, the 
widow of John B. Bonnaveau, who served in the Mexican war in 
the E Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of 88 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH FRY, 

The bill (H. R. 8950) increasing the pension of Mrs. Sarah Fry 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “place,” to strike out 
upon! and insert ‘‘on;” and in line 7, after the word “ pension,” 
to strike out rated at” and insert at the rate of;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah 7 
widow of He Fry, late of the United States Navy, war of 1812, and pa 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, the same to be in lieu of the Raed 
sion now drawn by her. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I move to strike out, after the word ‘‘pen- 
sion,” in line 8, the words now drawn by her,” and to substitute 
the words ‘‘that she is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah Fry.” 


J. HENRY RIVES, 
Mr. DANIEL. I do not want to interrupt this procedure, but, 
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if I am in order, I beg leave to ask the Senate to take up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of J. Hones Dies 
It is a bill which has the Senate once or twice, and now 
passed the House of Representatives. It involves only $293.90. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield if the bill does not lead to de- 
bate. 

Mr, DANIEL. I think it will not lead to debate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will pa for that purpose; but I 
hope no further request will be made until we complete the con- 
sideration of pension bills, ; $ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief 
of J. Henry Rives. It proposes to pay to J. Henry Rives, of Vir- 
ginia, $293.90, being the amount of the e necessarily in- 
curred and paid by him in the arrest of John C. Henry, deputy 
collector, for embezzlement. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN E. NASH, 


The bill (H. R. 6093) granting a pension to Ellen E. Nash was 
ase as in bralk rimine the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Ellen E. Nash, who was an army 
nurse during the war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 
VIRGINIA C, FLEANOR. 


The bill (H. R. 4916) granting a pension to Virginia C. Fleanor 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. š ; 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “place,” to strike out 
“upon” and insert ‘‘on;” in line 5, before the name ‘‘ Henry,” to 
e out “ Colonel;” and in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Daugherty,” 

to strike out deceased; so as to make the bill read: 

of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
eee 1 at to piace on the pension roll pes of Virginia C. 


Fleanor, widow of Henry herty, a veteran of the Mexican war, and 
colonel of the Twenty-second Ilinois Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 


rate of $30 per month. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were conc in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MIRIAM V. KENNY. 


The bill (H. R. 4484) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenny 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “ place,“ to strike out 
“upon and insert “on;” and in line 7, before the word dollars,” 
to strike out thirty and insert twelve;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorised and directed to plaea on inte 2 apy in the service of the n 
Ache berland, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were a 

The bill was reported to 
ments were concurred in. 5 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVE H. SOUTH. 


The bill (H. R. 727) granting a pension to Olive H. South was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the name South,“ to strike out 
“formerly the wife of William W. Glenn, late of Company H, 
Second Regiment West Virginia Cavalry,“ and insert late an 
army nurse;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Olive H. 
panki, late an army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ADDIE L. BALLOU. 

The bill (H. R. 8724) granting a pension to Addie L. Ballou was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “place,” to strike out 


to. è 
e Senate as amended, and the amend- 


“upon” and insert ‘‘on;” and in line 5, after the name Ballou,” 
to strike out who rendered remarkable and unusual services as 
a hospital nurse during the late war of the rebellion” and insert 
an army nurse;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Addie 
Ballou, an army nurse, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD MADDEN, 


The bill (S. 3232) granting a ion to Edward Madden, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Edward Madden, late private, Company 
F, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Madden.” 

MARY A. WATTS. 

The bill (H. R. 6064) granting a pension to Mary A. Watts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Mary A. Watts, widow of Little B, Watts, late of 
Company G, First Regiment of Alabama Vidette Cavalry, on the 
pension roll, and to pay her a ion of $12 per month. 

The bill was repo: to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALMON STUART. 

The bill (H. R. 2276) granting an increase of pension to Almon 
Stuart, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Almon Stuart, late 
a private in Company I, Ninth Se ee Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The billwas reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WARREN W. MORGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 6799) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. Morgan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place upon the pension roll the name of Warren W. 
organ, who served as a private in Company G, Eighth United 
States Infantry, in the Indian wars, and to pay him a pension of 
$12 a month in lieu of his present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES E, JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 7260) granting a pension to James E. Jones was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension roll the name of James E. Jones, late brevet 
colonel and assistant quartermaster, and to pay him a pension of 
$25 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE S. WALTON. 

The bill (H. R. 7841) granting an increase of pension to George 
S. Walton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pes to pay to George S. Walton, late of Company N, Second 

uri Mounted Volunteers, Mexican war, a pension of $24 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

. GALLINGER. I move fo amend, in line 4, before the 
name ‘‘George S. Walton,” by striking out the words “pay to” 
and inserting ‘‘place on the pension roll the name of; in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘war,” by inserting the words “and pay him;” 
= in the same line, after the word pension,“ by inserting “at 

e rate.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ALPHONZO O. DRAKE. 

The bill (H. R. 8286) granting an increase of pension to Al- 

phonzo O, Drake was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
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It proposes to place. on the ion roll the name of Alphonzo O. 
Drake, late a private in oes E, Second ent Rhode 
Island Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month, in lien of the pension he is now i 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HERBERT W. LEACH. 

The bill (H. R. 6482) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propo to place 
on the pension roll, at $12 per month, the name of Herbert W. 
Leach, of Brockton, Mass., late a seaman on the U. S. S. Jeannette, 
under Commander George W. De Long. 

Mr. GALLINGER. the name “‘ Leach,” at the 
line 5, I move to strike out the words “of Brockton, Mass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL H. BECKWITH. 


The bill (H. R. 7306) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Beckwith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel H. Beck- 
with, late a private and sergeant in Company F, Eleyenth Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers and Military Telegraph Corps, and to pay him 
a pension of 830 per month in lieu of the pension which he is now 
receiving. 

The pill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN. CONNOLLY. 

The bill (H. R. 8243) granting a to John Connolly was 
considered as in Committee of the ole.. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word father,“ to insert de- 
pendent;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ieee sn 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Connolly, ag 

ew 


father of Thomas Connolly, late of Company A, Sixty-ninth 


York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ARMENIAS H. EVANS, 


The bill (H. R. 8551) to increase the ion of Armenias H, 
Evans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„thirty and insert ‘‘twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the geen roll the name of Armenias 
ee a a A a Ve 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month im lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Armenias H. Evans.” 


JOHN N. WILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9765) to increase the a of John N. Wiley 
was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bili was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, before the word ‘‘is,” to insert ‘‘he;” and 
in line 7, before the word “in,” to strike out 850 a month” and 
insert 830 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of John N. Wiley, late a member 
of Company G, Sixty-third ent Indiana Infantry, on the oll 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in of 
now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Phin RUT was ALAA W Do ee fukn thie naito reat 

e was orde: engro or a „ren 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John N. Wiley.” 


EUGENE A. SHAW. 


— ee 


end of 


T 
the pension he 


The bill (H. R. 8679) 
A. Shaw was consi 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “place” to insert on the 
pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws;” in line 7, after the word “Infantry,” to strike out 
upon the pension rolls of the United States;” and in line 8, after 
the word “pension,” to strike out “of twenty-five” and insert 
‘t at the rate of eighteen;” so as to make the bill read: 


8 at th 
— Re ir now senetetow: F 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE J. BASSETT, 


The bill (H. R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
J. Bassett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place the name of Annie J. Bassett, widow of Lieut, Com- 
mander Wesley W. Bassett, United States Navy, on the pension 
roll, and that she be paid a pension of $15 a month in lieu of the 
pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6, after the words pension roll, 
and” I move to amend by striking out the words “that she be 
paid” and, inserting “pay her;“ in line 7, after the word “ pen- 
sion,” where it first occurs, to insert “at the rate of,” and in the 
same line, before the word “month,” to strike out the word a 
and insert the word “ per:“ so as to read and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of the pension she is now re- 
ceiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to;the Senate as amended and the amend- 
mans was aren in. i 

e amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time: ý 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ALDEN B. THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 3164) granting a pension to Alden B. Thompson, 
of Farmyale, Hamilton County, Nebr., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the name Thompson,” to strike out 
“of Farmvale, Hamilton County, Nebr.,” and in line 8, after the 
word “Navy,” to strike out ‘‘from April 25, 1840, to April 17 
20 1 and insert and pay him a pension;” so as to make the bi 
read: 


Beit enacted, etc., 3 Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


thorized and 
dae of tho panelon ave, ho name of Alden Thome latoa 
ol UM * * 
pay him a penaion at the rate of $9- per manth. ö 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
sare were eb in. a ‘eke 

amendments were ordered engrossed and the bill to 

be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill 
sion to Alden B, Thompson.” 


MILLIE A. BERRY, 


The bill (S. 4281) ipa ewe increase of pension to Millie A, 
Berry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Millie A. Berry, widow of 
R. C. Berry, late first lieutenant of Company F, Seventy-seventh 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $17 per 
month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 8, after the word pension,“ I move 
to insert “at the rate of.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
CC eading 

ill was or to for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JAMES 0. HERVEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6841) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Hervey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
paes to place on the pension roll the name of James C. Hervey, 

captain Company I, Sixty-third Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and Company O, Ninth Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he now re- 


granting a pen- 


1898. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JACOB N. ATHERTON. 

The bill (H. R. 5069) to pension Jacob N. Atherton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “month,” to strike out 
‘$94 a and insert ‘‘$12 per;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Jacob N. Atherton, late of 


Signal Corps, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. $ 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. j j 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension 
to Jacob N. Atherton.” . 

JANE E. ZINE. 

The bill (H. R. 4811) granting a pension to Jane E. Zink was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Y g 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pension with 
amendments, in line 5, before the name . Jane, to insert of:“ 
and in line 6, before the word ‘‘ pay,” to strike out ‘‘to;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre ofthe Tatrik — — 

the name of Jane 

a eg e ey E 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. j 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. ‘ 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA WAEDEL. 


The bill (H. R. 9755) granting a pension to Matilda Waedel 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 2 
place upon 55 roll the name of Matilda Waedel, widow 
of Ferdinand aedel, late private of Company H, Thirty-fifth 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM MANLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Manley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

oposes to place on the pension roll the name of William Man- 

, late private of Company L, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE D, PHINNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4315) to increase the pension of D. Phin- 
ney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Gone D. Phinney, late 
of Company A, Seventh Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and to 
pay him a pension of $36 per month in lieu of the pension now 

ing paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAULINE ROBBINS. 


The bill (H. R. 8624) granting a pension to Pauline Robbins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It ae ee to place 
on the pension roll the name of Pauline Robbins, the dependent 
and permanently helpless daughter of Elisha Robbins, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHAUNCEY A. BRADLEY, 

The bill (S. 4630) to increase the pension of Chauncey A. Brad- 
ley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
` “thirty-six” and insert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 


and limitations of the pe: 
private in Company A, One 


to teers, and pay him a pension at the 


Volunteer Infantry, pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 2 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chauncey A. Bradley.” 


WILLIAM SHARROCK. 


The bill (S. 1918) to increase the pension of William Sharrock 
was consid asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bilt was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 2 authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
. pennon 1 — a raTa “3 and him a men ok — — 
month in lieu — z cz 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Sharrock.” 

LEWIS E. HUMPTON. 

The bill (S. 2965) granting a pension to Lewis E. Humpton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word roll,“ to strike out at 
the rate of $24 per month” and insert “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws;” and in line 8, after the 
word!“ Volunteers,” to insert (and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 Msg month in lieu of that he is now receiving;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension 7 ge to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis E. Humpton, late 155 
vate Company A, N. inety-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volun- 

i of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis E. Humpton.” 

LOUISA HALE. 

The bill e a ion to Louisa Hale was con- 
sidered as 10 Committee of ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word “stepmother,” to strike 
out the“ and insert ndent;” and in line 8, after the word 
pension, to insert at rate; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
223 C. Hala E DETONA tx ORAON D. Niah Begins’ 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
moni 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to further amend, in line 7, after 
the name “Hale,” by inserting the word late; so as to read: 
“Jate a corporal in Company D,” etc. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Tithe Hell ox craseod. to he: rT oratii 

e bill was ordere or a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. z 
MARY ELLEN LAURIAT. 

The bill (S. 3276) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Lauriat 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘pension,” to strike out 
of $25 a month” and insert at the rate of $12 per month;” soas 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the on laws, the name of Mary Ellen t, widow 
of George W. 8 a major of the T. Second husetts Vol- 
unteer iment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 


of the pension she is now receiving: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Ellen Lauriat.” 

SARAH GRESHAM. 

The bill (S. 409) to increase the pension of Sarah Gresham, 
widow of Col. Benjamin Q. A. Gresham, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Gresham, widow of Benjamin Q. A. 
Gresham, late colonel Third Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
erease of pension to Sarah Gresham.” 

VINTON MASSIE. 

The bill (S. 605) granting ion to Vinton Massie was con- 
sidered as Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be. 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
37 ĩðV u TONET, ead tee tien a cease oe 
the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. R 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. , . 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Vinton Massie.” 

JUSTIN O. HOTTENSTEIN. 
The bill (H. R. 9295) granting an increase of pension to Justin 
O. Hottenstein was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ‘‘twenty-four;” and in the same line, after 
the word month,“ to insert“ in lieu of that he is now receiving;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Justin O. Hottenstein, late 
of Company G, Twentieth Illinois Infan and a A a pension at the 
rate of re per month in lieu of that he is now rece: > 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. - 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M'LAUGHLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word“ the,” to strike out Com- 
missioner of Pensions” and insert ‘‘Secre of the Interior;” 
and in line 8, before the word dollars,” to strike out twenty“ 
and insert twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of cg À as 
Pang en 


and he is hereby, authorized and 


in, ames McLau captain of Com 
iment oee Militia, and pay fee —— at the r te ot tis per 
mon 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 5, I move to strike out the word 
**late;” and in line 6, before the word captain,“ to insert the 
word late.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. A 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CURTIS B. M’INTOSH. 

The bill (S. 8777) granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 
McIntosh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word and,“ to strike out grant 


him an increase of” and insert “pay him a;” in line 7, before the 
word dollars,“ to strike out “ thirty and insert “twenty;” and 
in the same line, after the word “month,” to insert ‘‘in lien of that 
he is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., 
Fee piaco oa the pein ra the tame of Cardo $ 
hima pension at the 5 56 $20 8 in lieu ol W T, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 


ANN GIBBONS, 


The bill (H. R. 8266) to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Ann Gibbons, dependent mother of John J. Gibbons, 
late captain of Company C, Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, on the pension roll and to pay her a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. WENDELL, 


The bill (S. 2618) to increase the pension of William H. Wendell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place wg! § pension roll, h 
of the sath jaw the name of wile „„ 


ant a rmaster of volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. PS rate of SO per 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamend- 
9 5 = concurred in, 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. = 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Wendell.” 

CLARINDA s. HILLMAN, 
The bill (S. 569) ting an increase of pension to Clarinda 8. 
1 was consi as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word month, to strike out 
that she receive $20 a” and insert pay her a pension at the rate 
of $20 per;” so as to make the bill read: É 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

horized and directed to pl 
and limitations of the pension laws, the unis of Mering 8. Hifi En. es 


8. 
of Erastus B. Hillman, late a soldier of the war of 1812, and her uso 
at the rate of $20 per month in lien of the pension she is Tow receltinn: 7 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DIANA CLARK. 

The bill (H. R. 2673) granting an increase of pension to Diana 
Clark was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word place,“ to strike out 
“upon” and insert ‘‘on;” and in the same line, after the word 
“roll,” to strike out “of the United States” and insert subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Inte s i A 
authorized and directed to place on thes pension 8 a tothe 9 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Diana Clark, widow of Capt. 
Charles Clark, of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of the pension which 
she now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. After the name “Clark,” in line 7, I move 
to insert the word ‘‘late.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CORYDON G. CRAFTS. 

The bill (H. R. 8501) for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Corydon G. fts, dependent 
and permanently helpless son of Moses Crafts, late of the Tenth 
Regiment Maine Infantry Volunteers, and to pay him a pension 
of $12 per month, 


„and pay 
that heis now receiving. 
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The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Corydon G. Crafts.” 


CLARISSA A. DUNHAM, 


The bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Clarissa A. Dunham, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 106 to place 
on the pension roll the name of Clarissa A. Dunham, the depend - 
ent stepmother of Marcus N. Dunham, late private of Company 
D, pues States Engineers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
mon 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. r 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Clarissa A. Dunham.” : 

Mr. GALLINGER (at 4 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.). Isug- 
gest that there are only five minutes left under the s al order; 
and if any Senator wants to call up a special bill, I hope he will 


do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can get through with the entire Pension 
Calendar in a few moments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope so. 


JAMES E. EATON, 


The bill (H. R. 2497) to increase the pension of James E, Eaton, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. > : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the name Eaton,“ to strike out 
“upon the pension roll of the United States” and insert late 
landsman on the Princeton and Wissahickon, United States Navy, 
on the pension roll;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘ twenty-four” and insert “ twenty;” so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of James E. Eaton, late landsman 
on the Princeton and Wiseahickon, United States Navy, on the pension roll, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time, Mites 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. d y 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James E. Eaton.” 


MARY E. WALKER. 


The bill (H. R. 9732) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Walker, 
Tate an acting assistant or contract surgeon in the United States 
Army, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. : 

Mr, GRAY. Is there a report in this case? If there is, I should 
like to hear it, in order to ascertain upon what ground the pension 
is asked for. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Thereisareport. The Senate committee 
adopted the report of the House committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. HANsBRoUGH 
June 25, 1898, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9732) 
5 = increase of pension to Mary E. Walker, have examined the same 
ne report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 


= hereto appended, is adopted, and the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 

This bill as amended proposes to increase from $8.50 to $20 per month the 
pension of Mary E. Walker, of the city of Washington, who served as acting 
assistant or contract surgeon, Uni States Army, from March 11, 1864, to 
June 12, 1865, when her service was honorably terminated. Her original ap- 

intment was by order of Major-General Thomas, and she appears to have 
Peen paid $80 per month. In September, 1864, on the recommendation of 
General Thomas, she was employed under contract at $100 per month and as- 
— to the female prison at Louisville, Ky., where she was on duty until 

y 25, 1805. She was given a medal of honor by Congress and was highly 
commended by Edw. E. Phelps, M. D., LL. D., medical director at Louisville. 
The following is a copy of an Executive order in her case: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE. 

Whereas it appears from official reports that Dr. Mary E. Walker, a gradu- 
ate of medicine, “has rendered valuable service to the Government, and her 
efforts have been earnest and untiring in a variety of ways.“ and that she 
was assigned to duty and served as an assistant surgeon in charge of female 

risoners at Loui , Ky., upon the recommendation of Major-Generals 
herman and Thomas, and faithfully served as contract surgeon in the 
service of the United Sta’ and has devoted herself with much patriotic 
zeal to the sick and wounded soldiers, both in the field and hospitals, to the 
detriment of her own health, and has also endured hips as a prisoner of 
war four months in a Southern prison while acting as contract surgeon; and 
Whereas, by reason of her not being a commissioned officer in the military 
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service, a brevet or honorary rank can not, under existing laws, be conferred 


upon her; and 


Whereas in the opinion of the President an honorable recognition of her 


services and sufferings should be made: 

It is ordered, That a testimonial thereof shall be hereby made and given to 
the said Dr. Mary E. Walker, and that the usual m of honor for meri- 
torious services be given her. 

Given under my hand in the city of Washington, D. C., this 11th day of 


November, A. D. 
ANDREW JOHNSON, President. 
By the President: 
EDWIN M. STANTON, Secretary of War. 


Claimant ap to have served as anacting assistant surgeon for fifteen 
months and to have been a prisoner of war for four months, and, as would be 
natural, her general health and constitution were greatly injured by the 
strain of confinement and e: 

Dr. E. E. Phelps, medical director at Louisville, Ky., testifies to her hav- 
ing suffered from debility and prostration while under his charge at the fe- 
male military prison at Louisville, and other evidence tends to show that by 
the hardships and exposure of the military service her general health was 
8 impaired and has so continued ever since, and also that she contracted 

of eyes from which she has continuously suffered ever since. 

She filed and established a claim in the: Pension Office under the general 
law for disease of eyes, and for that disability she has been pensioned at $8.50 

r month (one- total of rank as assistant sargon) She has claimed 

hat other disabilities, to wit, affection of lungs and impairment of digestive 
organs, haye resulted from her disease of oyok, but this has not been accepted 
by the ea authorities of the Pension Office, and the claim based thereon 
was rejected. 

She appealed the claim to the Secretary of the Interior and the rejection 
was sustained. She a) led for reconsideration and that appeal was over- 
ruled. The action of the Pension Office and the Department appears to have 
been strictly correct. The disabilities named are not shown to have been 
due to disease of eyes or in any way connected therewith, but the general 
debilitated condition does a to have been due to service and to have 
existed toa greater or less degree ever since, and by reason of such debili- 
tated condition, together with disease of eyes, Dr. Walker would appear to be 
totally disabled for manual labor. 

she served pie ged as a nurse for the length of time that she served in 
the higher capacity of assistant surgeon, she would, under the act of August 
5, 1892, be entitled to a pension of $12 per month. Her services were much 
more valuable and meritorious, involving much more hardship and ex re, 
and resulted in sed injuring her general health. For these services she 
was commended by the officers under whom she served, by the President, 
and by the Congress. 

She is now 66 years of age and 
Congre to 


e. 
The bill is reported back with the recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I know how many of these cases 
go through; how they appeal to the good nature of Congress in 

ealing with other people’s moni It is very easy to be chari- 
table when we are thus dealing. But I do think we owe it to our- 
selves and to the country to make some scrutiny of these cases. 

It appears that in this lady's case her ap lication, on the ground 
of disability incurred in the service, in addition to the affection of 
her eyes, has been rejected by competent medical authority, and 
that upon appeal from that decision to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior the rejection has been confirmed. There is not one syllable 
in the report which overrides or in any way contravenes, by any- 
thing that may be called the semblance of evidence, that rejec- 
tion by the competent pension authorities. 

Our pension laws are exceedingly liberal, and are open to criti- 
cism, almost, on account of their liberality, and I see nothing in 
the report to entitle this lady, who I have no doubt is very worthy 
and has been patriotic, to any recognition that hundreds of other 
women are not entitled to on grounds just as strong. If we are 
to pension this woman, we must pension every other woman who 
has rendered patriotic service without any pay. She was a con- 
tract surgeon, according to the report, and received $100 a month 
for her services. I have no doubt she considered that ample com- 
pensation at the time, and while there is a suggestion there is no 
allegation which amounts to a convincing statement that she in- 
curred, by reason of her service, any other disability than the 
a of the eyes; and for that she has already been pen- 
sioned. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we do not allow pensions by 
Congressional action upon the theory that the Department has 
made a mistake; it is not an overruling of the Department. But 
we do it because of the inability of the party to make proof to the 
satisfaction of the Department or because we think the condition 
is such thatit is a case for the equitable consideration of Congress, 
That is the theory upon which special bills are granted. It is 
very likely that there are a great many others just as deserving as 
Dr. Mary Walker 

Mr. GRAY. Or as undeserving. 

Mr. TELLER. But perhaps they have not presented them- 
selves, or perhaps we have already provided for their relief. Dr. 

alker was a contract surgeon, and she was entitled toa 
pension, according to law, if she proved disability, which she did, 
and she proved that the disability for which she is pensioned did 
occur because of her service. 

She has certainly, as everybody who has known her knows, been 
for many years in very bad health, to say nothing further about 
it. I understand she is extremely poor. I think she rendered 
very good service to the Government of the United States. She 
did some very good things, She accompanied very many sick 


ar r. and it certainly is not improper for 
e some provision for her support for the remainder of her 
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and wounded soldiers to their homes, and she has been very gen- 
erous in her treatment of those people ever since whenever she 
has had any funds. I do not know who made the report or any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is proper I should say 
that I did not make the report. It was written by a member of 
the House. I do not know by whom, 

Mr. TELLER. Is it a House bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. The House passed the bill and sent 
it to our committee. The bill was referred to the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] as a subcommittee, and he re- 

it to the full committee, and his report was adopted by the 
committee. 

I confess that I have entertained prejudices in this case. Ihave 
been somewhat importuned of late years in regard to it and have 
refused to consider it outside of the committee room. It has not 
come to me in the committee room, or I should have given it con- 
sideration. But I confess I was very much rised when I read 
the report to find that this woman rendered service she did 
render during the late war. I Was surprised to learn that she 
was actually employed as a contract surgeon. I had formerly 
entertained the opinion that she was not an educated physician. 
I do not know how highly educated she is, but it seems she was 
employed and did render service as a physician, and I have no 
doubt she rendered valuable service to the soldiers. I am not 
quite sure that I ought not to say this, since the bill has been 
1 ported, as a matter of self-defense of the committee. 

trust the Senator from Delaware will let the bill go through. 
Unfortunately we are passing a great many bills where we have 
not proof, e are passing some bills that are in the nature of 
charity. Perhaps we ought not to doit. I revolt every time one 
comes to me, but we do something in that line in our 8 leg- 
islation. There is a great deal of pressure for individual I 
think this bill is quite as meritorious as a good many others, and 
in view of the fact that this woman’s labors and services were 
recognized to the extent they were by the President of the United 
States, and I think the report says by Congress—I have not looked 
it up to see whether any action ever was taken by Congress— 
have an impression that her advanced age, which likewise is a 
surprise to me, and her poverty and the service she rendered may 
122171 us in passing the bill. Iam not going to urge it particu- 

ly, but I think it might be passed. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to say one word about the matter of pen- 
sions. Iam in favor of liberal pensions to every man or woman, 
if there be such a woman, who is worse for having served the 
Snan Gia act gall lye DOEA 8 
pensions than are paid by the pension laws o 
paid to those who have suffered in mind, body, or estate, as the 
book of common prayer says, by reason of devotion to country and 
service to or in the armies of the United States. But I also believe 
that spirit on the part of the people of this country and the Gov- 
ernment of this country toward those who have served it should 
be protected. I believe thatthe pension roll, asit has been called 
by some, should be a roll of honor, and I do believe we owe it to 
the country, we owe it to ourselves and to our own self-respect 
some time to call a halt upon the matter of indiscriminate 3 

If this worthy lady is suffering, she is suffering like thousan 
of other women are suffering all over our country who must help 
pay this i. and if she is right here at our door, while we are 
affected by suffering right before us and not by that far away, let 
us put our hands into our pockets and help her, but do not let us 
establish a precedent that everyone who is badly off and has come 
to feel the pinch of hard times has a right to turn to the common 
Treasury for relief. It is bound to get us into trouble and it has 
got us into trouble, 

It is a dangerous precedent, and I for one, while not wanting to 
make a special case of this poor lady, do think we ought to pause 
before we, upon such a statement as that, grant a ion of $20 
a month to her, when there are thousands and hun of thou- 
sands of worthy women dependent upon their own exertions, in 
old age or approaching old age, in want, who are without relief 
and have no pretense upon which to apply to the Government of 
the United States, Therefore I am opposed to the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One minute. I desire to say a word on the 


bill. 
Mr. CULLOM. Very well; I withdraw the motion to enable 
the Senator from Missouri to address the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, there was a time, some years 
ago, when I opposed a similar bill. Dr. Walker applied to the 
Pension Office for a pension. The Pension Office decided that she 
was entitled to a pension, and ted her a pension of $8.50 a 

I confess I was a li surprised at that, because I 
ngress, 


month. 
V 
. No. 
Mr, COCKRELL, But it seems it was granted by the Pension 


Office. She has applied for an increase, and the Pension Office 
has rejected the application for an increase. The Pension Com- 
mittee has in favor of granting an increase. 

Now, that is all there is in this case. Congress is not setting a 
precedent of granting a ion to some one not entitled to it by 
existing law. That would be a dangerous precedent, That class 
of cases, I will say to my friend from Delaware, I have continu- 
ally opposed. But here is a case where the claimant is entitled to 
@ pension, as construed by the Department of the Government 
having absolute charge of ere Being the judge of the law 
and the fact, it has decided her to be entitled to a pension and has 
given her $8.50 a month. The only question is as to whether that 
is a reasonable amount according to the disability? The Pension 
Office says it is all that her disability justifies, and the Committee 
on Pensions pro an increase. Now, the only question is in 
the increase, and it does not involve the making of a new class of 
pensionable cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. CuLLoM). Withdraw that motion and 
let us take a vote on the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM, The Senator from Colorado and others insist 
upon my withdrawing the motion. I will do so. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have a vote on the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thebillisin Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Dlinois moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 


1 Tuesday, July 5, 1898, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 4, 1898. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. William S. Muse, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
major in said corps, from the 2d day of June, 1898, vice Maj. Per- 
cival C. Pope, promoted. 

P. A. Surg. Louis W. Atlee, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 18th day of June, 1898, vice Surg. Remus C, Persons, pro- 
mo 

Alfred Gilbert Grunwell, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the mat to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry A. Field, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, 8 5 the ist day of May, 1898, vice Lieut. Kossuth Niles, 
promo 

Ensign Albert L. Norton, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the ist day of May, 1898 (subject to the examina- 
tions we by law), vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry A. Field, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William S. Cowles, to be a commander inthe 
Navy, from the 5th day of June, 1898, vico Commander John 
Schouler, promoted. 

Commodore Frederick V, McNair, to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy, from the gd day of July, 1898, vice Rear-Admiral William 


A. Kirkland, re 
Capt. William T. Sampson, to bea commodore in the Navy, from 
the 3d day of July, 1898 (subject to the examinations required by 
law), vice Commodore Frederick V. NcNair, promoted. 
Commander Francis W. Dickins, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from 8d day of July, 1898, vice Capt. William T. Sampson, 
promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 4, 1898. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. John B. Bernadou, United States Laas to be advanced 
0. 


ten numbers on the list of lieutenants, from 201 to No, 191, 
under the provisions of section 1506 of the Revised Statutes, for 
28 and conspicuous conduct in battle at Cardenas on May 
Asst, Paymaster Richard Hatton, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master, 
Asst. Paymaster Barron P, Du Bois, to be a passed assistant 
er. 
R E. Biscoe, to be a passed assistant pay- 


er. 
Asst. Paymaster John Irwin, jr., to be a passed assistant pay- 
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Asst. Paymaster George G. Seibels, to be a passed assistant pay- 
master. 

Asst. Paymaster Edmund W. Bonnaffon, to be a passed assistant 
py en Paymaster Joseph Fyffe, to be a passed assistant paymas- 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
SIXTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains, 
Ike T. Jobe, of Kentucky. 
William H. Gillenwaters, of Tennessee. 
William B. 8 of Kentucky. 
Benjamin W. Hooper, of Tennessee. 
Winston Baird, of Tennessee. 
Douglas E. McDowell, of Tennessee, 
James J. Bowers, of Tennessee. 
Charles W. Wadsworth, of Tennessee, 
Oliver E. Fox, of Tennessee. 
Xenophon Z. Hicks, of Tennessee. 
To be first lieutenants. 


Frank E. Murphy, of Tennessee. 

Thomas A. Davis, of Tennessee. 

George F. Milton, of Tennessee. 

James P. Clark, of Tennessee. 

Frederick H. Gregg, of Tennessee, 

Edgar R. Carter, of Tennessee. 

Jolin T, Fuller, of Tennessee. 

Thomas F. Peck, of Tennessee. 

Jacob B. French, of Tennessee. 

Frank Maloney, of Tennessee. 

Lou Routhan jennis, of Tennesse. 

Autry Greer, of Tennessee, vice Wright, declined, 
To be second lieutenants. 


James W. Park, of Tennessee. 
Harris Lindsley, of the District of Columbia, 
Frank L. Case, of Tennessee. 
Grant T, Trent, of Tennessee. 
Cornelius C. Williams, of Tennessee, 
Elmer E. Houk, of Tennessee. 
Samuel F. Rogers. of Tennessee. 

A. Sizer, of Tennessee. 
Andrew J. Brown, jr., of Tennessee. 
John Q. Tilson, of Tennessee. 

THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY; 


ja be captains. 

John D. Twiggs, jr., of Georgia. 
Frank R. Frost, of South Carolina. 

To be first lieutenants, 
Albert W. Gilchrist, of Florida. 
Rex Van Deu ut, of Georgia. 
Robert B. M Georgia. 

To be second lieutenant, 


Martin L. Williams, of Florida. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be first lieutenant. 

Charles C. Berkeley, of Virginia. 

Jo be second lieutenants, 
Lawrence W. H. Peyton, of Virginia, 
James B. Adams, of land. 
Thomas M. Clinton, of land. 

FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 

Charles P, Pollard, of Alabama. 

NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 

To be captains, 
James Henry Aldrich, of Louisiana. 
Frank E. Patrick, of Louisiana, 
Robert M. Nolan, of Louisiana. 
Willis P. Coleman, of Louisiana. 
William Lowry, of Louisiana. 
To be first lieutenants, 
Louis E. Brown, of Texas, 
Sterling P. Brown, of Louisiana. 
Louis A. Barnett, of Louisiana. 
Nelson A, Smiley, of Texas, 
To be second lieutenants, 

Adolph J. Wakefield, of Texas, 
Philip Philipson, of Louisiana. 
George 5500 utler, hs cnet 
Wallace D. Seals, of Texas, 


TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant, 
Robert S. Hansbury, of Pennsylvania. 
TO BE ADDITIONAL PAYMASTER, 
Philip Dallam, of Illinois. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Walter D. Webb, of New York. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
John R. Tolbert, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Charleston, i in the State of * Carolina. 
POSTMASTERS, 
Frank M. Hoeye, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa. 
Seth B. Strong, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of 


Harris and State of Texas. 
William T. Black, to be „ at Mount Pleasant, in the 
0 


county of Titus and eos 
be postmaster at Ladonia, in the county 


Robert T. 
of Fannin and State of Texas. 

Laban L. Jenkins, to be postmaster at Gastonia, in the county 
ba pr rn yee ae t Jackson, in th t 

rn r, at Jac e coun 
5 
ewman, to a v W. in 

county of Rockland and State of New York. 

Jay Jackson, to be at Pine Plains, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New York. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 5, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a, m. 
Prayer by Rev. J. F. HEISSE, of the city of Washington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
when, on motion of Mr. Davis, son by unanimous con- 

further reading was dispensed with. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
The eee laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the transmitting a letter 

— the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, submitting an esti- 
mate of ee in the appropriation for ‘‘ Salaries and ss 
of collectors of internal revenue” for the fiscal year ended June 
80, 1898, $30,000; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 
REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was sending the bill (H. R. 1037) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion standin, the name of Patrick Dougherty, Com 
A, Thirteenth ew York Volunteer Infantry, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4831 3 the mii of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army, re: amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. coe 270) to correct an omission relative to 


sent, 


officers on of corps commanders, reported it with 
amendments, ae 
JULIA MOORE SELDEN, 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 4418) for the relief of Julia Moore Selden, reported 
the 3 resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and 

Resolved, That the beg (8. 1. —— entitled “A bill for the relief of Julia Moore 
Selden,” now Senate, ther 


the United States,” — ed March 
proceed with the same in accordance vie the 
provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith 
ESTATE OF DANIEL LAKE, 
Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4393) for the relief of the estate of Daniel Lake, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the bill (8. — entitled A bill for the relief of the estate 
of Daniel deceased,” n nding er with all the 
accom: pers, Court 


Lake, in the Senate, togeth 
— i f of 
in of the ions of an act entitled An act to provide 
for the of 1 of the United S ” ap- 
proved A the court shall proceed with the same in ac- 
wit provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accord - 
ance therewith, 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S, 4845) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George H. Lamport; which wasread twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 4846) to increase the pension 
of Derrick F. Hamlink; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

PRINTING OF WAR REVENUE ACT, 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 18, 000 copies of 
the war-revenue law of 1898, with paper covers and index. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
3 VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
closed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 259. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota, that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the unfinished business? The Chair hears no 
objection, and the joint resolution is before the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

WASHINGTON AND UNIVERSITY RAILROAD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, while the Senators are 
gathering, as they doubtless will very soon, and with the consent 
of the Senator from Minnesota, very graciously granted, I ask 
unanimous consent to consider House bill 9206, it being a bill that 
our Methodist friends are especially interested in, for the con- 
struction of an electric railroad through the university property. 
It is a very important matter. 


Cullom, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent is asked for the | Davis, 


resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 9206) to incorporate the 

ashington and University Railroad Company, of the District of 
Columbia. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 1, line 11, after the 
word “ passengers,” to strike out parcels, and milk;” and on page 
2, line 1, after the word“ street,” to insert / as at present laid out; 
so as to read: 


That the company is authorized to construct and operate a street railway 
for carrying passengers along the following-named route: Beginning at the 
intersection of Connecticut avenue extended and Milwaukee street; thence 
westerly on Milwaukee street as at present laid out to the intersection of 
‘Tennallytown road (or Wisconsin avenue), etc. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Imovean amendment to the amendment of 
the committee. In line 12, page 1, after the word ‘‘at,” I move to 
insert the words or near;” in line 13, after the word of,“ I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘Connecticut avenue extended and Mil- 
waukee street; thence westerly on Milwaukee street as at present 
laid ont to the intersection of Tennallytown road (or Wisconsin 
avenue); thence northerly over the tracks of the Georgetown;” in 
line 4, page 2, to strike out “and” before ‘‘Tennallytown” and in- 
sert “the;” and in the same line to strike out “to” and insert 
“and” before Quincy;“ so as to read: 

SEC. 2. That the company is 5 rat 9 operas a street 
papi Sie the tessocticn ot the K bannit 8 5 road and Quincy 4 5 
thence westerly on Quincy street to Forty-fourth street, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 6, page 3, line 14, after the word shall,” 
to insert at all times; so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 6. That the railway and its appurtenances shall be constructed in a 
substantial and durable manner. Such construction shall at all times be 
subject to District inspection. All changes to existing structures in public 
space shall be made at the expense of the company. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 4741) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10805) to amend the 
act relating to pay of volunteer soldiers, 

The m e further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10561) to in- 
crease the force of the Ordnance Department; agrees to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HULL, Mr. MARSH 


and Mr, Cox managers at the couference on the part of the House. i 


The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 75,000 copies of public act No. 171, 


“An act to establish a uniform system of ptcy through- 
out the United States;” in which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for 
annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. I think the Senator from Massachusetts should 
speak to a fuller Senate than there is present. I do not think 
there is a quorum in attendance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum is sug- 
gested by the Senator from Maine, The Secretary will call the 


roll. 
The Secretary called the roll. 


155 JONES of Arkansas. I think the absentees should be 
calle 


The Secretary called the names of absent Senators. 
The following Senators having answered to their names: 


Allison, ins, Lindsay, Roac! 
Bacon, Fairbanks, 8 Shoup. 
er, Faulkner, McEnery, Stewart, 
R TTY, Soeg Sen th 
urrows, 15 ason, er, 
2 Hs’ acre Turpis. 
on, 2. organ, rpie, 
Clark, Hansbrough, y arre 
Cockre! S, Penrose, Wilson. 
: Hawley, ons Wolcott, 
Danie! ‘oar, e 
Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev, Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, as I observed last night, it seems 
to me that I ought to state my views and what I believe to be the 
views of my constituents before this debate is over. The people of 
Massachusetts now almost equal in number that of the entire 
people of the United States when our liberties were won. A ques- 
tion so vital to their interest and to the interest of the whole coun- 
try ought not to be decided without their voice being heard. But 
I shall not at this time undertake to go over the whole field or to 
restate the arguments on either side which here or in executive 
session heretofore have been so fully and admirably stated. 

I believe it is well known—if it be not I am willing to make it 
known—that I have entertained grave doubts in regard to this 
measure. I have 8 the subject with greater anxiety 
and hesitation, I believe, than I have ever felt in regard to any 
other matter during the whole of my public life. Í think my 
friends who do me the honor to listen to me will agree with me 
that it has not been my habit to hesitate in this way. I have 
commonly, I believe, formed my opinions pretty early, held to 
them with a pretty strong confidence, and been ready to express 
them at all times and anywhere with whatever of clearness and 
vigor I can command. But I have hesitated and doubted and 
considered and reconsidered more than once in this matter. Some 
of my friends, connected with what is called the independent 
press, I understand, are inclined to attribute this hesitation to 
cowardice, to a fear of public opinion, or party opinion, or the 
dread of displeasing somebody, or of offending somebody. Ido 
not observe that these gentlemen ever attribute an honest or 

atriotic or generous motive to anybody, or at any rate to any- 
y in public life, who does not happen to agree with them. I 
must bear their disapproval with such comfort as I can get from 
the excellent company, including nearly the whole of the Ameri- 
can le, of all parties, to whom they are in the habit of apply- 
bat ike criticisms. 
hy, Mr. President, if there be any man on the face of the 
earth who can utter his opinion and cast his vote without fear of 
anybody it is a Senator from the State of Massachusetts. Her 
people do not demand of her Senators anything except that they 
shall form their opinions honestly and conscientiously and act 
upon them fearlessly. Our 5 expect of me and my col- 
league not that on all occasions we shall agree with them, not that 
on all occasions we shall even study to find out what they think; 
they will not be found on all occasions agreeing among themselves; 
all that they ask is that we shall do our best to find out what is 
right and for the public interest, and do it. 
his is nota perky quer: Eminent Senators, eminent lead- 
ers of both parties in this country, are found upon different sides. 
I believe no party in the country has in any important convention 
approved and no party in the country has in any important con- 
vention condemned this measure. President Harrison, who has 
been credited alike by friend and by opponent with wisdom, cau- 


tion, conservatism. negotiated a treaty for the annexation of these 
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islands long before the present war was ever thought of. Presi- 


dent Cleveland withdrew the treaty. But his eminent Secretary 
of State, Mr. Bayard, declared his opinion that the islands inevi- 
tably in the course of events must sooner or later belong to us. 

Of the two great political leaders between whom the Repub- 
licans of the United States made their choice at the time of the last 
nomination, the present Executive favors the measure, which his 
able and powerful competitor is understood to disapprove. Mr. 
Bryan, the defeated Democratic and Populist candidate, is under- 
stood passionately to denounce the whole scheme, while some gen- 
tlemen who are quite likely to succeed him in the leadership and 
confidence of his following are quite as passionately and eagerly 
and eloquently arguing the other side. 

But, Mr. President, the trouble I have found with this Hawaiian 
business is this: Not in the character of the population of the 
Sandwich Islands, not in their distance from our shores, not in the 
doubt that we have an honest right to deal with the existing gov- 
ernment there in such a matter. Ihave found my trouble in the 
nature and character of the arguments by which, in the beginning 
and ever since, a great many friends of annexation have sought to 
support it. Some very friends of mine, with whom I have 
been accustomed to a all my life, look with an unconquerable 
apprehension upon this measure, and their judgment of itself 
would be enough to make me distrust my own opinion. 

I can not remember whenever in my life before, during thirty 
years of my public life, I have ever differed, either in principle 
or in policy, on an important public question from my honorable 
friend, the senior Senator from Vermont Mr. MORRILL]. At the 

of four score and eight years, with his intellectual vision un- 
dimmed and his natural mental forces unabated, he has con- 
tributed to this great argument the most powerful statement 
which has been made on either side of the question. I should 
wait, and wait, and wait certainly until I had heard him before 
helping to commit the country to an important step which my 
venerable friend thinks would be fraught with danger. 

But, as I have said, the most important argument to my mind 

inst this measure has been the character of the arguments with 
which it was brought forward and by which it has been supported. 
If it be true that the passage of these resolves is to commit the 
United States to such a policy as we have heard advocated on this 
floor, and as has been advocated in many parts of the country in 
the press, then the people of the United States are confronted at 
this moment with the most serious danger they have encountered 
in all their history, unless we except the danger that slavery 
would be extended over the whole country or the danger that the 
rebellion would succeed. 

If this be the first step in the acquisition of dominion over bar- 
barous archipelagoes in distant seas; if we are to enter into com- 
petition with the great powers of Europe in the plundering of 
China, in the division of Africa; if we are to quit our own to 
stand on foreign lands; if our commerce is hereafter to be forced 
upon unwilling peoples at the cannon’s mouth; if we are ourselves 
to be governed in part by peoples to whom the Declaration of 
Independence is astranger; or, worse still, if we are to govern sub- 
ject and vassal states, sens as we do it on our own great 
charter which recognizes alike the liberty and the dignity of indi- 
vidual manhood, then let us resist this thing in the beginning, and 
let us resist it to the death, 

I do not agree with those gentlemen who think we should wrest 
the Phili ee Islands from Spain and take charge of them our- 
selves. f o not think we should acquire Cuba, as the result of 
the existing war, to be annexed to the United States. 

I do not think we should undertake to rule, as I just said, over 
barbarous archipelagoes in distant seas. I do not think we should 
force our commerce upon unwilling nations at the cannon's mouth. 
I do not think we should enter into a struggle, lawless and bar- 
barous, for the puncer of dismembered China. I do not think 
that a navy, on the whole, is the best instrumentality of a friendly 
intercourse with mankind. I do not think drums and trumpets 
and shouting and the clapping of hands and stamping of feet are 
the only arguments to be addressed to the statesmanship of a sane 
and Christian people. 

Now, I do not mean to say that the men who propose to us 
this measure of Hawaiian annexation put their case exclusively 
or chiefly on such grounds. Certainly nothing of the sort can be 
found in the state papers of President Harrison or President 
McKinley, But there been enough of it to make sober and 
wy pon men who have read history pause, hesitate, and con- 
sider. But, Mr. President, I am satisfied, after hearing and weigh- 
- ing all arguments and much meditating on this thing, that all this 
is needless alarm. 

What is the precise propos which has so excited this dream of 
empire on the one hand and this dread of national dissolution and 
destruction on the other? Itis proposed to bring under the con- 
trol of the United States a group of islands containing, according 
-to the Statesman’s Year-Book, which I suppose is the best author- 

ity, 6,640 square miles and a population, in round numbers, of 
100,000. is to add to the territory of the United States a 


little less than one fiye hundred and forty-third part of its gross 
area—about eighty-four thousandths of 1 per cent. It is pro- 
posed to add to the population of the United States about thirteen 
hundredths of 1 per cent. We are to get a territory a fortieth 
part of the size of the State of Texas and a population not equal 
to that of a third-rate city. 

But this does not quite state the case. The opponents of annexa- 
tion, with scarce an exception, say we should hold on to Pearl 
Harbor for all purposes of war or peace—a harbor of refuge, a 
coaling station, a naval station, to be ours completely and alto- 
gether for all the needs of commerce or of war. So that the ques- 
tion is not whether we are to advance our flag into the Pacific for 
the first time, but whether it is, on the whole, best that the little 
scrap of territory and the little handful of eople that dwell under 
the walls and at the gates of our great fortified place shall be under 
our lawful control or shall be under the control of some foreign 
country, perhaps a powerful country, perhaps a hostile sed 

It is not a question of empire in the Pacific, small or great. It 
is a question of how far in that little group of islands the bound- 
aries of that empire shall reach—whether we shall be there for- 
ever in a strait-waistcoat and within stone walls, or whether we 
shall have about our walls a little breathing room and a little 
elbow room. And that, Mr, President, is the whole of it. 

No; that is not quite the whole of it. There is a substantially 
unanimous concert of opinion in this country among all classes of 

ople, I think having not an exception in the Senate, agreed to 

y all our statesmen of all parties from the beginning, that we 
have a relation to this group of islands which we can permit no 
other power to hold or to share. They are to this extent under 
our dominion now, that they can not be permitted to annex them- 
selves or to attach themselves to any foreign country whatever. 
We exercise already, and we have exercised for two generations, 
a dominion over Hawaii which makes it impossible for her to con- 
tract not only a marriage alliance, but any other special treaty 
granting favors or exclusive privileges to any other nation on 
earth. 

Whatever Mr. Webster may have thought, whatever Mr. Bay- 
ard may have thought, of annexing Hawaii as a part of this coun- 
try has been disputed. But there is no dispute about what I have 
said. There is no dispute that both of them agreed with every 
predecessor and with every successor in this opinion. When we 
are considering the question of taking this maiden into our family 
we can not overlook the fact that she is our dependent and our 
ward already. Gentlemen doubt whether we are not putting a 
constraint upon this maiden queen of the Pacific when, with the 
assent of her existing lawful guardians, at least, we propose to 
take her hand in marriage. But they have no scruple to tell her 
that although we will not have her she never shall marry anybody 


else. She shall dwell forever under the walls of our city and 
under the guns of our fortress, only half a nation, half a people, 
possessing half manhood and half womanhood only, in the condi- 


tion is ea rr childhood and tutelage. 

So, Mr. President, what we have to think about and to talk 
about is whether we shall add thirteen hundredths of 1 per cent 
to our 3 and ay Mesh one-thousandths of 1 per cent 
to our domain, when the land and the people are nothing but the 
outskirts and the suburbs of a place that is ours already, and are, 
at any rate, to abide for all time, in all the great objects and trans- 
actions of national life, under our dominion and under our tutelage. 

Why, Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PET- 
TIGREW], who has studied and argued this question with great 
thoroughness, tells us that the entire value of the ships engaged 
in the Hawaiian trade, which are to be such a Soe infiu- 
ence on us, will not exceed one-fourth of the value of the wheat 
crop of a single year in one single county of South Dakota. There 
are thirty-five fair cities in my own State, every one of which for 
effective political strength is more powerful than all the Sandwich 
Islands par together. ere are wards in Chicago, nay the ward 
where I dwell in Worcester, could furnish in everything which 
makes a great people’s strength in war and in peace—art, litera- 
ture, science, education, invention—more of real value and of real 
power than the whole Hawaiian population. 

Neither do I think, Mr. President, we need to concern ourselves 
much with the argument of distance. Itis true that it is 2,000 
miles, or a little more, from San Francisco to Honolulu, but we 
have learned long ago to annihilate such space. The center of the 
territory of this Republic, if I am rightly informed, is already in 
the Pacific Ocean. The water line of Alaska equals the circum- 
ference of the globe if it were straightened out. It is 600 miles 
farther from San Francisco to Kiska—which gentlemen on the 
other side tell us ought to answer our purposes as a way station 
on the road to the east—than it is from San Francisco to 
Honolulu. 

My late colleague and friend, and the friend of all of you, 
Senator Dawes, is, as I think we all know, a man not much given 
to flights of fancy. But he uttered in my hearing at a little gather- 
Hn twenty or thirty men a few years ago a sentence worthy of 

g handed down in literature by the side of Mr. Webster's 
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famous passage in his speech on the President's protest. Mr. 
Dawes said: If we can not say of our country, as Mr. Webster 
said of Great Britain, that her morning drum beat, following the 
sun, keeping company with the hours, circles the earth in a con- 
tinuous and unbroken strain of the martial airs of England, we 
can say that before the sun sets upon Alaska it has risen upon 

The utterances of the fathers of the Republic, even the utter- 
ances of Mr. Webster and his contemporaries of a later time, so 
far as they speak of dealing with remote regions, have been ren- 
dered irrelevant by steam and electricity. hen this Constitu- 
tion of ours was ina ted it was a nine days’ journey from 
New York to Boston; it frequently took three weeks to go from 
Philadelphia to New Haven; in Jefferson's time, when Louisiana 
was acquired, it took three months to go from St. Louis to Wash- 
ington and six months from the mouth of the Colorado River. 

remember very well myself when my father was a member of 
the House of Representatives that it was a four days’ journey 
from Washington to his home in Concord, Mass. The steamboat 
voyage between New York and Norwich, on Long Island Sound, 
took then as long as it takes now to go from Washington to Bos- 
ton.. Itis to-day four days of pleasant passage in a first-class hotel 
over the smooth waters of the Pacific from San Francisco to the 
Sandwich Islands, and it will, I and believe—and I hope and 
believe the life of my honorabie friend from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] will be prolon to see it—soon be reduced to days, 
or probably to two days. The ocean telegraph, and perhaps the 
telephone, will have that effect upon distance that the enterprising 
newspapers of Honolulu under our rule will tell their readers of 
events in Washington six hours before they happen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, Í think it will be 5 to disregard the 
opinions of our great military and naval experts, including the 
known opinion of two Presidents of the United States, both admi- 
rable soldiers, that the possession in the Sandwich Islands of a har- 
bor, of a coaling station, of a station for the repair and refuge of 
vessels, is essential to the safety of our Pacific coast in time of 
war. I think it would be presumptuous to disregard the lessons 
of the present war, that such a possession will be a great advan- 
tage to us both for defense and for attack, and that such posses- 
sion by any powerful foreign government will be a great military 
and nayal danger to our Western coast. 3 

I am not qualified to điscuss it. Without derogating from the 
authority of the eminent civilians who discuss these questions 
either in the press or in the Senate, I do not think they are quali- 
fied to discuss it. I do not complain of them. Weare committed, 
however, to that doctrine already, and we have settled that ques- 
tion already in the minds of all of us without exciting any m 
and without any considerable dissent. ; 

Wo made a treaty years ago for the ion of Pearl Harbor 
at a cost, direct and indirect, of many ions of dollars. Iunder- 
stand the gentlemen who have poen on the other side are sub- 
stantially unanimous in saying that we ought to occupy, im e, 
and fortify Pearl Harbor. So the question is simply, as I haye 
said, whether, in occupying and fortifying and proving Pearl 
Harbor and establishing there a naval station and a fortified place, 
a place of deposit for coal, for the materials to repair our shipping, 
a place like those which thee ience and wisdom of England has 
led her to establish all around the globe, we are adhering to the 
established, settled, and almost wholly unquestioned policy of the 
United States. i : 

If that be true, we have only left the simple question whether, 
when occupying and holding and controlling Pearl Harbor, it is 
better we should command the islands also, or leave them to bein 
the command of a foreign and perhaps a hostile power. 

But it is said that until present conditions change very much 
the population of these islands must be governed under arrange- 
ments established by Congress, and not in the ordinary way of an 
American State. That is true. But that is in entire accord with 
the constitutional policy established by our fathers and main- 
tained without any considerable complaint from their day to ours. 
The Constitution says: 

Tho Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever, over such district (not exceeding 10 miles square) as may, by 
cession of particular States, and the acceptance of Co: 8, become the seat 
of the Government of the United States, and to ex like authority over 
all places purchased the consent of the legislature of the State in which 
the same shall be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards, 
and other needful buildings. 

And it adds: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
5 re; nadons respecting the territory or other property to the 

Mr. President, we are governing here by Congress now a popu- 
lation in this District of 800,000, I suppose, or thereabouts—larger 
than all but three or four of the States that formed the Union— 
simply because we do not deem it wise that the Congress of the 
United States shall sit where their protection against mobs and 
public disorders shall depend in times of political excitement upon 
the authority of any State, and we govern without complaint and 


as a matter of political necessity, for the sake simply of having 
the Capitol safe and keeping its windows from being broken 
mobs, 275,000 or 300,000 people here at the will of Congress an 
without their being represented, and nobody complains of it, and 
nobody thinks that it is a violation of American principles. And 
so in a less degree of every smaller place where a fort or a dock- 
yard or an arsenal is established, 

We govern Alaska also and we govern the Territories at the will 
of Congress, and I find no departure from our American princi- 
ples in saying that this little population living near Pearl ‘bor 
shall be governed as Territories are governed and as the District 
of Columbia is 5 they are fitted to come in as a State. 

Gentlemen tell us that the possession of the Sandwich Islands 
will not add to our security, but to our danger in a foreign war. 
They say that we must maintain a powerful fleet to defend them 
besides what we already have on our Pacific coast. But I have 
already suggested an answer to that argument. We settled that 
question when we acquired by treaty our rights in Pearl Har- 
bor, and it will remain settled until Congress is ready to cede 
back Pearl Harbor to the Sandwich Islands. If we are to give up 
Pearl Harbor then there may be room for that argument. If we 
are to hold on to Pearl Harbor—as nearly every man who has 
spoken in this debate on the other side says we are—we must 
fortify it, we must defend it in case of war, and we do not want 
to run any risk that the power that tries to take it shall be already 
lawfully intrenched next door. 

But I do not 5 this case upon any such ground. I think the 
acquisition of Hawaii by the United States is an extension of the 
domain of peace upon the habitable globe. I hope and expect 
that we shall come ont of the present war, unless we indulge in 
the folly, as 1 think it, of entering upon a policy of acquisition 
and of aggression, after such fashion that no nation, small or 
great, powerful or weak, will desire to attack us for a hundred 


years. 

Mr. President, we must, of course, have no doubt about the 
question whether we have an honest right to do this. If we have 
not, we are not going to steal Naboth's vineyard or to commit 
under any temptation an act of international dishonor. That is 
clear. But we have, in the first place, the assent of the Hawaiian 
Government. We can not in matters of international dealing 
commonly go behind that. We would never permit any nation, 
small or great, who undertook to deal with us, to make the inquiry 
whether the President and the Senate of the United States did 
not represent the will of the American people, and there is no 
possibility for any dealing under public law between nations on 
public questions which undertakes to go on any other theory. 

l agree that in annexing a nation and merging its life with our 
own we would not take the act of a temporary tion in 
violation of the will of the people. We have heard repeated the 
charge that the present Government in Hawaii was the result of 
a usurpation countenanced and fostered by the presence of the 
American forces. I think that argument is refuted by the fact 
that ever since and during four years when the President of the 
United States was notoriously in sympathy with the exiled Queen 
there was neither overthrow nor attempt to overthrow the exist- 
ing Government in Hawaii. 

There was nothing to stand in their way if a few thousand men 
were governing a hundred thousand during those four years, with 
President Cleveland ready to acknowledge a new Government. 
If the Government did not represent the people there was no diffi- 
culty in its overthrow. This question is settled. We met and 
debated and overthrew and overthrew again this pretense that 
the American le committed an act of dishonor and of oppres- 
sion and of fraud when about a hundred marines went ashore 
after the revolution was fairly accomplished in order to protect 
the lives and property of American citizens. Very few gentlemen, 
except those who through thick and thin stand by the political 
policy of the Democratic party adopted at that time, will be heard 
to make that ar ent now. Certainly it will not be heard from 
my honorable friend from Vermont. 

. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], in a 
charming and delightful passage, described that old Government 
of the Queen with a humor and felicity which are alike the admira- 
tion and the despair of all who heard him when he referred to it 
as a little spectacle or puppet show—this 3 Queen, with her 
tinsel crown and her stage mask and her gilded dresses and trim- 
mings, making an exhibition in a summer's day in that tropical 
island, and then, when it was over, going out, like an ordinary 
stage queen, at the back door to take ob ase cape in the ranks 
of the common people, and Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Commissioner . 
Blount happening to be present and looking on and taking it all 
seriously, as Don Quixote and Sancho Panza took seriously the 
exhibition on the stage in the immortal story. 


Mr. President, the attempt to frighten us here with the old 
masks and the old dresses of that poor old stage play, which have 
not now even the reality of an actor inside of them, will fail in the 
present seriousmood of the American people, The Queen and the 
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Hawaiian monarchy are just as surely things of the past, anight- 


mare of the past, as are Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Blount and their 


mu p followers. 

Mr President, our r fellow-citizens, from whom we can 
learn a great deal in the ways of peace and of self-government, 
have a habit of taking a vote, which I think haro as sometimes 
rather better than the mere counting of noses. As Í understand, 
there are some parts of the country where the counting of noses 
always prevails, where those having white noses are counted as 
eni h and those having red noses as e to some 
other [laughter], and they declare the result by the actual 
numerical majority. But the Quakers ascertain what they call 
the solid sense of the meeting, and they determine through the 
instrumentality of the clerk on what side of any given question 
the permanent weight and strength, considering character as well 
as numbers, is to be found, and I suppose no man will doubt that 
everything that gives character, that gives industry, that gives 
sobriety, that gives. strength, that gives either honor in the past 
or hope for the future to the Sandwich Islands is on the side of 
this measure of annexation. 

The Americans want it, the Government there wants it, the 
Portuguese want it, and the Hawaiians, to the best of my knowl- 
edge, neither know nor care whether they want it or not. They 
are a perishing people. They were 300,000 a century ago; they 
were 150,000 a century ago; they were 50,000 ten or twenty 
years ago; they are 30,000 to-day, and their only hope and desire 
and expectation is that, in the providence of God, they may lead a 

uiet and undisturbed life, fishing, bathing, supplied with tropical 
Kulte, and bo let alone. a 

They will fall, Mr. President, if we do not prevent it, a prey to 
Japan, not by conquest, but by immigration. This result all parties 
agree that we must prevent. Japan is not, 5 the op 
nents of annexation of this body and in the press, to be allowed to 
get the Sandwich Islands, either ig Bere or by absorption. If 
that be true, is it better, is it safer, is it more in accordance with 
the policy of a wise and well-considered peace, to prevent that by 
annexation than to have hereafter a war of force based on the 
doubtful principle of international law and the doubtful claim of 
right to which we must resort if we find that thing going on? 

had the statistics of the different classes of the population here, 
but I haye mislaid them for a moment, and I shall not go into that. 

We did not consult the Indians in Texas or in California or in 
New Mexico or in Alaska when those Territories were taken into 
the Union. We did not consult the Indians when we declared 
our own ind dence. 

Mr. President, I believe that this is a contest to be settled now 
peacefully or to be settled hereafter by force between America 
and Asia for the ession of this group of islands; that itis a 
contest between the domain of peace, which is America, and the 
domain of war, which is Asia. e danger is, as I have said, that 
there will be an infusion of Japanese and then an attempted an- 
nexation to Japan; and there is a more serious danger in under- 
taking to resist this hereafter by war than there is in preventing 
it now by the methods and instrumentality of peace. 

Mr, President, of the population in 1896 there were 53,726 per- 
sons, one-half the entire number, without any regular occupation. 
This was after counting laborers, after counting fishermen, after 
counting all persons engaged in trade, agriculture, and the me- 
chanic arts. There were 53,726 persons without any regular 
occupation, 3 

Now, when we are speaking of a great national choice, I prefer 
to take the opinion as to national destiny of the Government and 
the men who carry on the schools and the men who rescued the 
nation from barbarism and cannibalism, and the tradesmen and 
the fishermen and the laborers and the farmers and the mechanics, 
rather than the men who are without any occupation at all. Of 
the population in 1896—another significant fact showing the gen- 
eral character of a large portion of this population who are relied 
on as agreeing and sympathizing with the opponents of annexa- 
tion—there were 72,517 males against 36,503 females, the males 
outnumbering the females in the proportion of two to one. Half 
the males in those islands are men without family, without any 
occupation which they can give to a census taker as an occupation 
in life, and undoubtedly persons who will depart from those islands 
and go back to their Asiatic homes when they get ready. 

The native population, which was 200,000 when Captain Cook 
discovered the islands a century ago, has gone down to 31,000, 
So the Chinese and Japanese, who get out when we get proper 
American labor laws, who are there not for any p of per- 
manent citizenship, already exceed the entire native population 
by one-half and are increasing as the natives diminish. g 

Now, it is idle to sup that the will of this simple native 
population, the will of these transitory Asiatics, will be or can be 
exerted for any rational choice to determine their destiny. Their 
only hope is that the power which rescued them from barbarism 
may hereafter, under the benignant infiuence of the United States 
and under the protection of our flag, rescue them from decay and 
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death. It would be as reasonable to take the vote of the children 
in an orphan asylum or an idiot school as to what should be done 
if a co tion were idee the street or if a flood were about 
to sweep away their buil as toconsult these simple and helpless 
people about how to deliver them from this oriental menace. 

It is said they will come in as a State sometime, But they will 
not come in as a State unless they are fit to be a State. If they 
have got hereafter a population of a million or fifteen hundred 
thousand of American lineage and American character and 
American ideals, a population like that of Washington or like 
that of Colorado, they will come in and we shall welcome them. 
But if they are unfit, they will not come in; we never have been 
in a hurry about this thing. They said that about New Mexico 
when they made the treaty by which we acquired her, and I re- 
member that thirty years ago, when I first came into public life, 
the great-grandfa of my honorable friend the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], a slender, graceful, elegant Delegate 
from New Mexico in the other House, aman who could have crept 
through any alderman’s thumb ring, was there beseeching and 
beseeching and besetting us to admit New Mexico as a State. 
I think my friend the Senator from Maine will remember it. 
He has gone and his great-grandson is here, a Senator from the 
State of West Virginia, and New Mexico is not any nearer admis- 
sion as a State in the United States than she was in the year 1869. 
We have not admitted Alaska; we have not admitted the District 
of Columbia; we have not admitted Arizona. If they geta people 
there likely to select such men as Mr. Dole or Mr. Thurston or 
Mr. Damon for Senators and 8 they will be a very 


good people for statehood for American citizenship and 
American 3 
Mr. President, I have regretted to hear in this debate some 


sneers at the missionaries and the sons of missionaries who have 
redeemed Hawaii and who are now presenting her at the gates to 
soe penie of the United States. I know something about that 
quality. I know something of the New England missionaries and 
of the like missionaries from other parts of the country who, 
wherever, either in a foreign land or within our own borders on 
the frontiers, there has been a contest for civilization and Chris- 
tianity and peace, have been in the front rank. I knew the fathers 
of these men in my youth, and I have watched their character 
and career ever since. 

All over the West, all over the South after the civil war, almost 
before the first settler arrived with his measuring chain or his 
rifle on the frontier, the Methodist or the Congregationalist or 
the Presbyterian missionary is found in advance. The corner 
stone of the church precedes the corner stone of the cabin. There 
is not a story of true heroism or true glory in human annals which 
can surpass the story of missionaries in this or in foreign lands 
whom America has sent forth as the servants of civilization and 
piety. They have taken their lives in their hands. They have 
sacrificed ambition, family ties, hope, health, and wealth. No 
danger that stood in their way, no obloquy, deterred them, 


Forth went the heralds of the cross, 
No dangers made them pause; 

They counted all the world but dross, 
For their great Master's cause. 


In all his dark and dread array, 
Death rose u their sight; 

But calmly they kept their way, 

And shrank not from the fight. 


They knew to whom their trust was given, 

y could not doubt His word; 

Before them beamed the light of heaven, 
The presence of their Lord. 


In this day of 3 and exultation at the deeds of our 
young heroes in and in Cuba, let us not forget that the 
American missionary in the paths of peace belongs to the same 
heroic stock and is an example of the same heroic temper. 

Mr. President, I said a little while ago that the telegraph and 
the railroad, electricity and steam, had rendered obsolete the 
prophecies even of our wisest statesmen in regard to the value to 
us of distant properties and dependencies. Mr. Webster, the most 
prudent, wise, and sane intelligence that ever represented an 
American State on this floor, declared, when the question of the 
struggle for our Northwest Territory was up, that the land of 
Oregon and of Washington never would be worth a quarter of a 
dollar an acre. Just think of it! Suppose we had Vancouver's 
Island to-day alone, which we should have had but for that prev- 
alent feeling among the statesmen of forty or fifty years ago, 
what an addition to the strength and glory of the people of the 
United States! 

Mr. President, there are two dreams and conceptions of em- 
pire. Of one I shall have something to say presently. But the 
other, although in every generation good men and wise men have 
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been alarmed by it and conservative men have resisted it, has no 
terrorforme. The Se Es which consists in the slow, sure, steady 
wth of American ideas, of the principles of equality, of the 
octrines of the Declaration of Independence, of the right of every 
man to an equal share in the government under which he lives— 
I have no fear of such an idea of empire if it shall travel, as some 
day it will travel, the whole continent over, from the North to 
ons 77 or the whole round world over, from the East to the 
es 

I do not undervalue the quality of the noble Southern stock 
who have contributed so much of strength, of heroism, of the 
sense of honor, or courage, of the love of home to the character of 
this people. I have stated my opinion of it more than once. But 
I also take some pride in the character of the Pilgrim stock, a 
3 whose one quality is the desire to carry to other ple 
and to other lands the blessings and the principles to which they 
owe their own greatness and strength. 

We have taken this step, which these sons of the New England 
missionaries ask us to take now to the islands of the sea, again 
and again and again, in spite of misgiving and hesitation and 
timidity in every generation. We settled Ohio and the four great 
States which were made from Ohio; we went on to the great 
States of the Middle West and to the far West. We planted on 
the shore of the Pacific those great States whose people in the 
near future on a larger scale and with greater success are to re- 
peat the great deeds of civilization— 

The world’s great age begins anew, 
The golden years return, 

The earth doth like a snake renew 
Her winter weeds outworn: =- 


Heaven be yer and faiths and empires gleam 
Like wrecks of a dissolving dream. 


A brighter Hellas rears its mountains 
From waves serener far; 
A new Peneus rolls its fountains 
Against the morning star. 
Where fairer Tempes bloom, there sleep 
Young Cyclads on a sunnier deep. 

Our brethren and our children have done in the West what our 
fathers did in the East. Under new conditions, in a later age, on 
the shores of a more pacific sea, in a more genial clime, they 
are to repeat in the near future the old and wondrous story, The 
world shall see in that far clime the streets of a wealthier New 
York; the homes of a more cultured Boston; the halls of a more 
learned Harvard; the workshopsof a busier Worcester. The time 
has come for another step and another advance until halfway 
between America and Asia, in the very center of the Pacific, the 
United States is to plant her flag, the emblem not of empire, not 
of tyranny, not of force, but of freedom, of equality, of self- 
government, of peace. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me, I desire to ask his opinion, as an authority, on a very impor- 
tant matter connected with this debate. He has expressed some 
alarm at the idea of extending the empire of this country by con- 
quest. I wish to know from the distinguished Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts whether he thinks it is possible for the United States to 
take and hold as its own the Island of Cuba in this war, or whether 
the United States is not in all honor bound not to do it? 

Mr. HOAR. I was just approaching that subject. I do not 
think it is possible for the United States, without ceasing to be 
the United States, to do the thing of which the Senator from Ala- 
bama inquires. I said the other day a few sentences when the 
resolutions the result of which was the declaration of the present 
war were about to be voted upon in the Senate, and I should 
like to repeat what I said then. : 

I am one of those persons who believe the war in which we are 
engaged to be a holy and just war. I said, when the resolutions 
which made it inevitable were before Congress: 

It will lead to the most honorable single war in all history, unless we ex- 

t wars entered upon by brave ple in the assertion of their own liberty. 
Itis a war in which there does 8 the slightest thought or desire of for- 
eign conquest or of national gain or advantage. I have not heard through- 
out this whole discussion, in the Senate or in the House, an expression of a 
desire to subjugate and occupy Cuba for the fad pps of our own country. 
There is nothing of that kind suggested. It is aimed by the President. 
It is disclaimed by the committee. It is disclaimed by everybody, so far as 
Iam aware. It is entered into for the single and sole reason that three or 
four hundred thousand human beings within 90 miles of our shores have 
been subjected to the policy intended, or at any rate having the effect, delib- 
erately to starve them to death—men, women, and children; old men, moth- 
ers, and infants. 

When I said that, Mr, President, I had, of course, no right to 
speak for anybody but myself, But the resolutions which fol- 
lowed thereafter, passed by both Houses of Congress and approved 
by the President, spoke the sense and plighted the faith of the 
American people. They declared, That the United States hereby 
disclaims any disposition or intention to exercise sovereignty, 
jurisdiction, or control over said island except for the pacification 
thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accomplished, 
to leave the government and control of the island to its people.” 

Mr, President, this was no idle utterance, It was no mere dec- 


laration of a present purpose, a policy we might change, affect- 
ing the people of the United States alone, concerning which we 
were at liberty to change our mind under new conditions or un- 
der new views of old conditions. We had no reason to know at 
that time what, in accordance with their custom in all European 
wars, the great powers would consider they had the right to do, 
either in interfering with the war or undertaking to influence 
either by force or diplomacy the terms of peace. It is utterly idle 
to say that we meant when we made that declaration to confine 
it to the case of Cuba, and that we reserved the right to strip 
Spain by armed force for our own selfish 8 as the price of 
1 of every other possession she held on the face of the earth. 
We meant to declare in the facs of the pore of the earth, as a 
just and wise policy, to which the time had come for committing 
ourselves, that neither the object nor the result of this war was to 
be the acquisition of territory or the pride of empire. By that 
policy I expect for one to stand, Unless I misunderstand the 
temper of the people of Massachusetts and of the people of these 
United States, they mean to stand by it also. 

To go further than the acquisition of the Sandwich Islands, a 
matter substantially determined upon by the people of the country 
long before this war broke out and considered by them with ref- 
erence as much to the interests of peace as to the interests of war, 
would be, in my judgment, a serious mistake, and under the pres- 
ent circumstances a serious breach of faith. 

Mr. President, we must change all our constitutional methods 
of procedure before we can undertake the government of millions 
of people at a distance who can not be admitted to our self- 
government. 

Just look at one matter—the utter inadequacy of our diplomacy 
to deal with the delicate and difficult problems we must encounter, 
If we are to govern an oriental empire, we shall haye a deep and 
immediate interest in the balance of power in Europe and the yet 
unadjusted balance of power in Asia and in the islands of the sea. 
We must have our alliances, pel fees rivalries, jealousies, strifes, 
bargains. We must jostle and scheme and plan and thrust. 

The American flag must be kept flying the whole world over on 
powerful and numerous ships of war. o must have a navy equal 
to the strongest and costly as the most expensive. Wemusthavea 
standing army ready at an instant’s or a week’s notice to be poured 
out against any foreign competitor. 

We must be ready to move among the mighty chess players in 
the game where little delay or pause for reflection can be tolerated. 
Eastern diplomacy of late years is a game of alliances, offensive 
and defensive, of threats, of cajolements, of exchanges, sometimes 
of swagger and bluster, of professed friendships, and of secret en- 
mities. Its alliances and its antagonisms are never long lived. 
The friend of to-day is the enemy of to-morrow. It requires the 
hand of iron under the glove of silk; the open countenance and 
the close counsel; if not the diplomacy that lies but never deceives, 
at least the diplomacy that deceives but never lies, 

Now, how impossible is all this to the simple-hearted, open, 
frank, impressionable American people, governed always more by 
emotions and sympathies than | interest; tolerating no secrecy, 
impatient, unwilling to wait, fed by its press with predictions 
rather than narratives of the past; in its eagerness to know what 
is to happen in the next hour, careless as to what has happened in 
the last hour. The great countries with whom we must deal are 
served by a body of trained diplomatists, circumspect, secret, 

ve, prudent, prepared for their function by the training of 
ge part of a lifetime and expecting nothing but its honorable 
exercise for the rest of a lifetime. 

England or Germany can wait. If you will not come to her 
terms this year, she wait five years or ten years, until the 
time be propitious. An American retary of State or plenipo- 
tentiary is ambitious to sign his name to a treaty. If he fail, hi 
official life, which at best must end in a few years, is a failure, 
The Englishman knows that if England does not carry her point 
this year, she can make the effort again in five or ten years and 
that he will doubtless be there to make it. 

The other powers of the world can keep their secrets, 

Upon our -and pik the enterprise of the press turns constantly 
its powerful Drummond light. Under this it is hard for the De- 
pariona of State to keep its secrets, Itis absolutely impossible 

or the Senate, with its ninety members and its six or eight execu- 
tive officers admitted to all its sessions, to do so. If ina proposed 
treaty there be any advantage to the United States which a far- 
sighted . has perceived, that is pointed out to the other 
party to the bargain before the bargain is accomplished. Not 
only that, but in all grave matters our diplomacy is accompanied 
by the impassioned and excited utterances of the press and the 
pulpit, sometimes inspired by partisanship, sometimes inspired by ` 
sincere, zealous, patriotic, enthusiastic but most ill-informed, ex- 


cited, and foolish counsels. 

Foreign nations who deal with us or make alliances against us 
tly. Their foreign relations are conducted by a 
e require the concurrence by a two-thirds vote of 


can act prom 
single will, 
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a Senate representing forty-five States, where unlimited debate is 
often used as a weapon to prevent action altogether. It is rare 
that any Administration will have a two-thi majority in the 
Senate. It is rare that important treaties committing the coun- 
try to new policies will not be the subject of difference between 
political A eee So the Pooks in opposition is not unlikely to 
muster all its strength to defeat the policy of its antagonist. For 
a country at peace with all the world, confined within a single 
continent, euch an arrangement may work well. But if we are to 

ursue a career of empire in oriental archipelagoes, into China, per- 

aps into Africa, our Constitution must be amended and larger 
1 authority conferred on the Executive. 

President, our constitutional arrangements, State and na- 
tional, are founded upon the principle of the equality of States 
and the equality of citizens. We have no training, no principles, 
no historie precedents, that fit us for any other but self-govern- 
ment. We are as little fitted to govern barbarous archipelagoes 
as their people are to govern us. Any thoughtful person who will 
read the memoirs of any of the great diplomatists of Europe 
Metternich, Talleyrand, Lord Stratford de cliffe, Lord Malmes- 
bury, Sir Henry Bulwer—will see how impossible would have 
been the conduct of their negotiations under our system. 

Diplomatic secrets shared with ninety Senators, the power to 
declare war in one place and the treaty-making power in another, 
no bargain with a foreign 8 to have any binding force un- 
less the political opponents as well as the political friends of the 
Administration concur in it. Add to this the dominant power of 
public sentiment which, though always wise when it is deliberate, 
yet so often invades the atmosphere of American diplomacy with 

assionate, ignorant clamor from press and from pulpit. Do not 

et it be supposed that in stating this as one reason against the 
acquisition of an Eastern empire it is stated as the strongest. As 
I said in the beginning, the temptation constitutes, in my opinion, 
a danger to the Republic greater than that of war or of rebellion. 

If this country, tempted by the desire to extend the market for 
its manufactures or to extend its foreign commerce, undertakes to 
enter upon the competition with the great powers of Europe for 
empire in the Eastern Hemisphere, it will require very soon a re- 
construction of our Constitution and an abandonment of our great 
principles of equality and constitutional liberty which lie at its 
foundation. It will change the sentiments and aspirations of the 
pons The controlling passions, the controlling motives, of our 
public and private conduct will be ambition, avarice, glory, power, 
wealth. The teacher of the people will no longer be found speak- 
ing of justice, freedom, kindliness, love of country. love of home, 
public spirit, education, humanity, charity. We shall go what is 
alike the common way of the great empires and the great repub- 
lics of the past. 

There is the moral of all human tales; 

First 1 Gilon : hex or thet fails, 
Wealth, vice, cortaption-—-barbatians at last. 
And History, with all her volumes vast, 

Hath but one page. 

I repeat what I have lately said elsewhere. The starry flag is 
no symbol of dominion or of empire. Let it never fly in time of 
peace over conquered islands or vassal states. It is the emblem 
of freedom, of self-government, of law, of equality, of justice, of 
peace on earth and good will to men, or, at least, as the older 
version hath it, of peace to good-willing men on earth—pax in 
terris hominibus bonz voluntatis. ei 

President McKinley has won the love and the admiration of his 
countrymen by his hesitation to enter upon war eyen in a holy 
cause except as a last extremity. He will, I believe, show the same 
quality of courage and of large patriotism in refusing to permit a 
result to that war which will transform the character of his coun- 
trymen and, sooner or later, the Constitution of his country. 

We do not want the large army; we do not want the great 
navy; we do not want the mighty debt; we do not want the put- 
ting up of taxes; we do not want every vocation and every prop- 
erty and every interest in life to be pursued constantly and | the 
year round by the 1 we do not want the American 
when he is born to be like the European when he is born, with an 
armed soldier riding upon his back and a mortgage of 8400 about 
his neck; we do not want the proconsul and prætor. We not want 
the story of Verres orof Marius to be repeated in American history. 
We do not want what will follow—the temptation to get rid of 
public obligation by tampering with public honor, debasing our 
currency, and breaking our faith. e do not want the people of 
other countries feeling an interest in our policies and our people 
feeling an interest in the policies of other countries. 

Mr. President, there are two dreams of empire, two conceptions 
of destiny, two avenues of power presented to the gaze of the 
American people to-day. One is held out to us in the far East and 
in the West Indies as the result of military conquest; the other is 
held out to us in Hawaii by the children of the Puritans, who 
have redeemed those beautiful islands from barbarism and canni- 
balism, and show them as the harvest of seventy years of Chris- 


tian and peaceful labor. The first is that which has been the ruin 
of the empires and republics of former times. It is that which has 
brought Spain to her wretched condition to-day. The second al- 
lures us in the path we have followed since li entered this 
hemisphere by the gates of Jamestown and of Plymonth, and the 
little handful of Puritans and Cavaliers came in, who have grown 
and multiplied until our temple covers a continent and its portals 
are upon both the seas. Oneis the dominion over subject people, 
and the rule over vassal states. It is forbidden to us by our Con- 
stitution, by our political principles, by every lesson of our own 
history and of all history. 

The other is the invitation to willing and capable people to 
share with us our freedom, our self-government, our equality, our 
education, and the transcendent sweets of civil and religious lib- 
erty. In that path we have never yet known failure. Let us 
tread it, if need be, without fear and without flinching. Let us, 
if need be, take some risks in the holy cause of liberty. Let the 
light which illumines the continent shine also upon the sea. 

Mr. President, the wise man in that sublimest of poems, the 
Book of Ecclesiastes, describes to us the decay of human strength 
and hope in old age. He tells us that the keepers of the house 
shall tremble;” that ‘‘the grasshopper shall a burden, and 
desire shall fail;” they shall be afraid of that which is high, 
and fears shall be in the way.” This applies also with a still 
more terrible and emphatic significance to the disease and decline 
of states. The country that hath no growth in it hath no hope in 
it. That people that loses its courage loses with it everything else 
that is worth haying. 

We have made in the past acquisitions and additions into our 
empire to which that of the Hawaiian Islands is but as a drop in 
a bucket—is but as the dust that hangs upon the scales, e 
have never been afraid to venture our ship of state upon any voy- 
age orin any sea. 

We sailed wherever ship could sail; 
We founded many a mighty state; 
Pray God our greatness may vot fail 
ugh crayen fearsof being great. 

I think we can find no safer guide than the chart of our own 
experience. What has been good for us in the past will be good 
for us again in the future. 

Some of our passengers will always be seasick. There will 
never to them be blue in the sky, or freshness in the gale, or light 
in the horizon, or hope in the heart. Our brave young country, 
especially in this Fourth of July season, will not look for its 
leadership to such counselors. e have never from the begin- 
ning looked to such counselors. Our New England prophet and 
poet has struck for every American heart the note which belongs 
to the season and the opportunity: 

O tenderly the haughty da 
Fills his blue urn with fire; 

One morn is in the mighty heaven, 
And one in our desire. 

Mr. President, it is not distance; itis notnumbers; itis not vast 
space by sea or land; it is not hostile or rival nations that we have 
at this time to dread. It is a departure from American princi- 
ples. It is the temptation to substitute for our fundamental law 
of political equality and our fundamental rule of political justice 
the dream of empire, the greed of gain, the lust of the flesh, and 
the lust of the eyes, and the pride of life. I would solve this 
problem which is upon us to-day. I would solve the greater and 
more dangerous problem which is upon us in the near future by 
this simple rule: 

We will acquire no territory; we will annex no people; we will 
aspire to no empire or dominion, except where we can reasonably 
eyes that the people we acquire will, in due time and on suit- 
able conditions, be annexed to the United States as an equal part 
of a self-governing Republic. 

Mr. LINDSAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Kentucky kindly promised 
to yield to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. President, I wish only to recite very 
briefly one or two historical incidents that will illustrate some 
things the Senator from Massachusetts has just been saying. We 
are not altogether without instruction in precedents in some of 
these matters. 

I was interested to read the other day a joint resolution passed 
by Congress January 15, 1811, to this effect: 

Taking into view the peculiar situation of Spain, and of her American 
provinces; and considering the influence which the destiny of the territory 
adjoining the southern border of the United States may have upon their se- 
curity, tranquillity, and commerce— 

That is, of the territory— 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the United 
States, under the peculiar circumstances of the existing crisis, can not, with- 
out serious inquietude, see any part of the said territory pass into the ds 
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of foreign power; and that a due regard to their own safety com 
them to provide, under certain contingencies, for the temporary Bar| 
of the territory— 

Meaning Florida— 

They at the same time declare that the said territory shall, in their hands, 
remain subject to future negotiation. 

Nobody must take Florida. And here is a more significant 
statute: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to take possession of and occupy all or any part of the 
territory lying east of the River Perdido and south of the State of 
and the Mississippi Territory, in case an arrangement has been or shall 
made with the local authority of the said terri for delivering up the 
possession of the same or any part thereof to the United States, or in the 
event of an attempt to occupy the said territory or any thereof by any 
foreign government; and he may, for the purpose of r m and 
occupying the territory aforesaid and in order to maintain therein the au- 
thority of the United States, employ any part of the Army and Navy, etc. 

And it is further enacted that the President may establish some 
form of government for the territory east of the River Perdido, 

In the act of February 12, 1812, Congress proceeded to authorize 
him * to occupy and hold all that tract of country called West 
Florida, which lies west of the River Perdido, not now in posses- 
sion of the United States.” Thus by two successive acts the Pres- 
ident was also authorized in his discretion to take possession of 
this territory, the whole of Florida, for which he had made no 
treat, 2 


F- ; 
The territory was acquired by treaty in 1819. Between that 
and 1822 the President governed it pretty much as he pleased. 


But here is a significant act, the act of March 30, 1822, declaring | the 
that the executive power of all this territory which we had ac- | ture 


quired should be vested in a governor holding for the term of three 
years, commanding the militia, ex officio superintendent of Indian 
affairs, with power to grant pardons for local offenses and re- 
prieves for those against the United States; and that a secretary 
should be appointed for four years. Here is the way in which we 
governed this territory: 

That the legislative power shall be vested in the governor and in thirteen 
of the most fit and discreet persons of the territory, to be called the legis- 
lative council, who shall be appointed annually by the President of the 
United States by and with the consent of the Senate. 

There was no popular election there. 

And it was further provided the governor, “by and with the 
advice of the legislative council, or a majority of them, shall have 
power to alter, modify, or repeal the laws which may be in force 
at the commencement of this act. Their legislative powers shall 
also extend to all the rightful subjects of legislation.” It was, of 
course, provided that such A BOER must be in harmony with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States. The right to 
govern a land acquired by seizure, upon which were persons of 
various races and religions, by a central power, without the con- 
sent of the people, was demonstrated. Of course it was only for 
temporary purposes. That is clearly set forth in these acts con- 
onig Florida. : 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— b 

Mr. BACON. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky will pardon me a 
moment—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. When the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] took the floor, the Senator from Maine . HALE] said he 
thought he was entitled to a better audience than was then pres- 
ent among the Senators, and for that reason he suggested the want 
of a quorum. I think I can bear testimony to the fact that on our 
side the Senator from Massachusetts had a full and a patient hear- 
ing. We desire that the Senator from Kentucky shall have an 
equally full and patient hearing from the other side of the Cham- 
ber. I think it is nothing but fair that they should giveit. I 
therefore suggest the want of a quorum. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secretary will call the roll. i 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
gwered to their names: 


Alle Da Hoar, Pettus. 
Alisa Deos, — Shi 
Raker, Fairbanks, „ Spooner, 
Bates à M Enery Sul 

8 athe ‘cEnery, 
Burro WS, 3 ills, Teller, | 
Clark, Gear, organ, Turley, 
ee Morrill, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Nelson, 
Cullom, H Pasco, 
Daniel Heitfeld, Perkins, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
totheir names. A quorum is present, The Senator from Ken- 
tacky will proceni 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, if the protraction of this de- 
bate had resulted in no other good, the ahmed te: been more 
than compensated by the patriotic speech which just been de- 
livered by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
In some respects it is a most remarkable speech, It is in the na- 


ture of a poetical apology for an act about to be committed, 
which, if it be not unconstitutional, is at least extraconstitu- 
tional, and a patriotic protest against an un-American policy 
intended to be inaugurated by the adoption of this joint resolution. 
agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that the annexa- 
tion of Hawaii of itself doesnot import imperialism. Igo further 
than theSenator from Massachusetts. The annexation of Cuba, 
the annexation of Puerto Rico, the rounding out of our posses- 
sions on the south, and the securing of a strategic position in the 
Pacific, would be in consonance with the destiny of this country 
and perfectly consistent with confining our domain to the conti- 
nent of North America, if the proposition came under different 
circumstances, at a different time, and was being advocated in a 
e yeh Quine Adams om 
t was said by Jo! incy seventy-five yearsago, = 
ing of Cuba and Puerto Rico: 
These islands, from their local 
Meath Aaveriont continents aml Ä 
shores, from a multitude of considerations has become an object of tran- 
scendent im ce to the commercial and political interests of our Union. 
Its comman: position with reference to the Gulf of Mexico and the West 
India seas; the character of its population; itssituation midway between our 
southern coast and the island of San Domingo; its safe and capacious harbor 


of the Havana, fronting a long line of our shores destitute of the same ad- 


vantage; the nature of its productions and of its wants, furnishing the sup- 


and needing the returns of a commerce immensely profitable and mu- 


plies t 

tually beneficial, give it an im ce in the sum of our national interests 
with which that of no other foreign territory can be 5 and little 
inferior to that which binds the different members of this Union together. 

Such, indeed, are, between the interests of that island and of this country, 

geographical, commercial, moral, and political relations formed by na- 

s ing, in thə process of time, and even shel ere to maturity., 

tothe probable course of events for the short period 

of half a century, it is scarcely ible to resist the conviction that the an- 

nexation of Cuba to our Fed Republic will be indispensable to the contin- 
uance and integrity of the Union itself. 

Mr. President, with all these considerations in fayor of the an- 
nexation of Cuba, no Senator can say, no right-thinking man can 
believe, that it would be either proper or generous or honest for us 
to conduct this war with Spain for the purpose of securing the 
annexation of this most desirable island. 

As was said by the Senator from Massachusetts, we declared on 
the 20th of April— 

That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to 


exercise sovereignty. jurisdiction, or control over said island except for the 
tion thereof, and asserts its determina’ lished 


when that is accomp) 
to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

I would have more confidence in the faithful carrying out of 
that declaration if the resolutions had been adopted as they stood 
before that declaration was incorporated. The resolutions, as 
they stood when the amendment to that effect was offered and 
accepted, recognized the fact that the people of Cuba, in an organ- 
ized revoluti capacity, were then gling to secure their 
independence, and that declaration with such recognition was ab- 
solutely consistent; but when the Congress of the United States 
turned its back upon the organized struggle of the Cuban people 
and entered upon the work of first freeing the Island of Cuba and 
then pacifying the Cubans, we entered upon the work of erectin 
a government which will owe its existence to American force an 
American influence, a government which, when erected, will be 
ready to do that which is being done to-day by a government simi- 
larly created in Hawaii. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has heard no suggestion since 
this debate commenced of an intention to annex the Island. of 
Cuba. The argument thus far has been made by those who oppose 
the annexation of Hawaii under existing conditions and by the 
processes being resorted to. Buta Senator on the other side of the 
Chamber since this discussion commenced has boldly avowed that 
he is in favor not only of the annexation of Hawaii, but, in the 
5 Sepang declaration of the 20th of April, of the annexation of 

Mr. HOAR. It is as e that the sentence to which 
the Senator alludes should not be misunderstood, It was uttered 
by myself before the war resolutions pae 

Mr. LINDSAY. The fact nevertheless remains that since this 
debate has been going on and since this declaration has been sol- 
emnly made by both Houses of Congress the friends of Hawaiian 
annexation do not hesitate to express themselyes in favor of the 
speeđy annexation of Cuba. 

I do not 8 the annexation of Cuba. I believe the island 
would be a desirable acquisition. I believe in the fullness of time 
pia will 8 a part of 75 nen 5 a I do mon 
solemnly protest against any policy which, during the progress o 

is war, or until after its results shall have been fully accom- 
plished, looks to a violation of the declaration that Cuba, being 
freed and pacified, its people will be left to work out their own 


destiny. 
Is it a fact that absolute silence up to this time has prevailed on 
the other side of the Chamber because Senators are not willing to 


disclaim, as the Senator from Massachusetts has disclaimed, an 
idea of looking beyond the islands of Hawaii to the greater islands £ 
of the Asiatic seas and of appropriating permanently territory 
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which never can be Americanized? Is it a fact that, in order to 
-conceal from or to keep the people in doubt as to the purpose of 
this most unusual ing we are considering to-day, silence 
prevails with those who owe it to the American people to speak? 

8 have been made to prove that the Government of 
the United States has power under the Constitution to acquire 
additional territory, and that the acquisition of the islands of 
Hawaii is not beyond the constitutional power of the American 
Republic. No one has disputed the existence of that power no 
one has argued against the right of the Government to exercise 
that power. The objections made to the joint resolution rest upon 
an entirely different basis, and that basis the other side thus far 
has declined to discuss, and the eminent Senator from Massachu- 
setts utterly failed to allude to it. 

Where does the power reside in the American Republic to an- 
nex outlying territory? Is it in the President? Is it in the Con- 

of the United States, or is it in the President acting in con- 
junction with the Senate in the exercise of the treaty-making 

Wer? 

Poe have heard much about the iftherent powers of the Federal 
Government. I have never been able to give my assent to the 
doctrine of inherent Federal powers. Powerful as this Govern- 
ment may be, unlimited as may be its authority within the grants 
of the Constitution, it has no power independent of the Constitu- 
tion—no power self-existent, to be exercised independently of a 
constitutional grant, express or implied. 

Up to the time the address was made by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, I sw d we were to be allowed to treat the report of 
the majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations as the only 
argument deemed necessary to be submitted to this Senate. That 

ort is an extraordinary document. Deductions are drawn 
which the facts by no means warrant. Quoting the act under 
which Texas was admitted—the preliminary act, I mean—this 
report says: 

i precedent that Congress has 
0 3 aeh the United State: 
either by assenting to a treaty of annexation or by agreeing to articles o 
annexation or by act of Congress based upon the consent of such foreign 
Government obtained in any authentic way. 

The last of these propositions covers the whole scope of the prece- 
dent made by the annexation of Texas. There is nothing in that 
precedent which can be construed to support the doctrine that 
the Congress of the United States is a treaty-making body. The 
admission of Texas rested upon the idea that the people of Texas, 
having indicated their desire that the Republic of Texas should 
be admitted into the Union as a sovereign State, the Congress of 
the United States, under the express grant of er to admit new 
States into the Union, had the power by a joint resolution to ad- 
mit Texas. It was the exercise of a doubtful power. 

Many of the most distinguished constitutional lawyers in the 
country believed that the joint resolution was beyond the consti- 
tutional grant, but with all the moral inducements to the admis- 
sion of Texas into the Union, Congress admitted it not as mere 
territory, but as a sovereign State, upon terms of equality with the 
States then in the Union. This much this precedent establishes. 
It does not go a single step beyond the admission of an organized 
Republic as a State under the express grant of power by the Con- 
stitution to the ess to admit new States. 

We may acquire foreign territory, but we must acquire it in ac- 
cordance with the limitations of our own Constitution; andif wedo 
not deem it necessary to consult the people of that foreign terri- 
tory, if we intend to treat the government of that foreign territory 
as authorized to speak for the people, then we must see that that 
government keeps within the constitutional limitations upon its 
own powers. 2 

What do we propose todo? We do not propose to annex Hawaii. 
The term “annexation” has no proper or legitimate application to 
the proposition contained in this joint resolution. we are 
about to do is not authorized by the constitution of Hawaii. Itis 
in conflict with that constitution; and if we accept the proposed 
cession we will accept a title which, if not void upon its face, is of 
such doubtful validity that no lawyer would advise its acceptance 
in a mere business transaction. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] said the other day, 
that we can enter upon the possession of territory; we can assume 
the right to govern the people of Hawaii, and no power on earth 
can successfully question our right to maintain our Joncion and 
authority. That is true; but that is the logic of force; it is the 
ethics of the strong as against the weak. 

We have had the constitution of Hawaii pointed out to us asa 
shining example of the justice and wisdom and statesmanship of 
those who control the affairs of that Government. Let us see 
what that constitution provides: 

The Presid with th 

e ent, witi oa val of the cabinet, shall have the 
= treaties with foreign governments, Apem to the ratification of the 


That is the general treaty-making power. 


The President, with the approval of the cabinet, is hereby expressly au- 


thorized and empowered to make a trea‘ 


of political or commercial union 
between the Republic of Hawaii and the United States of America, subject 
to the ratification of the Senate. 


The President shall not be bound to follow the advice of the cabinet, ex- 
cept in the instances where, by this constitution, the approval of the cabinet 
is required as a prerequisite for his action. 

In the exercise of this special and extraordinary power the con- 
stitution provides that the President of Hawaii, with the advice 
of his cabinet, may negotiate a treaty of commercial or political 
union between the Republic of Hawaii and the United States, sub- 
ject to the ratification of the Hawaiian Senate. I have read every 
paper submitted by the Committee on ee Relations; I have 
examined the messages of the Presidents; I have examined the 
arguments made by the agent of the Hawaiian Government, 
printed in full in this report, and there is not an intimation any- 
where that this treaty was negotiated by and with the approval 
of the Hawaiian cabinet. 

So anxious have been the annexationists to bring about this ab- 
sorption—and I use the term advisedly—of the territory of the 
Hawaiian Islands that they have not felt called to say to the Sen- 
ate of the United States that the cabinet of Hawaii, whose approval 
was indispensable, has ever given its advice or consent to this 
treaty. I take it as a matter of course it has, because the cabinet 
is the mere creature of a government that was created in order to 
force the islands into the American Republic; but it does seem 
that a decent respect for the rules of common procedure would 
have indicated to these gentlemen that they should somewhere 
say that it is a fact that when the President of Hawaii entered 
upon this negotiation he had the approval of the cabinet, without 
which he had no authority to act. 

What sort of a union, with the advice and consent of his cabi- 
net, had the President the power to negotiate and the Senate the 
right to confirm or approve? A commercial union or a political 
union between tworepublics. If it had been a commercial union 
which was negotiated, Hawaii as a republic would have continued 
to exist notwi its complete consummation. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from Kentucky, 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Witson in the chair). The 
Senator from Nebraska suggests the absence of a quorum, The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Deboe, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Allison, dsay, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, Ñ Proctor, 
Baker, mlkner, M de, Shoup, 
Bate, Foraker, 3 oe 
Burrows, e, McLaurin, Stewart, 
Caffery, r, ory, Sullivan, 
Cannon, Gear, D, Teller, 
Clark, Hale, Mitchell, ‘Thurston, 
Clay, Hanna, Money, Turley, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, rgan, Turple, 
Cullom, esi, a —— 
Daniel, 0 elson, ilson. 
Davis, 3 Penrose, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. LINDSAY, I hope that my friend will not again suggest 
the absence of a quorum. Senators having made up their minds 
that this great wrong shall be done, neither care to listen nor ex- 
pect to act upon anything that may be said in contravention of 
their preconceived judgments. 

I will go back to the proposition I had under consideration 
pra s oe President and oo of the Republic of Hawaii 

o consent to the incorporation of the territory of those islan 
into the domain of the United States. Zi AEM 


The President, with the approval of the cabin ] 
authorized and empowered to make a trea‘ pierre lr Be ro 


between the Republic of Hawaii and i 
op beget ste pu rep A 5 and the United States of America, subject 


Is it proposed that there shall be a union between the two Re- 
publics, either a commercial union or a paoa union, or is it 
proposed that one of the Republics shall be literally and absolutely 
5 the e nd earth? The sie rach of the United 

, when he submi 0 ding trea’ June, did n 
misunderstand its character. 75 z ; ái 

He then said that the treaty had been unanimously ratified 
without amendment by the Senate and President of the Republic 
of Hawaii on the 10th of September last, and that it only awaited 
the favorable action of the American Senate to effect—what? A 
oo union between the two Republics? A commercial union 

tween the two Republics? No, 


It only awaits the favorable action of the American Senate to effect th 
completo absorption of the Hawaiian Islands into the domain of the United 


Nota union with this Republic, but “the complete absorption 
of the islands into the domain of the United States.” 
The preamble to the joint resolutions shows that no attention 
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was intended to be paid to the provision of the Hawaiian constitu- 
tion authorizing the negotiation of a political union between the 
two countries, It reads: 

Whereas the Government of the Republic of Hawaii ha , in due form, 
si — its 8 in the manner 8 by its constitution, to cede ab- 
solutely and without reserve to the United States of America all rights of 
sovereignty of whatsoever kind in and over the Hawaiian Islands and their 
dependencies, and to cede and transfer to the United States the absolute 
fee and ownership of all public, Government, or Crown lands, public build- 
ings or edifices, ports, harbors, military e and all other public 

roperty of every kind and description peers to the Government of the 
Hawaiian Islands, together with every right and appurtenance thereunto 
appertaining. 


I call u Senators who favor the joint resolution to show 
where in the Hawaiian constitution, by direction or indirection, 
the Government of the Hawaiian Republic is authorized to cede 
the sovereignty of that Republic to the United States. There is 
not a line in that constitution, there is not a word in that constitu- 
tion, there is not an intimation in that constitution which looks 
to any such cession as that. Negotiate a union. Union“ as 
applied to the American Government has a well-known signi- 
fication. Whatever country negotiates a union with the United 
States negotiates the union of another State to those which al- 
ready constitute the confederated Republic of the United States, 

That is what the term “union” means primarily, politically, 
and necessarily, when applied to a treaty of union with the United 
States. The President of Hawaii has the right to negotiate a com- 
mercial union, In negotiating that commercial union he has no 
right to cede away the sovereignty of the Republic. He has the 
right to negotiate a political union upon precisely the same terms 
and under precisely the same grant authorizing the treaty for the 
e union. The pty Poke ty goes far beyond the 
power of the Government of Hawaii, just as the attempt here to 
resis that treaty by joint resolution goes beyond the power of 
the 


mgress of the United States. 
When this joint resolution shall be ed and approved by the 


President, it will not operate in the islands of Hawaii of its own 


force or vigor. A law of the Congress of the United States can 
have no extraterritorial effect. Therefore, when the joint resolu- 
tion shall have been passed and soor it will amount to more 
than an offer by the Congress of the United States to accept Ha- 
waii and its sovereignty, its territory, and its property, upon the 
terms indicated. = s 

It is said by a journal supposed to speak by authority, the Even- 
ing Mail and Express, that— 

Recent developments in the Senate show that annexation can be effected 
either by adopting the Newlands resolution or by ratifying the treaty as 
was first pro; . The friends of Hawaii have enough votes to carry either 
PFFFVFFFFVVCVCCCCCCCCCC by TEASA 
thee bas cipher dignified process specifically prescribed by the Constitution. 

Omitting the sentimental argument in favor of annexation, the 
editor continues: 

hands of na mmittee on Foreign Affairs 
prate Srg ratified by the Legislature 1 Hawaii, and its ratification 
by the Senate would make annexation a reality. There would be nothing 
more to do aside from taking formal possession of the islands. On the other 
hand, if the Newlands resolution is adopted by our Senate, it will have to 
be approved by the Hawaiian Legislature before it can acquire the force of 
law. This course would involve a delay. 

Mr. CAFFERY. From what paper is the Senator reading? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Mail an ress, a paper which is gen- 
erally understood to come as near speaking by authority as any 
other of the great metropolitan journals of the country. When 
the joint resolution shall be adopted and approved, annexation 
will not be consummated. The proposition will have to be sub- 
mitted to the Hawaiian Legislature and accepted by the Hawaiian 
Legislature. 

ow, where does the Hawaiian Legislature get the right, where 
does the Hawaiian Legislature obtain authority, to cede to another 
wer the territory and property of the Hawaiian Republic, with 
its sovereignty and 5 of its nationality? The Ha- 
waiian constitution will be searched in vain to find any shadow 
of authority in the Hawaiian Legislature to extinguish the sover- 
eignty of the Hawaiian Republic. It has no such right outside 
of the Hawaiian constitution. No such authority can be found 
anywhere in the constitution. 
his editor of the Mail and Express says further: 

It must, therefore, be clear to the opponents as well as to the supporters 
of the project that it should be consummated by the regular, fo „ aN 
dignified precess specifically prescribed by the Constitution. 

That is, the treaty, negotiated by the treaty-making power, 
which a year ago the President submitted to the Senate for its 
ratification or rejection, should be taken up and ratified, and, 
with the dignity becoming the gravity of the proposition, Hawaii 
should be brought into the United States een this regular, 
dignified, and constitutional method. Now, if by treaty is the 
regular way, if through treaty is the dignified course, if By trenky 
is the constitutional method, it follows that to substitute joint 
res for the treaty is not dignified, usual, regular, or con- 

onal, 


In conclusion, the Mail and Express says: 

In view of these conditions we submit that the wise and patriotic thing for 
the Senate to dois to abandon the Newlands resolution and substitute the 
treaty inplaceof it. Annexation isa 5 The sooner it is effected the 
better, e needs of the nation demand that it shall be accomplished with 
the least ible delay, and we believe we have demonstrated that the speed- 
jest way is fortunately also the more orderly and dignified. 

It is a peculiar fact that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
has never given the Senate an opportunity to ratify the treaty. 
In the face of the statement made 45 — newspaper that there is 
a constitutional majority in favor of the ratification of the treaty, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations turns its back upon the treaty, 
disregards the recommendation of the President, and insists that 
Hawaii shall be annexed, if at all, by this unusual, this irregular, 
this undignified method of joint resolution, which many believe 
to be beyond the constitutional power of Congress, 

These joint resolutions look to the abandonment of American 
precedents and American traditions and indicate a disposition to 
substitute the unauthorized exercise of power for regular obedi- 
ence to constitutional grants. 5 

The great paper read in the hearing of the Senate on 3 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] contains this language: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, 
that 28 are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure 
these rights, vernments are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed. ' 

I read, in connection with this extract from that great Ameri- 
can paper, an extract from the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ask the public to compare the 
two from an American standpoint: 

The D pec to annexation that is based upon the civil rights of the Ka- 
nakas divides itself into two repugnant ts—the first being that annexation 
forces upon them a new government without their consent, the second being 
that they are not fit for citizenship in the United States. If the latter prop- 
osition is true, we will give them a better omnea than they can create 
or conduct for themselves. The injury f: upon us, and not upon them, if 
ye allenic into the body of our citize: p and compel them to accept 

To secure the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness 
governments are instituted among men deriving their just powers 
from the consent of the governed; but if looking around the uni- 
verse we find a people who are not capable of administering goy- 
ernment upon the high plane we have reached, it is legitimate 
that we shall force those people into the American Repnblic and 
compal them to accept the blessings we choose to thrust upon 
them. 

This is a clear departure from American traditions. This is the 
open abandonment of American precedents, This is in keepin 
with the attempt to do in an irregular, unusual, undignified, an 
unconstitutional way that which, if done at all, should be done 
with the strictest regard to enlightened public opinion and in 
strict obedience to constitutional limitation. 

Defending this avowed intention to force the blessings of citi- 
zenship upon the unwilling Kanakas, and in answer to the argu- 
ment that they are not fit persons of whom to make American 
citizens, this paper p to say: 

We have more than 12,000,000 of n and Indians in the United States who 
are not unfit for citizenship; yet, if every office in the Federal Government, 
including the executive, le tive, and judicial 8 was filled with 
the best men from those races, they could not conduct the Government for a 
year in a proper, constitutional way. 

We have 12,000,000 le of African and Indian descent who are 
not unfit for citizenship, but who, in the opinion of the committee, 
could not furnish good men enough to administer this Government 
successfully during the short period of one year. Having these 
12,000,000, the N is that we can not be much worsted by 
bringing in 100,000 more. 

Mr. President, at the beginning of this century we probably did 
not have more than 6,000,000 people entitled to the right of citi- 
zenship in this great Republic. Those 6,000,000 furnished men 
enough to fill all the offices of the Government and to administer 
it with dignity and success. Weare now told that we have double 
that population which can not furnish good men and intelligent 
men enough to administer the Government for the period of one 

ear. Whether this statement was intended to be an argument 
in favor of increasing the number by bringing in the Hawaiian 
people, or whether it was intended to justify or excuse the resort 
to extraordinary processes for controlling elections in some of the 
States during the last thirty years, I am unable to say. 

If we have 12,000,000 people confined to one section of our coun- 
try and outnumbering the whites in two or three States, who ex- 
ercise the right of citizenship but are unfit to hold office, is it any 
wonder that methods have been resorted to to prevent those peo- 
ple from obtaining control of State governments, which can not 
be defended, but which may be condoned upon the idea that 
those people are not fit to exercise the powers and functions of 
public officers? 

Did this committee mean to say that all of the lawlessness of 
the South looking toward the preservation of the State govern- 
ments from negro domination was to be excused because these 
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people are unfit to govern? Or did they mean to say that the 
mos 5 8 class of people we have the better our Government is 

e ? 

Who make this attack upon 12,000,000 of the people of the 
United States? Who signed this remarkable arraignment of 
12,000,000 of the people of the United States? C. K. Davis, a Sen- 
ator from Minnesota; WILLIAM P, FRYE, a Senator from Maine; 
S. M. CuLtom, a Senator from Illinois; H. C. LODGE, a Senator 
from Massachusetts; J. B. ForRAKER, of Ohio; CLARENCE G. 
CLARK, of Wyoming. One Southern Senator alone joins in this 
A the senior Senator from the State of Alabama [Mr. 

ORGAN]. 

Task 5 friend from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] what he thinks 
of these 12,000,000 people, ninety-nine out of a hundred of whom 
belong to his party, who have not intelligence enough according 
to this report, or patriotism enough according to this report, or 
morality enough according to this report to furnish officers to run 
this Government during the short period of one year? 

If six Southern Senators had gone to the country on such a pa- 
per as this, if six Southern Senators had made this attack upon 
12,000,000 of our le, a cry of indignation would have gone up 
from the other side of the Chamber, and the statement would have 
been denounced as a slander upon a race of people who, whatever 
may have been their misfortunes and disadvantages in the past, 
now claim to have raised themselves to the level of the average 
American citizen. : 

My friend the senior Senator from Massachusetts said that his 
objection to the pending proposition was the line of argument by 
which it was maintained. I ask my friend if this particular ar- 
gument commends itself to him more than those to which he took 
special exception? The report of the federal relations commit- 
tee says that— 

The constitution of Hawaii provides a plan for annexation to the United 
States by the Government without a referendum to the people. That pur- 
pose, according to that plan, has been execated on the part of Hawaii. It 
can not be within the the constitutional power of the Government of Hawaii 
to undo that lawful act, and refer the decision of the question of annexation 
to the people, whose vote upon it under any circumstances is not provided 
for in the constitution. 

To all that I agree; but is it any less objectionable that we shall 
turn aside from the treaty proposed ii the Hawaiian Government 
and by an adoption of these joint resolutions send the IBY etna 
back to be accepted by the Legislature of Hawaii, which has no 
more authority under the constitution of that Republic to vote 
upon such a proposition than haye the people of Hawaii? 

Says our committee: 

If a requirement should be made by the United States of a plebiscite to 
determine the question of annexation, it would work a revolution in Hawaii 
which would abolish its constitution. 

To submit the question of annexation to the Legislature of 
Hawaii will just as much work a revolution and just as much 
abolish the constitution of Hawaii. Our committee looks with 
abhorrence upon a suggestion to consult the people, but with sen- 
timental admiration upon a proposition to abolish the constitu- 
tion of Hawaii by submitting the question to the Legislature of 
that country. 

When a special power is created and the manner of its execu- 
tion is prescribed, all the law books teach that the manner of the 
execution is equally important with the scope of the power. The 
grant of power to the President and the Senate of Hawaii tonego- 
tiate a permanent political union with the Republic of the United 
States was the grant of a special and extraordinary power. The 
prescription of the manner in which that power should be exe- 
cuted is equivalent to the declaration that any other manner of 
its execution shall be deemed unauthorized by that constitution. 

Ours isa Government of enumerated powers. The enumera- 
tion of the granted powers excludes the idea that powers not 
granted exist. We may talk about implied powers, we may talk 
about incidental powers, but every power that is implied and 
every power that is treated as an incidental power grows out of a 
power expressly granted. 

The Government of the United States is one of enumerated powers, the 
National Constitution being the instrument which specifies them, and in 
which authority should be found for the exercise of any power which the 
National Government assumes to possess. In this respect it differs from the 
constitutions of the several States, which are not grants of powers to the 
States, but which apportion and impose restrictions upon the powers which 
the States inherently possess.—Cooley's Constitutional Limitations, page 9. 

In the case of Marin vs. Hunter's Lessee (1 Wheaton, 326), Chief 
Justice Marshall laid down the rule as follows: 

The Government of the United States can claim no powers which are not 
granted to it by the Constitution; and the powers actually granted must be 
such as are expressly given, or given by necessary implication. 

The right to acquire territory is not expressly granted. Great 
constitutional lawyers like Jefferson doubted, and other poet con- 
stitutional lawyers denied, its existence. The practice of the Gov- 
ernment has decided the question in favor of the existence of the 
power, as an incident to powers expressly granted. It is not an 
inherent power. When we came to form the more pertant union, 


when we came to declare the bond of union, and to set out the 


grants of power, we fixed, bounded, prescribed, and granted all 
the powers the Federal Government was intended to possess. It 
exercises no power inherently; it exercises no power because it is 
an incident to government; but it exercises each power because 
the Constitution authorizes its exercise. 

The Constitution nowhere expressly declares that we shall haye 
the right to annex outlying territory, but great statesmen, great 


constitutional lawyers, have deduced the power from powers that 
are expressly granted. The power to make treaties is a general 
power to make treaties, and it is argued that we may make any- 
thing the subject of treaty which is not prohibited by some pro- 
vision of the Constitution. The power to make war is expressly 
granted, and the power to make war carries with it the power to 
prosecute war to its legitimate conclusion, War involves the 
power of conquest, and at the end of the war the effect of a con- 
quest is to be determined by the victorious nation. 

Up to this time the extent and the character of our conquests 
have been determined by the exercise of the treaty-making power 
in the restoration of peace. 

Except in one instance, every foot of outlying territory we now 
hold was acquired through the exercise of the treaty-making 
phd Texas was admitted as a State by act of Congress, but 

exas was not annexed in the sense of absorption by act of Con- 
gress. Nobody then supposed that it could be. 

There seems to be a modern idea that the power of conquest is 
not only unlimited, but that our modern policy of conquest is, 
that whatever we forcibly take from our enemy we are under all 
circumstances to keep after it has been taken. If it has not been 
said upon the floor of the Senate, it is one of the favorite argu- 
ments of those who look for indefinite territorial expansion; that 
wherever the flag of this country is once put afloat through our 
power of ee it is never to be taken down. 

One of the favorite attacks upon Commissioner Blount was 
that under authority from the President he ordered our flag to be 
taken down from the public buildings in Hawaii. Mr. President, 
the highest honor we can do the flag of our country is to see that 
it always represents justice, morality, and generosity as well as 
power, and that it be kept nowhere that it does not float con- 
sistently with national honor and international integrity. The 
flag of the United States once waved over the halls of the Monte- 
zumas, but when Mexico and the United States terminated hos- 
tilities by treaty, the emblem of the American power was with- 
drawn from the soil of our sister Republic, 

When this unhappy war with Spain shall end, it will be bya treaty; 
and we will not enter upon that treaty with the idea that every- 
thing that we may have seized is to be kept without regard to any 
interest exceptourown. We will treat with Spain upon the basis 
of national honor; we will consult the public conscience as well 
as the public interest, and when we shall strike hands again with 
Spain as a friendly power that country will have no ground to say 
that we have dealt with her as the ungenerous giant deals with 
the helpless pigmy who can not resist. 

_ There are two ways of acquiring territory under the Constitu- 
tion. One by treaty, the other by conquest; and a treaty always 
ee a conquest unless the conquered power be utterly over- 

own. 

For a hundred years we have construed the Constitution to 
mean that we may acquire territory by conquest as an incident to 
the war-making power, and that we may acquire territory by treaty 
as an incident to the treaty-making power, but to-day we are 
setting up the new theory that where we can not conquer because 
we have no ground for war, and where we can not treat because 
the constitutional majority of the Senate will not consent to a 
treaty, we may substitute a joint resolution of Congress for a con- 
stitutional treaty or for a lawful conquest. 

A year or two ago we were discussing the great question 
whether we would enter into a treaty with Great Britain, pro- 
viding that hereafter when disputes arose between us, and negotia- 
tion and diplomacy had been exhausted, we would submit the 
matter in dispute to a board of arbitration, for which permanent 

rovision was to be made, All the Senators said they hvad ar- 

itration, all said they were op to war and loved peace and 
were willing to take any constitutional steps in the direction of 
peace, but Senators who are now anxious and willing to abdicate 
the Senatorial power of participating in the treaty-making power 
were then opposed to the proposition under consideration use 
it involved, in their opinion, the surrender of the treaty-making 
power by the Senate. 

If the right of the Senate to participate in making treaties was 
a sacred right a year ago, it is none the less sacred to-day; and 
while Senators may have to submit to seeing this body shorn of 
one of its dignified and most important attributes in obedience to 
the supposed will of the majority, it is none the less the duty of 
Senators who do not agree with the majority to protest against 
any such surrender. Since the formation of the Government the 
Senate has exercised its right to determine what shall or shall not 
be a treaty, and it does not speak well for our progress that at the 
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end of more than one hundred years the Senate is now proposing 
to abdicate that power and to share its exercise with a body to 
which the Constitution did not intrust it. 

The editor of the Mail and Express says that the Senate can 
ratify the treaty; that when the treaty is ratified and notices are 
exchanged, the Constitution, by virtue of the treaty, will at once 
extend its beneficent provisions over the Islands of Hawaii; but if 
we this joint resolution upon the false assumption that a 
cession has been made or offered, then that the Legislature of 
Hawaii must usurp a like power with that the American Congress 
has usurped, and accept and approve the act of Congress, and in 
doing so, in the language of the report of the Committee on For- 
sign Relations, overturn the constitution of the Hawaiian Repub- 


0. 
Mr. President, if we can acquire foreign territory; if we can 
acquire possession of and dominion over the Hawaiian Islands 
an unauthorized exercise of legislative power, and if we aro 
ready to extend our possessions and our dominion whenever we 
choose by irresistible force, then we have become a nation which 
not only has ceased to be governed by international law, but has 
ceased to regard its own organic law, 

We are making war to free Cuba, yet Senators are avowing 


their expectation that Cuba will be annexed to the United States, Bli 


We are avowing our intention to annex the Hawaiian Islands by 
an extraconstitutional expedient. We do not seem to realize that 
we may create the belief in other nations that we have lost all 
idea of self-restraint, are controlled only by our own interest, and 
can only be kept in check by forces we can not overcome. 

What will be the effect of this? We talk about the Monroe 
doctrine, and say that European nations shall not establish their 
institutions on 
if we shall excite the belief that we intend to substitute ourselves 


for the European powers, against whom we to protect 
this continent, and to absorb territory ing to our interest 
and in defiance of our past policies and itions, how long 
will it be before our sister American ublics will look upon us 


with more of fear, and with juster grounds for fear, than they look 
upon the monarchial governments on the other side of the Atlan- 
tic? Why shall we protect unless we ose also to restrain our 
ownambition? How long will it be before we shall have no friends 
among the American Republics, whom we have been so assiduously 
cultivating during the past thirty years? In what direction are 
we tending? 

5 ted Press sent out this telegram on the 2d day of 

2 


BERLIN, 2, 1898. 
On the best authority the of the Associated Press here is 
informed that y, France, and Russia have an ding 
relative to the Phili; Islands. It is said that these three powers do not 


intend to interfere actively until hostilities cease, after which they will com- 

bine ent the United States or Great Britain ion of the 

whole ot the Philippine Islands. Whi - 
be similar 


qusstions connected Bae Ee It a certain that Ge 
in T- 
— will then demand a share of the Philippine Lands or other compen- 
sation in the far East. 

We are to be invited to a congress of nations, and we are to be 
expected to sit down and calmly discuss how the territory taken 
from Spain shall be partitioned out among the great powers. No 
such invitation has ever been accepted by the American Republic, 
and so long as we confine our ambition to being the dominant 
power on the American continent and acknowledge the right of 
no other power to intervene with us in the settlement of Ameri- 
can affairs or of our foreign quarrels no such invitation ever will 
be accepted. 

Whenever such an invitation may be extended, the United 
States will, as they ought to do, decline to recognize it, decline to 
sit down with the great powers to t over any such question 
and, if need be, use all the forces with which we have been blessed 
by God and nature to assert our right to stand as the dominant 

wer of the American Continent, not willing to consult with 
oreign powers as to our American policy and strong enough to 
resist any attempt to coerce us into any such consultation. 

If we intend to do this, then do not let it go out to the world 
that we have ceased to be an American Republic pure and simple 
and have entered upon a career of conquest and expansion, to be 
limited only by the complete gratification of the newly awakened 
spirit, which is to-day under the feeling that American 
isolation is inconsistent with national dignity and national power. 

On the American Continent we are invincible. We can reason- 
ably annex Hawaii, and we shall annex Hawaii in good time, but 
we ought to annex it in an orderly, a constitutional, a regular, 
and a dignified way. The time will come when Puerto Rico and 


Cuba be part of the great American ublic, but they, too, 
ought to come at the proper time and in the way, in ac- 
cordance e o fundamental law, and in o ce to Ameri- 
can 


The objection is not that we might not have those countries 
when we can take them consistently with public honor, but that 


those who advocate the immediate absorption of Hawaii show 
themselves willing to disregard constitutional limitations upon the 
Government of Hawaii and constitutional limitations upon the 
Government of the United States and do not disclaim the idea 
that wherever the American flag shall be planted there it is to 
remain until the end of time, regardless of consequences and re- 
gardless of propriety, of justice, or of magnanimity. 

If the speech of the senior Senator from Massachusetts could go 
out as the accepted interpretation of the annexation of Hawaii, as 
the authorized statement of the views and intentions of those who 
desire the annexation of Hawaii, a very grave objection would be 
removed; but no other advocate of annexation has given out any 
such patriotic or conservative utterances, and I shall be agreeabl 
disappointed if anyone else during the a of this debate shall 
ced himself side by side with the Senator from Massachusetts and 

clare that he, too, loves and venerates American precedents and 
that he, too, = to adhere to them, no matter what the con- 


@ quorum in this Chamber, and the quorum has been made up on 
each roll call by Senators who are opposed to this joint resolution 
answering to their names. We come here each day an hour be- 
fore the usual time of meeting in order that a quorum may be 
present; and five times out of six the want of a quorum is owing 
to the absence of those who insist upon an early vote upon this 


e continent of the Americas; but, Mr. President, | resol 


ution. 
Mr, MALLORY, And we did so yesterday, on the Fourth of 


July. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; and it is the same way every day. 

It is said that we obstruct public business, that it is an inde- 
25 tors by debating in extenso a 
8 like this to obstruct public business, and that, in order 

t public business may be carried on with due dispatch, the rules 
of the Senate ought to be changed and cloture ought to be adopted. 

During my five years’ service as a Senator public business has 
not been obstructed, 3 full debate has been had. The 
Wilson bill could have been defeated if the opponents of that bill 
had chosen to defeat it, but they did not; the Dingley bill could 
have been defeated if the opponents of the Dingley bill had chosen 
to defeat it; any of the great appropriation bills might be defeated 
if a minority were to choose to defeat them; the of the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman Act in 1893 could have been de- 
feated if its opponents had chosen to defeat it. 

But these were questions of business; they involved matters in 
which the public had interests; and after they had been fairly and 
fully discussed, the minority yielded, as it always yields in such 
cases, The annexation of Hawaii by joint resolution is not public 
business 55 to 1 of those who are opposing it. It 
is the contrary of public iness. It is an attempt to do that 
which the pare e a shall be done in one of two ways, 
by a method wholly different from either and in conflict with the 


constitutional delegation of power. 
who so e conceive that when they oppose by any 
legitimate means the of this joint resolution they are not 


passage 
opposing public business at all, but are defending, maintaining, 
a supporting the Constitution. 

Suppose a should come over from the other House in the 
nature of a bill of attainder, providing that some public offender 
should, 5 75 the passage of that bill, have his estates forfeited 
and his life taken. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLAY in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. I think there are present very much less than a 
quorum; by actual count, not a fourth ofa quorum. I therefore 
suggest the fact. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll and ascertain if a quo- 


rum is iat 
The etary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Lodge. Shoup, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, McBride, Spooner, 
Bate, Faulkner, M X Sulli 
Berry, MeLe Teller, 
Burrows, „ Mallory, Th 
Caffery, Gear, Martin, Turley, 
Chilton, Hale, Money, ‘Turpie, 
Clark, Morgan, Warren, 
So a io to" 
Cullom, Hoar, Penrose, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pe 1 

Davis, 22 R 

Deboe, dsay, Sew 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, when Iwas interrupted by the 
call for a quornm I was discussing the question whether or not 
in opposing a resolution like this by all reasonable and legitimate 
means those who are opposing it are obstructing public business. 
I was about to say that, suppose a bill should come over from the 
House of Representatives in the nature of a bill of attainder, pro- 
viding that some offender, and a guilty offender at that, should 
forfeit both his life and property without a trial by a court, and 
we were unfortunate enough to have a President who believed 
that a bill of that character might be passed by the two Houses 
of Congress and executed by the Executive, and a majority of the 
Senate were in favor of exercising that extraordinary power, and a 
minority, under the right of free speech, should stand here day 
after day protesting against such an open violation of the Consti- 
tution, how would it appear to have the and the majority 
clamoring for a change of the rules of the te in order that the 
minority, who were 5 the Constitution, might be pre- 
vented from obstructing the order] of public business? 
Suppose an objectionable judge dul be brought before the 
Senate by articles of im ent, and after a , Or, as in this 
case, after an investigation, it was ascertained that the necessary 
two-thirds majority for his conviction could not be obtained, and 
a bill should come over from the House of Representatives remov- 
ing that judge from office, and the minority of the Senate, who 
deteated the conviction, should stand here protesting su 
an open violation of the Constitution, I suppose the clamor might 
be raised that the minority were obstructing public business, 
Now, then, if the treaty-making power is about to be 
by the joint resolution which came over from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and against which more than one-third of the Senate 
stands opposed, can their persistent defense of the Constitution, 
of American precedents, of obedience to American traditions, 
justify the charge that by this faithful adherence they render 
themselves open to the complaint that they are obstructing the 
orderly of public business? 

My friend sitting here at my right [Mr. ELKINS], who was 
spoken of by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] as his 
own grandfather—and who seemed pleased with the relationship— 
says that this joint resolution isa fisher execution of legis 

wer than would be atreaty. Yes, it isa higher execution of 

egislative power than would be the induction of Hawaii into the 
United States by and through a treaty. 

A treaty annexing Hawaii to the United States in accordance 
with the constitution of Hawaii and by and through the methods 
prescribed by the Constitution of the United States would be the 
exercise of a most important governmental power, but it would 
not be the exercise of the highest power that may be conceived of, 
because it would be a power consonant with and created by the 
Constitution of the United States. But to induct the territory of 
Hawaii into the domain of the United States by and through a 
— resolution is the exercise of the yery highest conceivable 

egislative power, because it is the exercise ofa not granted 
the Constitution of the United States, and which, if it exists at 
all, exists in virtue of that higher law about which we heard so 
much thirty-five or forty years ago, the discussion of which re- 
sulted in a civil war which will never be forgotten so long as this 
country shall survive. aS. 8 

Whenever you get above the Constitution you execute the high- 
est possible power, and whenever you do that which the Congress 
has no power to do you execute a legislative power high in the fact 
that its exercise is as ms as it is unauthorized, Where 
does Congress get its power to legislate at all? 

Mr. CAFFERY, I should like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky whether the Legislature can negotiate a treaty without 
being enabled in the organic law to make contracts of a treaty 


ter? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The answer to that question involves more 
than a mere categorical reply. Article I of the Constitution de- 
clares that— 

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

“Al legislative powers herein granted.” The Senator who says 
re to acquire territory by joint resolution exists takes the 
burden of finding the grant. Else he holds to the inherent exist- 


ence of a pene which has not been granted in express terms or 
by reasonable intendment. All legislative power herein granted 
shall be vested in a of the United States.” Is there any 


wer by 


making it subject, not to the Congress of the United Staton butto | fi 
that this ti 


power should not be exercised if in any particular case more than 


one-third of the Senate should be opposed to its exercise. 

The Congress of the United States has the war-making power, 
and we may acquire territory by the exercise of the war power: 
but we have not made war Z the Republic of Hawaii, and 
of Committee on Foreign Relations 


the report of the majori 
shows that we not only have no ground of war, but that we are 
the best friends that Hawaii has in the world and that Hawaii is 


rather our adopted child than our enemy. So we can not take 
this territory under the exercise of the war power and we can not 
take it under the exercise of the Executive power, unless two- 
thirds of the Senators pene and voting approve it, and you can 
not take it under the legislative power at all, because it is not a 
subject of legislation and was not made so by the Constitution of 
the United States. 

We have heard much about the necessity for haste in this 
matter. This treaty was submitted a year ago, and the friends of 
annexation have never attempted to have a vote taken upon it; 
and when the sup, necessity, about which we hears much, 
arose, the beginning of the war with Spain, the Senate was not 
then asked to take up the treaty for consideration, and it has 
never been asked since that day. 

The President asked the Senate to consider the treaty. The 
President has never suggested to either branch of Congress in any 
communication, by direction or indirection, that he desired to 
abandon the treaty and to substitute a joint resolution for it. -If 


ch | he desired to abandon the treaty, he would have withdrawn it. 


If he believed the necessi 
a joint resolution would 
would, by 


for speedy action was so great that 
justifiable and constitutional, he 
advised the abandon- 


Only awaits the favorable action of the American Senate to effect the com- 
absorption 


plete of the islands into the domain of the United States. 
If the Mail and knows whereof it speaks when it claims 
that a majority to two-thirds of all the members of the Sen- 


ate are in favor of the treaty, why do the friends of annexation 
persist in pushing to the front the joint resolution rather than re- 
sort to the regular, usual, di ed, and constitutional method by 
which foreign territory has acquired in the past? 

The immediate annexation of Hawaii is not necessary as a war 
measure, and if it was we could not consistently violate our own 
Constitution in order to annex it. The great naval battle which 
took place in front of Santiago day before yesterday obviated all 
the sup necessity for our owning a coaling station in the 
Pacific Ocean as an incident to the successful prosecution of the 
war. As against Spain, we are the monarch of the seas to-day. 
No Spanish war ship will ever be seen in the Pacific s0 
long as this war continues, and no Spanish war ship will be seen 
in the Atlantic Ocean after Commodore Watson with his 
battle ships to look after the interests of the United States along 
the coasts of Spain. 

So, then, as a war measure it is not necessary that we shall pro- 
ceed with undignified haste to do an unconstitutional act. If 
Hawaii wishes to be annexed and we wish Hawaii, we will annex 
it, and it will serve all our purposes next winter as well as it will 
this summer; and, so far as that is concerned, it will answer all 
our purposes next year as well as it will answer our purposes this 


year. 
If there was anything necessary to show that there is no real 
foundation for the claim that we want a coaling station in the 
Hawaiian Islands, it was an incident which happened during the 
last two or three days in the halls of Congress. The general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill was pending , and upon motion of 
the Senator from Maine we provided an or of §145,000 
to begin the work of converting Pearl Harbor, which wenowown, 
into a coaling station. When the bill got into conference the 
Republican majority of the House conferees, with the consent of 
the Republican majority of the conferees of the Senate, took the 
aj on out as wholly unnecessary. 
We do not need to improve Pearl Harbor, if it costs us $145,000 
ob anh it, even asa war measure, but itis claimed we do need 
e 
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Senate to gravely insist that this measure is being pressed at this 
particular time in the interest of the more su ful prosecution 
of the war agai in. Nobody on this side believes the claim 
is sincere and nobody on the other side can repress a smile when 
he attempts gravely to assert that we ought not to stand in the 
way of the progress of public business, because we need to annex 
Hawaii in order that we may more successfully fight Spain. 

The Senator from e Garh Mr. Hoar] treated this as a 
sentimental question. Occasionally he dealt in satire and humor. 
He drew the usual picture of the dusky Queen and her mimic 
kingdom and the play of royalty, and it was a lifelike and an 
accurate picture. He seemed to forget, however, that that mimic 
kingdom, this card-basket royalty, been kept alive so many 

ears by the direct intervention of the American Government. 
He had forgotten, when the predecessor of the dusky Queen visited 
the United States in royal state, that he was entertained as a royal 
visitor at public expense, that his coming was treated as a gala 
occasion, and that we were as swift to do this dusky monarch 
honor as we have ever been to do honor to the legitimate royal 
personages who come across occasionally from the other side of the 
Atlantic. He forgets, too, that even in advance of Mr. Cleveland 
a Republican President, when my friend the Senator from West 
Virginia Mr. ELKINS] was a Cabinet officer, addressed this Queen 
as his good friend. 

Mr. ELKINS. His good and t friend. 

“Mr. LINDSAY. His and great friend. If it was ridicu- 
lous in Mr. Cleveland to do so, h. could at least have pleaded the 
illustrious example of Benjamin ison. 

Mr. ELKINS. Who does all things well. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Hawaiian royalty is a joke, but the Queen 
and the King who preceded her have not made more of a joke of 
the Hawaiian kingdom than has been made of the Hawaiian Re- 
public by its illustrious founders. It has been scarcely six months 
since the President of the Hawaiian Republic left the theater of 
his greatness and came over to the United States to visit his great 
and friend at the other end of the Avenue to beg that he 
might be allowed to abdicate the wants ba of the Hawaiian 
Republic, and to cause himself and his peop e and his country and 
its sovereignty to be absorbed into the domain of the United 
States. Whatever may have been the follies of the Queen, she 
never sought to dispose of her country, sovereignty and all. 

There is another remarkable feature in this most remarkable 
cession—I believe they call it a cession. I have heard of a great 
many things being ceded, but the cession of the sovereignty of a 
republic is something new under the sun. But that is what is 
pretended to be ceded in this particular case. We say we will 

y the debts of Hawaii, having taken everything the Republic 

as, not exceeding $4,000,000, and this remarkable paper which 
accompanies the joint resolution says that in consideration for 
that agreement to pay the debts of Hawaii, not saron ine e 
weget$9,000,000 worth of property. If these debts ex $4,000,000, 
it seems the excess is not to be paid at all. 

This is a business transaction. It has been a business transac- 
tion from the outset. When the monarchy was overturned and 
the Republic was established it was in the furtherance of a busi- 
ness scheme. 

The Senator from Massachusetts alluded to the fact that the 
revolution of 1893 had been practically accomplished when the 
American blue jackets were landed. I wasr ng the other day 
a very interesting book, written by a naval officer who distin- 
guished himself the other day off Santiago, which book purports 
to have been published by authority of the Navy Department, in 
which he claims that although the blue jackets did land before the 
revolution commenced, they did not intervene at all, and that the 
people overturned the government without the assistance of the 
American forces. 2 f 

As a matter of fact, there was no revolution until the American 
blue jackets landed under an order from the commander of the 
Boston, directed to the lieutenant in charge, not only to protect 
American life and property, but to preserve public order. Now, 
anybody can overturn a government if somebody else is going to 
be there to preserve public order whilst the government is being 
overturned, ; 

That government was overturned in the interest of the sugar 
planters. All you have to do to reach that conclusion is to read 
the letters of Mr, Stevens to the Secretary of State. The McKin- 
ley Act took the tariff off of crude sugar and put the protection on 
the refined, and therefore the sugar planter in Hawaii was no 
longer benefited by the American tariff, whereby he had there- 
tofore got his sugar in free whilst everybody had to pay 50 or 60 
per cent in the way of tariff taxation. Z 

The American sugar planter got 2 cents bounty. Therefore if 
Hawaii could break into the American Union, so that the laws of 
the United States would operate in Hawaii as well as over Louisi- 
ana and the beet-sugar country of the Northwest, the Hawaiians 
would get 2 cents bounty, too. In this view a monarchial gov- 
ernment became intolerable and a republic had to be established 
in the interest of the sugar planter. : 


Mr. CAFFERY, I will remind the Senator from Kentucky 
that Minister Stevens suggested a modified bounty for the Ha- 
waiian Islands of $12 a ton. 

Mr. LINDSAY Stevens said they would be willing to take a 
ries 5 pound if we would let them in. I believe that was it, was 
it no 

Mr. CAFFERY, It was 812 a ton for a long ton, and they made 
about 250,000 tons. That would be $3,000,000 bounty. 

Mr. LINDSAY. At any rate he did not ask for as large a 
bounty as Louisiana was . 

Mr. CAFFERY. No; he said they would be satisfied with less. 

Mr. LINDSAY. He said they would be satisfied with one-half, 
and they looked at it purely from a business standpoint. 

When the Wilson bill was passed and we put 45 percent tax on 
sugar and continued the treaty, annexation faded out of sight 
because the sugar planter in Hawaii got the benefit of the protec- 
tion under the Wilson Act. 

When we passed the Dingley bill, a good many people here said 
that we had paid Hawaii as much in the way of a bonus for a har- 
bor we did not need and nevere ted to use as we ought to pay, 
and that therefore the treaty ought to be annulled; and it was in- 
sisted that notice be given to terminate the treaty. Then the 
treaty of annexation comes again, and the Hawaiian Republic, 
not satisfied with its regular minister, has all the while had an 
authorized agent here to look after the treaty, and the Hawaiian 
President came here and honored us with a visit to see how this 
business transaction was getting on. 

There are some things about this transaction which tend to pro- 
voke a smile, Ihave before me the report of the House Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs upon the joint resolution, After many 
arguments such as I had heard before in fayor of the annexation 
of Hawaii and after pointing out with pathetic eloquence the ben- 
efits to result to the American people from annexation, and after 
calling attention to the fact that ey ee everybody was in 
favor of annexation, the report makes this statement: 


There would be one difference after annexation as to the restriction upon 
sugar. At present, under the perigee’ fl treaty, all unrefined 
Hawaiian sugar is admitted free of duty, but not refined sugar. 


Then the author innocently says: 


After annexation both refined and unrefined wo i 
sugar-refining interests in this country may potter raog 

In this unsophisticated, innocent, and undesigned way the foun- 
dation was laid for raising a great hue and cry that the sugar 
trust was opposed to the annexation of Hawali because after 
Hawaii should be annexed refined sugar would come in free and 
would compete with the sugar refined by the American sugar re- 
finers. I have examined the statistics pretty carefully, and I can 
not find anywhere that anybody has ever refined sugar in the 
Hawaiian Islands, They send their crude sugar over to us and it 
comes in duty free, and we refine it, and we send the refined sugar 
back to the two or three thousand republicans who have estab- 
lished the oligarchy known as the Hawaiian Republic for use in 
their tea and coffee and other like beverages. 

Yes, it was supposed that probably the sugar refiners would 
object to this treaty because it would let refined sugar in to com- 
pete with their sugar, and that the differential allowed them by 
the Dingley Act would be to some extent neutralized by the re- 
fined su over from the Hawaiian Islands. This mat- 
ter troubled me greatly, but finally it dawned upon me, as it 
seems never to have dawned upon the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee at the other end of the Capitol, that probably Havemeyer 
and Claus Spreckels would remove their refineries to Hawaii and 
refine their sugar there, and that it would be their refined sugar 
that would come to the American sugar consumers free after an- 
nexation, and that they would not lose so much after all. 

Ido not know whether the sugar trust is for or against this 
treaty. I do not know whether its interest is one way or the 
other. I take it for ted that if there was a very great inter- 
Pre s way or the other, we would hear of the sugar trust and see 
it also. 

When we were determining what the differential duty should 
be a year or two ago, when the Dingley bill was pending, we did 
not have any difficulty in finding the sugar trust, and we did not 
have any difficulty in finding out which side it was on. The only 
difficulty we had was that its friends who are now advocating 
annexation could make up sugar schedules with so much diabol- 
ical skill that no one but an expert could tell how much the sugar 
trust was to get. 

The sugar-trust people never fail to put in their appearance 
when they have an interest in pending 1 t is only 
a question now whether the sugar trust will refine in California 
or remove their establishments over and refine in Hawaii after 
we absorb the Islands of Hawaii. 

It is not worth while to pursue this branch of the question fur- 
ther. This hue was raised to intimidate those who were inclined 


to vote against the business transaction represented by President 
mts. 
the United States should have an opportunity to 


Dole and his 
The people o 
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be heard before we amend the Constitution by creating a prec- 
edent that we may follow in the future whenever a treaty can 
not be successfully gotten Sones the Senate. The poopie caghi 
to have an opportunity to consider this question, too, after it has 
been discussed on both sides. Sometimes the most convincing 
argument against a proposition is the argument made by the 
friends of the proposition. 

As long as they maintain absolute silence and treat every ob- 
jection with studious contempt the ple may conclude they 
could answer if they would, but when they march up to a proposi- 
tion like this and say, We defend the joint resolution upon the 
ground, not that the Constitution pey the power to Congress to 
act through joint resolutions, but use those who are so clam- 
orous about the want of the nt fail to show anything in the 
Constitution which prohibits gress from so ng,” the illu- 
sion is gone. When that argument goes out in defense of the 
resolution the pen people of the country will conclude that a 
better argument than that ought to be made to support a departure 
from the precedents of a hun ears and the traditions which 
up to this time have been cherished and followed. % 

I am curious to know whether the friends of the joint resolution 
would accept an amendment in line with the speech of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts Mr. Hoar], and declare affirmatively 
that the annexation of Hawaii is not to betaken as an indication that 
the policy of the American Republic has in any wise been changed 
so far as the question of expansion is concerned. If the argument 
is unjust that this is intended to be a step in the direction of the 
permanent occupation of the Philippine ds, then I ask, Will 
the friends of the joint resolution accept an amendment nega- 
tiving that idea and declaring that this is but the rounding out of 
the great American continental Republic, the mere securing of an 
outpost to defend it against aggression? 

I read the other day from an English paper the following: 

One thing is very curious in all this matter, and that is the scanty evi- 
dence of American opinion which reaches Europe. What do all those ga 
millions of working freeholders and industrious citizens, who live away from 
the newspaper correspondents, think about the progress of the war? Are 
they aware that their country stands at the ng of the ways, that her 
external policy must be radically modified, and that she is e in a war 
which mayne develop that it occupy years, create a national debt, and 
8 nited States with a powerful army and the second fleet in the 
wor 

There are others who are curious to know what the silent 
millions of Americans think about this appetite for expansion, 
which within the last sixty days has been developed and which is 
evidenced by the abandonment of the 8 negotiated by the 
President and submitted to us a year ago, the taking up of this 
joint resolution, and the persistent attempt to secure its adoption 
without explanation or discussion by those who advocate it. It is 
not to be concealed that the proposed so-called legislation is 
ominous of a declining respect for constitutional safeguards and 
for American policies and traditions. 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from California yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

HENRIETTA FOWLER, 

Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on Pensions I report 
back without amendment the bill (H. R. 3598) granting a ion 
to Henrietta Fowler. Inasmuch as the report on this bill was 
mislaid some ten days ago, and the Senator who now occupies 
the chair is 1 in it, I ask that it be put upon its passage. 
It will take but a moment. < 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Henrietta Fowler, widow of Jesse 
Fowler, late of the Georgia Volunteers in the Indian war of 1836, 

and to pay her a pension rated at $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed of public act No. 171, “An act to establish a uniform system 

bankruptcy throughout the United States.“ 75,000 copies, 50,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives and 25,000 for the use of the Senate; 
that such print be of the act with index, etc., as prepared by the Clerk. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for an- 
as ag e Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. WHITE addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 

exon by him on the 2ist of June. After having spoken fifty 
minutes, 

Mr. DAVIS, If entirely convenient to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, I will move an executive session, 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 


XXXI——418 


Mr. DAVIS. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After seventeen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, July 6, 1898, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 5, 1898. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES, 

Peter 8 Wray, Colo., to be register of the land office 
re Anton, 1 vice August Muntzing, Whose term will expire 

u 5 . 

mer E. Hershey, of Missoula, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Missoula, Mont., vice John M. Evans, whose term will 
ire — 17, 1898. 
OT; . French, of North Platte, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at North Platte, Nebr., vice John F, Hi , Whose 
term will expire August 7, 1898. 

Fred M. Dorrington, of Alliance, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at Alliance, Nebr., vice John W. Wehn, jr., whose 
term will expire July 19, 1898. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 

Frank Bacon, of Gothenburg, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at North Platte, Nebr., vice William H. McDonald, whose 
term will expire August 7, 1898. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Charles T. Pollard, of Alabama, 

The nomination of Charles P. Pollard, of Alabama, for the 
above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 29, 
1898, is hereby withdrawn. 

THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be first lieutenant. 

R. Wiley, of Georgia. 

iley was nominated to the Senate June 17, 1898, and con- 
firmed June 22, 1898, under the name of Sidney R. Wylie. This 
message is to correct error in the name of the nominee, 

FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 

Hugh C. Preston, of Virginia. 

The nomination of Henry C. Preston, of Virginia, for the above- 
named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 29, 1898, is 
hereby withdrawn. 

SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 3 

Charles B, Carlisle, of Iowa. 

THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 

Charles K, Maddox, of Georgia, 

William Y. Carter, of Georgia. 

Jefferson Wilcox, of Georgia. 

. To be first lieutenants, 

Lee C. Hoyl, of i 


Thad H. Parker, of rgia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
James H, Blount, jr., of Georgia. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be first lieutenant, 
William B. Preston, of Virginia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
John Mackey Baldwin, of Virginia. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
Robert D. Wear, of Alabama. 
To be captain. 
James K, Vardaman, of Mississippi. 
To be first lieutenant. 
William E. Darby, of Mississippi. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Samuel K. Mayers, of Mississippi. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Reuben B. Baskette, of Tennessee. 


Sidne 
Mr. 
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To be first lieutenant. 


Richard E. Toom vate, Com C, Eighth United States 
wane n pri pany C, Eig 


NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
Charles T, Walker, of Georgia. 
TENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be first lieutenant, 
James A, Roston, of the District of Columbia. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS. 
To be captain. 
Thomas W. M. Draper, of Colorado. 
To be first lieutenants, 


E. Storer Tice, of Colorado, 

Frederick J. Mills, of Idaho. 

Frederick C. Turner, of California. 

Frank L. Brittain, of California. 

Lawrence P, Butler, sergeant, Company I, Fourth Missouri 


Volunteers, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Thomas Cooney, of Montana, 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenant, 


' _ Charles G. Post, quartermaster-sergeant, Battalion of Engineers, 
United States eee, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be military storekeeper with the rank of captain, 
Charles D, A. Loeffler, of the District of Columbia. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 4, 1898. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Henry Whiting, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Frenchmans Bay, in the State of Mfine. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 5, 1898, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM, 
‘ To be captains, to date from April 26, 1898, 
First Lieut. Frank B. McCoy, Third Infantry. 
First Lieut. Elias Chandler, Sizteenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Ninth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Charles R. N oyes, Ninth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Charles W. Hae? att Twelfth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Richard M. Blatchford, Eleventh Infantry. 
First Lieut» James E. Brett, Twen e Infantry. 
First Lieut. John H. Beacom, Infantry. ‘ 
First Lieut. Will T. May, Fifteenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Henry W. ovey, 1 Infantry. 


First Lieut. Lawrence J. Twenty-first Infantry, 
First Lieut. John H. Shollen , Tenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Walter K. Wright, ixteenth Infantry. 

First Lieut. Charles B. Hardi hteenth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Edwin P, Pendleton, enty-third Infantry, 


First Lieut. 5 Leonhaeuser, Twenty-fifth Infantry. 
First Lieut. Charles B. Yoades, First Infantry. 

First Lieut. Charles W. Penrose, Eleventh Infantry, 

First Lieut. Daniel L. Howell, Seventh Infantry. 


To be jirst lieutenant, to date from April 26, 1898. 
Second Lieut. Thomas F. Schley, Twenty-third Infantry, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captain, 
Barton F. Dickson, of Indiana. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Arthur T. Balentine, of Ohio. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Edward Harralson, of Georgia. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Hugh C, Preston, of Virginia. 
UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS. 
To be first lieutenant, 


Second Lieut. Charles E, Kilbourne, jr., United States Volun- 
teer Signal Corps, 


ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER, 
Charles A. Bosworth, of 2 be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Cincinnati, O 
ASSISTANT oe OF MERCHANDISE. 

James Campbell, of Maryland, to be assistant appraiser of m 
chandise in the district of timore, in the State of arian 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Thomas C. Walker, of Virginia. to be collector of customs for 
the district of Tappahannock, i in the State of Virginia. 


POSTMASTERS, 
J. F. Nicholson, to be postmaster at Monongahela, in the — 
of Washington and State o of Pennsylvania. 


Allen P. Dickey, to be postmaster at Waynesburg, in the county 
of Greene and State of Pennsylvania. 

John C. McKean, to be e in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 5, 1898. 


The House was called to order by Mr. BROWNING, Chief Clerk, 
at 12 o’clock m. 
Mr. Browninc. The Speaker has made the following designa- 


‘en Davy Selanne pias SERENO E. PAYSE, of ae ae to preside over 
JULY 5, 1898. B. REED, Speaker. 
Accordingly Mr. Payne took the chair as 8 ro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Co p 

JOURNAL, 
CCC TTT 
Mr. DALZELL. Speaker, I find that in the Journal there 
is a repetition of an cag e of Mr. LOVERING on a committee, 
2 one sentence t to be erased. And I find in the RECORD, 
age 7332, it would appear that Mr. LOVERING was appointed 
on th the conser on 8 — and Measures and 
the Committee on Interstate 


The SPEAKER 7 protempore. The correction will be made. Is 
there further objection to the approval of the 4 ournal? [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears no further objectio 

SAIL VESSELS OF OVER 700 8 

Mr. PERKINS. Mahe er, I ask unanimous consent to call 

— the bill S. 622, 
d Fisheries. 


air. LOVE. Without knowing what the bill is, I reserve tho 
right to object until the bill shall have been read. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. „ Revised Stat 
e how o Rey! utes be, and is 


here 
2 48. 468, Tho boarda of local i shall license 
masters, aistear vessels, and tho anas” 


employ an rson,or for any person to serve, as a master, chief ma en- 
97 1 Nel seen bye inspectors; 3 
over ms, who is not lice: 0 
this : shall be liabl ò breach offense." 


diligent as to his an 

cant as we asthe proofs which he presents in 
thay ave eatiotied that his capacity, expel 

are such as warrant the ef t 


shall grant a license au! 
such Yoasol for the torm of five years; Sanch Hose shall bee ym sree Po or 
revoked upon satisfactory proof of ars bs conduct, intemperate habits, inca- 
Eeey attenta to to his duties, or the willful violation of any provision of 
Sze. g. “sg prev 4440 of the Revised Statutes be, and is hereby, amended 
as follows: 


applies for authority to be ed as 
vessels, or of sail Yeasts of over TWO tenet e 


in the Randi an 5 
imowiedge and ability in in na on 27 5 
; and if satis- 

a license 


1 they ena grant hir 
0 such duties for the toe of five S bad pods 
ed or revoked upon proof 
intemperate. habi 


Sa bad — 
ts, or want of know! of the duties of 2 — 
station, or the willful violation of any provision of title applicable to 
SEC. 4. That section inr of uri — Statutes be. and is „ 
adding thereto the words: inspectors once in every, 
. © master or owner, caref ly ine 
sail vessel of over 700 tons within their 


N 4440. Whenever any person 
chief mate teat steam $ 


by the Committee on Merchant Marine , 
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jli ble odations for the crew, andis in a condition 
Sarrant the belief that she may be used in na avigation with safety to life.” 
8 act effect on July 1, 1899. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
thi d “or” and before the word “as,” insert 
In line 19, pago 1 after the word “or” an r as, 


na and after J yi, 1899;” so that the paragraph 
It shall be awful to employ ‘lok oe or for 9 person to serve, as 
of 


msed by the T'S; 
toa 5 of Pine each offi 
— 7 out 3 oth tase in section n S, and th the following lines, including the 


5 4440. 8 r. ties for authori to be employed as 
Bro. i 3 eee vessels or of 16 vessels of arene 


tons or as second 5 of ocean or coast wise steam vessels, who 
shall have charge of a watch, or cwhenever any person applice for authority 
to be employed as mate of river steamers, the require satis- 
factory evidence of the knowl „experience, and skill of the applicant in 
lading cargo and in handling and stowage 


of f ht, and if for license as 
chief mate on ocean or coastwise steamers or of 18 


d or third mate of ocean or coast wise steam: 
Sates of owas also gs him on to his 8 and ability in 


ch v. depres all other duties pertaini 
qualifications and good character they ‘shall | carrying 


— e 


nt Him a license authorizing him to perform such duties for the term o 
five years upon the waters upon which he is found qualified to act; but such 
be s spended or revoked upo satisfac of bad con- 
duct, rraiki habits, fulness, or want of knows of the duties 
of his station or the willful — = any Bakara of th tle.” 
Section 5, postage ay Be nine Leight; so that it will 
read: “ That this tt slr tate effect on daly i, 1.188 


Mr. BAILEY. Ar. Speaker, I would aa to inquire of the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill what it means dae the language in- 


spector.” Does it mean inspector appointed by State authority 
or by 1 RINS. Why 
Mr. P y. by Federal authori 
Mr. PADEN Does this deal entirely wi 1 officers who are 
mw a 8 Federal authority? 
The object of the bill is 


snay to put these 
sailing vessels above 700 tons upon the same footing as steam 
vessels 

Mr. BAILEY. And it makes no change in the law except that? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the only 8 of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. And it does not aon iad 
ites by any of these officers whic 
States themselves? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Do I understand that this bill is 7 apply the 
law as to steam vessels to sail vessels above 700 tons 

Mr, PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is, officers of sailing vessels shall pass the 
same examination and shall have acertificate given them as pilots 
the same as on steam vessels? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. LOVE. Then itis for the protection of the traveling public? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. MINOR. Does this apply to the lakes as well as coastwise 
trade? 

= PERKINS. 3 is ve to sail vessels of over 700 tons. 

Mr. MINOR. 


Mr. PERKINS. Yo. 
Mr. MINOR. Let me ask you this question: A bao do you 
pose to do with tow barges? How do you class them—as 


Mr. PERKINS. I do not sup they are affected by this bill. 

Mr. MINOR. Let me say to „ the 
time some of these barges are sailing vessels 

Mr. LOUD. A barge can not be a sailing vessel. 

Mr. MINOR. They are sailing vessels sometimes. 

Mr. LOUD. The term “sailing vessel” must mean that the 
motive power is sail power. 

OR. Let me suggest to the gentleman from California 
that one trip may be made under sail power by one of these barges 
from Chicago to Buffalo loaded on her way down with grain, and 
she may return in tow of a steam vessel. Now, tell me whether 
it is a tow barge or a sailing vessel? 

Mr. LOUD. That would have to be determined by the inspec- 
tion as to what that vessel’s motive power is. Your barges, as a 
rule—there may be a few exceptions—hayve not sufficient sailing 

wer to make that the motive power. They have enough, per- 
Ba in case of a storm, to assist them. 
r. MINOR. I want to say to the gentleman from California 


the performance of any 
are now appointed by the 


ma | ea 


Mr. LOUD. Very true. 
Mr. MINOR. Kon, ou see this matter is somewhat mixed. If 
a vessel makes a trip week in tow of a steam barge, and the 
same vessel next week makes the trip with her own motive power— 
rea en fg want to know where she is going to be classed under 
Mr. LOUD. Ido not think barges are adapted for making tri 
under their own power. =- have not steam power, as & — 
not Bon. to propel them, with a fair wind, over 2 or 3 knots an 
our, 
no | at FFC 
0 on the capable, in a 
leadin cee ae 8 or 10 knots an 8 ; A 
Mr. any Would not they be classed as barges and not 


sgh ae essels? 
INOR. When in tow of steam barges they would be 
Mr. PER S. They would not be inspected as sailing vessels, 
es. 


but as 
Mr. OR. While Iam a believer in the bill, having believed 


to his | for pan that pilots who take charge of sailing vessels having a 


8 of 700 tons or over should bear the same investi- 
gation and amined and have the same qualifications as steam 
vessels, I want the thing settled so that every barge in tow of a 
steamboat shall have her officers properly examined, just the same 
as 1 they sailed continually. 

IMPSON. I think the gentleman is entirely right. I 
know of several disasters that have happened on the lakes were 
the owners of barges have put incompetent men in hora, aha 
when they have broken loose they were sunk and the crew lost 
theignorance of the commanding officers. I think this law peat 
ined, extended so that the commanders of barges shall be exam- 


LOUD. Let me say to both gentlemen that unless you get 
this t bill before the House you can not get that provision in. 
it is before the House, you can offer an amendment of that kind it 
7. want it. 6 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. MINOR. Not if we can have a chance to debate it. 
The SP R pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 
The amendments proposed by the committee were agreed to. 
Mr. PE RKINS. r. Speaker, on page 1, in line 6, after the 
word “chief,” I move to insert the words ‘second and third.” 
22 SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 
fae? Clerk read as follows: 
a pase a I 5 * er ped the word chief,“ insert the words“ second and 
third: all read: “and classify the 


masters, chief, second and 
third M+ Po bape Rebar and pilots," etc. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 
Sc; LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following amend- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 15, after the word “tons,” insert the words “and also all 
vessels carrying passengers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr, Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MINOR, - Mr, Speaker, I desire to present an amendment 
to the bill, My chief o objection to the bill is that it is not definite 
enough. I want the bill made specific. I want the same rule to 
apply to barges that applies to sailing v essels, because, as I stated 
a moment ago, perhaps one trip a barge is a vessel, depending on 
her canvas for motive power, and the next trip she is in tow of 
a steamboat, and I want the men in charge and who are responsi- 
ble to be just as well qualified, whether she is in tow of other ves- 
sels as a barge or a vessel under sail; because they sail one 5 
and are towed the next trip. Now, in line 7, on the first 
desire to insert the following | after the word vessels: “an “all 


bar; = in tow of steam vessels,” 
protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment "offered by the ee from Wisconsin, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 1. tee 7, after the word vessel,“ insert "and all barges in tow of 


that nearly one-half of all the barges being towed on the Great | steam vesse 


Lakes are supplied with a sufficient amount of canvas to care for 
themselves in case the towline parts. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. MINOR. They are provided with ground tackle, consist- 
ing of two anchors; they have a 8 engine, and generally 
three spars, and sometimes four, and more or less canvas, so that in 
case of a storm, where the towline parts, they can make a port or 
come to anchor in safety. 


= PERKINS, I think there is no objection to that amend- 
men 

— 5 amendment was agreed to. 

PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the last section of the 

bill I move to amend the date when this act shall take effect b 
pag oe in line 21, the word “first” and inserting “fifteenth.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 3, line 21, after the word “July,” strike out the word “first” and 
insert “fifteenth.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take advantage of this 
8 to ask the gentleman from Iowa, the chairman of the 

mmittee on Printing len PERKINS], if there is any resolution 
before his committee looking to the printing of an increased num- 
ber of copies of the argon f f. bill? We are now entitled to and 
credited with 55 copies, and I venture to say that every member 
has received a request for a greater number than that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thereis no resolution pending before the com- 
mittee. The only action taken was the other day on the motion of 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee to print that number. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask whether under the rules of the 
House it will be permissible later on to repeat the request and print 
as many as we may under the rule of the House? I ask that ques- 
tion because if it is not permissible to repeat that request, I desire 
to introduce a resolution in regard to obtaining at least as many 
more copies to our it, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Does the gentleman understand how 
many copies have been printed for the use of the House? 

Sect BAILEY, There are 55 copies to the credit of each mem- 

T now. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I saw the statement of a Senator that 
$500, which, I think, is the limit of expense under the rules, is it 
not 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Would print 25,000 copies. 

Mr. PERKINS. About 30,000. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are 360 Members and Delegates and 89 
Senators. As I have stated, the number of copies now to the 
credit of each member is 55. My colleague on my left [Mr. 
BURKE], from the Dallas district of Texas, tells me that he has 
already requests for 67 copies. 

Mr. RA of New York. I concede that every member of the 
House ought to have at least double that number. Why can not 
the matter be 1 for by unanimous consent? 

Mr. BAILEY. I interrupted the consideration of this bill to 
make my inquiry, so that if the object can not be accomplished 
by unanimous consent (as I hope it can be), a resolution on the 
subject may be introduced. g pardon for interrupting the 
consideration of the present bill. e 

Mr. PERKINS... I have some doubt upon this matter. The 
point with me is whether we have not exhausted our right under 
the rule in printing the whole number of this document that the 
House is pt era | to print independently of concurrent action 
on the of the Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam inclined to think that is true; otherwise 
we might evade and defeat the rule by ting these requests 
every day. I think it would be fairer, per to draw a resolu- 
tion and refer it. I ask the gentleman from New York, a mem- 
ber of the committee, whether he will not draw such a resolution? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think we could pass a concurrent resolution 
for unanimous consent without any reference to a committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It certainly ought to be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOUD. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “least,” in line 13, page 4, insert or; so as to read “at 
least or upon application,” etc. 

to. 


The amendment was agreed z 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. r examining the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mok], I am satis- 


fied that it includes barges on our navigable rivers. I wish to | Stuart 


ask the gentleman whether he has any objection to adding to the 
bill a proviso exempting barges on navigable rivers. If the pro- 
visions of this bill should be extended to barges towed from place 
to place on the rivers of the country, it would practically amount 
to a prohibition of such traffic. I do not think any such effect was 
intended; and that construction will be obviated if an exemption 
such as I have s be inserted. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman from Wisconsin modifies his 
amendment so as to make it applicable only to the Great Lakes, 


that will accomplish the object. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. ‘There will be no objection to 


that. 

Mr. MINOR. ak ask a as i 2 e that ig eee I 

ao ime a so modi as to apply only ges 
a sailing vessels Go tho Great Lakes. That will remove the 
a gr suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Wis- 

consin send ap his proposition in writing? 

Mr. W SR of Kentucky. I suggest that the difficulty can 


be obviated by adding to the last section a provision that the bill 
shall not apply to the navigable rivers of the United States, 


Mr. LOUD. That will not do, because in order to reach steam- 
ers the provisions of the bill must, of course, extend to rivers. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I have no interest in this mat- 
ter further than to limit the operation of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin so that it will not apply to barges on 
navigable rivers. 

_Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Wiscon- 

sin submitted a modification? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman did not state the 
exact terms of the modification he proposes. 

Mr. LOUD. Let us have the amendment read from the desk, 
Mr. Speaker. ; 

— 5 SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the words of the amendment just added, as follows: “and all barges 
in tow of steam vessels,” insert the words “on the Great Lakes.” 


Mr. MINOR. That is the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, it was Sree 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, it does not seem now that the title 
of the billis correct. It ought to be amended to conform with 
the action taken by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. If the words “and for other purposes” were 
added, it would make it all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
words suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, “and for other 
purposes,” will be added. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives: 

S. R. 164. Joint resolution preventing discrimination against 
graduates of legally chartered medical colleges in appointments 
to the medical corps in the Army, Navy, and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States; 

5. 95. An act to amend the laws relating to American seamen, 
for the protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce; 

S. 4728. An act to change the time of holding the United States 
courts in the eastern district of North Carolina; 

S. 4806. An act for the relief of Winslow Warren; 

S. 4534, An act granting a pension to Ovid G. Sparks; 

i 4382. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. 
iller; 

S. 3471. An act for the relief of George H. White, late captain 
Company H, Nineteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers; 

S. 2681. An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
Wilber; and 

S. 4823. An act granting an increase of pension to Phineas L. 

uires. 

he message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7362. An act to grant a pension to Junius Alexander; 

H. R. 9874. An act for the relief of John C. Coleman: 

R. 9195. An act granting a pension to Foster C. Carl; 

R. 377. An act granting a pension to Susan I. Barrows; 

R. 3565. An act to grant a pension to Thresa Bonnaveau; 

R. 4918. An act for the relief of J. Henry Rives, of Virginia; 
R. 6064. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Watts; 

R. 2276. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon 
R 


„Ë. 4629. An act for the relief of the owners of the ship 
es; 
R. 5102, An act granting an increase of pension to Edson 
Sullivan; 
1 9782, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
Achi 
H. 


R. 
er; 

H. R. 8000. An act granting a pension to Belle Peter; 

H. R. 6160. An act to amend section 4746 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

H. R. 6093. An act granting a pension to Ellen E. Nash: 

H. R. 4283, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B, Murray; 
3 = R. oe An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 

Fogerty; < 

H. R. 2267. An act to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 

H. R. 10477. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build, 
or authorize the building of, a foot and wagon bridge across the 
St. Louis River between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point 
n Fond du Lac, in said Stateof Minnesota,” approved June 11, 

? 
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H. R. 10693. An act directing the enlistment of cooks in the 
lar and Volunteer Armies of the United States; 
R. 10117, An act granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 
H. R. 4977. An act granting a pension to Mary Hannah Clark; 
R. 6799, An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 


organ; 
H. R. 7200. An act granting a pension to James E. Jones; 
H. R. 8286. An act granting an increase of pension to Alphonzo 
Drake; 
H. R. 7306, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H.R 


Beckwith; , 

. R. 6841. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 

Hervey; 
H. R. 9755. An act granting a pension to Matilda Waedel; 

H. R. 1858, An act pans an increase of on to William 

Manley, late private of Company L, Seventeenth Regiment Michi- 

gan Volunteer Infantry; $ 8 
H. R. 4315. An act to increase the pension of George D. Phin- 


ney; $ 

i R. 3624. An act granting a pension to Pauline Robbins; 

H. R. 8266, An act to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons; and 

H. R. 4189. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton 
W. Cooper, 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 
10280) to require the Brightwood Company to abandon its over- 
head trolley on Kenyon street, between Seventh and Fourteenth 
streets, 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

H. R. 10561. An act to increase the force of the Ordnance De- 
partment; : 

H. R. 10805. An act to amend the act relating to the pay of vol- 
unteer soldiers; 3 

H. R. 4274. An act granting an increase of pension to James 8. 
Chapman; and i 

H. R. 5883. An act to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other e , 

The message also announced that the Senate passed with 
and amendments the bill (H. R. 8925) to amend sections 1698 


1734 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, asked a con- 1 


ference with the House of Representatives on the said bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. NELSON, Mr. Pasco, and Mr. 
Berry as the conferees on the part of the Senate. * 
The message also announced that the Senate had further insisted 
upon its amendment to the bill (H. R. 10091) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, — — —.— 30, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 164, Joint resolution preventing discrimination against 
graduates of legally chartered medical colleges in appointments 
to the medical corps in the Army, Navy, and Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States—to the Committee on Military Af- 


‘airs. 
S. 95. An act to amend the laws relating to American seamen, 
for the protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 4728. An act to change the time of holding the United States 
courts in the eastern district of North Carolina—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. : 

S. 4806. An act for the relief of Winslow Warren—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 8 

S. 4534, An act granting a pension to Ovid G. Sparks to the 
Committee on Pensions. 5 k 4 

S. 4382. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza M. Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4545. An act to provide for taking the Twelfth and subse- 
quent censuses—to the Select Committee on the Twelfth Census. 

S. 2681. An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
Wilber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3471. An act for the relief of George H. White, late captain 
Company H, Nineteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4823, An act ting an increase of pension to Phineas L, 
Squires—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PAY OF SESSION EMPLOYEES. 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 

sent to pass the following appropriation bill, which I send to the 


esk, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10885) making app tions to yay oon employees of the 
House of Representatives, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby riated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, as follows: A sufficient sum, not 
exceeding $5,000, to pay the following session pares of the House of 
resentatives from and including the lst day of July, 1898, until the close of 
the present session of Congress, at the rates of compensation in the 
act maki i fost for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year 1898, and for other purposes, 
approved 3, 1897, namely, 1 assistant index clerk in the office of the 
Clerk; 33 pages, 2 egy oe 3folders, and 10 laborers, under the Doorkeeper; 
7 messengers, under the Postmaster, and 18 clerks to committees during the 


session. 
To pay Henry C. Brewster, for expenses in contested-election case of R; 
against Brewster, $1,969.70. S as 
COLLECTING INTERNAL REVENUE. 
For salaries and arpensa of collectors and deputy collectors, surveyors, 
and clerks, including transportation of public funds, and also including ex- 


penses of enfo he act of August 2, taxing oleomargarine, and the 
act of Zugust 4. fies, imposing upon the Government 5 of the 


i tion of tobacco rted; also the act of June 6, 1896, im 
SET ae n you Tah n 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill if the four employees that were authorized by the House 
to represent the Democratic side of the House are embraced in 
this proposition? i 

Mr. CANNON. They are paid from the contingent fund until 
the 4th of next March, the end of this Congress, as I am informed 
on inquiry. 

Mr. SAVERS, Their payment is not covered by this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and was ordered 
to be en and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE OVER TOMBIGBEE RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pass the 
following bill. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The bill will be read, subject to 
henon, N 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Monroe, in the State of anata 
is hereby authorized to construct and maintain a bridge and approaches 
thereto over the Tombigbee River, at or near a point yards north of 
where the railroad bridge of the main line of the Kansas City, Memphis and 

irmingham Railroad crosses said river. Said pono shall be constructed 
to provide for the of wagons and yehicles of all kinds, for the tran- 
sit of animals, and for foot passengers. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge builtunder the provisions of this act shall be built 
and constructed without material interference with the security and con- 
venience of navigation, such as is had or practicable to be had on said river, 
and in order to secure a compliance with this condition the board of super- 
visors of the said county and State shall submit to the Secretary of Wara 
plan of the bridge provided for in this act, with such other information as 
may be requi: by the jay aa Reds hoa fora full and satisfactory under- 
standing of the subject; and the and 

u receiving such plan and other information, and being satis- 


vided. 
the said bridge the same shall not be commenced or built, and an change in 
e bridge shail be subject 


through or under said structure, and for the safety of vessels 3 at 
displayed on said bridge, at the * of the owners 
ignals as the Light 

House ma 


y preseri 
SEC. 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and acco: to these 
ne and conditions shall be a lawful structure, over which may be 
itted the nee, oes and munitions of war of the United States 
free of charge, and the Uni States shall have the right of way for postal 


telegraph across said bridge. 
SEC. a4 f; the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 


reser v. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
7 herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
wi three years from the date hereof. 

There pang Pa objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
toa third reading; and beng read the third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr, ALLEN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

INCREASE OF ORDNANCE BUREAU. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the Senate has sent over two bills 
this morning with certain amendments, one of them relating to 
the Ordnance Department, and I ask consent to take these bills up 
now with a view to moving to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has the Committee on Military Affairs 
unanimously agreed on these bills? : 

Mr. HULL, I will say to the gyi ce that that committee 
reported a House bill relating to the Ordnance Department which 

the House. It went to the Senate and was there amended, 
and it is now a mere question if the House does not want to con- 
cur with the Senate on these amendments the matter can go to 
conference at once. 
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The gentleman from Virginia Hay], as the gentleman from 
5 — — will remember, pana af. iton onal officers in this 
Ses hd except those appointments temporary in their char- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the gentleman desires 
agora cg rer rent fap sar 0d asa 


F.. If the gen- 
teman objeci ts to that, then I will move for a conference, 


Does this give them increased rank? 
Mr. HULL. It gives them additional rank, 
ra STEELE. Iam not surprised at that. 


Mr. HULL. If the gentleman from Alabama objects to the 
motion to concur, I will move that we agree to the request of the 
85 05 for a committee of conference. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman to let it go over 
until the ntleman from V: [Mr. Hay] is present. 

we not let it go to conference? We can meet 
„ rion. phig ‘The Ordnance Depart- 
ment are overwhelmed with work, and it is important that this 
bill should become a law. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in 
the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 10561, and agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 105615 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection to it going to con- 
ferenée, but I do not see other gentlemen here who are interested 
in the matter. 

Mr. HULL. I do not think there is an eee objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it goes to conference, there will be an 
opportunity for the members of the committee on this side to have 
a vote on it afterwards, will there? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainly; they would have to have a vote on it, 

Mr. COX. What is the bili? 

Mr. HULL. To increase the Ordnance Departmen’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to “the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 


Se ssa I move to nonconcur and agree to the conference 

as or. 
The motion was d to; and the Speaker a ted as con- 
of the House Mr. HULL, Mr. and Mr. 


ferees on the part 
Cox. 
PAY OF VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, now I ask unanimous consent to 


The SPEAKER Is there objection to the present 
consideration of ——— 5 j z 
was no objection. 
Mr. HULL. Imovethatthe House concur in the Senatè amend- 


On motion of Mr, Al l. a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of 
the conference report and let the statement of the House con- 
ferees be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempi The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent to with the reading of the con- 
ference report and that the statement of the conferees on the part 
of the House be read instead. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 10801) making appro- 

y deficiencies in the rs,and for other for the fiscal year end- 
June my s and for prior and 
after full and erence 
aan. = 


— as f — 
8 515 TAIB 141. ii, itt 184, dent pears i 47,49, 50; 00, 
‘ a 

That the House recede from t to oy err of . 


83855 
eee 
Pegs 
827 
5 Eat 


BE 
EE, 


RE 
5E 


the amendment of the 


tter 
alloying: “To make the salaries of the Third 
4 — of State $4,000 each for the fiscal year 1800. $1,000;"" and the Senate 
S That the House recede 
the amendment of the 


a 


18, and 
take up the bill (H. R. 10805) to amend the act relating to pay of | tions,” insert the eal 8 in 5 lag $1500, 
volunteer soldiers, with a view to moving to concur in the te | which sum is hereby ;” and the Senate tothe same. 
5 It is a — diag Sg of — Arm Nese to the penn rar oe Me e — pe to the same with an 
e time e enrollment of soldiers ir muster in. It puts | amendment as follows: In lien of the ma said d- 
officers and soldiers on the same basis. As it is now, nobody but | ment, insert the — a “To the salary of the. Deve Commis- 


the enlisted men would get any pa: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the amend- 
ments to a bill the title of which the Clerk will 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee for a 
little fuller explanation of the bill than he has made. As TI under- 
stand it, it is to settle the pay of the volunteers from the time they 


start into the service. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; from the date of enrollment, 

5 SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 

of the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10805) to amend the act relating to pay of volunteer soldiers, 

The SPEAKER pro tem Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the amendments? 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Let the amendments be reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report “iby te amend- 
ments, 8 to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pagol, T aS out “such "and insert: all officersand enlisted men.“ 

line 10, strike out “as are.” 
wan Page 2 line 3 insert: 1 7 b all wen r 
Army out of any moneys 9 or = maintenance of the Army.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act to amend the act relating A pay 
of volunteer officers and ers.” 

Mr, HULL. Iwill say, Mr. S , that this is the bill intro- 
duced by the 2 from uri [Mr. Donen The 
former bill as it both Bape provided for pay only from 
the date when these men were received into battalion or regi- 
mental rendezvous. In a good many cases they were put in com- 
pany rendezvous and kept t there for some time before they were 
ordered to regimental or battalion rendezvous. The in its 
main provisions isalaw now. This simply enlarges the scope of 
it so that men and officers are d from’ e date of their enroll- 
ment and reporting for duty. That is all there is to the amend- 
ments, and I move that the House concur, 


sioner of Internal Revenue 


ate agree to the same. 


to the amendment o pe pring belt Newey in dy nen, ha 
amen: t as follows: At the end of said amendment insert the follo 

“= That no payment shall be made hereunder until the sureties on 
said con shall writing to the same;” and the Senate agree to 


sum shall tube service connected outside of said 
building:” and —— to the same. 3 
Anaa 9 ———— Sand 8: That the House recede from its dis- 
— ts of the Senate numbered 38, 37, and 88, and 


as follows: 
said Geasudimente $0 come in after fina 1s on page 120 of the bill; and ped 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and to the same with an 
Somon ant va In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the 

“The salaries of the officers and clerks of the mint at New Orleans, La., 

shall be the same ole a and as regen for the Brg yeas 1899 as for Are 

and for urpose ere ropr’ n 

24 Addon to the amount a 5 ted in the o legisla egislative, — 3 and judi- 
cial a — 2 — act ge pager 8 1899.” 


Amendment Penate ogres lg ony That “the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment, after the word Da- 
Brig. ey. ; and the Senate 


insert the words le 
Stars 3 That the Honso recede from 1 disagreement 


ego attendance upon the . — poe oa. 
uties 


the matter inserted by onia ame amendment to 
7 of the bill; and the Sena’ 


come in after line 16 on page the same. 


1898. 
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Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an 
a follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 


“That Dra i over the places ased for the location of the 
Branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, under and 
authority of an act of approved July 2%, 1888, in Grant County, 


and upon which sai ch 
ity of an Aob ol Congness approved June 4, 1897, ‘at the town of Danville, in 
the county of Vermilion, State of Illinois,’ and upon which said Branch is 


are located and relinquished by th 
claim reise j isdiction er r the passage of 
Provided That nothi co! ined shall be construed to im- 
wers and heretofore conferred upon the Board of Managers 
idiers in and over said 


a 
Br the ‘ational Home for Disabled Volunteer 


places. 
And the Senate — to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment, in lines 5, 6, and 7, 
the following: “and as far as practicable from the residents of the respec- 
tive States where forest reservations exist or may hereafter be set apart;” 
agree to the same. 


amendment the following: And so much of the trust vested in boards 
aud heretofore initiated as shall remain unexecuted on said date shall be 
vested in the oner of the General Land Office, who is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered to complete the same; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the follo + “For additional 2 pean or renin ag by con- 

“tract for the Indians of the Walker River Indian rvation in Nevada, 
fiscal year 1899, 800; “ and the eee agree to the same, 


an am said amendment, in lines 9 and 10, 
the following; and nosuchsum be barred by the statute of limitations;” 
and the Senate agree to the 


the same. 

Amendment numbered 142: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 142, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr insert $60,000;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 201: That the House recede from its t 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 201, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “119;” and on 


And on page 102 of the bill, in line 16, after the word “surgeons,” insert 
at 7 cents per mile.“ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 205: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 205, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert“ . 08, 475; and 
after said amendment insert as a separate h the following: 
$5,050.71 ot 42,000 enlisted men to complete ents already 

718.2.“ 
And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment num Cored 213: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 213, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
817.000: “ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 211: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 214, and saree to the same with an 


said amendment insert 
28, 400: Senate agree to the same. 
On the amendment of the Senate numbered 30 the committee of confer- 


ence have been unable to agree. 
> 555 J. G. CANNON, 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


F. M. COCKREL 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the 
i Liew sf the two Boune the gene ord — the og to the bill 
. R. 10691) making appropriations to supply deficiencies appropria- 
ons for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1808. and for prior years, submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the accompanying ‘erence 


* namely: 
e Genate sande 224 amendments and added $10,220,903.87 to the bill. 

Of the whole sum added, $3.401,510 is for expenses of the war with S 
submitted in estimates since the bill was passed by the House, and is recom- 
mended to be agreed to by the conference committee. 

The spproplistions proposed by the House of $50,000, r ively for a 

adian commission and to complete the appraisers’ ouse in New 
York, stricken out by the Senate, are recommended to be rostored by the 
conference committee. 3 

Of the remaining sum added by the Senate, $1,689,306.63 is substantially all 
to meet deficiencies, including the payment of judgments and audited ac- 
counts, submitted in estimates since the bill was passed by the House, and is 
recommended to be agreed to by the conference commi 
bc conference 55 recommend that the Senate recede from amend- 
ments a 7.2 

to agres on the amendment 


The conference committee have been unable 
of the Senate numbered 30, to provide for the settlement of the claims of the 
United States against the Central Pacific Railroad Company, and appropri- 
ating $20,000 therefor. 


J. G. CANNON, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. , I desire unanimous consent to 
t in the RECORD a F 
e Navy, Which explains an item of $320,000 for dredging Eliza- 


beth River at or near Norfolk Navy-Yard, for the purpose of 


ting a d channel, as a war measure. v, it woul 
consi as a river and harbor item, but it ap to the con- 
ferees on the part of the House as well as the Senate that it was 


absolutely necessary for this appropriation to be made from a war 
standpoint. I will not take the time to read it, but ask that it be 
inserted in the RECORD. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the matter which he 


There was no objection. 
The letter and telegram are as follows: 
Wan DEPARTMENT, July 1, 1898. 
To Hon. W. B. HOOKER: 
As the amendment states, the objectis 8 vossels in the Navy 
to the Norfolk Navy-Yard. I presume it was made at the request of the Sec - 
retary of the Navy. I suggest that you ask him if he deems it necessary as 


& war measure. 
JOHN M. WILSON, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
co NAvy DEPARTMENT, July 1, 1898. 
To Hon. W. B. HOOKER: 
Will send you copy of letter to chairman Naval Affairs Committee of Sen- 
dan regarding Elizabeth 


ate of 23d ul improvements to River. Messenger is 
on his way. 
JOHN D. LONG. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 23, 1393. 
Sr: Refi to the committee's communication of the ¥1st in- 
closing of S. 4647, “to widen, deepen, and improve the chann 


Elizabeth River, Virgin 


that, the matter 
Docks, the Chief of said Burean has 7 
Sof th 
e 


emergency. 
number of our shipsin the South would render it of 
t the southermost navy-yard, possessing facilities 
for re renovation, be ble to all classes of vessels at all times, 
and I have the honor to state that I consider the measure embodied in the 
bill S. 4647 one of great urgency, and particularly so at this juncture when 
the fortunes of war might render the failure to make a provision of this 
EE KV 
curri e views ore; Te 
ment commends the bill to the prompt and favorable consideration the 


committee. 
JOHN D. LONG, 
Secre: 


“Any 


the utmost tance 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. EUGENE HALE, 

Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I have no objection to this request, but I 
want it understood that the Pacific railroad proposition is to 
come up unembarrassed by any other proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. One moment. I first want to adopt the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. What effect will that have? 

Sg SAYERS. None whatever. It will not have the slightest 
effec 

Mr. CANNON. Then we can agree about that item, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, all the items in this bill in difference be- 
tween the House and the Senate are to except one, and 
there is a C ede as to the item touching the Central Pacific 
and Western Pacific railroads. I move the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was to was laid on the table, 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, as there is one item not 
agreed to, and the only item upon the bill—namely, that just in- 
dicated—and as the gentleman from California expressed a desire 
to be heard touching the same when this matter went to confer- 
ence, I will ask the gentleman if we can agree at this time upon 
the length of debate u the matter? 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Mr. Speaker, this amendment to the general 
deficiency bill is a proposition to refund the indebtedness of the 
Central Pacific and the Western Pacific railroads to the Govern- 
ment. It involves all the questions that were involved in the dis- 
cussion of the refunding bills in the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth 
Congresses. In each of those Con three days were allowed 
for debate on the funding bill, and in each case the House, after 
full debate, by overwhelming majorities, voted down the measure, 
It seems to me we ought to have the same time for debate on this 


measure. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, I say to the gentleman three days, 
so far as I am concerned, is absolutely impossible, unless a ma- 
jority of the House should so determine, at this stage of the ses- 
sion. The Pacific railroads and all matters in connection therewith 
have been matter of public history for many, many years and, I 
I think, are fully understood by the House, The provision is 
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short and exceedingly easily understood. I will ask the gentle- 
man if that is the best indication he can give as to the time? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is the best indication I can give. It 
seems to me that, notwithstanding it is a short measure, commit- 
ting the power of Congress to a commission to do a thing that 
Congress twice by an overwhelming majority refused to do, in- 
volves in the discussion all that was involved in the attempt to do 
the same through Congressional action. 

Mr. MAHANY. In other words, it is a plan to delegate toa 
commission 5 1 which Congress has refused to exercise itself. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is the practical purpose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will ask the gentleman, in view of the fact 
that the subject has been discussed, as he has stated, if it will not 
now take much less time to consider it? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman has no other proposition to 
make, I will, Mr. Speaker, retain the floor for the ce of my 
hour. The gentleman is entitled to be heard, I have no doubt, 
and if the gentleman will take his hour, well and good, and then 
-I will have to pursue my own course as to the time. I will ask 
the House to sustain me in a motion for the previous question. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, An hour's debate on this question would be 
i sa absurd; amiy absurd. 

r. CANNON. Iam saying, as the gentleman will not, from 
my standpoint, submit any reasonable request, that I will not 
move the previous question now. If the gentleman desires time, 
he can take it now. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I desire time for a great many people, and 
particularly for the members of the minority of the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, to which this measure has never been sub- 
mitted, and it has never been before any committee of the House 
or Senate, except perfunctorily before the Senate committee, with 
a seven-line report on it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman I will submit now, 
not to be bound by it, this request as to the time when I will 
move the previous question and have it ordered, if the majority 
is with me—I will submit to the gentleman, however, again a 
request for unanimous consent that we vote upon the motion, a 
parliamentary motion to be made, to-morrow at 1 o'clock, to con- 
cur n this amendment. That I believe is the motion of highest 
privilege. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Ilinois permit me to 
inquire if this is the only matter in difference between the con- 
ferees of the two Houses, and with the disposal of this the whole 
bill is disposed of? 

Mr. CANNON. If this amendment were disposed of, the whole 
bill would be disposed of. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it does seem to me that if we get through 
with it to-morrow, itis just as little time as you could ask the 
gentleman from California and his friends to agree to. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Several gentlemen here who are as much in- 
terested in the measure as [ am have suggested 4 o'clock to- 
morrow. Even with a vote at that time I expect many gentlemen 
who wish to peek will be shut out. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there are other matters of importance to 
come up, too. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that he had better put it at 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That will only give four hours on a side. 

Mr. DANTON Well, there are ot 155 3 7 75 ae ya 
to come up, ibly very important matters; make it 2 o'clock. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the chairman of the committee 
will agree to 4 o’clock. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that a vote may be taken at 4 o'clock to-morrow on a motion 
to concur, which is the one of highest parliamentary privilege 
upon this bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks |, 


unanimous consent that a vote be taken at 4 o'clock to-morrow on 
a motion to concur, $ 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I desire, in connection with that motion, to 
submit a motion to instruct the House conferees to nonconcur. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if we refuse to concur, that of itself is 
nonconcurrence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would be in order after the 
other motion is disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON. The motion in order—the highest parliamen- 
tary ee the motion to concur; and if the House refuses 
to concur, that of itself is equivalent to a vote to nonconcur. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the Ne 
of the gentleman from Illinois? [After a pause.) The Chair 
hears none; and it is so ordered. 


PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY BILL, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the following resolution, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be 8 of public act No. 171, An act to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 75,000 Spee 50,000 for the use of 
the House of Representatives and 25,000 for the use of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? [Afterapause.] The Chairhears 
none, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is understood that under this resolution the 
8 85 Will be apportioned to the members? 

r. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, you had better have it in the resolution. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The chairman of the committee told 
me it was unnecessary, 


Subsequently, 
Mr. RAY of New York said: Mr. Speaker, in asking the adop- 
tion of the resolution for printing extra copies of the pte 


bill I supposed that these additional cope would be printed wi 
the index as prepared by the Clerk. He tells me that the index 
will not be included unless provision is made to that effect. In 
order that such an amendment may be inserted, I ask unanimous 
consent to reconsider the vote by which the concurrent resolution 
was adopted ; 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I now offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend resolution so as to read: 

“ Resolved, etc., That there be printed of public act 171, ‘An act to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States,“ 75,000 copiess 


50,000 for the use of the House of Representatives and 25,000 for the use of the 
Senate; tha 


ppg t such print be of the act with the index as prepared by the 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the pear titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

S. 3232. An act granting a pension to Edward Madden; 
ahs 4231, An act granting an increase of pension to Millie A, 

ITY; 

S. 3777. An act granting an increase of pension to Curtis B, 
McIntosh; 

S. 4630. An act to increase the pension of Chauncey A. Bradley; 

S. 1918. An act to increase the pension of William Sharrock; 

S. 2965. An act granting a pension to Lewis E. Humpton; 

S. 4207. An act granting a pension to Louisa Hale; 

S. 3276. An act granting a pension to Mary Ellen Lauriat; 

S. 409. An act to increase the pension of Sarah Gresham, widow 
of Col. Benjamin Q. A. Gresham; 

S. 2618. An act granting an increase of pension to William H, 
Wendell; 

S. 605. An act granting pension to Vinton Massie; and 
ae 559. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarinda S, - 

Iman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 9140. An act granting an increase of pension to Felix Tait; 
8570. An act granting a pension to Pryor Perkins; 

6525. An act granting a pension to Mary Ann Sullivan; 
8959. An act increasing the pension of Mrs. Sarah Fry; 
4916. An act granting a pension to Virginia C. Fleanor; 
4484. An act granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenny; 
727. An act granting a pension to Olive H. South; 

8724. An act granting a pension to Addie L. Ballou; 
7841. An act granting an increase of pension to George 8. 


H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 


— 


R 
R 
R 


H. R. 
Walton; 
H. R. 6482. An act granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach; 
. R, 8243. An act granting a pension to John Connolly; 
. 8551. An act to increase the pension of Armenias H. Evans; 
. 9765. An act to increase the pension of John N. Wiley; 
. 8679, An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 


W; 
7989. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie Je 


t; 


R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
H. R 
on; 
H. R 
H. R 
H. R 
H. R 
t 
H, R. 3164. An act 


anting & pension to Alden B, Thompson; 
5069, An act aco ; 


pension b N. Atherton 


H. R ; 
H. R. 4811, An act granting a pension to Jane E, Zink; 
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H. R. 9295, An act granting an increase of pension to Justin O. 


Hottenstein; . 
. An act granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Diana 


. An act for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts; 
. Anact for the relief of Clarissa A. Dunham; 
. An act to increase the pension of James E. Eaton; 


and 
H. R. 9206. An act to incorporate the Washington and Univer- 
sity Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia. 5 
e message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3598) granting a pension to Hen- 
rietta Fowler. 
BEAUTIFYING POST-OFFICE PROPERTY IN SAGINAW, MICH. 
Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10709) to authorize the city 
of Saginaw, Mich., to beautify and use as a public park the United 
States post-office property in said city, under rules and regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and empowered to grant to the city of Saginaw, Mich., the privilege of beau- 
i and using for a public park such part of the United States post-office 


property situated in said city of Saginaw, Mich., as he may deem unneces- 
sary to hold for the purpose of which it was : Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury may terminate such grant or privilege at any 


e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRUCKER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

: GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The House resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I presume the gentleman from 


Ilinois [Mr. Cannon] will desire to control the time in favor of a. 


motion to concur. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] be permitted to control the time 
in opposition to the motion to concur, 

Mr. CANNON. [have no desire about it one way or the other. 
I supposed the Speaker would control the time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the request because I know there have 
been applications to the gentleman from California for time, and 
he is more familiar with it than anybody else on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Texas, that the time be equally divided 
and that the gentleman from Illinois 5 CANNON] control the 
time on that side and the gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
n the time against the motion? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 


calls for the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 
1 5 SA I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
o that. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I do not object to the division of time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
withdraws his objection. Is there further objection? [After a 

use.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my request for the 


8 ey! order. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the consid- 
eration of the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to concur in 
the amendment to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I should be pleased to hear a statement from 
the chairman of the committee on the reason for tacking this Pa- 
cific bill onto the general deficiency bill before we proceed on our 


side, 

Mr. CANNON. Noapplications have been made to me for time 
in debate up to this time. Fixing the vote at 4 o'clock to-morrow 
was purely a concession to the gentleman from California and 
those who agree with him. Until applications are made to me, I 
can not tell who will desire to talk on this side. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Are there no statements to be made as to the 
reason why this amendment should be added to the general defi- 
ciency bill? 

Mr. CANNON, I understand in a general way, I will say to 
the gentleman, in justice to him, that this is aSenate amendment 
put on by unanimous action by the Senate, touching the Central 
and Western Pacific railways. I understand that on the Ist day 
of next Jannary the Central and Western Pacific railways will be 
indebted to the United States in the sum of $59,000,000 in round 
numbers; that this $59,000,000 is a second lien upon these two 
railways; that the first lien upon the railways, a prior lien, is in 


round numbers $28,000,000 or a little less, making the total indebt- 
edness to the Central and Western Pacific railways $87,000,000 in 
round numbers. And this is after deducting the sinking fund 
and various legal claims that the Central Pacific Railway has 
against the United States for transportation, etc. 

Mr. LOVE. Are both these r owned and operated by the 
same company or ce Seni companies? 

Mr. CANNON. For information on that subject I will refer 
the gentleman to the Pacific Railroad Committee. I do not care 
to go into a discussion of that subject, nor does it make any dif- 
ference who owns and operates these roads. I am trying to get a 
statement of the indebtedness of these two companies to the Goy- 
ernment, 

Mr. LOVE. I wanted to find out whether these two roads are 
owned and operated by one company or by two. I think this a 
question of some importance in arriving at the best solution. 

Mr. CANNON. suppose they are owned by one company; 
yet I do not know nor do I care whether they are owned by one, 
two, or more companies. I am trying to get at the fact of what 
the indebtedness is to the Government, what is the amount of 
indebtedness prior to the Government lien, what is the total 
amount, and what is the prospect of our gettingour money. That 
is the question to which I am trying to address myself. As to 
whether these roads are leased by other companies, as to who 
operates them, that is a matter of no importance, at least for the 
purposes of this discussion. 

These roads are 860 miles in length, the two together carrying 
an indebtedness of something over $100,000 to the mile. The Cen- 
tral Pacific road commences, as I understand, 5 miles west of 
Ogden and runs to Sacramento; the Western Pacific commences 
at or about Sacramento and runs to San Jose. 

Now, all this money is now due except in round numbers about 
$10,000,000, which (having in the meantime been paid out of the 
Treasury under a former law to redeem the subsidiary bonds) 
will be due the ist day of next January. so that the whole $80,- 
600,000, or, to be accurate, $59,000,000, will then be due and ow- 
ing, subject to the lien of $27,000,000 or $28,000,000, which is a first 
mortgage prior to the Government lien. 

Now, in this condition the question arises, What is it best for 
the United States to do in order tosecure this great sum of money? 
One remedy might be to foreclose. If there should be a foreclo- 
sure and no purchaser then the United States, to get possession of 
the roads, must pay the first mortgage—$27,000,000 or $28,000,000. 
T hope the United States will not be forced to do that, for various 
reasons. One is, I do not want the United States to own this rail- 
way or any other. Iam sot to the ownership of railways by 
the United States. I would rather that this debt should never be 
collected than that we should enter upon the policy of Govern- 
ment ownership of railways. 

Now let me read the amendment which the Senate has put 
upon this bill: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the ‘Attorney-General, and their successors in office, be, and they are hereby, 
appointed a commission with full power to settle the indebtedness to the 

vernment growing out of the issue of bonds in aid of the construction of 
the Central ific and Western Pacific bond-aided railroads, upon sueh 
terms and in such manner as may be upon by them, or by a majority 
of them, and the owners of said : Provided, That any and all settle- 
ments thus made shall be submitted in writing to the President for his ap- 
proval or disapproval, and unless approved by him shall not be binding. 

That said commission shall not to accept a less sum in settlement of 
the amount due the United States t the full amount of the principal and 
interest and all amounts necessary toreimburse the United States for moneys 

d for interest or otherwise: And also provided, That said commission are 
ereby empowered to grant such time or times of payment by installment, 
and at such rates of interest, to be not less than 3 per cent per annum, paya- 
ble semiannually, and with such security as to said commission may seem 
expedient: Provided, however, That in any settlement that may be made the 
final payment and full discharge of said indebtedness shall not be postponed 
to exceed ten years, and the whole amount, principal and interest, shall be 
paid in equal semiannual installments within the period so limited, and in 
any settlement made it shall be poras that if default shall be made in any 
payment of either principal or interest or any part thereof then the whole 
sum and all installments, principal and interest, shall immediately become 
due and parabi notwithstanding any other stipulation of said settlement. 
otherwise appropriatad the gum of $5000 fe dera tis io Treasury not 
commission 2 making the said settlement. z S 

Mr. BARHAM. Allow me to ask when is the settlement under 
this bill to be perfected and to take effect? 

Mr. CANNON. Within such reasonable time as it is practica- 
ble to perfect it; and if not perfected to suit the discretion of Con- 
gress, the whole matter is subject to future legislation. 

Mr. BARHAM. Then will the question have to come back to 
Congress for future legislation in the event of a failure to perfect 
a settlement within a reasonable time? 

Mr. CANNON. Not necessarily, apprehend. But if the gen- 
tleman thinks that this provision will not lead to a settlement, then 
he does not agree with the best experts with whom I have been 
able to get in touch. 

Mr. BARHAM. Why should we not make this matter specific? 
If it is the purpose not to have this settlement hung up indefinitely 
in the event that the railroad company should continue to make 
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propositions which the Government would not accept, why should 
there be any objection to putting upon 


this measure a —_ lim- 
iting the time in which a settlement shall be made—five months, 
six months, ten months, one year—any reasonable time? 

Mr. CANNON. This provision anticipates that a settlement 
will be made within a reasonable time. And if, when Congress 
comes together again on the first Monday of December, satisfac- 
tory headway has not been made to secure this t amount that 
is due to the Government —860, 000, O0 - we then be within a 
month of the time when the last installment will be due; and it 
will then be quite competent for Congress, if necessary, to take 


action. 

Mr. BARHAM. Further action? 

Mr. CANNON. Further action. 

Mr. BARHAM. Then the gentleman thinks that under this 
measure, before the President could proceed to enforce payment, 
Congress, in the event of the passage of this bill, would have to 
take further action? 


Mr. CANNON. The gentleman i 
legislation already upon the statute books touching the Pacific 
Railway 

Mr. BARHAM. Yes; I know a good deal about it. 

Mr. CANNON. And this provision in no way repeals that 

islation, as I understand. 

. BARHAM. In the event that this bill should pass, can 
the President proceed to foreclose this mortgage? 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment, yes. 

Mr. BARHAM. I hope that is so. 

Mr. BELFORD. Now, the bonds that are to be foreclosed, 
will they be foreclosed by the Pacific Railway Company? 


Mr. CANNON. What bonds does the serene r to? 
Mr. BELFORD. Why, all of the bonds—the mortgage bonds 
outstanding or authorized. 


Mr. C ON. The railroad companies in question, I will state 
to the gentleman, do not hold ead bonds. 

Mr. BARHAM. They have all been disposed of. 

Mr. POWERS. All of them. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the companies owe 887, 000, 000, in round 


numbers. 

Mr. BELFORD. I only wanted to get at the facts and to be 
satisfied as to the proposition pending. J 

Mr. CANNON. I will try to satisfy the gentleman, if I can 

possibly do so. There are better experts than I, who could give 
the information much more assuredly than I can. But I will 
give the gentleman such information as I have. I have given to 
the matter the best attention I could, as a member of Congress, 
for some twenty years, and have a general know of the sub- 
ject, without that close technical information which others pos- 
Sess, 
There are, as I have said, about $87,000,000, in round numbers, 
due by these roads. That is to say, the United States is the cred- 
itor of the Central and Western Pacific railroad companies to the 
the extent of $59,000,000. Then these railroads owe other parties 
$27,000,000 and upward, which is a security prior—or, in other 
words, a prior lien—to that of the United States. 

Mr. DE VRIES. In the statement the gentleman is now mak- 
ing as to the outstanding liabilities to other parties of $27,000,000, 
does he take into consideration the moneys in the Treasury which 
are applicable under the sinking fund? _ : 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Fa I have taken into consideration all of 
the amounts due from the sinking fund and other sources. 

Mr. DE VRIES, I think the gentleman has not included that. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think the gentleman is mistaken; but 
I will refer him to the public-debt statement, which gives the ex- 
act fi . Ihave given the figures from the best information I 
have been able to secure. I have given it from the reports, as I 
pas them, and from the best examination that has been accessi- 

e to me, 

Now, then, this amount is over $100,000 a mile of indebtedness 
upon each mile of the Central and Western Pacific railroads, 860 
miles in all, in round numbers, commencing at a point 5 miles west 
of Ogden and running to Sacramento through the desert and over 
the mountains, and commencing at or near Sacramento and run- 
ning the rest of the distance to Jose. : 

Mr. POWERS. If the gentleman will permit an interruption, 
from 5 miles west of Ogden it runs through an absolute desert 
for 569 miles, with no local business whatever upon it, 

Mr. CANNON. Iunderstand that to be a fact from the reports, 
and in truth I may say that I know it to be a fact from personal 
observation, having gone over the road. y 

Now, the question comes up, What shall we do to secure the 

yment of this large sum of money to the United States? The 
te of the United States under its rules or not under its rul 
Ido not care which, in an emergency has put the amendmen 


which has just been read on the deficiency bill. In the House 
such an amendment would have been subject to the point of 
order. But it was deemed of such great importance that some- 
thing should be done that the Senate put it on, the Populists, 
Democrats, and Republicans all uniting by unanimous consent in 
so placing it; and that unanimous consent included, of course, 
the two Senators from California, the two Senators from Nevada, 
the two Senators from Utah, and all the Senators, and we find it 
now on the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, after the best inquiry I have been able to make, 
my judgment is that it is wise on the part of the House under all 
of the conditions to concur in the Senate amendment and let us 
see what can be done to secure this settlement. 

Mr. CASTLE. If the 83 will permit me, he 3 of 
certain securities. Will he be kind enough to state just what they 
are? 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, I do not know exactly, nor, in fact, do I 
. That is to say, I mean I do not know correctly just what 

are. 
. CASTLE. Are they any better than the Government now 
holds under the original charter? 

Mr. CANNON, I suppose so; and still I could not speak with 
certain knowledge. Certainly we could have none worse than the 
Government now holds under existing conditions. 

_ 5 mie further zera If 8 roads 2323 
paid an g in years, by what parity of reasoning does 
the chairman of this committee expect them to pay the entire debt 


in ten 8 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the roads have not failed to pay anything 
in thirty years. The roads have tr: the uppie of the 
Government, and that has gone as a credit upon this indebtedness. 
Then there is the 5 per cent ee en ek Re ee fund 
under the Thurman Act. I thought I had the figures here showing 
the amount which has been paid. It is quite a large amount. 

Now, much can be said tomuddy the water, and 1 have no doabt 
much will be said in this discussion to muddy the water, but I 
trust the House will keep down to the business proposition. 
There has been declamation year in and year out ever since the 
Pacific railroads were constructed; declamation about the pluto- 


crats, about the great fortunes that have been made. How just 


or unjust that declamation has been it is not for me to say, nor 
FFF for me to in- 
quire. t country was an untracked desert, a aer? foliosa when 

roads were built. Most of the way it is now a settled coun- 
try, with many Commonwealths. You recollect the old story of 
Columbus and the egg. He stood it on end, and after he showed 
them how, any fool could stand it upon end. 

Now, whether one man is wise or another unwise, whether any- 
body has been oppressed or an — 0 has been favored, whether 
there might have been better logis ation to develop that great 
country west of the Missouri River than was had I do not know, 
and it is not profitable to inquire. That is of the past. Let us 
act wisely in the present and wisely in the future. It is useless 
to inquire whether mistakes were made or whether they were 
not made, Nor is it necessary to inquire whether there has been 
2 as I have heard talked by the hour upon the floor of 

use 


ouse. ; 

I have heard men get up and seemingly start their mouths to 
going and go away and leave them ‘‘calamityizing” and talking 
about oppression. There may have been 8 It is not 
. me to inquire. there was, I am not responsible 
for it. e are not responsible for it. But we find here to-day 
this great indebtedness of $59,000,000 to the Government, with 
$27,000,000 ahead of it as a first lien upon this property, covering 
a railroad that is without terminal facilities, and that might as 
well run the most of the way through a tunnel or over a bridge. 
The question is, What can we do, if anything, to collect this great 
sum and get it into the Treasury? 

The Senate in its wisdom unanimously proposes to create this 
commission of three Cabinet officers to make the best agreement 
they can touching securities, upon the basis of full payment, with 
3 per cent interest, twenty semiannual payments, in not longer 
than ten years; if there is default in any one payment, the whole 
to come due. Otherwise the hands of this commission are left 
untied, and when the ment is made it is to be submitted to 
the President of the United States, to be ratified by him, an agree- 
ment to be made under the white light of public criticism. It is 
hoped and believed by those familiar with such matters that this 
agreement will result in securing to the Government this great 
sum of money. I hope it will so turn out, and for that reason I 
believe the Senate wisely and that it is the part of wisdom 
for the House to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD, Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. BELFORD. Do 
is to 
Mr, 


I understand that the Senate’s proposal 
t the House proposition with an amendment? 
ON. No; the Senate proposition I have just read. 


The vote is to be taken at 4 o'clock to-morrow on concurring in 
0 3 amendment. If the House votes to concur, that passes 
Mr. FARIS, The 


ask us to concur in their amendment, 
ey ask us to concur in their amendment. 
Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. HILBORN. Whatexigency has arisen to make it necessary 
islate in this unusual way? Why put it upon an appropria- 
tion bill at the very close of the session? 

Mr. CANNON. The esentative from California had better 
make that inquiry of his tors, Senator WHITE and Senator 
PERKINS, and of a unanimous Senate, than to make it of me, The 
Senate put on the amendment. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit me to read Sen- 
ator WHITE’s answer to that question? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, in the gentleman's own time he can dis- 
cuss it. Iam now answering the gentleman’s colleague . HIL- 
BORN]. The gentleman says why put it upon this bill? In my 
years of service in this House I have heard this matter discussed 
a number of times, standing by itself, when bills have been re- 
ported from the appropriate committees. I have heard gentlemen 
discuss the proposition with wisdom and, as it seems tome, Ihave 
heard other gentlemen discuss it with unwisdom. I have heard 
the vials of wrath uncorked upon the heads of individuals. Ihave 
heard efforts made to touch the public sentiment of the State or 
States in which the Pacific railroads are si in whole or in 


t. 
ee have seen times when it was gay patent to me that, in- 
stead of talking to the merits of the question, gentlemen were 
talking to their constituents, playing, as I thought, upon preju- 
dice. I have seen every kind of economist—I will not say crank 


I have seen every kind of economist exploit his notions in the dis- | fected 


cussion of bills touching this indebtedness in the years that have 
passed by. Some wanted Government ownership, some wanted 
confiscation, somebody wanted to take them by the 1 2 of the 
neck and the scruff of the breeches and throw them over the fence, 
and others say Let us wait until the debt has matured.” 

Mr. BELFORD. It has matured now. 

Mr. CANNON. For one reason or another the committee has 
decided the time has come; the day is here 

Mr. BELFORD. Right now. 

Mr, CANNON (continuing). When action is called for; and 
with the highest respect to every member of this House, I do not 
choose, and would not criticise anybody, because I represent my 
constituency and the great public sentiment of the country, ac- 
cording to the best of my ability, and it lies not in my mouth to 
criticise somebody else who does the same thing. Situated as I 
am, representing a constituency, trying to speak from a business, 
sensible standpoint, in my judgment the time has now come to 
concur in this Senate amendment. I hope, aye, more, upon the 
best information I can get, I believe, from my best judgment, 
after inquiry, that it will result in the coming into the 
of the whole amount of our debt. If so, I am ready to cry Halle- 
lujah,” that is what we want, without regard to anybody’s poli- 
tics, to anybody’s interests, toanybody’s prejudices, hopes, or fears. 

Mr. BARHAM, Now, will the gentleman answer me this 
question? The gentleman is a lawyer, and a good one. Will you 
say that the President of the United States next January, w. 
the full amount matures, can then proceed, if settlement has not 
been had, to the foreclosure of this mortgage? 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment, this does not repeal the other 


law. 

Mr. BARHAM, The existing law. 

Mr. CANNON, But I will say to my friend that he does me 
too much honor. 

Mr. BARHAM, No, no. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave been away from the bar for a quarter 
of a century, and never was more than a hustling circuit- 
court attorney. There is the gentleman from Vermont, the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and the gentleman from Indiana, upon the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. BELFORD, And “the gentleman from New York.” 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman from New York—who have 
given this matter special attention, and are more competent to 
answer the question than I am, 

Mr. BARHAM. Who is the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. BELFORD. The gentleman representing the First district. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Permit me to ask the gentleman from Ilinois 
who has asked for this legislation? 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman, I know not. I find 
it by way of a Senate amendment touching a matter that I am 
compelled to have knowledge of as a Representative for the 
people. I find it here, and I ask for it by my voice an my 
soot the people of the United States, for the benefit of the 

ury. : 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Has any member of the Administration asked 
for this a 

Mr. CANNON, I do not know, I will say to my friend. Iwill 
refer him to the a 9 committees for fuller information. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is what I would like to get—the infor- 
mation. Is there any report of any committee in favor of this 
measure? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I will say to the gentleman there is not, ex- 
copes four-line statement made as the report of a committee. 

. CANNON. Nor is it necessary for the purpose of this dis- 
cussion forme to inquire. I do know from examination of public 
reports, open to everybody, that this great amount of indebted- 
ness is now due to the Treasury, and that it is our duty to do the 
best we can to make the collection. it does not require the re- 
port of a committee, The individual has got a responsibility— 
each and every Representative has got a responsibility touching 
this matter, and it isa matter of such notoriety that an examina- 
tion by any man of practical sense, it seems to me, will ena- 
ble such a one to readily understand what is involved in the 


proposition. 
ow much time have I left? I reserve the remainder of my time. 
The § pro tempore. The gentleman has consumed 
thirty minutes. 


[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. BARHAM. That is all. I ask the Clerk to read the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will read the amend- 
ment for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 18, page 22, after the word “settlement,” the following: 
“ Provided „That unless the settlement herein authorized 
within one year after the of this act 


act contained 
shall be held to waive or 
United States.” 


Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the House. See Appent -- 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, how is the time? What amount 
have I used and what amount has the gentleman from California 


used? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois has 
used thirty-five minutes of his time, and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia two hours and ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield such time to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont as he may desire. J 

Mr. POWE. Mr. Speaker, I a ed that this question has 
come before the House at this time when I am so poorly prepared 
to consider it as I am, not having given any attention whatever 
to the subject-matter for more than twelve months. But I have 
a general recollection of substantial facts relating to this long 
drawn out controversy which leads me to the conclusion that 
out of the various suggestions that have been made for the settle- 
ment of the Government’s indebtedness against these roads this 
plan probably presents the only thing available to Congress at 
this time. Itis a well-known fact, Mr. Speaker, that for the last 
five or six years efforts have been made in Congress repeatedly to 
bring about some sort of settlement with the various Pacific rail- 
road companies that are indebted to the Government. 

There was a large indebtedness from the Union Pacific 
There is now a large indebtedness from the Central Pacific sys- 
tem. There is a considerable indebtedness from the Sioux City 
and Pacific Company, and an indebtedness from the Central 
Branch Union Pacifi c Railroad Company, so called, Of these 
companies that have failed heretofore to adjust their differences 
with the Government, the claims against the Central Pacific and 
the Western Pacific are the only onesinvolving any very consider- 
able sum of money. The indebtedness of these two roads, which 
we are now considering, amounts, inround numbers, to $60,000,000 
in money. That indebtedness has all matured with the exception 
of the last installment, which will fall due on January 1, 1899. 

Now, this question presents itself to the House as a simple busi- 
ness question. I desire to consider it and discuss it without any 
reference whatever to any political feeling that it may have in 
any locality, without reference to any criminality that may be 
charged against the original projectors of this road. I desire to 
consider it as a question that is for present consideration, under 


present conditions, to be determined by the best judgment which 
the House can apply to the subject. I am aware that the people 
in the State of California have, or imagine they have, a grievance 
. the managers of these roads. 

. MAGUIRE. That IJ have? 


Mr. POWERS. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I thought you said 
ance against any of them, 


No; I said the people of California. 
I had, Ihave no griev- 
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Mr. POWERS. I am aware that it has entered into the politics 
of that State and that the fate of many men depends on their at- 
titude on this question. But with the other forty-four States in 
this Union itis aquestion unhampered by any considerations of 
that character, and it should be settled irrespective of the feeling 
of the people of California or the wrong that has been done by 
an y toward the people of California. 

ere is substantially the question we have: Here, on the one 
hand, is the Government of the United States standing in the at- 
titude of a creditor; on the other hand is this railroad company 
standing in the attitude of a debtor, a debtor that is poor con- 
fessedly, a debtor that can not, presently, at least, pay this debt to 
its creditor. Now, what is the creditor to do? Is thecreditor to 
spend his time scolding and swearing about the iniquities of his 
debtor in years gone by, or is he, as a practical, prudent, business 
man, to look over the assets of his de and see how much he 
555 get by way of satisfaction of the claim he has got against 

im? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if my creditors would be content to take 
their pay in swearing about me and my misdeeds in the past, I 
could settle every debt I owe in the world in sixty minutes; butif 
they want to get their pay out of my property, then whatever 
abuse they pour out on my poor h will not help them very 
much toward realizing the 100 cents on the dollar they hope to 
get. That is very much the attitude of my friend from Califor- 
nia. He has spent much of his time this afternoon and on former 
occasions in hurling anathemas against the managers of these rail- 
roads instead of pointing out to us some practical way by which 
the Government could realize 100 cents on the dollar of its indebt- 
edness against the company. He has overleaped that question 
and devoted himself to an abuse, or, if not abuse, to criticism, of 
the manetan of our debtors thirty or forty years ago. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very well aware how dangerous preju- 
dice is in determining the action of men upon important ques- 
tions. I knowthat if you can fire up theirindignation and induce 
them to hate somebody, or hate some proposition that is favored 
by the other side, you are quite as apt to carry their conclusions 
in many cases as you are by the stern force of sound logic. But 
that does not affect my action on this question. I care nothing 
about what these men may haye done forty years ago, so far as I 
am called on to determine how this Government can best get its 
pay on this debt. It makes no difference whether they got rich 
or 7 — The question now is, How can we best collect our debts? 

hy, my friend from California himself, if he had a debt against 
me, much as he might criticise my conduct in the past, would not 
be silly enough, if he found me unwilling to pay, to waste his 
breath on that subject and let my assets be depleted in the mean- 
time so as to be beyond his reach. That is not the way men do. 


any gentleman who wants to collect his debt against his debtor | ca 
wi 


husband the assets rather than be overlooking them and abus- 
ing the debtor himself. 

Now, then, there is another consideration. My friend from 
California is a frank man; everybody knows him to be an honest 
man. I have heard him proclaim on this floor that he favored 
Government ownership of railroads, I have heard him proclaim 
on this floor that he did not believe in the forcible collection of 
debts by suits of law; and I have thought to myself that some 
time I would 2 6 borrow a little money of him and put that 
last doctrine of his to a test. 

He is in favor of the Government ownership of railroads; and 
I think I do him no injustice when I say that his attitude on this 
question to-day and heretofore has been taken very largely because 
he thought he saw an opportunity to put his favorite theory into 

ractical operation; for that Te Were inevitable result 
if you adopt the plan that he suggests. tis that plan? Itis 
to ignore any terms of settlement with these companies and com- 
pel the Government to foreclose its mor treating these par- 
ties, as he says, just as you would treat any debtor that does not 
pay his debts, by foreclosing on the security that you hold. We, 
on the other hand, say, rather than do that we will make some 
settlement with the debtor by which we can save our debt and 
save the expense of a lawsuit. 

Suppose you adopt the theory of the gentleman from California 
and foreclose your mo . You foreclose it in the courts. 
Under the procedure established in the courts, after obtaining a 
decree fixing the amount of your debt the pony is exposed to 
public sale; the whole world is admitted to bid upon it; and it has 
to go to the highest bidder. Now, is this a property which if ex- 
posed to public auction would be likely to bring the full amount 
of the Government debt? If it would, then very clearly the rem- 
edy suggested by the gentleman from California is not a pre- 
carious but a safe one. But what are the facts about that? In 
the STE piao; here isa railroad nearly 800 miles in length, en- 
cumbe: by a first mortgage amounting in round numbers to 


$28,000,000. That is the first incumbrance resting upon the 
property. It is next encumbered by a second mortgage running to 


the United States Government and amounting in round numbers 
to 860,000, 000. 

Following out the procedure which the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia proposes, the very first step which the Government must 
take after it has obtained its decree and when it exposes the prop- 
erty to public sale, is to clear off this underlying mortgage at 
828,000. 000. Everybody understands that. That is to be wiped 
out. How is it to be wiped out? By putting your hands into the 
United States Treasury and taking $28,000,000 and paying off 
those first-mortgage bondholders, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Was that done in the case of the Union Pa- 
cific road when it was sold under foreclosure? 

Mr. POWERS. It was, practically. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Not a dollar was paid in that way 

Mr. POWERS. I ask my friend from California if I have mis- 
stated the legal status of this matter on a foreclosure—— 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I say that the Union Pacific—— 

Mr. POWERS. I beg my friend’s pardon. I hope he will an- 
swer my question, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. There was a first mortgage on the road; and 
the purchasers took the road subject to that mortgage. 

Mr. POWERS. If they dicker about it, that is another thing. 
Am I not right in saying that the Government, in case of a sale, 
in order to give a clear title, must first wipe out the $28,000,000 
wag PY 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That would depend gas whether the pur- 
chaser wanted the first mortgage paid off. If he did, of course 
arrangements would have to be made to have it cleared off. 

Mr. POWERS, Did you ever know of a man forec'osing a sec- 
ond mortgage on a farm without being obliged to wipe out the 
first mortgage? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. As a rule, the purchaser is ready to take the 
4 sag subject to the first mortgage. 

. POWERS. But in that case you give him only the rights 
of a second mortgagee. I see the gentleman does not dispute my 
proposition, so I assume he agrees to it, 

. MAGUIRE. The money must be paid in some way, of 


course. 

Mr. LOVE. I know very little about the financial condition of 
these roads, and therefore I wish to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont whether he considers that in this claim the Government has 
as good security as it had in the case of the Union Pacific, which 
has been settled. I would like to hear the gentieman on that 
point, because it seems to me that it is one of a good deal of impor- 
tance. If the security is equally as good, as was stated by the 
gentleman from California, then we had better follow the course 
pursued in the Union Pacific case. 

Mr. POWERS. But the Government would get in the one 


se— 

Mr. MORRIS (interrupting). Before the gentleman from Ver- 
mont proceeds to answer that question, following out the line of 
his argument before the inquiry of the gentleman from Mississippi 
was submitted, I would like for him to state the legitimate conclu- 
sion, in his judgment, of the foreclosure proceedings. Unless the 
road, as I understand it, shall be bid in at 860,000, 000 and 828,000, 
000, the Government would have to take the property and operate 
it for itself? 

Mr. POWERS. That is precisely the result, unless some other 
bidder should offer more. 

Mr. LOVE. Oh, well; we all understand that. 

Mr. POWERS. And before answering the inquiry of my friend 
from Mississippi, I wish to follow this thought a little further. 
If we foreclose the „ under the plan suggested 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE], we get a rail- 
road on our hands. There is no doubt of that. And that is 

recisely what my friend from California desires to bring about, 

e smiles, and I can see by the twinkle of his eye that I have him 
on that point. [Laughter.] 

Not only that, but in a leading paper of the city of San Fran- 
cisco—the San Francisco Examiner—an editorial article appeared 
a couple of years ago, when this matter was under consideration 
in the House on a former occasion, in which the editor of that paper, 
who was the leader of that faction in the State, boldly proclaimed 
that the interests of the people of California and their desire was 
that there should be Government ownership of the railroad in 
question; and not only that, but he went a good deal further. 

He wanted to have this railroad operated for the people of the 
State of California alone! Not to be operated for the people of 
the country at large, but a great business line of railroad running 
into that State was to be operated exclusively for their benefit! 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have followed out the theory to its legiti- 
mate results which my friend from California advances as a 
proper remedy to be pursued in this case. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. et me ask the gentleman from Vermont if 
the Government ownership and operation of railroads resulted 
from the sale of the Union Pacific Railroad? 
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Mr. POWERS. Well, that is for the commission to determine, 
You will notice, if you look at this amendment, that it creates a 
commission with authority to settle in a particular way, authority 
to settle upon the basis that the Government shall get its full pay, 
with 3 per cent interest, on an extended period of not e ek 
ten years, and upon such security as the commission in its judg- 
ment may see fit to accept. Now, whether that will be gilt-edge 
security or not I can not say, nor can my friend. We know this 
much, that we refer the matter to three competent public officials 
and they are to act under the sanction of the President. Presum- 
ably 55 will act for the best interests of the people of this 
country. 

Mr. FLEMING, I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information also. In what does this debt which is past due 
consist? Does it consist entirely of principal, or are there not 
some interest coupons past due and unpaid? 

Mr. POWERS. The debt that is due consists of princi- 
pal. You might call it all principal, use under a decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States it was determined that 
no interest was payable by these railroad companies upon their 
subsidy bonds to the Government until the principal itself ma- 
tured. So that during all these thirty years they have been saved 
the necessity of paying any interest, and that has been sanctioned 
by the 3 — court in the nation. 

Mr. MING. Did not some of the principal mature several 


Mr. POWERS. Not at all; for that road, the gentleman must 
remember, is worth ten times as much as the Cen Pacific, and 
the relations existing, as a comparison between them, are entirely 
dissimilar. aren! 

Now I will answer the question of my friend from Mississippi 
as to the real value of the securities which the Government would 
receive in either case. I need not say—because all gentlemen on 
the floor are conversant with the fact—that the Union Pacific 
Company is a great system of railroad. It passes through vast 
and thriving and populous cities in the growing State of Oregon 
to its connections down to the Mississippi River; it passes through 
a great and rapidly growing country; it passes through cities 
that are big and steadily increasing—you might say strung to- 
gether like beads. . 

Mr. KELLEY. Did not the gentleman insist and predict that 
the Government ownership of railroads was inevitable when the 
Union Pacific Railroad was sold under mortgage-foreclosure pro- 
ceedings, just the same as he now predicts? 

Mr. BOWERS. Possibly I may have done so, 

Mr, KELLEY (proceeding). And does not the gentleman think 
he is just as liable to error now as he was then? 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am not one of those for- 
tunate gentlemen who can expect to proceed with all of the af- 
fairs of life without some kind of an error. I do not feel that I 
am always correct, and I know that I may be mistaken at times, 
k my friend is so fortunate as to be correct always, I congratu- 

te Hi 


him. 

Now, the Union Pacific Railroad—the entire road—is valuable 
simply from the income it commands, That is true of all rail- 
1 If it runs through a rich and growing, a populous coun- 
try, the earnings will correspondingly increase as the country 
builds up. If it runs through a barren desert, of course it can 
make nothing, for the earnings of railroads are largely due— 
mainly due, in fact—to local railroad traffic. From Council Bluffs 
westward this road runs through a rich, highly cultivated, and 
rapidly growing 1 very heart of the agricultural portion 
of the country. t road, therefore, has and had a promising 
future. But how is it with the Central Pacific? Let us examine 
the difference. 

Why, as stated here by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON], that road starts out at a point 5 miles west of the city of 
Ogden and runs for 569 miles through a barren desert. I speak 
advisedly of this. The local business on two-thirds of the entire 
5 of the Central Pacific Railroad will not pay for the oil 

on the cars. It runs through a sage-bush country. Many 
of yon gentlemen have been over that line and know the charac- 
ter of the country to which Irefer. Now, it is the local business, 
I repeat, that makes the railroad earn profits for its stockholders 
and measures its earning capacity. The through business, by 
reason of the competition between rival roads, amounts to noth- 
ing in the way of traffic earnings. 
s 5 Is that true of the other line, too—the Western 

acific? 


Mr. POWERS. No; that runs a a a good country. But 
my friend will remember that there are two distinct corporations. 
One is the Central Pacific, which owes a particular debt. The 
other is the Western Pacific, which owes another particular debt. 
The Western Pacific, therefore, might pay its debt, and the other 
company not be able to pay its. 

Mr. FARIS. The Western line is very short, and the debt is 


small, . 

Mr. POWERS. Yes; as suggested by my friend from Indiana, 
the line of the Western is short and its debt is small, about 
$6,000,000. Now, the future of the Central Pacific, running as it 
does for two-thirds of its entire length through an unpopulous 
and neglected country, is very different from the future of a rail- 
road running through a country. So that Isay upon a fore- 
closure of the road and the o of it to public sale we could 
not presume that it would be likely to sell for enough to pay the 
debt of the Government. But when we come to the proposition 
contained in this amendment to the deficiency bill, have we not 
just as good an assurance of ultimate payment without the dan- 

r of any litigation whatever? My friend from California [Mr. 

AGUIRE] talks about a great amount of litigation that might be 
instituted against the projectors and builders of these roads. Does 
the Government of the United States want to go into that? Is it 
not better, is it not more businesslike, to make a peaceable settle- 
ment with your debtor and get your money than it is to involve 
the Government in a long-drawn-out litigation? 

Mr. LOVE. If my friend will permit me, I would like to sug- 
gest that unless this pop is perfectly good for the debt and is 


Mr. POWERS. Yes, 

Mr. FLEMING. What I want to get at is this: Does this bill 
provide that there shall be interest paid on the interest which they 
owe the Government? ; 

Mr. POWERS. This amendment provides that the commission 
shall exact from the companies the full amount of their indebted- 
ness to the Government. Now, if there is a right to charge inter- 
est upon deferred interest payments, of course this covers it. If 
there is not that right, then it does not cover it. 

Mr, FLEMING. I want to ask your opinion about that. Do 
you consider that under the terms of this amendment to the bill 
now pending the railroads will be obliged to pay the Government 
only the principal and the interest that may be due, or will they 
be obliged to pay interest on the defaulted interest which has been 
due for some time? 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I shall have to decline to 
run off on a tangent. 

Mr. FLEMING. That is a very important question in the case. 
What is the 15 eman's opinion? 

Mr. POW . My opinion, if the gentleman is asking that, is 
that whenever the principal of any installment falls due, the in- 
terest applicable to that installment falls due and no other interest, 
so that, as these installments of principal fall due consecutively, 
January 1, 1894, 1895, 1896, 1897, 1898, and 1899, the interest upon 
those several installments will also be due at the same time. That 
is my opinion. Whether it is right or wrong I can not say, but 
I have answered my friend’s question. 

Mr. FLEMING. Do von understand the language of the amend- 
ment to be broad enough to cover the interest on interest, if it is 
legally due? 

Mr. POWERS. I consider it broad enough to do that if itis 
Realy eos, because it requires the commission to see that the com- 
pany indemnifies the Government for its full claim. If the gen- 
tleman differs with me about that, of course he may be right. 
That is cr judgment. But no matter about that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here are two methods available to the Gov- 
ernment as a creditor of these railroads: One to proceed in a way 
that leads necessarily, or in all human probability, to say the 
least, to an ownership of this railroad by the Government; the 
other leading to a settlement of this debtin the brief period of ten 
years, ge age and interest, without any danger of Government 
ownership. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I do not understand from anything in this 
bill, as it is now before us, that this settlement provided for here 
shall be made within any limited time. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend from California [Mr. BARHAM] pro- 
poses an amendment, as I understand him, to compel this settle- 
ment to be effected within twelve months, 1 think that is a very 
proper amendment. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does the committee accept that? 

Mr. POWERS, Iam not on the committee. 

Mr. FLEMING. Is the gentleman from Vermont in favor of 


now ona paying „it will be difficult to obtain security for | that amendment? : 
the payment of the indebtedness at the end of ten years. In other Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir. 2 7 
words, if it is not a paying investment, how will it be possible for | Mr. FLEMING. Will you explain in some way how that amend- 


ment parliamentarily can be put on? 
Mr. POWERS. It can not be done except as the conference 
committee shall do it. 


this company to pay at the iration of ten years if it can not 
y now; and why should the Government wait ten years, unless 
tter security can be given? 
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Mr. SAYERS. The amendment can be concurred in with an 
amendment. 

Mr. POWERS. The amendment, it occurs to me, is a very 
proper one, I will state to the gentleman from Georgia. 

. FLEMING. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
committee, has stated that he was going to makea motion tocon- 
cur. Now, this amendment will have 2o eee standing 
at all unless this motion to concur is voted down. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes, it will. A motion to concur with an 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. POWERS. Asto whether the parliamentary status is such 
as will permit it to be offered, better parliamentarians than I must 
answer. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit me to address a 
question to the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ili- 
nois if it will be agreeable to the committee to accept that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON, What amendment does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. POWERS. Requiring the settlement to be agreed upon in 


a year. 

Nr. RIDGELY. There is nothing requiring that this settlement 
shall be made within a limited time? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman understands thisis a motion to 
concur in a Senate amendment. If the House concurs, the House 
passes the bill; if the House refuses to concur, that is equivalent 
to nonconcurrence, and sends it back for future action between 
the House and the Senate. And if Ihad power as an individual 
to accept the gentleman’s amendment, I do not think it should be 
done. This takes the action of three Cabinet officers, when they 
make a settlement, subject to the approval of the President, and, 
I will say to the gentleman, it does not change the law that per- 
mits foreclosure. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is simply an additional remedy. 

Mr. CANNON. Simply an additional remedy; but the gentle- 
man from Vermont is a better authority and a better lawyerthan 
Iam, and I refer the matter to him, Practically there can be no 
amendment of the proposition. It is simply a qe of con- 
curring in the Senate amendment and passing the bill or of reject- 
ing it. j 

Mr. POWERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to this amendment, 
and I am e to differ with my friend from California, 
and I do so with great misgivings, because I recognize the fact of 
his very high professional attainments. I understood him to say 
that, in his judgment, this amendment wiped out and suspended 
all existing law relating to the collection of these debts. I can 
not read it that way. This amendment simply proposes that the 
commission should be appointed— 

i e the indebtedness to the Government 
oun cr ike tee ret 3 aid of the construction of the Central P Std 
and Western Pacific bond-aided railroads upon such terms and in such man- 
ner as may be agreed upon by them. 

Now, then, I have a debt against an individual. The law be- 
fore the creation of that debt provided that I might bring suit 
against him, sequester his property, obtain judgment, and satisfy 
my debt. Suppe the legislature of my State should, in addition 
to that, proviđe that as to my particular debtor a commission 
should be appointed to settle with him. What does that settle- 
ment mean? Liquidate the debt, arrange for security, fix the time 
of payment and rate of interest, etc. If they fix n such an 
agreement, of course if both parties have agreed to it, that ends 
the matter; but until they have agreed to it, until the settlement 
is effected and N put up and all the contracts in the matter 
are made, then the old right of proceeding against my debtor is 
just as perfect as before. Now, what are the rights? Under the 
act of 1886 or 1887—I will ask the gentleman what is the date of 
the act? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. preiera RE . was the date of the foreclosure 
act. Theact of 1887 gave an additional remedy and perfected the 
foreclosure act. 

Mr. POWERS. In the year 1887 Congress passed a law author- 
izing the President, whenever, in his judgment, it became neces- 
sary to protect the rights of the Government, to clear off all pre- 
liminary liens which antedate the Government lien upon the 
bond-aided railroads, so as to enforce the rights of the Govern- 
ment. Now, that was adding nothing, in my apy isn’ to the 
7 as they existed before, because the Supreme de- 
cided repeatedly that the Government in dealing with these rail - 
road companies sustained a double relation. It sustained the rela- 
tion of creditor and also the relation of sovereign; and so far as 
the relation of creditor was concerned, it had just the same right, 
no more, no less, than any creditor has against his debtor. 


Upon general principles a creditor would have the right to hold 
the mortgage and foreclose it in the absence of any special logis 
lation, and so this act of 1877 added nothing in respect to 
remedy the Government had against its debtor. Itsimply added 


this feature, that the President should be authorized to clear off 
and pay the underlying lien on the property; that he might not 
3 perhaps, on general principles requiring a special appro- 
priation. 

Now, then, to come back to the point where I started. This is 
a pure business question. You may scold about the conduct of 
the builders of this road all you please, but, sir, it is a pretty safe 
doctrine in morals as well as in practical life to say that the devil, 
even, is entitled to his due. These men have done something for 
the United States. If they stole anything out of these railroads— 
and I am not here to say they did not; I am here to say that that 
does not touch this question—if they stole anything ont of these 
railroads, they certainly built the railroads. Away back in 1862, 
when this nation was in the very throes of civil strife, when it 
was a matter of great doubt whether we were to maintain our 
existence as a united people, the Congress of the United States 
came forward to answer a long call that had come to them from 
the Pacific slope, and it brought into being the means whereby 
this great transcontinental line of railroad could be built. 

The prose of California at that time were enthusiastically in 
favor of the proposition. There they were, barred out from tho 
whole country pretty much. The only mode of access to them was 
around by Cape Horn, or over the Isthmus, or overland by stage 
across the plains. They wanted the line built; the people in the 
East wanted the line built. It required an immense sum of mone 
to build it. The projectors of the scheme came to Congress pe | 
said, We have not money enough to build the line; we must have 
national aid.” In 1862 Congress passed the charter for the Union 
Pacific Railroad 5 

The Central Pacific road Company was chartered the year 
before by the State of California and had built a few miles of rail- 
road to the east of Sacramento. Con legislated in a liberal 
manner to aid these men in building this line of railroad. Nine- 
tenths of the members of the House looked upon it as a chimerical 
scheme, impossible of completion, but these men were enthusi- 
astic and hopeful. They said We will undertake the work if you 
will aire us aid.” Congress, not supposing that they would ever 
be ed upon to furnish a dollar, use the scheme was so 
chimerical, granted to these men whatever they might ask for. 
They asked for a right of way through the public domain, and it 
was granted to them—a wide sweep of territory, giving them 
almost an empire; each alternate section for a distance of 20 miles 
was granted, with a subsidy of so much per mile if they would 
go forward and undertake what was then looked upon as an 
almost hopeless undertaking. The subsidy was mammoth; I 
agree to that. It was $16,000 per mile where the building of the 
line was on easy ground, $32,000 a mile in the intervening sec- 
tions between the two mountain ranges, and $48,000 a mile where 
it went over the mountains themselves. 

The two companies—the Union Pacific building west from 


c | Omaha and the Central Pacific building east from Sacramento 


were rivals; for every mile of road that was built the company got 
so much subsidy and so much land grant. It was, therefore, a 
race of diligence between the two companies. There never has 
been exhibited on this planet such an instance of heroic courage, 
earnest endeavor, and solid Yankee pluck as was shown by the 
builders of these lines. They went forward; they were permitted 
under the charter to complete their roads by the 4th of July, 1876, 
and save all the land grants and subsidies. Instead of waiting for 
that time to elapse, the two lines of road were united at Promontory 
Point, a few miles west of Ogden, on the 10th of May, 1869. That 
is the enterprise, that is the diligence, that these men showed to 
the 8 at large and which gave the country this great trans- 
continental line. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if these men made money out of that trans- 
action, I say they ought to. Any man who would undertake a 
work of that kind, looked upon with so great doubt and uncer- 
tainty, a work which has afforded to this country such a Wealth 
of return, is entitled to get rich. I do not lament the fact. What 
was the result to the Government? Why, we had this great cen- 
tral tract of country, almost limitless, almost unexplored, west of 
the Mississippi River and east of the Pacific Ocean, millions upon 
millions of acres worth absolutely nothing to the Government 
until they were opened up to settlement and civilization, as they 
never could have been until the iron horse had — its way 
out there, bringing in the tide of immigration, and thus bringin 
those public lands into market, so that the Government coul 
ena upon its own assets from which before it was completely 

ut out, 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that if the Government should 
cancel every dollar of this indebtedness against these roads which 
it has aided, it would have put into its Treasury ten times the 
millions that it took out in order to build these lines of road. So 
that npon the principie with which I started out—that I must 
give the devil his due—I say the devil in this case has done a 

‘eat public service to the 


ple of this country; so much so that 
o Congress of the Uni 


States can not afford to forgetitself so 
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far as to throw away this debt, which is within their reach, be- 


cause of a mere prejudice some of these le. 

I am not going to follow my friend from Califo 
ous windings through the law to ascertain whether we could or 
sibly collect something out of the estate of Mrs. Stanford, or Mr. 
Crocker, or Mr. Hopkins, or Mr. Huntington. If that could be 
done, my friend knows as well as anybody that it would involve 
litigation that would cost the Government quite as much as it 
would ever realize from it. But ar you did resort to litiga- 
tion. Hereisaclaim more than thirty years old. How long, I 
inquire of my friend, must a debt run before it reaches a point 
where the law says you shall not enforce it? He says he will re- 
sort to a court of equity. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, I thinka debt ought to run for at least a few 
months after the right of action accrues. The right of action has 
not yet accrued in this case; and let me say that some of these 
diversions of assets are only eleven years old, according to the re- 
port of the Pacific Railway on. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend says he proposes to enforce the lia- 
bility of these men for their stock subscriptions. Those subscrip- 
tions were made in 1862. Did they not mature then? Were they 
notduethen? Thatwas thirty-sixyearsago. Now, howlong must 
they run before they are outlawed? In ap at law the 
statute, of course, would bar them at the end of six years. But 
my friend is sharp enough to avoid the operation of that rule of 
law. He says that this is a quasi trust relation. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. As to the stock subscriptions, I conceded that 
the statute had run against them. . 

. Mr. POWERS. Iam very much obliged to my friend for that 
concession, : 

Mr, BARHAM. I challenge the statement of my colleague 
pir. MAGUIRE], The statute of limitations never runs against 
3 Government except by virtue of some express statutory pro- 


on. . 

Mr. POWERS, Those subscriptions were not in favor of the 
Government, but of the railroad. 

Mr. BARHAM. But if the Government has a lien upon the 
subscription, whether paid in or not, it is a perfectly elementary 
principle that that lien is not lost by lapse of time. 

. POWERS. When a man subscribed for ten shares of the 
stock of the Central Pacific Railroad, he did not create a debt due 
to the Government a the Shion ape he created a debt to — 5 
railroad com a against e company is the 
only party that c 2 enforce it, and such a debt would be outlawed 
in six years. 4 : 

Now, if the Government steps in and, by virtue of some right 
of subrogation or otherwise, undertakes to enforce a stock sub- 
scription, will my friend contend that the statute of limitations 
which bars the railroad company as against the subscriber does 
not also bar the Government? 

Mr. BARHAM. Beyond doubt it does not bar the Government 
at all. I can produce authorities which establish that position 


be: 8 

Mir. WERS. If the Government undertakes to enforce a 
stock subscription, it does so by virtue of the right of the railroad 
company to enforce it. 

Mr. BARHAM. Not at all. I challenge that statement. 

. POWERS. The subscriber to the capital stock of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad, when he affixed his signature to the sub- 
scription and agreed to take ten shares, became a stockholder of 
the Central Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. BARHAM., That does not state the whole case. 

Mr. POWERS. Wait a moment till I finish my statement. 
Now, if the Government of the United States undertakes to en- 
force that subscription, it must take it, in the language of the 
law, cum onere—with all the burdens that it carries; and as be- 
tween the company and the original subscriber the debt is out- 
lawed in six years. If the Government undertakes to enforce it, 
itis barred after the same lapse of time. 

A MEMBER. The gentleman is mistaken. š 

Mr. POWERS. ell, the Supreme Court of the United States 
has so decided. 

Mr. BARHAM. But does not the gentleman find in the Chat- 
tanooga bond case an exception that where this statute would 
appl opa bonds in the handsof the original subscriber, and that 
would a bar, that there would be, on the other hand, no bar 

ainst the Government, or after ay had passed into the hands 
of the Government? The Supreme Court so held, and it has held 
a similar doctrine in a hundred different cases. 

Mr. POWERS. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
held repeatedly that the Government of the United States relies 
as a creditor in a suit exactly on the rights of the creditor in any 
other capacity, neither more nor less. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not ees to exhaust the patience of 
any longer. There have been various attempts made 
to secure the payment of this indebtedness to the Government 
for years past. For more than twenty years the subject has dis- 


a in his devi- | tha 


urman 
Act. It was then believed by both Houses of Congress that the 
5 of that act would insure the arta i parasas of the 

bt at its maturity, but subsequent events that to be a 
misjudgment of facts. It did not have that effect. 

For the last five or six years bills have been pending here and 
put on their passage in the two Houses of Congress which have 
endeavored to refund this indebtedness and secure, ultimately, 
the return of the Government claim when the debt matured in 
1899. All of these failed for the same reason that is apparent 
here to-day. Instead of having the members of this House pres- 
ent and learning so of the case—those who are not famil- 
iar with it—you find that nine-tenths of the members’ seats are 
vaca Men acting on their prejudices say that they care noth- 
ing whatever for the question and have given no attention to it. 
But, gentlemen, let me say to you that something must be done, 
and done quickly. The time has come when you will either throw 
this debt away or secure its payment, As earnest, practical busi- 
ness men, what is the thing todo? That is the question. 

In my judgment, though I doubt very much whether the com- 
panies can comply with the Government demand, whether, in 
short, within the space of ten years they can pay up, nevertheless 
this seems to be the very best possible thing that can be done at 
the present time. If they do not comply with it, then they will 
have to proceed in some other manner, 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask if the 
Central Railroad Company has eyer made nor such proposition, 
or any similar proposition to the Government 

Mr. POWERS. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr, MAGUIRE. Is there not, then, in this proceeding some 


ulterior ? 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I can not say as tothat. I 
do not know of any. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Does the Senate proposition really contain 
sufficient power to it through successfully? 

Mr. POWERS, Well, if the gentleman will t me to an- 
swer his other question, I generally look at the paren of a 
proposition, when it is subjected to my attention, to find out if 
E aa nok LLEON 

am not mistaken, proposition was y the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] — 

Mr. MAGU; Well, Mr. Speaker, unless I am permitted to 
make allusion to the ings of the Senate, I do not think the 
gentleman from Vermont ought to be permitted to do so. 

Mr. POWERS. I am not going to discuss what was done in 
the Senate. I am merely stating o facts. I understand it to be 
a fact that that was the origin of the proposition; and that it 

the Senate unanimously. And the gentleman knows what 
itter 1 existed in that body to the preceding attempts 
in 1 


Mr. UIRE, If the had read Senator MorGan’s 
speech, and the following in the Senate, he would 
have discovered that he is entirely in error. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman from California may be en- 
tirely correct, but I I have kept track of this proposition 
from the first. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman is mistaken, then, for this is 
not Senator MorGAn’s proposition at all. It was and is known as 
the Gear amendment, 

Mr. POWERS. And that may be entirely trne. I do not care 
who is the father of the tion. I am ing of it asa 
proposition emanating from the Senate. It commended itself to 
that body, where the gentleman knows there has been more bitter 
opposition to a settlement of this character than there has been 

own in the House, 

A MEMBER. the Senate by unanimous consent. 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, by unanimous consent; and I am content 
to take it up and adopt it here for the same reason. It has the 
indorsement of the Senator from Alabama and the unanimous in- 
dorsement of all the other members of that body, The matter is 
presented now for our consideration, coming from the Senate, and 

exp in that body is that these companies can pay 
= oe of the Government within the time specified by 

e bill. 

That is a proper question for our consideration. There is an 
underlying mortgage of some $28,000,000 to be paid, and a sum of 
$80,000,000 or over in the aggregate is to be raised. Now, how can 
it be raised except by a new mortgage? That can not be floated 
at less than 4 per cent, and I do not think anybody would take it 
even at that rate of interest. So that I do not believe any rail- 
road oompany will ever be able to float a mortgage large enough 
to wipe out the indebtedness of these two mortgages. — 

Mr. MAGUIRE, If we are to meet this railroad com- 
pany and enable it to settle, would it not be a good idea to wait 
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until the company makes a proposition stating what it can and 
will do rather than to take a plunge in the dark and require the 
taking of steps that you and others who have considered the mat- 
ter have repeatedly said it is utterly impossible for the company 


to out? 
Mr. POWERS, Ido not think it is best to wait. I think if 
we wait for the debtor to offer to pay his debt we shall wait in 


vain, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. We can foreclose. 

Mr. POWERS. The only thing the Government can do in look- 
ing after its own interest is to take steps for the collection of its 
debt, and this is a step looking toward the collection of the debt, 
and if the company can not comply, that is one of its misfortunes; 
and certainly we do our duty if we open the way for the payment. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the adoption of this proposition stop fore- 


closure? 

Mr. POWERS, The adoption of this would stop foreclosure, 
if this settlement is effected. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course, if itis effected; but if it is not effected, 
would it 1 Ap ib 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. LOUD. Then can the Government lose anything? 

Mr. POWERS... Certainly not. If this settlement goes for 
nothing, all the rights which the Government at present has it 
will still have. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I understand the Attorney-General has now 
Lr ah or is about to pre to file his papers for the p 
of foreclosing. If the gentleman were Attorney-General and this 
bill were passed, would he proceed with the foreclosure suit as if 
no such measure had ? 

Mr. POWERS. I should not proceed until I had exhausted all 
means of effecting a settlement without litigation. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Under this bill? 

Mr. POWERS. Under this bill. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. You would consider that the passage of this 
bill pene or required you to stop foreclosure proceedings 
until 

Mr. POWERS, I should regard it as a hint from the legislative 
branch of the Government that they wanted to avoid litigation, 
and had S g a plan whereby it could be avoided, and I, as a 
public official, would suspend foreclosure proceedings long enough 
to make an attempt to bring about the settlement. 

Mr. 1 . How long would foreclosure proceedings be 
suspended? 

. POWERS. Not exceeding twelve months if the amend- 
ment of the ie from California [Mr. BARHAM] is adopted. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, And if it is not adopted? 

Mr. POWERS. Then they would be s ded simply a rea- 
sonable time, Of course we are to assume that the Government 
is going to look out for the interests of the people—that it is going 
to work to bring about this settlement at an early day. that 
results in failure, then the proper officials will proceed with the 
0 ME Speaker, without taking further time, I wish 

ow, Mr. er, withou up any er time, 
to close as I began, with the declaration that there are but two 
lines of procedure open to this House. One is a line that leads us 
directly to Government ownership of this railroad. other 
leads to the security of the debt by extending the time of payment 
only ten years at a fair rate of interest, 


f SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 8232. An act granting a pension to Edward Madden—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Le 

S. 4231. An act granting an increase of pension to Millie A, 
Berry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4630. An act to increase the pension of Chauncey A. Brad- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1918. An act to increase the pension of William Sharrock—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, k 

S. 2965. An act ganin a pension to Lewis E. Humpton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

- §. 4207. An act granting a pension to Louisa Hale—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 3276. An act granting a pension to Mary Ellen Lauriat—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 409. An act to increase the pension of Sarah Gresham, widow 
of Col. Benjamin Q. A. Gresham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

S. 605. An act granting pension to Vinton Massie—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3777. An act ting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 
McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2618. An act to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 509. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarinda S. 
Hillman—to the Oonan on Pensions, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GILLET of New York, for five days, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. SHANNON, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Cannon (at 40’clock and 57 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
oma were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 

ows: 

A letter from the Secre of War, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, 
together with the draft of a bill for an increase of officers in his 
8 the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
pee: a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Samuel J. Moore against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and. ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William D. Rogers, administrator of Eliza Miller, against The 
United States to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 


be printed. 

letter from the Acting Secretary of the 3 transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for making surveys and estimates of 
Wallabout Channel, New York—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill for the raising of 25,000 colored troops from the na- 
tion at large for service in tropical climates—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue submitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation 
for salaries and expenses of collectors of internal reyenue—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9936) to correct 
the military record of Henry Finnegass, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1644); which said bill 
and ag et. were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNLOW, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 2274) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Daniel Straw, 
ree the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 1645); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7092) for the relief of George Gregg, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
5775 H Arha said bill and report were referred to the Private 

alendar. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1217) for the 
relief of Thomas G. Tiernon, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1647); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
5 15 5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 10886) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in bond,” 
approved March 3, 1897—to the Committee on ae de and Means, 
$ By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 10887) to extend the franking 

ivilege to soldiers and sailors during the present war—to the 

mmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10888) toauthorize the raising of 40,000 colored 
troops—to the Committee on Military Affairs. A 

By Mr, ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 10889) to punish offenses 
against the elective franchise—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and resentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 10902) to provide for the 
authorization of a regiment of volunteer mounted infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. BERRY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 293) tendering the 
thanks of Congress to Commodore Schley, United States Navy, 
and the officers and men under his command—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Louisiana, concerning the improvement of 
eu 5 Courtableau, in that State—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 10890) granting a 
Mrs. Susan Sidenbender, of Medix Run, Pa.—to the 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 10891) granting a pension to 
Anna C. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 10892) to increase the pension of 
Andrew J. Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. G : A bill (H. R. 10893) to remove the charge of 

grant him an hon- 
airs 


msion to 
mmittee 


desertion against Robert C. Hoggins and to 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DY: A bill 175 R. 10894) for the correction of the 
military record of Capt, William H. Fairlamb, late of the Eighty- 
eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 10895) to correct the military 
oes of Harrison Defibaugh—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 10896) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, sub- 
stituted trustee, for certain registered United States bonds re- 
deemed or assigned by the Government upon forged assignments— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

cl Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 10897) to grant an honorable 
discharge to Thomas Ward—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs, 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 10898) to pension David 
Miller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10899) to pension Joseph J. Colomey—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 10900) to increase the pension 
of James Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10901) for the relief of William H. Dotson— 


to the Committee on Military 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Wisconsin 
State Homeopathic Medical Society, in support of Senate bill No. 
164, for nondiscrimination in the appointment of surgeons to the 
2 Navy of the United States to the Committee on Mili- 


8. 

Also, resolutions of the dairy boards of trade of Plymouth, 
Berlin, Reedsville, Chilton, and Fond du Lac, State of Wiscon- 
sin, in favor of the bill to make cheese part of army rations—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Resolutions of the Homeopathic Medical 
Society of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of Senate bill No. 164 
to prevent discrimination against’ homeopathic physicians an 
surgeons in the military and naval service of the United States— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of the Wisconsin State Homeo- 


Orders of Railway Conductors and Railway poner in favor 


mittee on In- 
Comm: 


erce. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Troy, Ohio, favoring legislation providing that 
cigarettes imported in original packages on entering any State shall 
become subject to its laws—to the Committee on the udiciary. 
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SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, July 6, 1898. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rey. E. L. Watson, of the city of Washington. 

On motion of Mr. WOLCOTT, and by unanimous consent, the 
Dr of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1612) for the relief of the heirs of Henr 
Leef, „owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally sei 
by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, 
Brazil, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10510) providing for the transfer from 
the circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit to the Supreme 
Court of certain appeals from the district court for Alaska, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2030) for the relief of the administrators of 
William B. Moses, deceased, and of Lebbeus H. Rogers, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


STEAMER TITANIA, 


Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce I report an 
8 bill, and I am compelled to ask for its present considera- 

ion. 

The bill (S. 4847) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Titania was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 

and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Titania, owned by John 
Rosenfield & Sons, of San Francisco, Cal., citizens of the United States, to be 
re; red as a vessel of the United States: Provided, That said steamer shall 
not hereafter engage in the coastwise trade of the Republic. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC-LIGHT WIRES BEYOND THE FIRE LIMITS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on the District of 
Columbia I report a joint resolution, and as it is a matter of pub- 
lic concern to which there can be no objection, I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 182) relative to electric lightin 
wires west of Rock Creek was read the first time by its title, an 
the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to issue permits to existing electric-light companies in the 

tri ə extension of existing overhead electri wires 
outside the fire limits and west of Rock Creek to used for lighting pur- 
poses only. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 4848) granting a pension to 
Louisana H. Delahay; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the i referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURR introduced a bill (S. 4849) for the erection of 
a pute building at Alpena, Mich.; which was read twice by its 
85 e, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4850) to quiet title to lot 
11, block 12, South Brookland, D. C.; which wasread twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S, 4851) for the relief of Com- 
mander Bowman H. McCalla, United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the ttee on Naval Affairs, 


THANKS TO COMMODORE SCHLEY, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iintroduce'a joint resolution which I ask 
* o read at length and referred to the Committee on Naval 
airs, 
The joint resolution (S. R. 181) tendering the thanks of Con- 
gress to Commodore Winfield S. Schley, United States Navy, and 
to the officers and men of the sauadron under his command, was 
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read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, as 


follows: 
olved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Poper assembled, Then? the thanks of Con d Amer 


tendered to Wintle 


orce ra 


gress 
people are hereb; ore 


— Tuba, J uly 3 
SEC. 2. That the thanks 
“extended thro 


Bok garter That tho President of the United States be 
BC. 3. Be it further resolved, 0 en eA Fre may pF 
and through him to the officers and men under his command. 
Mr. HALE. What course does the Senator propose that the 
joint resolution shall take? 55 y 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask to have the joint resolution printed 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. $ 
Mr. HALE. That, of course, I have no objection to. It is at 
the present time impossible for anyone here orelsewhere to know 
the exact condition off Santiago. That great credit is due to offi- 
cers and men for the remarkable vic and the destruction of 
the Spanish fleet there can be no doubt. The Department wil- 
undoubtedly have full information that will help to guide Conl 
in apportioning the honor. Ido not think that anyone to- 
Gay. either the Senator from South Dakota or I, or any other 
Senator, or anyone else,can form any sound opinion as to whom 
the credit is due primarily in the case. But the committee in con- 
ference with the Department will investigate the matter thor- 


oughly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems a little surprising that there 

should be any doubt upon this subject, and yet the American 

eople have been led to believe that some one else commanded the 
kao that destroyed the Spanish fleet, I ee we shall be able, 
and I know we shall soon be able, to remove thatimpression. All 
the accounts this morning and yesterday afternoon point con- 
clusively to the fact that the vessels of our Navy that destroyed 
the Spanish fleet were commanded by Commodore Schley; that 
with the Brooklyn he pursued for 60 miles and fought the most 
remarkable naval duel perhaps ever fought in the world, and sank 
a ship far superior to his own. é 

For the purpose of calling attention to these facts, for the pur- 
pose of seeing justice done, and for the purpose of correcting as 
promptly as possible the misapprehension on the part of the news- 
papers and in the minds of the American people with regard to 
this matter, I have introduced the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, STEWART, Mr. President, in connection with the joint 
resolution, I have only to say that the dispatch of Commodore 
Sampson was very unfortunate in not mentioning the fact that 
Commodore Schley had taken any conspicuous part in the engage- 
ment, and it misled the American people. It has created a very 
unpleasant impression. There is no man who needs an exposé of 
the exact facts more than Commodore Sampson, because, turning 
out as it does from all the newspaper accounts this m ~ 
reputation is very much damaged by the facts that are now be- 
fore the public; and really he needs an investigation in order to 
set him right, whatever may be the facts. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, the matter will go to the Naval 


mind that he would have sustained a gallant part in the battle 
that was waged with the Spanish ships, 

ý He was in consultation with the commanding 
general about important movements, in concert with each other. 

Mr. N. That is as I understand it. 

I have no doubt, Mr. President, as to the 8 of both 
these men. I will state frankly, however, that I have been some- 
what prejudiced against Sampson on account of the constant news- 
paper puffing he has received singe the war began. It has been 
wy observation, having passed through one war, that the man 
who received the newspaper puffing at the start usually failed in 
the end. I have been dee apene with the strong character 
and sailorlike qualities of Commodore Schley; and the fact that 
he has not receiyed much attention from the press has been a 
strong argument in his favor in my mind, and it is yet. 

But, Mr. President, it does not follow that one man is entitled 
to greater credit than the other if both were discharging their 
duties at the time. Sometimes it is unfortunate that the man 
who is in chief command is absent at the time a battle began, 
and it is fortunate for the subordinate commander that he is upon 
the immediate scene of action. The commander in chief very 
3 is absent and is absent in the discharge of his duty at 
a place where his duty requires him to be. I do not believe that 
under such circumstances he should be blamed either in official or 
in private circles, 

I do not doubt but that either Sampson or Schley would prove 
themselves amply competent to destroy the Spanish fleet, as it 
was destroyed, either being in chief command. Nor do I believe 
that there was a commander or a lieutenant- commander or a ca’ 
tain, whatever the titles oe 9 be, down to the humblest seaman in 
all that fleet, who could. not and would not have performed the 
work 1 well if the duty had devolved on him. ; 

Mr. ident, there is a por deal in my nature of the demo- 
cratic order, not in politics, but in habits of thought and manner. 
I believe every man in the world is entitled to credit for what he 
does regardless of his rank and regardless of the person he may 
be. If we are to name any man in resolutions, we should name 
every man who performed his part in bringing about the result 
of July 8. Every sailor, every soldier, who performs his duty in 
the interest of the Government and who sacrifices for it is entitled 
to as much credit and as much public notice in the resolutions of 
re ine and in the press, re ess of his station, as the most ex- 
alted. Ihave no sympathy whatever with the namby-pambyism 
that was expressed here in Congress a few days ago to the effect 
that the commissioned officers alone should be named, while the 
private soldiers and sailors should be unnamed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


FRANKING PRIVILEGES TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 


On motion of Mr. WOLCOTT, it was 


Ordered, That 8. 4704, extending 3 privileges through the mails to 
officers and enlisted men in the Army and Navy of the United States, be re- 
committed to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


INVESTIGATION OF GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on n bo directed to consider 


ittee urse he proper reference, I do not | and re whether any further is practicable and necessary for the 
thin tip’ good timo now to stimulate any jealousy or ‘hard | pester tte ues ann! au oer aga nhac 
5 0 o ex 
feeling between gallant officers in the Navy. That Commodore | isting war, and a the dealing in such contracts by persons not en 
UV! P . aeuinke 
no question, Admiral Sampson's report to the artment in whenever it has en d in behalf of the United States into any pny mr for 


detail has not been received. l 
report comes, he will, with that justness, ess, and delibera- 
tion that characterize him, give credit to all of the officers and 
men who are entitled to it. I think the little agitation which is 
now urged in the essa? ony and elsewhere tending to a feeling 
between these officers all disappear. There is credit enough 
and glory enough to care for everybody, ; 
Mr. ALLEN . Mr. President, I am inclined to believe that this 
matter ought to pass over a few days for careful investigation. I 
have no doubt myself as to the competency and bravery of both 
these men, iral Sampson, or Commodore Sampson, as I 
suppose is his real title, was in the line of duty called away from 
the scene of action in conference with General Shafter at the time 
the engagement began, he was at the proper place for him to be, 
and he would have been blameworthy if he had failed in that re- 
spect. It does not follow, therefore, that because he was absent 
from the scene of action at the time it started he was unnecessa- 
rily absent or neglectful of his duty. On the otherhand, I under- 
stand from the facts, as I gather them from the press, that he was 


there in the line of his duty. 
Mr. HALE, e Senator is quite right. 
Mr, ALLEN. If he had been present, if his duty had called him 


to remain with the fleet at the time, I have no doubt in my own 


I have no doubt that when that | an 


amount of more than $1, to communicate immediately to Congress, if 
in session, or if not in session, then to make public in some other way to be 
rescri the names of t into the contract, the charac- 


n 
r of the contract, whether tho same was given 5 competition to the low- 
est bidder, or if not, for what reason any other bi t 
names of all persons known to the t who have ur; or promoted 
the 5 thereof by the Government; and 

Whether the parties entering into the contract or interested therein are 
lawfully and regularly en in producing the article or articles by them 
to be furnished; and if not, what is the Ia occupation of such persons; 
and whether they have contracts with other persons to furnish same. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to con- 
tinue until the end of this Con; the employment of the additional cler 


authorized the resolution of the Senate of 9, 1808, and that said clerk 
be paid ont of the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per 
um, 


ann 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of ntatives, by Mr, W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
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pill (S. 4714) to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications con- 
structed or used by the United States from malicious injury, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the bill (S. 622) concerning sail vessels of over 700 
tons in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10709) to authorize the city of Saginaw, Mich., to 
beautify and use as a 1 the United States post-office 
property in said city, under rules and regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and aoe ; 

A bill (H. R, 10885) making appropriations to pay session em- 
ployees of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes. 

em also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 100,000 copies of public act No. 133, 
“An act to provide ways and means to meet war expenditures, 
and for other p „with marginal notes and index, etc.; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration House bill 7389. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the title of the bill? Let it be read for 
information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks for 

esent consideration, by unanimous consent, of the bill (H. R. 
7389) limiting the hours of daily services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed upon the public works of or work done 
for the United States or any Territory or the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS. I feel compelled to object to that request. 

Mr. CANNON, ThenI move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthemorning business closed? The 
morning business appears to be closed. e Senator from Utah 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 
7389. 

Mr. HOAR. T ask leave to make one observation. If there be 
anything to displace or take the place which has been occupied so 
far by the Hawaiian resolution, which I do note t—but if 
there be a purpose on the part of the Senate to pr to the con- 
sideration of any other business, I desire an 1 — to test 
the sense of the Senate in regard to proceeding to consider the bill 
providing for voting by volunteer soldiers, a matter growing out 
of the exigencies of the war. It seems to me that measure ought 
to take precedence of the measure which is now suggested. Ido 
not make a motion to proceed to its consideration, and I shall not 
make it under present circumstances; but I say if this measure is 
to be considered I should think that ought to be considered first. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, both the bills which are named, 
the one advocated by the Senator from Utah and that to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts refers, are very important measures, 
and very meritorious no doubt. But it is perfectly manifest that 
if the motion of the Senator from Utah prevails it will bring up 
in competition with it the bill referred to by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and the effect would be the displacement for a 
time, indefinite perhaps, of that which by common consent for 
days has been pri ed with as the preferred business of the 
Senate. I move to amend the motion of the Senator from Utah 
by moving that the Senate now 8 to the consideration of 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 250) to provide for annexing the 
Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point that my motion is not sub- 
ject to amendment. p 3 

.DAVIS. Iam informed thatthe motion to amend is not in 
order, and I withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON, I desire to say that there is no wish on my part 
to displace the joint resolution for the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands. I think that I am one among many Senators here who 
have given attention to this subject, who have been devoted to it, 
who have been willing to set aside every other business in order 
that it might have constancy of attention. But I submit that it 
is unfair to other pending legislation that this measure, which has 
consumed so many hours and days, shall also consume the hour 
devoted to morning business, I would not have attempted to bring 
up the bill under other circumstances, but I think the debate on 
the Hawaiian question has reached a point when the patience of 
Senators who have waited here in attendance upon the action of the 
Senate on the Hawaiian question could well be rewarded by per- 
mitting them to bring up other subjects of paramountimportance, 

I therefore insist on my motion. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I know the motion is not debata- 
ble, but I ask leave to say a single word. This bill was reported 
only on the 30th of June from Committee on Education and 
Labor, It was reported without recommendation, signifying at 


tality i ane was a paon in =< are 2 the — 
ity of the proposed legislation. is a which can not pass 
without considerable discussion. If the Senate desires to lay aside 
in the morning hour the Hawaiian business and proceed to the 
consideration of this bill, so be it; but it will certainly excite a 
good deal of discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon],'that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7389) limiting the hours of 
daily services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed 
upon the public works of or work done for the United States, or 
any Territory, or the District of Columbia. 

Mr. C. ON. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CHaNDLER’s name was called). 
I desire to announce that my colleague pr. CHANDLER] is at his 
home in ill health, and that accounts for his absence from the 
Senate Chamber. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
1 Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. I do not see 

im present, and therefore I can not vote. 

Mr. G (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suir], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair on political questions with the senior Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Money]. I have an understanding with him, however, 
relating to my vote on all questions affecting the consideration of 
the joint resolution for the annexation of Hawaii, and considering 
the pending motion as antagonistic to the consideration of the 
Hawaiian resolution, I feel at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland . GORMAN] on the Hawaiian ques- 
tion. Thinking we might vote differently on this question, I will 
withhold my vote, If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote 

Mr. FETTE Oha his name was called). I have a general 
pr with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Soo). 

5 is absent and Iwithhold my vote. If he were present, Ishould 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY], and therefore - 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). Ihavea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (to Mr. WETMORE), Transfer your 
pair to 575 colleague, 

Mr. TMORE. I will transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. 
ALDRICH], and vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 have a 
general pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANS- 
BROUGH]. I voted inadvertently, assuming that he was here. I 
bog gr to withdraw my vote. 

. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
who is not tin the Chamber. I would suggest tothe Sena- 
tor from Virginia that we transfer our pairs, so that both of us 


eS 
DANIEL. That is entirely agreeable. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. DANIEL. And Imine, Mr. President. I voted “yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLING- 
TON]. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
that we transfer our pairs. He is paired, I understand, with the 
Senator from i [Mr. Vest]. We can then both vote. I 
have genre Pa t yea,” 

Mr. NE N. Yes; let that transfer be made. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). Ihavea 
pran with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

e not being present, I will transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. qark I have already voted. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopcr] and the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GEAR] is paired with the senior Senator from New Jersey ; 
SmitH]. We transfer our pairs. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GEAR. On thestatement made by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, which 1 satisfactory, I vote nay.“ 

Mr. MOR I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER], and vote “nay.” . 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the n ve). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana . CAFFERY], 
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but I am permitted to vote if my vote is necessary to make a quo- 
rum, I am advised that aquorum has not voted, and I will there- 
fore allow my vote to remain. 

Mr. W. GTON. I vote 3 f a 

Mr. NELSON (after having voted in the negative). I with- 
draw my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Mis- 
gouri A 8 è 

Mr. TURLEY (after having voted in the affirmative). Ivoteđ 
without observing thatthe Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER] 
with whom I am paired is not present. I therefore withdraw my 
yote. 

Mr. LODGE. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. ROACH. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allen, Daniel, McLaurin, Teller, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, ie, 
Butler, Harris, Pasco, e. 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, 
Clay, McEnery, 
NAYS—29. 
Alliso: Elkins, Lodge, Shou 
Saker Fairbanks, McBride, ellin; 
ws, e, Morgan, Wetmore, 
Carter, 8 Morrill, Wilson, 
Clark, Gear, 5 Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hale. Plat 
Davis, Hawley, Pri R 
Deboe, Hoar, Sewell, 
NOT VOTING—#. 
Aldri Hansbron; Mills, Spooner, 
ai Jones, ee Money, Stewart, 
Bate, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Sullivan, 
Caffery, Kenney, Nelson, Thurston, 
Chilton,” Linas Perking’ Turley 
ilto) SAY, er. 3 
a Mc “4 ; Platt, N. 9 65 Turner, 
Foraker, Mallory, Proctor, Vest, 
Gorman, Mantle, Quay Warren. 
Gray, Martin, W. Ins, 
Hanna, Mason. Smith, 


* 
So Mr. CAN NON s motion was not agreed to. 
INSPECTION OF SAIL VESSELS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 622) con- 
cerning sail vessels of over 700 tons. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the House 
amendments and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. : 

The motion was agreed to. a : 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. FRYE, 
Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. WHITE were appointed. 


PRINTING OF WAR REVENUE ACT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of public act No. “An act to provide ways and means to meet 
war expenditure and for other Pee eter 1OLU00 copies, 61,000 copies for 

erk, ani n * D 
3 e House of Representatives and 33,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 10885) making appropriations to pay session 
employees of the House of Representatives, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Co ttee 
on Appropriations. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3144) for the relief of Finetta Nalle; | ; 

An act (S. 4439) to relieve owners of 1 1 claims who enlist 
in the military or naval service of the United States for duty in 
the war with Spain from performing assessment work during 
such term of service; and 

An act (S. 4756) for the relief of Michael McNulty. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 5th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 2785) for the relief of Blanche T. Hunton; and 

An act (S. 4713) relative to the Corps of Engineers of the Army. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annexing 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota? 


Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to 
call up a bill? 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the Hawaiian joint resolution be laid before 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota, and the joint resolution ig 
before the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senator from New Jersey if the bill 
which he desires to take up is a war measure? 

Mr. SEWELL. It is a war measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield to the Senator. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY, 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senate to proceed tothe consideration 
2 the bill (S. 4831) fixing the rank of the Adjutant-General of the 

rmy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committeo of the 
Whole, at to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 3, before the word ‘‘Adjutant-General,” 
to insert present; and in the same line, after the word ‘‘shall,” 
to strike out ‘‘hereafter” and insert during his term of office,” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill bo read as it will be when 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. As amended the bill will read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the present Adjutant-General of the Army shall 
during his term of office have the rank, pay, and allowances of a major- 
general in the Army of the United States. 


Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I do not think it is necessary to 
make any remarks on this occasion. The bill is 71 with the 
unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I think every Senator here knows that without any disparagement 
to any other officer in the Government service, the present Adju- 
tant-General of the Army has had the hardest worked position that 
there has been in the service and that he is entitled to the promo- 
tion the bill will give him during his term of office. The com- 
mittee thought they would leave the question as to his suc- 
cessor, but they are unanimously of the opinion that the bill 
ought to pass as amended. 

Mr. P. US, I object to the present consideration of the bill, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the bill. The bill lies over. 


STAFF SIGNAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senate to take up the resolution (H. 
Res. 270) to correct an omission relative to signal officers on the 
staff of ae commanders, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PETTUS, I ask that the joint resolution be read for infor- 


mation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the joint 
resolution has not come from the Printer. 

Mr. SEWELL. It will go over, then. 

Mr. DAVIS. I suggest that the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution be med until later in the day. 
50 SE L. It will have to be postponed if it is not at the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business, 


POSTAL MATTERS—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, before proceeding to the consid- 
eration of the matter before the Senate, there is an affair which I 
feel it my duty to call to the attention of the Senate. It will take 
but an instant. 

My attention has been called to Senate Document No. 217, pres- 
ent session, presented by the senior Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PertickEw]. It purports to be a statement with reference 
to the Post-Office, and was presented, no doubt, by way of informa- 
tion and argument. I make the following extract: 


This is the issue involved in the proposition of Mr. Loup to cut down the 
free-delivery service of the country unless Senators and Representatives will 


vote for his bill to cut down the service of the Post-Office in the haulin w 


second-class matter. It is part and parcel of the iracy to emasc 

the service of the Post-Office and to turn it over to Mr. Bours friends, who, 
he told the Fifty-fourth Congress, could easily make a profit of thirty or forty 
millions a year out of it. 

Mr. Loup is a Representative of the State of California in the 
Congress of the United States and has been four times elected by 
his constituents. He does not boong toe party of which I am 
a member, but I have long known him personally and am very 
familiar with his character and reputation. While he is aman 
of positive convictions and does not hesitate to express himself 
unequivocally, I have never heard the purity of his motives 
assailed; and I am here to say that his 3 personal and polit. 
ical, demonstrates his honesty of purpose and entire integrity. I 
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know that the a Senator from South Dakota, in pre- 
senting the paper referred to, had no intention of casting any re- 
flection upon Mr. Loup, but merely desired to contribute certain 
ar, ents to a question pending in this body. Any intimation 
that Mr. Loup had aught to do with any conspiracy here or else- 
where or has been seeking to or promoting pecuniarily the inter- 
ests of his friends by his course in Congress is wholly without 
foundation. I feel it my duty to make these comments because 
of the manifest injustice and unfairness of the language which I 
have cited. I trust that the document will not be further circu- 
lated with the objectionable language. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I presented the document referred to by 
the Senator from California. I did not at the time of submittin, 
it notice the objectionable language with regard to Mr. LOUD. 
have known Mr. Loup for many years. I consider him to bea 
man of the highest character and of strict integrity, and I would 
not knowingly place any slight upon his reputation or upon his 
standing as a man, 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for annex- 
ing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 


[Mr. WHITE resumed and concluded the speech begun by him 
on the 2ist of June. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I shall prove to the Senate 
that theGovernment which now exists in Hawaii, with which we 
are treating for a title to that country, is a Government existing 
without the consent of the people of those islands, set up by the 
armed forces of the United States, maintained by the presence of our 
battle ships from the day of its existence to the present time. I 
shall show that this Government was brought into being because 
of the passage of the McKinley law, which repealed the duty on 
sugar; that the effort to annex the islands resulted from the fact 
that we repealed the duty upon sugar and placed a bounty upon 
domestic sugar. 

Therefore the Hawaiian planters desired to be admitted into 
the Union in order to secure the bounty; that our minister, 
Stevens, going to a friendly Government, began conniving, plot- 
ting, and planning to overthrow and destroy the Government to 
which he was sent the very day of his arrival; that through his 
efforts, without any armed force on the part of those then: 
without a gun or an armed man on their part, backed by the can- 
non and the armed marines of this Government, thirteen men 
were made the rulers of that country, and even then, when our 
marines returned to their vessel, President Dole, as he called him- 
self and as the thirteen called him, sent a letter to our minister, 
saying, We can not maintain this Government which you have 
set up; we have not the power to perpetuate its existence,” and 
asking to haye the flag of the United States raised over their 
building; and it was raised, and remained there for two months, 
until they were able to gather together and confiscate all the 
arms upon the islands, to import foreign mercenaries whom they 
armed, thus collecting an armed force of 400 men. 

Every revolution which has occurred in Hawaii has occurred in 
the town of Honolulu, the capital of the islands, the largest cen- 
ter of 8 Every disturbance has occurred there. Every 
time there has been an overthrow of the Government or riot or 
dispute it has occurred within that city. All the rest of the islands 
have always had peace. There was never any disturbance, there 
was no danger to life or property, and no pretense of danger to 
life or property. This revolution occurred in Honolulu, and yet 
peace reigned in all the other towns, and I will show that these 
same conspirators were the cause of all the trouble and all the 
difficulty which has heretofore existed. 

George W. Merrill, who was our minister to Hawaii, wrote Mr. 
Secretary Blaine, September 7, 1889, as follows: 

It is also noticeable that among the American residents here there are sev- 
eral who, from personal motives, contemplate with satisfaction periodical 
disquietude in this Kingdom, hoping that frequent revolutionary epochs will 
force the United States Government to make this group a part of its terri- 
tory and to absorb into its body politic this heterogeneous population of 
80,000, consisting of Chinese, Japanese, Portuguese, native Hawaiians, half- 
ane see only about 5,000 of those who may be properly denominated the 


In order to keep affairs in as much turmoil as 2 baseless rumors 
are constantly put in circulation, many of which find publication in other 
countries. 

* * * * * * * 
I have, ete., 
GEORGE W. MERRILL. 

This was our minister. It is an official document found in the 


mame of the State Department, written on the 7th of Septem- 
r . 

He was superseded shortly afterwards by Mr. Stevens. Mr. 
Stevens was appointed minister in October, 1889. Harrison had 
been elected President. One of the issues of the campaign was 


free sugar. The McKinley Act became a law August 27, 1890, 
On August 20, 1891, Mr. Stevens writes to Mr, Blaine as follows: 


The probabilities strongly favor the presumption thata United States war 
Siy not be pressingly necessary in the two or three immediate months. 
ut as early as the lst of December, without fail, the month preceding the 
election, and for some time thereafter, there should bea United States vessel 
here to render things secure. I have strong reluctance to being regarded 
an alarmist, but with due regard to my responsibility I am impelled to ex- 
press the opinion that a pope regard for American interests will uire 
one ship here most of the time in 1892. There are increasing indications 
that the annexation sentiment is 3 among the business men. The 
present political situation is feverish, and I see no p t of its being per- 
manently otherwise until these islands become a part of the American Union 
or a possession of Great Britain. 
The intelligent and ible men here, unaided by outside support, are 
too few in numbers to control in political affairs and secure good government. 
There are indications that the rals are about to declare for annexation. 
Ata future time I shall deem it my official duty to give a more elaborate 
statement of facts and reasons why a “new departure by the United States 
as to Hawaii is rapidly becoming a necessity, that a “protectorate” is im- 
racticable, and that annexation must be the future remedy, or else Great 
ritain will be furnished with e tances and opportunity to get a hold 

a hooey erga which will cause future serious embarrassment to the 
ni 3 

At this time there seems to be no immediate prospect of its being safe to 
have the harbor of Honolulu left without an American vessel of war. Last 
week a British gunboat arrived here, and it is said will remain here for an 


indefinite peri 
Tam, etc., JOHN L. STEVENS. 


Here, then, is our minister, accredited to a friendly Government, 
contemplating the destruction of that Government and the annex- 
ation of the territory. There was no negotiation. 

Further on, in his next dispatch, he asked the State Department 
to keep secret his plot, to keep secret his statement in regard to 
the overthrow of that Government; and he says in the dispatch that 
it would be uncomfortable for him if the facts were known in 
Hawaii. Here was a minister to a friendly Government planning 
its overthrow, evidently planning with its enemies to cause its 
overthrow and annex it to this country, carrying on acorrespond- 
ence which he did not dare to have disclosed because of the trea- 
sonable conduct in which he was engaged. 

On November 20, 1892, Stevens again writes: 


THE EXISTING BUSINESS STATUS. 


It is well to consider the existing state of things here resulting from the 
— 1 in the United States sugar tariff. Only personal observation and a 
careful investigation of the facts can give one au adequate idea of the severe 
blow sugar e Nee has received. The production of su: e 
main business of the islands, the great reduction of the market price has 
affected powerfully the entire affairs and condition of the islands. Ithink it 
understating the truth to express the opinion that the loss to the owners of 
the sugar plantations and etc.,and the consequent depreciation of other 
property by the passage of the McKinley bill, wise and beneficial as that 
measure is proving to be for the vast interests of the United States, has not 
been less than $12,000,000, a large portion of this loss falling on Americans 
residing here and in California. y 
Unless some itive measures of relief be 3 the depreciation of 
sugar . ere will continue to go on. Wise, bold action by the United 
States will rescue 8 holders from great losses, give the islands a 
overnment which put an end toa worse than useless expenditure of a 
roportion of the revenues of the country, using them for the building 
of Foals ani bridges, thus helping to 8 the natural resources of the 
po diversify the industries and to 
ns. 


increase the number of the 


responsible 
WHAT SHOULD BE DONE? 


One of two courses seems to me absolutely necessary to be followed, either 
bold and vigorous measures for annexation or a “customs union,” an ocean 
cable from the Californian coast to Honolulu, Pearl Harbor perpetually ceded 
to the United States, with an implied but not necessarily sti ted Amer- 
ican protectorate over the islands. I believe the former to be the better, that 
which will prove much the more advantageous to the islands, and the cheapest 
and least em in the end for the United States. 


Here, then, Mr. President, in 1892, two months before the final 
revolution, our minister outlines the reason for it—that the sugar 
interests of the islands are declining because we took the tariff 
off of sugar, because they can no longer get out of the pockets of 
the poopie of the United States, by remitting duties, 2 cents a 
pound, 

But there is other evidence, Mr. President, which shows con- 
hag ef that this revolution was brought about purely and sim- 
ply by the sugar planters in the interest of the sugar raisers. On 
the 8th of March, 1892, our minister, Mr. Stevens, writes the fol- 
lowing letter: 

Mr. Stevens to Mr. Blaine. 
HONOLULU, March 8, 1892. 

Srp: In view of possible con cies in these islands I ask for tbe in- 
structions of the Department of State on the following, viz: 

If the Government here should be surprised and overturned by an orderly 
and ful revolutionary movement, largely of native Hawai and a 

rovisional or republican government organized and proclaimed, would 
The United States minister and naval commander here be justified in re- 
sponding affirmatively to the call of the members of the removed Govern- 
mon foreston them to power or replace them in possession of the Goyern- 
men ni 

Or should the United States minister and naval commander confine them- 
selves exclusively to the preservation of American property, the protection 
of American citizens, and the prevention of anarchy? Should a revolutionary 
attempt of the character indicated be made, there are strong reasons to pre- 
sume that it would begin by the seizure of the police station, with its arms 
and ammunition, and this accomplished, the royal palace and the Govern- 
ment buildings containing the cabinet officers and archives would very soon 
be captured, the latter buildings being situated about one-third of a mile 
from the police station. 
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In such i would i be tastifisble, to, uss the United Dinine 
forces here to the Government buildings to the possession of the dis- 
officials? Ordinarily the rule seems to be to 

and movement of the United States force waters 


deviatefrom 
cies indicated on the first part of this dispatch. 
I dine 575 . 3 =e of eile pl apn it 
u in com arge 0 
considers e ieia of whites and whites, led chiefly by individuals of 
the latter two classes. 
Here our minister, on the 8th of March, 1892, almost a year be- 


fore the revolution, is in possession of the whole plan, clearly 
indicating that he was in a conspiracy with these people to over- 
turn a government. 
Again, November 20, 1892, Mr. Stevens writes: 
UNITED STATES LEGATION, Honolulu, November 20, 1892. 


Sin: Fidelity tothe trust osed on me by the President, the 5 
of State, and the Senate s roguiros that I should 2 a careful and state- 


I find in the evidence taken by Mr. Blount the following. This 
is the testimony of Mr. Fred. H. Hayselden, a sugar planter on 
the Island of Lanai: 


2 yn . von r wre the ae of = revolution? 
5 cents a nd on sugar some treaty or some arrange- 
ment with g Bains og hey did not see the tab CIT to get it in the face of 
the McKinley bill. They thought Harrison would be reelected and the Repub- 
lican gary would be continued. 

Q ut at the time of the revolution Harrison had been defeated? 

Yes; but this thing was marked up long before that. — wanted to 

force it upon the Harrison Administration, if they could, before the inaugura- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland. 


Ihave carefully read the foregoing and pronounce it an accurate report of 
my interview with Colonel Blount. J 


I read also the testimony of Samuel Parker: 


Mr. BLOUNT: Is it your opinion that this movement would have occurred 
if there had been no effort to proclaim a new constitution? 
Mr. PARKER. I think it would. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Why do you think so? 
Mr. PARKER. A majority of the capitalists of the town had no confidence 
our ministry. I think it would have come about anyway. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Come about soon? 


tiie at the time when the Soen was asking us to sign it. During the day 
eil, 


us up. They 
wish. 


Mr. or Would this imply a disposition to take action toward de- 
thronement? 

Mr. PARKER. I think it came from the McKinley bill—the first action was 
on oe of the McKinley bill. 


h is d. 
with the United States—we are bankru That was long before the Legis- 
lature came in session; when I first een — bin: 

Mr. BLOUNT. Who do you mean said this? 

Mr. PARKER. A majority of the sugar men; those now at the head of the 
provisional goyernment—capitalistsand planters. They said that somethin 
must be done to get closer relations with the United States to hold us up. 
Withsugar down to $45 and $50 a ton, something t to be done. A com- 
mercial treaty or something ought to be negotiated with the American people. 

Mr. Blount in his report makes the following statement: 

The con element in the white population is connected with the 
sugar industry. its interests the Government here has negotiated treaties 
from time to time for the purpose of securing contract laborers for terms of 

for the plantations, and paid out largesums for their transportation and 
or building tation wharves, etc. 


1 eon Iona oe og e laborer to egies ies dole by 
su roug y Pp rs against them, 0 neh 
on the part of e planter to deduct the damages and costs of suit out of the 
rer's wages. 


They also provide for com the laborer to remain with the planter 
du the contract term. ey are sanctioned by law and enforced by civil 


waiian 
of their peculiar conditions. Their faith in the of a cable betw 
Honolulu and San Francisco and large 3 ‘bor 
event of annexation has also as much to do with the desire for it. 
Sie ee oe pacers DOE aco me seer Oa nue 
and recei the sugar bounty, either by general or special law. 


agricultural prod profi 
might be derived. Annexation has for its charm the complete abolition oi 
all duties on their exports to the United S 

The eee eee States to govern the islands by so 
abridging the right of rage as to place them in control of the whites. 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield tome 
a moment? 


Mr, PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think there ought to be a quorum 
present to listen to the Senator’s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tunrm in the chair). It 
being suggested by the Senator from Nebraska that no quorum 
of the Senate is present, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Davis, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Allison, Elkins, McBride, Roach, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, McLaurin, Sewell, 
Bate, Foraker, Mallory, Spooner, 
Berry, Frye, Martin, Sullivan, 
Burrows, G 7 Mils, Teller, 
Caffery, Gorman, Money, Turley, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Morgan, W. 

Clark, Harris, Morrill, Wellington, 
Clay, Hawley, Pasco, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark Pettus, 

Daniel, Kyle, Platt, Conn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered 
to their names on the roll call, A quorum is present, The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. So, Mr. President, this revolution was or- 
ganized by a conspiracy of the American minister in the interest 
of the sugar planters of Hawaii, which the minister says was the 
chief industry of the island and the basis of their prosperity. 

So the American minister had been secured as an advocate of 
the overthrow of the friendly Government to whom he was sent; 
and then what was done by these conspirators, few in number, 
having vast wealth, fortunes made absolutely out of the le of 
the United States in the profit upon sugar, which is admitted free 
of duty, while we charged 2 cents a pound on sugar from every 


other country? The American minister having been secured, the 


next step was to find an excuse for overthrowing the existing 
Government. 

On the 14th of January, 1893, being Saturday, the Queen took 
steps to promulgate a new constitution. Petitions had been re- 
ceived by her signed by two-thirds of all the voters of the island 
protesting against the constitution of 1887 and asking that a new 
one be promulgated. The constitution of 1887 deprived a large 

r cent of her people of the right to vote for members of the 
Renate or any voice in the Government. This was done by a 
erty qualification which excluded them from the right of suffrage. 
A tew of her own people were 13 to serve in the cabinet. 
The constitution of 1887 had forced out of the King, her 


t 
predecessor, by a threat by these same people to assassinate him 


and overturn his Government, 

Mr. ALLEN. What isthe number of voters in the Hawaiian 
Islands now? > 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Under the new constitution, twenty-six 


hun 

Mr. ALLEN. All are male ađults, I suppose. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course there are a very large number 
of male adults who have never taken any steps to be citizens or 
voters; that is, they are the contract laborers, the slave labor 


St ALLEN. 
Mr. AL LEN. Are they by circumstances disqualified from 
citizenship? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They are not qualified for citizenship be- 
cause they have taken no — 5 to secure it, and do not desire it. 
There are about 13,000 people who have a right to vote for the 
members of the lower House of the Legislature if they would take 
the oath of allegiance to this sugar Government, which provides 
for annexation to the United States, but they refuse to doit. So 
there 7 only 2, 600 people who are really voters under that Gov- 


ernmen 

Mr. ALLEN. A property qualification is required for votin 
in the Hawaiian Islands? ot . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. For voting for senators a very high prop- 
erty qualification is required. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask the Senator if that does not disqualify the 
vast body of male adults in the island? 

Mr. P IGREW. Oh, certainly, it disqualifies nearly 
one to vote for a senator. There are only a few thus qualified. 
I think there are not over 1,200 people in the islands who can vote 
for a senator under the property qualification required. But the 
Queen, in pursuance of this ad „ to modify the con- 
stitution so that her own people would have something to say 
about the proposition to 3 the property qualification and 
make the 93 more nearly democratic, and bring it closer 
to the people. > 

Immediately on the proposition made to adopt a new con- 
stitution, these people, nine of them, had a meeting in Smith's 
office. He was à lawyer in Honolulu. He is now the attorney- 
general of the ed republic. There they began to plan and 


plot for the overthrow of the Queen. But finding that there was 
opposition to her movement, the Queen abandoned the idea of 
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issui onstitution and sent forth on Monday, January 16, | government. They met in Smith’s office. 
1893, the following letter: me do see the American minister and ask him what he would do, and 
BY AUTHORITY. finally they sent to ask him to land troops. After the meeting at 
5 desire ee appreciation for e Ait kin an 10 what should ‘be done if Britt and his cote 
ce events oi Ur- — 
aac ras — eent — to say that ce dealt taken by Her Maj in irators were arrested. He secured the 


anew constitution was under stress of her 


native subjects. 
Authority is given for the assurance that any changes desired in the funda- 
mental law of the land will be sought only by methods provid the con- 
Her Majesty's ministers a eg all citizens toaccept the assurance of Her 
Majesty in the same spirit w it is given. — — 
SAMUEL PARKER, | 
Minister of Forei: ‘airs, 
H. COR 
Minister of Finance 
J onn F L N, 


inister of the Interior, 
A. P. PE ON, 
Attorney-General. 


IOLANI PALACE, January 16, 1393. 


On Saturday, tho 14th, there was a meeting at W. O. Smith’s 
office, and a committee of safety was o , composed of thir- 
teen members. I propose now to show what this meeting was 
called for, and I will show it by reading the testimony of Mr. 
Bolte. Mr. Bolte was one of the conspirators. In answer toa 
question by Mr. Blount he said: 

The answers which I have given to Mr. Blount's questions, When was for 

said about or de the ake t 
the first time anything 1 deposing migh 


posed or dethroned 
committee of safet: 
first meeting of ci 
. M., or even before meeting 

ving people that the Queen was about to promulgate a new 


given him by Mr. W. C. Wilder, by as gins Ge: Ae 
was: . a splendid opportunity to get d of the 
whole old rotten Government concern and now to get annexation to the 
United States. Paul Neumann thought that that might be going a little too 


At the second meeting at W. O. Smith's, T 
afternoon, January 14, when the committee of safety was a s 
sentiments of the same nature, that this is a splendid opportunity trid 
of the old régime, and strong demands for annexation, or any kind of stable 
government under the supervision of the United States, were exp: 

Therefore, even if the words that the Queen must be deposed or dethroned 
were not spoken, surely the sentiment that this must be done prevailed at 
or even before the very first meeting, on January 14, 1593. 0. BOLTE 


HONOLULU, June —, 1893. 


There was no fear of disorder, no thought that life and property 
was in danger, only a satisfaction that the excuse for revolution 
had been offered and the time had come to give a new impetus to 
the sugar industry. à 

Mr. Smith states that the committee at his office debated whether 
they would ask the United States to establish a protectorate. 
They concluded that as the Queen had an armed force it was best 
to appoint a committee to see the United States minister and as- 
certain what he would do, and Thurston was selected as chair- 
man of said committee. Thereupon this committee visited the 
minister. They had eet pee no resolutions whatever with 
regard to danger to life property, but had congratulated each 
other on the fact that an opportunity had arisen for an excuse to 
overthrow the government and secure annexation to the United 
States, purely in the interest of their sugar plan is. Thurs- 
ton was therefore appointed as chairman of the committee to see 
the American minister. ith says: 

Iwent home about dark or a little after, and just had dinner when Mr. 


Thurston at my house on his way home, me to meet the com- 
mit tee and —— or two others at his house at 8 boone I went there and 


ac, . ttee waited 
upon the American minister, and that he had said that the United States 
troops on board the Boston would be ready to land any moment to prevent 
the destruction of American life and „and in regard to the matter 
of establishing a provisional governmen the 
existing government, whatever it might 
Mr. Thurston stated to Mr. Stevens the proposition that was under con- 
sideration, of establishing a a government, and in case those ste: 
were taken, he asked . Stevens what his attitude would be, and X 
Stevens had told him whatever government was established, and was actuall 
in on of the Government the executive departments, ak 
ves, and in possession of the city. that was a de facto government pro- 
itself as a government, w: y have to be 
Everyt 4 tod in a few hours; we were laboring under intense 
feeling, and it was arranged that different ones of those present should begin 


papers. 

Mr. W. R. Castle undertook to draft some in the nature of a brief 
historical statement, which would be for a preamble to the declaration. Mr. 
Thurston was to work upon the matter of the form of the provisional gov- 
ernment. Judge Dole quietly stated that he was not to take part 


in the movement, but that he would assist, at Mr. Thurston's uest, in 
8 declaration. I was req to draft papers to be itted 
to the erican minister requesting of troops, in case it be- 


req 
came necessary. At a late hour were and the next ing at h o'clock 
the Se of thirteen met at W. R. Gable =i 


i Not one peona oc that thans aaan had 
any fear o harm or of damage or inj their 
‘but it was nate a plan preconcerted sp 3 a y 


nired assurances and 
e call 50 troops was issued. I read further from Mr. Smith’s 


uest to the American 
and si by 


d this signed i thirteen, and decid 
doliverod to iho hdt man to be heid by him t K not to 8 —— un 
a further request as received from committee. 

Here, then, they had decided to call on the American minister 
to order the landing of American troops, and then they put the re- 

uest in his hands to be used by him whenever they notified him 
they wanted it used. Certainly there was no very imminent dan- 
per to the life and p of Americans if he was to delay the 

nding of troops. Why this delay? To give the conspirators 
who were in league with our minister a chance to formulate their 
plans. These conspirators then held bene meeting and Thurs- 
ton made some lurid remarks, talked about freedom, etc., and 
about liberty and government; and after his lurid 
speech they passed the tamest sort of resolutions that they pro- 
test against the new constitution, but said not a word about over- 
throwing the Queen or establishing a new government. After 
this public canary, Sree conspirators again met in Smith’s office in 
Honolulu, and at that meeting in Smith’s office Mr. Smith says: 

There was a short and earnest discussion of what was to be done; it was 
then geek 4; our plans had not been perfected, papers had not been com- 
pleted, an discussion, the time being very sh it was de- 
cided that i to take necessary steps, and we should 
that the troops be not Sipe 4 the hour in the 
morning coe eg ma whether it was 9 or 8 or 6 o'clock in the morning, 
but we must t Mr. Thurston 
I were appointed to proceed at once to the American minister and inform 
him of our decision. We proceeded at once to Mr. Stevens's house, 
Hary ETE grt A a AAA bal: wy edits i wy Bl Fo 
the troops to be landed at 6 o'clock, and that they woul ome. It was then 
deci to adjourn to meet at the house of Henry Waterhouse at 8 o'clock in 


ded 
the ev: „ The meeting broke up, and some of us went down to see the 
83 N He had to go to bed. 


The hour of action had arrived, and the lurid Thurston was 
sick. Troops were E to be landed. How like conspirators 
these men acted! ey went down to the wharf and mingled 
with the crowd and asked the troops to land. To protect lifeand 
pro ? No, Mr. President, but for the purpose of overturning 
afriendly Government, and for no other purpose, were those troops 
landed. At every step in the p ing great care was taken to 


consult the American minister and to know just what he would 
do in case were arrested. There was a t sense of fear 
and appreh of danger on the of these thirteen men, 


be All honest citizens felt safe and secure in life and property. 
he request for troops reads as follows: 
The committee of safety to Mr. Stevens. 
No. 7.] HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 
Sim: We, the 3 citizens and residents of Honolulu, respectfully 


represent that, in is Ki 


of recent public events inthis er inating 
in the revolutionary acts of Queen Lilinokalani on Saturday last, the public 
safety is menaced and lives and 


are in peril, and we appeal to you 
assistan 


which have created general alarm and terror. 
to United ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for 
the protection of the United States forces. 
HENRY E. COOPER, 
F. W. McCHESNEY, 
ILDER, 


WILLIAM O. S 
HENRY WATERHOUSE, 
. THEO. F. LANSING, 


J. AN DLESS, 
n Citizens’ Committee of Safety. 
His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, 


American Minister Resident. 


They were unable to protect themselves. No wonder; without 
armies, without an armed force, these thirteen men conspiring with 
the United States minister, proposing to commit treason against 
their own Government, appealed to the United States to protect 
them in their treasonable and unlawful act. 

If there was great danger, general alarm, and terror among the 

ple of Honolulu, why was a committee sent to Mr. Stevens to 
Relay the landing of the troops until the next day? Why was it, 
if a reign of terror existed and the lives and property of Ameri- 
cans and others were in danger, that a committee was sent to tell 


` pleted. 
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him that they did not want the troo 
ing? It was because there was no 

property, because Honolulu was peaceful, and because the people 
were about their usual vocations; and the troops were to be landed 
for the par pose of carrying on a conspiracy, being the only armed 


landed until the next morn- 
anger to American lives and 


forces employed to overthrow a friendly Government, 

What excuse could these conspirators make, if there was actual 
danger to the women and chil of Honolulu, for requesting 
that the troops be not landed until the next morning? The fact 
of the matter is that they had not their proclamations and other 
papers ready. Mr. Smith says the mass meeting broke up sooner 
than they expected, and they were not ready to take the final step 
just yet; besides, things were getting so hot that Thurston was 
getting permanently sick, for he entirely ates from the 
scene until all danger is over. Thurston undoubtedly is a physi- 
cal coward. : 

See the troops Page landed we ee tr 8 5 

urpose of protecting Americans or erican property, but to 
aed the Goverment building and show the Deni that they 
were assisting the revolutionists. This was Monday evening. On 
Tuesday morning the committee of thirteen met again and signed 
the proclamation, and about 2 o'clock started in two parties on 
different streets to go to the Government buildings, now guarded 


by United States troops, to read the proclamation according to | Bun 


this previously arranged plan with our minister. I will read 
Smith’s account of this transaction. He says: 


The committee of thirteen signed the proclamation— 


They were down in Smith’s office, in the heart of the city of 
Honolulu— 


and the executive council then signed the commission of J. H. Soper as com- 

mander in chief of the fi and three copies of the proclamation were com- 
f the papers was ompa 

past 2, and after a little delay the committee of teen, with the executive 

and advisory councils, started top 

had hardly reached the corner of Merchant street before a shot was 


went up and looked through and went Sorani to Queen street, and came 
back and reported that he did not see any armed men. 


These conspirators then met at a law office in the town, and, 
without a single armed man, proceeded to the Government build- 
ing, and in front of it, and within 75 ae of the 150 marines 
landed from the United States vessel, they proceeded to read the 

roclamation declaring that they were the Government. They, 

owever, took the precaution to go in two parties, one party going 
up one street and the other party another street, so as not to at- 
tract attention. They took the precaution to send Wilcox up to 
see if there were any armed men likely to interfere, and Damon 
says that when they arrived they saw that, besides the marines of 
the United States, there was but one man with a gun, and he 
asked him if he was not afraid to be alone witha gun assisting the 
revolution. 

If it were true that the necessity for the landing of troops was 
to protect life and property, why is it that none of the foreign 
consuls or the representatives of foreign governments have ever 
been called upon to testify in this regard? There is not one word 
anywhere which indicates that they had any fear that necessi- 
tated the landing of troops. Everything goes to show, and their 
statements all go to show, they fully understood the conspiracy 
by which the Government was overthrown, and that the landing 
of the troops was for the purpose of overturning a friendly goy- 
ernment. 

I will ask the Secretary to read a letter from Rear-Admiral 
Skerrett, of the United States Navy, commanding, which will 
throw considerable light on this subject. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Admiral Skerrett to Mr. Blount. 


No. 167.] U. S. S. BOSTON, FLAGSHIP oF THE PACIFIC STATION, 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, May 20, 1893. 
Srn: I have examined with a view of inspection the premises first occupied 
by the force landed from the U. 8. 8. Boston, and known as Arion Hall, situ- 
ated on the west side of the Government building. The position of this loca- 
tion is in the rear of a large brick building known as Music Hall. The street 
it faces is comparatively a narrow one, the building itself facing the Govern- 
ment building. In my opinion it was unadvisable to locate the troops there, 
if they were landed for the protection of the United States 5 being 
distantly removed from the business portion of the town, and generally far 
away from the United States legation and consulate-general, as well as being 
distant from the houses and dences of United States citizens. It will be 
seen from the — sketch that had the provisional government 
oo Mpeg ie from the east such attack would have placed them in 
e line o 5 
Had Music Hall been seized by the Queen's troops, they would have been 
under their fire, had such been their desire. Itis for these reasons that 1 
consider the position occupied asilly selected. Naturally, if they were landed 
with a view to support the — onal government troops then occupying 
the Government building, it was a wise choice, as they could enfilade any 
troops attacking them from the palace grounds in front. Thereis nothing 


further for me to state with reference to this matter, and as has been called 
by you to my attention—all of which is submmitted for your consideration. 
Very respectfully, 
J. S. SKERRETT, 
Rear-Admiral United States Navy, 
Commanding United States Naval Force, Pacific Station, 
Col. J. H. BLOUNT, 
United States Minister Plenipotentiary and 
Envoy Extraordinary, Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands. 
_Mr. BATE, Mr. President, I see but one Senator on the other 
side of the Chamber, and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis suggested by the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee that there is less than a quorum of Sena- 
tors present in the Chamber. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Elkins, McBride, Sewe 
Baker, Fairbanks, Martin, Shoe 
Bate, Faulkner, 4 Spooner, 
Berry, Foraker, Morgan, Sullivan, 
Burrows, Frye, Nelson, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gallinger, 8 Warren, 
Cannon, Gear, Penrose, Wellington, 
Carter, Perkins, Wetmore, 
‘lark, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, te, 

e Pettus. Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 

om, ones, Ark. Pri ` 
Davis, ge, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names upon the call. quorum of the Senate is 
present. The Senator from South Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It will appear from this letter of Admiral 
Skerrett that these troops were, in his opinion, located for the 
purpose of guarding the conspirators and helping out the con- 
spiracy. Icall the especial attention of the Senate to this fact. 
Of course I know, Mr. President, that anything I may say upon 
this subject will not influence the action of this body; that they 
are going to pass this resolution and annex the Hawaiian Islands; 
but I propose to make this record, and show conclusively that the 
United States in doing it is engaged in an act of piracy—it is not 
conquest. We overturned a friendly government by the force of 
our arms, and now we treat with the government thus created by 
us and maintained by us for title to a country without consulting 
its inhabitants, 

The proclamation having been read at the Government building, 
guarded by United States troops, the United States minister pro- 
ceeded at once to recognize the new Government. They had not 
anarmed man. They had proceeded to the Government build- 
ing, where they were clerks and officers of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment, with not even a policeman present. They stood up in front 
of that building, within 75 yards of the gatling of the ma- 
rines from an American battle ship, and had seal a caves declar- 
ing that they were the Government. Three-quarters of a mile 
away the Queen had 500 men under arms; and without waiting an 
instant, the moment they read the proclamation our minister 
recognized those thirteen men as the Government of Hawaii, with- 
out any armed forces whatever, knowing that he had violated in- 
ternational law and violated the precedents followed by all civi- 
lized nations, and he undertook to falsify the facts. 

He claimed that he recognized the Government after the Queen 
had surrendered, after the old Government had given up, after 
she had abdicated and said she would submit her case to Wash- 
ington. An investigation of the facts proves that this statement is 
false. I will show by the official records that the statement was 
absolutely false and that he recognized that Government the very 
moment these men read their proclamation. I will not stop to 
read it, because it is useless, but I will print in the RECORD, if 
there is no objection, the testimony of Mr. Damon, the present 
minister of finance of the Hawaiian Government, which shows 
conclusively that this surrender on the part of the Queen was 
made after the United States had recognized this so-called Gov- 
ernment which we had set up. 

The testimony referred to is as follows: 

Interview between Mr. Damon and Mr. Blount. 


HONOLULU, April 29, 1893. 
Mr. BLOUNT. How long have you lived here? 
Mr. Damon. I was born here in 1845. I haye been away several times— 
popes to the extent of three or four years in that time. = 
Q. Where were you on the 17th of Jan , 1893, at the time the proclama- 
tion dethroning the Queen and establishing the provisional government wag 


? 
A. Iwasat Honolulu. Iwas one of the members of that body who went up. 


. The r was read by Mr. Cooper? 
T dhe para = a 


Q. How many CT were there in that body which went up—about? 
A. The whole y. There would be four of the executive and fourteen 
of the advisory. 
Q. Please look at this paper and see if they are the persons (Senate Exe 
ecutive Document No. 76, Fifty-second Congress, second session). 
A. Thurston was not present, and I do not think Wilhelm was there. 
Q Where did you start from? 
From W. O. Smith's office on Fort street. 
. And what street did you take going from there? 
We walked ao aieo y to the Government house on Merchant street. 
It was su t a part should go by the way of Queen street, but a 


majority of us went by way of Merchant street. 
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Q What was the idea for dividing the committee? 
So that it should not attract so much attention; and it would be safer, 
perhaps, to have it divided than going in mass. 3 í, 

a. Was it ae it occurred to them that it might invite attack if they 
went in mass 

A. That was partly the idea—that it was more prudent. I think we, most 
of us, walked ther—not compactly, but together. 

T Any crowd following you? 

No; the crowd was attracted to the corner of Fort and King streets, 
peng to the shot that was fired by. Mr. Good at a policeman. In fact, the 
crowd cleared from the Government house and was attracted there. From 
all directions they centered at the corner of Hall's store. 

Q. You found, then, scarcely anyone at the Government house when the 
3 sih t porters. After Mr. Cooper began to read 
anyone there exce: rs. er Mr. r began 
Aion then different ones came out of the offices—clerks and 
offi while the proclamation was being read. 

Q. Some of the provisional government , Rae or rather troops raised at 
the direction of the commit of safety, came on the ground before the 
reading of the proclamation was finished 

A. When we arrived there was but one man with a rifle on the premises, 
Mr. Oscar White; but some little time later they commenced to come in from 

that were under the supervision of Colonel Soper. 
. Was that before or during the reading of the proclama 

During the reading—toward the end of it. 

5 Bow A oan camein? Do you have any knowledge of the number 

‘ou had e 
7 A. There were enough came in to make us feel more decidedly at ease than 
before they arrived. 

Q. You could not say how many there were? 
A. No; they kept — richt along. They got to be quite a pay 
2 After the reading of the proclamation the iate ministers were sent for? 

. After the reading of the proclamation we adjourned to the office of the 
minister of the interior, and then we commenced to formulate our plans and 

t ourselves into working order. Mr. Dole was at the head. e we were 
Share in consultation Mr. Cornwell and Mr. Parker came up there from the 
station house and held a conference with us. 

Q What was the purport of that conference? 

. The result of that conference was that Mr. Bolte and myself were re- 
quested to return with Mr. Cornwell and Mr. Parker to the station house and 
recommend and urge upon the parties in power at the police station to sur- 
render to the provisional government. e had a conference with the min- 
isters in the room occupied one by the deputy marshal. There were 

resent Messrs. Peterson, Colburn, ker, Cornw. Bolte, and later Mr. 
Neumann, who was asked to come in. After consultation of the matter of 
their yielding up their power to the 338 government they asked to 
be let alone for a few moments, and I went into one of the rear cells in the 
corridor with Marshal Wilson and oe very strongly to give up any 
hope or any thought of making any at „ or resistance, more properly. 

Q What reason did you give him? 

. I can not remember at the present moment giving him a reason, but I 
remember distinctly saying to : “Now, if you will cooperate with us, if 
in future I can be of service to you I will do so.” 

Q. Was there any suggestion of sympathy on the part of the United States 
minister in your movement? 

A. While I was in the station house a man by the name of Bowler said to 
me: “ We are all prepared, but I will never fight American * 

Q. Was there anything in the conversation between you and him in which 
any intimation direct or indirect that the United States minister was in 
sympathy with you or the United States troops and officers? 

A. I can not remember any definite thing, but from Mr. Bowler's remark 
they must have thought that the United States troops were here for some 


urpose. - 
z Q Was Mr. Bowler with the Queen’s 8 
He was. He was part of the force in the station house. 
at all indicating an . that there was any 
2 on the part of Mr. Stevens or Captain Wiltse with the movement 
for the new government? 


A. Ican not remember. I may possibly have said so. 

2 Did you think so at that time? 

Se may have had an impression, but I know nothing about it. 

g What was your impression? 

. My impression was, seeing the troops landed here in this time of excite- 
ment and turmoil, that—well, I suppose I might say that they could not 
stand it any longer—the Americans could not stand it any longer. 

. Your impression, then, was that the American minister and Captain 
Wiltse and the troops were in sympathy with the movement of the white 
residents here in the pendin dee them and the Queen! 

A. While we were in the Government ding and during the reading of 
the proclamation, and while we were all extremely nervous as to our 
sonal safety, I asked one of the men with me there, “ Will not the American 
troops support us?“ Finally I asked one of the men to go over and ask Lieu- 
tenant Spurs if he was not going to send some one over to protect us? 
The man returned and said to me, Captain Wiltse’s orders are ‘I remain 


tion? 


Q. Did you say anythin 


passive.’ "’ That is all I know of what between us. 
Q. You speak of your impression. t relates toa icular conversa- 
tion between two or three persons; but what was your impression as to the 


matter of whether or not the American minister and the American naval 
officers were in sympathy with the movement? 

A. I was perfectly nonplussed by not receiving any support. I could not 
imagine why we were there without being sopporta by American troops, 
prior to the troops coming from the armory. e were not supported in any 
way. 
or Pep not been in council with the committee of public safety up to 

me 


A. No. 
ü 9, Well, the troops were—how far off from the reading of the proclama- 
on 


A. They were over in that yard known as Gilson yard, in the rear of the 
music They ee quartered there. 


. Any 
= I think they had asmall gun—Gatling gun and howitzer. 
2. Where were they pointed—in what tion? 
. I can not tell you? 
Q. You were surprised that they did not come into the grounds while the 
proclamation was being read, Isthat what zon mean by not suppo: you? 
A. Thad no definite information what the movement was, as I told you 
before in a private interview, but knowing that they were on shore I sup- 
posed that they would support us, and when they did not support us, and we 
were there for fifteen or twenty minutes, I was perfectly astonished that we 
were in that position without any support. 
Q. How far would you say, in 3 it was from where the proclamation 
was being read to where the nearest troops were? 
AI think about 75 yards, 


Q. Was there a piece of artillery in the street between the building the 


troops were stationed in and the Government building 


„A. The only piece of firearms of any kind in that street was Oscar White's 
rifle. We met him as we came around the corner. 

Q. Did you have occasion to look there to see? 

A. We stopped before turning into the side gate to converse with Oscar 
White, before proceeding into the Government — oy Oe 

3 you sure there was not a piece of artillery in that street before the 
reading of the proclamation? 

A. Tecan not tell I but the only gun I could see was Oscar White's. I 
remarked: ‘Oscar, this is not so very prudent for you to be here with only 
one rifle in this street.” 

Q Where did you see the troops first? 

I came up from Monolalua by a back street and turned into Nuuana 
street, one house above Mr. Stevens's, and as I turned the corner I saw the 
American troops marching up toward Mr. Stevens's house, and directly in 
front of his house. 

Q Did you meet Mr. Henry Waterhouse? 

I met him there at that time. 

2 What conversation between you? 

. I think I said: Henry, what does all this mean?” If I remember 
rightly now, he said: “It is all up.” 
d what did you understand by the expression, ‘It is all up?” 

I understand from that that the American troops had taken possession 
of the island. That was my impression. 

Q. And was that favorable to the Queen or favorable to the other side, as 
you understood it? 

A. That was distinctly favorable to the fore 

Q. — mean the movement for a provision 

. Yes. 
Q Did you see Mr. Stevens that day? 
No; I did not see him that day. 
. What is Mr. Waterhouse doing now? 

Henry? He is a member of the coun 

g Wi a member of the committee of public safety? 

If I remember right, he was. 

Q. Is that his signature [exhibiting letter of committee of public safety to 
Mr. Stevens]? 

The letter is as follows: 

HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, Honolulu, January 16, 1893. 

Sır: We, the undersigned, citizens and residents of Honolulu, respectful 
represent that in view ot recent public events in this Kingdom, culminastix 
in the revolutionary acts of Queen Liliuokalani on Saturday last, the public 
safety is menaced, and lives and property are in peril, and we appeal to you 
and to the United States forces at your command for assistance. 

The Queen, with the aid of armed force and accompanied by threats of 
violence and bloodshed from those with whom she was acting, attempted to 
p: a new constitution, and, while prevented for the time from accom- 
plishing her object, declared publicly that she would only defer her action. 

This conduct and action was upon an occasion and under circumstances 
which have created general alarm and terror, 

We are unable to protect ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for the 
protection of the United States forces, 


element here. 
government? 


A. McCAND. S, 
Citizens’ Committee of Safety. 
His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, 
American Minister Resident. 
A. Yes, it is. * 
Did he seem then pleased or alarmed? 

He was very much strained and excited. There was no pleasure in it, 
but still there was a feeling of haga ict E That wasit. He evinced a feeling 
of security. He was not smiling or joking. 

12 It was not a joking time. Well, yor say there was nothing in the first 
t of yours to the station house to indicate any impression on por part 
that you believed the United States minister or the United States troops, or 
both, were in sympathy with the movement of the committee of safety? 
A. I was nonplussed. I did suppose they were going to support us. 
Q. You did not say anything to the people in the station house tolead them 
you were hopeful of aid? 
A. Lean not remember saying it now; I might have done so. 
Did you say it at any place? 

Ido not remember; I may have said it. 

Q. Was there an effort on the part of those who were moving for a change 
of government to make that impression? 

I think there was. 

Q Was that impression among the whites generally? 

. That I can not say. I know there was that impression. Some of the 
members tried to convey that impression. 

. On what on? 

. Many occasions. One particular occasion was while we were in the 
Government building the day the proclamation was read. 

. What was said, and who said it? 

shares pores said to a. ee you ey in 
ment buil e troops will suppo ou.” 

Was he on the committee of 9 safety? 


I think so. 
Q Was he in the pariy that went up to read the proclamation? 
He was present there d the time it was read. Whether he went 
up with us or not I do not remember. 
. It was during that time he made that remark? 


Yes. 
Q Was he an active promoter of the movement? 
I think he was. 
Q Has he any connection with the Government to-day? 
. No; except he is one of the commissioners in Washington. 
. You have been in previous revolutions here? 
I have been in the Wilcox revolution. 1 took qos a prominent part 
in its suppression. I was one of the ministers at the time. 
Q. You had a conversation with Mr. Carter about the time the proclama- 
Fon) = being read? 
es. 


on of the Govern- 
that was his remark, 
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Q. Y: hat anxious as to whether or not you would be sup- 
FF 
hoe e fear in the presence of Mr. Carter? 


no man likes 3 was ateei. 
893 cowardly 
- Wall vith others, Twas convinced that we were in a pesition of danger. 
T Hee Bs Eae mo to understand that we would be protected. 


2 2 By United and cy aay we were pon protected by them, I wanted to know the 


reason why. 
gra sip aflame that you E 
I was under the impression that 


Q. bor biag you accomplish by arre deat iat to the station house—any 
this—that it was a virtual gup. 
ministers sa 


A. We accomplished 
ae 74 5 Said? What did the ＋ Gee 
impression of it to-day: That had only to contend 
with aon 2 eee and forces of the provisional govern- 
ment, tha . vo up. That was the imp I gathered 
from them; that they fel emselves equal to the occasion so far as the pro- 
visional government fm 
2 Then having that — of f. , What did they propose to do? 
or he gen to immediatel ver up. Then they w they went up, four of 
them, an A7 with Mr. Pole and the provisional government. 
1 t, but said they must go to the Queen and get her to con- 


Judge Widd 
and mysel? e went over 
the situation. 
Q. In that conversation you asked for a surrender of the forces, and the 


ministe 
A. The different ones e, and they all recommended it. Each one 


ke. At first Judge Widdeman was T oani to it, but be 
mind on the advice of Mr. . Mr. N. 20200000 
Each one advised 


it. 
Q. CCCCCCCCTVCCCCCCCCC on theses Set Se 
gua Vona have to contend with the United States forces as well as the 


£ th C rnment? 
A. It was Soans dea that she could surrender pending a settlement 
at Washin and it was on that condition that she pos If I remem- 
ber right, spoke to her also. 5 er or abdicate under 


nd that the He ug would be considered at a later period at Wash- 


ee Ata later 
erstand that thoy suppesed tha: 8 


supposed tha 
pathy with the — 
government P with the committee of of public safety? 
A. I know it was the Queen's idea that Mr. Stevens was in sympathy with 
this movement. 
a. ae asking now as to what reasons the ministers gave for her 


qe It as a their idea that it was useless to on—that it would be tint 
vocative of bloodshed and trouble if she persisted 10 this matter — t 
it was wiser for her to abdicate under Ere s and have a hi 
rd Lory! that the forces her were too stro ong. 

Did they indicate the United States forces at all in any way? 
I do not remember their doing so. 

Q. Do you know whether or not 3 that time they were under the impres- 

* = nen United States forces were in sympathy. with the revolution? 
an impression, I know nothing definite. 
Q. Q. Wiat was the result of this conference with the Queen? What was 


A. She 9 a document surrendering her rights to the provisional gov- 
ernment under protest. 
Q. Is this protest on n page 22, Executive Document No. 76, Fifty-second 


gress, second 
Gegen ben out b TTT 


were present. She was reluctant A but was advised that the 
whole subject would come up for ‘final coe consideration at Washington. 
Did you at the time consent to this or not? 


proposition 
4785 there as a member 4 the provisional government, but I did not 
advise eS. Tid tall her that she would haves perfect 
right Fists HAA EEA 


2 SrA the United States Government? 


yon yourself, at that time, before — cng with your colleagues, 
wan — 1 7 impressed with that settlement? 
A. Well, it ft was the oul e e that could be brought about. Per- 
sonally I was satisfied wi 

: And you took that — to the provisional government? 


Q: 1 i they rejected it 
It was received and 8 by Mr. Dole. 
k NoN, was there any message sent to the Queen after that? 


aT 
Q. How how 1 5 after that ELT RE 


A. Mr. Stevens sent Cadet Soy paced DRN He wed aana ar 

his officers to perso! weet Baar penn 5 
government was in actual That 
was done that afternoon. 

. What time? 

Between 4 and 5. 

V with the Queen? 

ree 4, and ondoa at 6. 


took 
T0 to Mr. Dole. on 


Mr. Neumann took 
Q. Now, when this interview was 
isters, and the Queen, it was known t 
ognized? 


between you, the cabinet min- 
the Government had been rec- 


JULY 6, 
A. That the Queen knew it? I do not think she was told. I donotremem- 
oe it being 
n't you — ik 
think I knew it. 


thea been id ak pent t The 
y have resen can not sa: 
ment were all present when Afr. Ste vans recoguised it Pg deg mg $ sano 
Q. ‘What I mean is this: Before you took the message of the back— 
* See thar provisional prennent bad boen peos ae T al 
Had that been done at the tim left ernment house 
3 with the Qu ed se me 


memory serves me eight it 
Q; Did not the the Peas officers ow aie it at this time? 


Q. What lo orf know about the contents of the constitution she wanted 


oF shim Go long Go write dows: I can tell you my connection with it. 
ease you seen it? 
0. Mr TUESDAY, May 2, 1893, 
. Mr. Damon, at the time of the writing of the of the Queen on 
the 17th day of January, 10, 1893, signed Das e an T ee Bac e pro- 


visional government been Recognised by See 0 ae. Stevens? 
A. It my impression that it had been, bat I can not my Dom vel 
ake uld = Fonran you had with the Queen on that day an: youin 


A. Ido not think it would. 


Ran te to Mrs. Wilson living wi with the Queen, in a vious pe 
Rig statomen n say Sha sho siaod With her at nigh Rint, 
meant to tay thasuhe was wt Queen a great deal 
vik d meani 
@. As a companion? 
Yes; asa personal friend com: 
she slo t—at the 


But where do yon su: or palace? 
E impression is that her q her Susband in tho 


I 3 oing and pronounce it an accurate 
report of the two interviews r re myself. Eu DAMON 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I will ask to have aoe by the Secretary a 
letter from Joseph O. Carter with re to this transaction. He 
was at that time one of the Queen's pa — council. The letter 
shows conclusively the ee entered into by our minister 
and the Hawaiian sugar ters, 

The Secretary read as ollows: 


EBBITT House, Washington, D. C., February 5, 1998. 
land 7 — SENATOR: Concerning 


rs were wi 


vered 


message 

and assured that note a 2 d th rotes 
would be sent to Washington for considerstion sad ual ection ee 
Because of J Wideman and 1 advised the 


of Mr. Damon's assurance, 
een to yield. I should state ee 
e Queen's 8 council, The 


ideman and I yee members of 
any but after further consul 


the 

Windes the een Ju Wideman recalled the action of th tish 

Admiral F fag and sovereignty of Hava to Kamo: 
Lord Paulet in 1843; and 


States would, in m: 
the following pro 


uokalani, 1 the —.— of —.— tho conatiration, of the 


Hawaiian Kingdom, do hereb: —.—.— against 
acts done — my myself . the — Aen 8 t ot the E —.— 
Kingdom by certain rok poy core. 5 — established a provisional gov- 
En pn J feld to the sapa iue force of the U 

“ su orce 0 1 & States of America, whose 
minister r ten AI. Es Excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United 
States troops to be landed at Honolulu and fgg terse that he would ee 
the said overnment. 


such time as the Government of e Dmag Sta facts 
presented to it. undo the action of pee, eh ames wes tae 6 2 
2 which I claim as the —— utional sovereign of the Hawaiian 
Aone at Honolulu this 17th BETTS: D: 
Tara xl R. 
“ene, of Foreign “Affairs. 
“WM. H. CORNWELL, 
“Minister of Finance. 


“JOHN F. COLBURN, 
“Minister of the Interior. 


“A. P. PETERSON, 
“Attorney-General. ae 
2 sapport 2 I pare a ee Mr. Damon's ape I refer w yon to his 
tement to ount, President's message to Congress 
dated December 18, 1893, which as follows: 
Q. 3 the result of this 8 with the Queen? What was 


A. b rights +0 tie priwlelaval gay: 
1 
is tho protest on page 22, Executive Document No. 78, Fifty-second 


A. Yes. This was written out by Mr. Neumann and J.O. Carter while we 
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oe, at that — 7 before 8 with your colleagues, were 


settlemen 
all, it was Fras te only = —— that oot be brought about. Person- 
a er was satisfted wi 


favora 


And you took Tat back to the provisional government? 


1 And they rejected it 
6888 by Mr. Dole. 
18 mows was there any message sent to the Gusen after that? 


& No. No o message declaring that they would not accept it? 


The The surrender was then made on that tion? 

„Fes. Well, then —＋ sent down w. through Mr. Peterson to Mr. 

Wilson to deliver up the station house. That wound up the whole affair. 

9 — tely possession of it. It was not delivered up until after 
‘erence. 

I have the honor to remain, very truly, yours, 


Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It appears, then, Mr. President, that after 
the recognition of thisso-called government, before the surrender 
of the Queen or the armed forces which she had, a delegation was 
sent to her and she surrendered to the armed forces of the United 
„ f the United States of America, whose min- 

t e whose 
I yield to the superior force o — — — mo mi 


ister pleni ee His Excellency John L. Stevens, 
States troops be landed at Honolulu and declared that he would support 


the ew a Shonen government. 

To avoid collision and bloodshed, she submitted the question to 
the Government at Washington, surrendering tothe Ear forces 
of the United States, surrendering after Stevens had recognized | o 
this so-called government, surrendering because she was told that 
the Government of the United States, the Government, those peo- 

le, she had always been taught to reverence and respect, would 
justice and restore her to the throne, and they cited a precedent 
tn Hawaiian history as a justification for this okaim: 

rd Georgo Panlet, arri? , 1843, the British te Ca: 
Lord George Paulet, ved at Honolulu 
holding the usual salutes. 

He proceeded at once to take the King er and make such 
demands upon him that he ee = on condition 
that the question should be submitted to the British Government. 
This of the Hawaiian People says: 


circumstances, the King resolved to bear it no longer. 
not die piecemeal,” said he; they may cut of my head at once. Let them 
5 Fee please; I will give no more.“ 


J. O. CARTER. 


ort, commanded by 
by with- 


He was an American— 
advised him to forestall the intended seizure of the islands by a temporary 
cession to 6 pending an a to the British Government. The 


event 
On the next rn nirai EE the King and his council, and 
3 were arranged with Lord Paulet for the cession. On the morn- 
ol et 25th the — — Premier signed a provisional cession of the 
ds to ulet, “subject to the decision of ried British Gov- 
ernment after fter the rece recei a nba of full 8 from both 


sanding on m — of the 
— 5 jc haste $ isio . 


Then they submitted the 5 to to took Britain, and the 
— . e eee promptly restored the to his throne, 

3 accept a usurpation of that sort. So in this case the 
Queen, having this incident of history referred to, said: 

J. 8 by the grace of God and under the constitution of the Ha- 
waiian Kingdom, Queen, do hereby solemnly protest against any and all acts 
done myself and the constituti Government of Hawaiian 
Kingdom by certain persons claiming to have established a provisional gov- 
ernment of 7 5 for this Kingdon. 

That I yield to the superior force of the 70 States of —, whose 
minister plenipotentiary, His Excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United 
States troops to be lan ed at Honolulu and declared that he would support 
the said provisional government. 

Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces and perhaps the loss of life, I 
do, under this protest, and Lert 7 — 75 teary eld my et un 
such time as the Government of the U man the facts being 
presented to it, undo the action of its . reinstate me inthe 
authority which I claim as the constitutional of the Hawaiian 


Done at Honolulu this 17th day of January, A. D. 1893. 


JNO. F. COLB 
Minister of the Interior. 
AP. ee 


This woman Liliuokalani is now in this city and has been for 
months, waiting for this Government to do justice. She has 
watched the disgraceful drama and been subjected to the sarcasm 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. She has been slandered and 
abused, and all this to justify robbing her of the throne and her 
people of their country. 


“Twill | was 


Are we worse than Great Britain? When Kamehameha in 
1848 surrendered and ceded the islands to the British admiral be- 


cause he could not resist the force of an armed ship of war, the 
English Government | etter: eed repudiated the act and restored 
him to the throne; an Liliuokalani, deprived of her 
authority by the armed forces of th the United States, proposed to 
submit the question to this Government, she had good reason to 

suppose that the great Republic would e its honor and its 
dignity dignity among tho n nations of the world and restore her to her 

FF ᷣ ͤ DO OREADO ageinat its el 
ators propose my 
of the habit inhabitants of that country, and to annex it as a part of the 
ane States. This history proceeds: 
proclamation was issued by Admiral Thomas, in which he declared, in 

thes name of his sov: that he did not accept pt of the desde 18 cession of 
the Hawaiian Islands, and that Her Majesty sincerel King Kame- 
hameha III to be treated as an independent — leaving the adminis- 
tration of justice in his own hands.” 

Then a new ee sine was made, and the King was again placed 
upon the throne. iuokalani had reason to suppose that this 
Government would be as honorable as was Great Britain. For 

my pori, it seems to me that we pay an awful price, independent 

other questions, in ndent of the sugar duty, independent 

oF the defense of these ds, which must cost vast sums of 

money; independent of the assumption of debt, independent of the 

assumption of vast governmental responsibilities—it seems to me 

= pay a terriblo price for this violation of national honor: in es- 

t in our history which must be a black page 

ees a blot upon our memory as a people; and this is sufficient 

in itself to make us refuse to annex these islands, at least without 
submitting the question to a vote of the le of that country. 

It is quite important to us to ascertain when Mr. Stevens 
recognized this new government. The 5 —— of the Committee 

Relations, excellent international lawyer that he is, 
well kaon i that no precedent could be found for recognizing the 
revolutionary government until they were in possession and con- 
trol of the Government, commanding and having charge of its 
affairs; and if Mr. Stevens ee the government While the 
Queen yet had a large armed force and was in possession of all the 
arms, before the revolutionists had taken possession of anything 
or performed any of the functions of government, his ition 
was a violation of the rights of the Government to which he was 
sent and ought to be repudiated by this Government. Stevens's 
own statement with regard to it is sufficient to condemn him, but 
I will pass that over, as the official record is sufficient. The doc- 
uments themselves show conclusively that the new government 
when it did not exist. 

It is important to know whether it was before or after the 
test which I have read by the gon wassigned. If it was before, 
9 the United States o ew the Hawaiian Government. 

8 of this question was recognized by our 8 


Mr. Foster, then Secretary of State, in a letter to President Har 
rison, said: 

At the time the pfövisional government took possession of the Govern- 
ment buildings 8 or Officers of the aves States were present or took 
any part —— noon in the o apa recognition was accorded 
to the provisional government by United § minister until after the 
Queen 5 and when they were in effective t ponei of the Gov- 
ernment’ the police sta- 


buildings, the archives, treasury, 
C a E TTT 
That is absolutely untrue, 
recognition accorded to the provisional 
United Senses minister antil after the Queen's 5 = 

We will see whether or not that is true. The record is sufficient, 
and I will reach it shortly. 

The provisional government of the Hawaiian Islands is, by all usual and 
proper tests, inthe sole and supreme possession of power and in control of 

resources of the Hawaiian nation. not only through the Queen's formal 
submission, but through its possession of all the armed forces, arms and am. 
Sie public offices, and administration of law, unopposed by any adhe- 
rents of the late government. 

The commission which was sent here to urge annexation, on 
February 11, 1893, in reply to the Queen’s protest, said: 

At the time 5 visional government took possession of the e 
ment erican troops or officers were present or took part in 
such “4 any manner whatever. 

They were 75 yards in the street, simply commanding the Gov- 
ernment building and the place where these conspirators read 
their proclamation. 


No publie recognition was accorded the e Goveramen the 
ican minister * they were in possession of the Government build- 
ings, the ¢ ———_ and the treasury, supported several armed 


men, and after the abdication by the Queen and . to the provi- 


sional government of her forces. 


That was signed by Thurston, Wilder, Castle, and Carter. 
They knew, every one of them, when x es signed it, that asd were 
signing their names to an unqualified f alsehood. They knew the 

Queen ba had not surrendered when the Government was recognized, 
knew that she made the protest after their Government, so 
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called, was recognized, and 12 they thought to rush through an- 
nexation in the last days of Harrison's Administration, and do it 
upon that bold falsehood. They stand convicted of willful and 
intentional lying for the purpose of deceiving the President of 
the United States and the Senate of the United States. Let these 
are the men who are being extolled as models of virtue, integrity, 
and honesty, and that is the character of the men who overthrew 
that Government and who now are trying to annex the islands to 
the United States. 

We will go back to the afternoon of January 17, 1893. The con- 
spirators had read their proclamation in front of the Government 
ci yest within 75 yards of the line of marines armed with rifles 
an 
tion to Minister Stevens, which I will read: 


HONOLULU, HAWAITAN ISLANDS, January 17, 1893. 

Sin: The undersigned, members of the executive and advisory councils of 
the provisional government— 

I hope Senators have noticed who elected this advisory council— 
self-constituted. They got together in Smith’s office and they 
called themselves the advisory council of the provisional govern- 
ment— 
this day established in Hawaii, hereby state to you that for the reasons 
set forth in the proclamation this day issued,a copy of which is herewith in- 
closed for your consideration, the Hawaiian monarchy has been a ted 
and a provisional government established in accordance with the said above- 
mentioned proclamation. 

Such provisional government has been proclaimed, is now in possession 
of the Government departmental buildings, the archives, and the treasury. 


de facto Govern- 
our 
the support of American troops to t in 


SANFO A. AND; 
J. A. KING. ANDREW BROWN 
P. C. JONES. JAS. F. MORGAN. 
WILLIAM O. SMITH. HENRY WATERHOUSE. 
S. M. DAWSON. E. D. TENNEY. 
JOHN EMMELUTH. F. J. WIL 
. McCHESNEY. W. G. ASHLEY. 
O. WILDER. C. BOLTE. 
His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, 
United States Minister Resident. 


Let us see. Mr, Stevens sent the following reply: 
UNITED STATES LEGATION, 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, January 17, 1893. 


A provisional government ha been duly constituted in place of the 
recent government of Queen Liliuo! and said provisional government 
being in full of the Government buildings, the archives, and the 
treasury, and in full control of the capital of the Hawaiian Islands, I hereby 
recognize = 3 government as the de facto Government of the 


N JOHN L. STEVENS, Envoy, etc. 

I have read now the notice of this so-called government to the 
American minister that they had read their proclamation and 
were in possession of the city and the Government buildings, but 
there was no statement that they were in possession of the arms, 
the police station, or the armory, or the armed forces. 1 have 
read the reply of the American minister, in which he indicated 
nothing of the sort. The Queen had not surrendered. Now I 
will read Dole’s letter, dated on the same day. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from South Da- 
kota what I regard as avery important question at this point. It 
has been repeatedly asserted, and I have never heard it denied, 
that the overturning of the native government in the Hawaiian 
Islands was due to a conspiracy existing among Dole and his 
followers and certain American interests, and that Stevens was 
the instrument chosen to assist in that overthrow. I should like 
to ask the Senator if he finds, or has found, in his reading or in 
any other way, F out that conclusion? d 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is exactly what I am showing. It is 
all I have attempted to show to-day, and I have followed step by 
step this conspiracy by which the Government was overthrown. 
The Senator has been unfortunate in not listening to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. I admit it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is not a scintilla of evidence to prove 
or show anything else but that. Certain American sugar plant- 
ers. certain sons of missionaries who were residents and citizens 
of the Hawaiian Islands, conspired together to overthrow that Gov- 
ernment, and that they did it solely and alone, with the assistance 
of the marines of the United States, and that the Queen surren- 
dered to the armed forces of the United States has been proved. 
Then I showed what took place from the moment they read the 
proclamation, not having an armed man, and I put Mr. Damon’s 
testimony in the RECORD. Mr. Damon testified that when they 
had nearly finished reading the proclamation a few armed men 
appeared, fifteen, I think, and that shortly after they had finished 
reading sixty appeared. Those were the revolutionary soldiers 
who were to sustain and support the Government. 

The proclamation was read in front of the Government building, 


within 75 yards of United States marines, and the only armed force 
in sight were the armed men landed from our own ship in the 


gatling guns, and they at once sent the following communica- 


harbor of Honolulu. The minute they read the proclamation 
Stevens recognized the new Government, and then their emissaries 
came here and told the Senate and told the President that he did 
not recognize this new Government until the Queen had surren- 
dered her armed forces and abdicated and given up her Govern- 
ment. Isay that he vecognized that Government as soon as the 
proclamation was read, before the Queen had surrendered at all, 
and I will prove it by Dole’s own letter. What are the facts? 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING, Honolulu, January 17, 1893. 
His Excellency Jonx L. STEVENS. 
United States Minister Resident. 

Sin; 1 8 receipt of your valued communication of this day, reo 
ognizing the Haw: provisional government, and express deep apprecia- 
tion of the same. 

Now notice what follows: 


We have conferred with the ministers of the late government, and have 
made demand upon the marshal to surrender the station house. We are not 
actually yet in possession of the station house; but as night is approaching 
and our forces may be insufficient to maintain order, we request the imme- 
diate support of the United States forces, and would request that the com- 
mander of the United States forces take command of our military forces, 580 
that they may act together for the protection of the city. 

ully, yours, SAN FORD B. DOLE, 
Chairman Executive Council. 


I will also read a document signed by the cabinet of. the 


een— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before the Senator leaves this part of the sub- 
ject, I desire to ask him whether there is not evidence in the rec- 
ord that Minister Stevens himself stated the period at which he 
received the protest of the Queen’s Government against the recog- 
nition of the Provisional Government? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is just what I am going to read, 
The Queen’s cabinet, before she surrendered her forces, sent the 
following communication to Mr. Stevens: 


DEPARTMENT OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Honolulu January 17, 1898. 
Sin: Her Hawaiian Majesty's Government, having been informed that 
certain persons to them unknown have issued proclamation declaring a pro- 
visjonal government to exist in opposition to Her Majesty's Governmen’ 
and ere retended to depose the Queen, her cabinet and marshal, an 
that certain ö — persons at present occupy the Government building 
in Honolulu with an armed force, and pretending that your excellency, on 
half of the United States of America, recognized such provisional gov- 
ernment, Her nse i cabinet asks respectfully, Has your excellency recog- 
nized said provisio: overnment? And if not, Her Majesty's Government 
under the above existing circumstances respectfully requests the assistance 
of your Government in preserving the of the country. 
e have the honor to be your excellency’s obedient servants 
SAMUEL PARKER, 
Minister EA Afairs. 
WM. EL 


N, 
Attorney-General, 
His Excellency Jonx L. STEVENS, N 

Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary, etc. 


And yet they say to us that the Queen had surrendered before 
Stevens ome this government. I also read Mr. Stevens's 
reply: 

UNITED STATES LEGATION, 
Honolulu, January 17, 1893. 

About 4 to 5 p. m. of this date—am not certain of the precise time—the note 

on file from the four ministers of the deposed Queen, inquiring if I had 
the provisional government, came to my hands while f. was lying sick 
on the couch. Not far from 5 p. m.—I did not think to look at my watch—I 


addressed a short note to Hon. uel Parker, Hon. William H. Cornwell, Hon, 
John F. Colburn, and Hon. A. P. Peterson, no longer ding them as min- 
isters, informing them that I had recognized the pro em 8 


United States Minister. 

What more conclusive proof can be had? Senators say this 
record has been answered. It has not been answered. There has 
never been any answer or defense to this irregular, dishonest, 
treasonable act, this overthrow of the Government by the Ameri- 
can minister and the American marines. 

This communication was received at the station house and read by all of 
the ministers and by a number of other persons. 

After this, Mr. Samuel M. Damon, the vice-president of the provisional 
government, and Mr. Bolte, a member of the advisory council, came to the 
station house and a waye information of the proclamation and asked for the de- 
livery up of the station house, the former urging that the government had 
been 1 n by the American minister, and that any struggle would 

ess © 
©The marshal declared that he was able to cope with the forces of the pro- 
visional government and those of the United States successfully, if the latter 
anera; and that he would not surrender except by the written order of 

e Queen. 

Then the Queen made her protest, surrendered to the superior 
force of the United States, and submitted the question to our Gov- 
ernment at Washington. Now, I submit, in the face of that un- 
disputed record, we tarnish the honor of this nation if we take 
title to 505 country without submitting the question to a vote of 
the e. 

Tho ¢ meen had when she surrendered about 450 troops, and she 
was induced to surrender by the fact that an English iral had 
overturned the Government of the islands once before, and it had 
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been submitted to the English Government, and even piratical 
England had too much honor to take title to a country under such 
a proceeding. Let it is proposed that the greatest, freest, grand- 
est Government in the world shall take title to a land against the 
will of its inhabitants from the puppets we have set up, Youcan 
not get away from the record, and you can not answer it. No- 
body has tried to answer it in this debate or in secret session, and 
until you do answer it you indorse dishonor. 

On January 31, thirteen days after the revolution, Dole wrote 
Mr. Stevens that his government could not maintain itself, and 
asked for the protection of the United States troops. Stevens 
complied, and our flag was put up over the public buildings, and 
remained up until April 1, 1893, when Mr. Blount ordered it taken 
down. If there wasa government that had been able to create 
and establish itself and to maintain itself with an armed force, 
why is it that thirteen days afterwards they begged of Mr. Ste- 
vens, admitting their impotency to maintain their government, 
to again land the troops of the United States and put the United 
States flag upon the buildings? That was done on the 3ist of 
January, and it remained there sixty days. The flag went up in 
dishonor. When it was raised under these circumstances, it was 
a disgrace to the say ees . . 

During the sixty days while our flag remained upon this build- 
ing the provisional government brought in foreign mercenaries, 
brought in men from San Francisco, collected together an armed 
force, gathered together every gun upon all the islands, passed 
the strictest penal laws against the importation of guns, made 
it a criminal and penal offense to have a gun. When I was in 
Honolulu last summer, no person could buy a gun in those islands 
without a license and no man could deal in guns without a license. 
Every gun was sa ea The so-called republic was surrounded 
by armed men. k and forth in front of the public buildings 
and the public offices marched men armed with Winchester rifles. 
They proceeded rapidly to enact laws, this provisional govern- 
ment, not a legislative body, but nineteen men, self-constituted, 
supported by our armed forces, for they had added a few more to 
their number and now had nineteen. They enacted that no one 
should be eligible to be a senator, or representative, or a juror 
until he should have taken and subscribed to the following oath or 
affirmation: 

I do solemnly swear (or affirm), in the presence of Almighty God, that I 
will support the constitution, laws, and Government of the Republic of Ha- 
waii; and will not, either directly or 3 encourage or assist in the 
restoration or establishment of a monarchical form of government in the 
Hawaiian Islands. ? 

On the gist an act concerning seditious offenses was published. 
This law made it an offense to speak, write, or print anything 
which might bring hatred or contempt against the Government, 
On the same day was published a law prohibiting the importation 
of firearms and ammunition without first obtaining the permis- 
sion of the Government. On the same day an act relating to con- 
tempts became law: Any person who shall publish any false re- 
port of the proceedings of said council, orinsulting comment upon 
the same,” etc., was liable to imprisonment for thirty days. On 
the 33th an order from military headquarters requiring all citi- 
SE = Revere within three days all arms in their possession was 
published. 

The new government found it necessary to keep a strong guard 
at the Government building, at the palace, the barracks, and the 
police station. They had picketsstationed in the neighborhood of 
the Government building. 

So they succeeded in getting possession of the arms, preventin, 
the importation of arms, and with the assistance of the Unite 
States battle ship, which has remained in that harbor ever since— 
for the moment one leaves another takes its place—these men have 
been able to maintain themselyes in power, possessing the only 
guns, the only cannon, and the only means of resistance. 

What have they done? They have set up a republic, so we are 
told. For nearly a year after this government was created they 
had no constitution. They proceeded themselyes—these nineteen 
men—to enact laws—the most stringent, the most oppressive laws. 
But after a year they concluded to organize the Republic of Ha- 
waii, and that is the Government with which we are dealing to-day. 
Such a republic was never known before in the history of the 
world. They called an election for a constitutional convention, 
and they provided that the pee who would take an oath to sup- 
port their Government might elect 18 delegates to a constitutional 
convention, and they constituted themselves members of it with- 
out any election—19 of them—making the election of delegates 
absolutely a farce. 

That is the constitution under which they claim the right to 
cede their country to the United States. At that election, although 
there were 13,593 registered voters in 1890, 4, 477 were registered 
to vote for the 18 members of the constitutional convention, who 
were to sit with the 19 members of the existing, self-constituted 
oreo and frame a constitution for the Republic of Hawaii. 

es, one-third of the voters, as the Senator from Arkansas 
JONES] says, voted to elect 18 members to sit with 19 mem 


of the self-constituted government. Of course it was a farce. 
Of course the people had no voice in the constitution and no power 
or chance tosay anything about it whatever. 

Now, what kind of a constitution did they adopt? It provides 
for an oligarchy. It provides that the Government shall consist 
of Mr. Dole as President—he is named in the constitution—who 
shall hold his office until the year 1900, a Senate of 15 members 
and a House of Representatives of 15 members, and the Senate 
and House sitting together shall elect Mr. Dole’s successor Presi- 
dent after the year 1900, but that no successor can be elected un- 
less he getsa majority of the Senate; and if no successor is elected, 
Dole continues to hold. 


ARTICLE 23.—First President. 
Sanford Ballard Dole is hereby declared to be the President of the Repub- 


lic of Hawaii, to hold office until and aana the 3lst day of December, 
1 and thereafter until a successor shall have duly elected and quali- 


ARTICLE 24.—Election of President. 


Src. 1. On the third Wednesday of September, 1900, and on the third Wed- 
nesday of September in every year thereafter, the 8 shall 
meet to elect a President for a term of six years, to begin th the Ist day 
of Janu of the year following. 

Sec. 2. For the purposes of such election the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives shall sit pester 
The election shall be by ballot, and the person receiving a majority vote 
of all the elective members to which the ee ee is entitled, which ma- 
jority shall include a majority of all the senators, shall be President for the 
term, or for the unexpired portion of such term in case no person 
n elected prior to the first day of such term. 
Sec. 3. If the — ure shall fail to elect a President before the Ist day 
g the date when the Legislature is required to meet for 


successor is elected and qualified; but such failure to elect 
= the Legislature from their duty to immediately proceed with such 
election. 


Then they provide that no one can be a senator without the 
most rigid property qualification, possessing property worth sey- 
eral thousand dollars, 


ARTICLE 56.—Qualijications of senators. 


In order to be eligible to election as a senator, a person shall— 

Be a male citizen of the Republic; ' 

Have attained the age of thirty years; 

Be able understandingly to speak, read, and write the English or Hawaiian 


ave resided in the Hawaiian Islands 5 7 less than three years; 


rs 
Be the tee fo his own right, of pro in the Republic of the valueof 


not less than $3,000 over and above all incumbrances; or have been in the re- 

ceipt of a money income of not less than $1,200 during the year immediatel 

pring the date of the election, for the proof of which he may be requi 
produce original accounts of the receipt of such income. 

_ And no person can yote for a senator unless he is worth $3,000 

in persona praa $1,500 of real estate, according to the last 

assessment for taxation, or has an income of $600 a year. 


ARTICLE 76.—Qualifications of voters for senators. 

In order to be eligible to vote for senators a person must possess all the 
qualifications and be subject to all the conditions required by this constitu- 
tion of voters for representatives, and, in addition thereto, he shall own and 
be possessed in his own right of real p in the Republic of the value of 
not less than $1,500 over and above all incumbrances, and upon which | 
taxes shall have been paid on that valuation for the year next preceding the 
one in which such person offers to register; or — property of the value 
of not less than $3,000 over and above all incumbrances; or shall have actually 
received a money income of not less than $600 during the year next preceding 
the Ist day of April next preceding the date of each registration; for the 
proof of which he may be required to produce original accounts of the re- 
ceipt of such income. 

They shut out, then, everybody in the Hawaiian Islands from 
the right of except the sugar planters. They made a 
qualification of voting for senators that would disfranchise 12,- 
000,000 of the voters of the United States. I think many more. 
think it would disfranchise 13,000,000 out of our 14,000,000 voters 
if we had the same provision. 

They have a property qualification which leaves no one to vote 
for senators unless he is engaged in the chief industry of the 
island which has been built up by remitted duties. See how in- 
genious it all was, They had a council of state, five of whom 
were to be selected by the President, five by the Senate, and five 
by the House of Representatives; and this very constitution pro- 
vides that a majority of the council can do business. Then it 
provides that they can sit and make laws and make appropria- 
tions when the Legislature is not in session, and that their laws 
and their acts and their appropriations shall hold good until the 
last day of the session of the Legislature. 

Then we have what? A Senate and a President, who are the 
Government, and anybody can vote for a member of the House of 
Representatives who was born in Hawaii, or is a naturalized citi- 
zen and has taken an oath to fayor annexation to the United 
States. But the House of Representatives amounts to nothing, 
It cuts no figure whatsoever, because the Government council, one- 
third of whom are appointed by the President and one-third by 
the Senate, can do business when the Legislature is not in ses- 
sion, and the House has no voice in the selection of a President, 
because nobody can be elected unless he gets 8 votes in the Sen- 
ate. So the Senate elected by the sugar planters could elect Dole’s 
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successor, or Dole could continue on forever, and the people of 
Hawaii have no voice in the Government whatever. 

They put into the constitution a provision for a union, commer- 
cial or political, with the United States. Did that come from the 
people? They had no voice in it. As I have shown, the constitu- 
tion was not indorsed by the people or submitted to the people. 
After this self-constituted convention had adopted that constitu- 
tion, they declared it the constitution of the Republic of Hawaii, 
and never 3 es 1055 vote at my and it never has been ae 
mitted. yet from this gang of sugar-raising conspira 
we pro to take title to those islands, There is no black page 
on the istory of England in the robbery and plunder of the na- 
tions of the world as infamous as our own will beif we take title 
to those islands under these circumstances, 

‘We must submit this question to a vote of the people of those 
islands if we would escape dishonor, Although there were 13,588 
registered voters in 1890, and in 1894 4,477, in 1896, under the Re- 
public of Hawaii, at the first election under this constitution, 
there were but 3,196 actual voters, and in 1897, under the same 
Republic, there were but 2,687 voters for representatives. The 
fact of the matter is that the people have gradually become dis- 
gusted with that Government. They have found that they have no 
voice in it, and they have ceased to take an interest init. They 
know it is maintained by the armed force of the United States, 
and they are uneasy. 

If you would submit the question whether those islands should be 
annexed to the United States to the people of that country—to the 
18,000 voters—it is very doubtful if you could get 2,687 votes in fa- 
vor of it. After a careful investigation of the subject, I do not be- 
lieve a majority of the white residents of those islands are in 
favor of annexation. I know that there are none of the natives 
in favor of it. While we have heard the missionaries eulogized, 
certainly we can eul them but little, unless we can ope 
their work. The natives of Hawaii can read and write the Eng- 
lish language. A greater percentage of the le can read and 
write than in nearly a majority of the American States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow 
me to ask him if it is not stated 3 Thurston that there is no 
3 the Hawaiians; that they can all read and write? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very nearly. The percentage is very large 
indeed. I found no native—and I talked with every one I could 
get a chance to talk to—who was in favor of annexation. Ata 
meeting at Hilo, where 600 natives gathered in a church, I asked 
those who signed the protest against the annexation of the islands 
to the United States—the protest which was sent on here and 
which we have in the archives of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, a protest signed by 29,000 of those people—I asked those 
who had signed that protest themselves to rise to their feet, and 
every person in that church at once rose to his feet, knowing ex- 
actly what they had done. 

I talked with officers of the Government who have been given 

laces that these conspirators told me were in favor of annexation, 
hen I reached them alone they would say, “ We are holding an 
official position; we have to say publicly that we are in favor of 
annexation; but we are not. e love our country and we love 
our flag; and while we respect and the United States with 
the highest consideration, we are as desirous of maintaining our 
national existence, as desirous that our shall remain in the 
sky, as you are that the United States s continue a govern- 
ment and maintain its 25 

I say under these circumstances, Mr. President, owing to the 
protest which the Queen sent here, owing to the fact that we 
overthrew the Government by the armed forces of the United 
States, owing to the fact that the people with whom we are treat- 
ing for the sovereignty of that country are but our puppets main- 
tained by us, owing to the fact that these facts have never been 
disputed or denied with any show of 27 0 the least we can do 
is to submit this question to a vote of the people of Hawaii. 

Will Senators vote to take this title tainted by fraud? Will 
Senators vote to ratify this robber revolution brought * 
us and refuse to consult the peo le most interested? If inf ill, 
it is an astonishing thing. ey will, then you can well sup- 
an that we will go on with our career of conquest regardless of 

honor of our and the honor of our name. We will go on 
to sogana other lands. There will be no stopping with this ac- 
quisition. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] says that this is 
wrong; that it isa sin; that it is wicked; but the islands are so 
little that if we will forgive him for taking that country, he will 
sin no more; he will be virtuous and resist a like crime if it in- 
volves a larger acquisition of territory. But, Mr, President, the 
first step in wrongdoing is the rous step. If we set the ex- 
ample, ee of honor, of a title to a territory from 
puppets t we have set up, what we not do? The p- 
pines next, with its 7,000,000 Asiatics; Puerto Rico and Cuba must 
come in, and then the conquest of South America. 

Tramp the course that has caused the death of every republic 


in the past, and see our flag go down in misery and in shame, 
The glory of this Republic has been that we have offered an 
22 to the oppressed aud a hope to mankind which has been 
followed wherever freedom has burst into bloom throughout the 
world. Shall we stain that record? Shall we abandon that his- 
8 Sip oe of me sauer agg 15 the world, and 
veit said of our flag, as Labouchere e London Truth, said 
of the flag of England?— ‘ ; 
WHERE IS THE FLAG OF ENGLAND? 
Let the winds of the world make answer! 
North, south, east, west— 
Where'er there is wealth to covet 
Or land to be possessed; 
Where'er aro savage nations 
To coddle, coerce, or scare, 
You may look for the vaunted emblem— 
The fiag of England is there. 
Aye. it waves o'er the blazing hovel 
ence its African victims fly, 


of his hellish yessel 


The Eng flag flies free, 


d flaunted o'er deeds o 
As he ravish 

It has looked on ruthless slaughter 
And Sep wens par re and fim. 

And has heard the shrieks of its victims 


Drown even the jingo hymn. 


Where is the flag of Enget; 
Seek the land where natives rot, 
And decay and assured extinction 
Must soon be the e's lot. 
Go to the once fair ds 
Where disease and death are rife, 
And the of a colossal commerce 
Now fattens on human life. 


Where is the flag of Sepad 
Go sail where rich eons come 
With their shoddy and loaded cotton, 
And beer and Bibles and rum. 
Seek the land where brute force hath triumphed 
And h hath its lair, 
And your question will thus be answered— 
For the flag of England is there. 

Mr, ALLEN. Mr. President, I take it for ted that no man 
who may cast his vote for the joint resolution now before the 
Senate will ever be 8 by the American Pe le to say that 
he is not in favor of imperialism and a policy of colonial acquisi- 
tion, for I think it will be well understood in all circles that the 
annexation of the Hawaiian Islands is the first act in the drama 
of colonization that is to go on until we have made a portion of 
our country the Philippine Islands, amounting to 1,400 in num- 
ber, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and every little dimple in either the At- 
lantic or Pacific Ocean that may force its head above the surface 
of the water. 

I was yery much interested yesterday in the remarks of the 
venerable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] when he por- 
trayed the consequences of a colonial policy. I fully 
him when he said that he regarded as the greatest question 
that has ever been presented to the American people during the 
existence of this Republic. Slavery, a very important and a very 
dangerous question, was never fraught with as much danger to 
jew institutions of this country as the proposed policy of coloni- 
zation. 

We have two courses open tous. We have the plain, open, and 
beaten pathway of a purely domestic policy, in which we have 
developed from a little over 3,000,000 scattered along the Eastern 
seaboard to 75,000,000 popa ere from the. Atlantic to the 
Pacific Ocean, a nation w commerce and whose wealth stag- 
ger the world. Wo can pursue that policy in the future, if we 
will, with absolute safety; and in doing so we would obey the 
teachings ‘of the founders of the Republic, for there is not one 
statesman in all the history of our country, from the time of 
Washi to the present moment, who has not studiously and 
sedulously inculcated the thought that national prosperity and 
national safety are alone to be found in the pursuit of a domestic 
policy. Under such a policy we can grow to be the greatest na- 


tion on earth, and grow in peace and in safety. We can reach 
the time before many years when this nation can stand defiantly 

in the face of the combined power of one 
But if we are so unwise as to abandon that course and to de- 
cline to pursue that policy and enter upon a period or a policy. of 
shall be cast upon seas of uncertainty and danger 


im we 
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to the mblic that may, and will, in my judgment. seriously 
impair 5 to our own people if not eventually destroy 
the Government itself. 
Why are we asked to pursue this nee Ye course? Not that 
ray e ently Hoping 5. 
iently i i in the multiplicity 
of what been said or would be said S fayor of the joint reso- 
lution some reason of this kind would be offered for annexation. 
What is to be gained . by entering upon 
this dangerous policy of annexation? the lips of Senators in 
favor of annexation are not hermetically sealed, I ask any one of 
them to suggest even the slightest gain to the people of the United 
States by such a course, 
It has been. said, it is true, that the Hawaiian. Islands are nec- 
to us for defensive purposes. But, Mr. President, a child 
capable of locating the Hawaiian Islands on the maps would be 
convinced at a glance that the statement is untrue. They have 
no significance whatever and not the slightest value for defensive 
oses. They will only add to the burden of our country in 
Rateading its coast, as I show further along, s 
We have at this time a main coast line as follows: The Atlantic 
coast, from e ap wean to Cape Florida, 2,043 miles; the Gulf 
coast, 1,852 miles; Pacific coast, 1,557 miles; the Alaskan coast, 
4,750 miles, or a total coast line of 10,202 miles, i 
What tremendoussums of money have been spent by the United 
States in fortifying this coast line! There is not a government in 
existence to-day, and there never was one in ancient times, pos- 
sessing the coast line that the United States possesses. We have 
spent hundreds of millions, if not billions, of dollars, money 
wrung from the yers of the country, in preparing adequate 
t defenses, And yet it is of daily occurrence that we hear in 
this Chamber some gentleman suggesting that our coast is not 
adequately defended and we must appropriate more money for 
that purpose. A Senator from Washi who was with us a 
or so ago secured a favorable report on a bill to appropriate 
00,000,000 of additional money for coast defenses, and, mark 
ou, Mr. President, that was but a step in a system of coast 
efenses that would eventuate in h of ons to follow. 
Yet, Mr. President, we are about to engage in a policy that will 
increase the coast line of the nation from 10,202 miles to 25,045 
miles, for I assume, as I said, the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands is to be followed by the annexation of the Philippines, 
Puerto Rico, and Cuba at least; and that any man who advocates 
or votes for the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands will be 
estopped from denying the applicability of his reasoning or doc- 
trine to the other islands. So when that is done we shall find that 
we have a coast line of islands amounting to 13,843 miles, or 3,641 
miles more than the coast line of the United States proper. a 
Will any gentleman, under such circumstances, pretend that it 


will not cost this Government at least $170,000,000 to construct | tim: 


adequate coast defenses upon those islands and fortify seventeen 
different ports to be found in them? That is a low estimate, and 
that money must come not from the inhabitants of the islands 
themselves, but from the le of the United States, 

Then, Mr. President, 3 85 follows? Our standing army must 
be increased from its present small number to at least 200,000 men 
to occupy the islands and to keep the natives in subjection. Ac- 
cording to accurate estimates, every one of the soldiers will cost 
the Government a thousand dollarsannually. There are $370,000,- 
000 of additional money to be wrung from the people of this 
country by taxation. 

Then, sir, it is well known that to annex those islands will 
cause an increase of the Navy. Our Navy under such circum- 
stances will have to be equal in fighting power to the navy of the 
most powerful nation on earth and its allies. No man can tell 
how much that will cost. I put itat a minimum when I say it 
will cost $100,000,000. There will be $470,000,000 of money to be 
wrung from the farmers and the industrial classes of this country 


without the slightest thing in return to them for this enormous | Pertaining: Th 


outlay. 

Then, Mr, President, come the hundreds of thousands of dollars, 
or I should say the millions of dollars, we are to expend in arm- 
ing and equipping this additional navy and these fortifications, 
and the transportation of soldiers, the cost of repairing the vessels, 
and all of the millions of incidental charges for the maintenance 
of sucha navy and such an army. And that is not to come to- 
day alone, but, sir, it is to come next year and the next and the 
i eat all the ages or the years this Government may 


Is this alight matter, to be treated in silent contempt by the 
other side, who are urging it along and complaining because some 
of us see fit to debate it? Are we willing to saddle this tremen- 
dous debt and burden on the people of the United States, not now 
alone, but for all time, without a thorough and a candid cin bo 
before casting our votes? It is a very easy thing when a 
man desires to seize something as an excuse for his vote to do so; 
and I regret to say that it is sometimes a very easy thing for a 


man to satisfy his conscience and reconcile his preconceived posi- 


tion with consistency and duty. 
ago in speaking of one of these 
That the United States hereby disclaims any 9 or intention to 


exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over 


Speaking of Cuba— 
except for the cation thereof, and asserts its determination, when that 
is 5 , to leave the government and control of the island to its 
peop 


Do the Islands of Hawaii occupy any different 8 than 
does Cuba? Does not the same doctrine apply to the Islands of 
Hawaii, to the Phili Islands, to Puerto Rico, and to all the 
islands of the sea that is here applied to Cuba? We wanted to 
declare, and did declare, to the world by those resolutions that 
the policy of the founders of this ublic was to be pursued, and 
that, recognizing that the people of Cuba were being starved to 
death by their brothers; recognizing that extreme cruelty and 
barbarity were being carried on within less than a hundred miles 
of our shores, it was our duty as a Christian ple and an en- 
lightened nation to relieve them; but that the world might not 
mistake our Christian deeds and our humane acts and be led to 
believe that we were actuated by greed of power and the desire to 
acquire additional territory, we not only ed any such de- 
sire, but, Mr. President, we said that when the island was paci- 
fied we would furl our flag in Cuba and return to this country. 
Yet the anthor of that precise language is to-day found in the 
ranks of the annexationists. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], who I regret is not now 
in his seat, a few days ago undertook to draw a distinction be- 
tween a constitutional treaty and the joint resolution under con- 
sideration. He said a ety was a contract; that statement is 
correct; that it was an agreement; that is true; that it could be 
an else than a contract or an 5 or the assent of 
parties to it to certain things would be impossible. So there was 
nothing novel in that statement. He further said that a contract 
had to be continuing. That statement is not true. It never was 
— a of contracts and is not to be found in any work on con- 


A contract, Mr. President, is the meeting of the minds of the 
parties to it, where they agree upon a thing at the same 
time and in the same sentence, and a private contract must have 
a consideration and must not be in violation of any statute or of 
constitutional law or of public morals, but when we speak of the 
law of contracts, to be found in the form of treaties, the treaty 
may be tentative, it may be ey eget it may be for a specific 
time, or its existence may end on the consummation of its purpose 
and the dissolution of one of the parties to it, and I challenge the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio, or any of his confréres, to find 
an instance in which a treaty must continue a specific length of 


We declared less than two months 
islands: 


e 
All treaties and all contracts must continue until they are con- 
summated or the purpose is accomplished, Otherwise they would 
be abortive. If a treaty been into between the United States 
and the Hawaiian Islands by which the territory and the sover- 
eignty of the latter should be transferred to the former, that treaty 
would be binding and would have two parties to it until that sov- 
nin ae ipa and the territory turned over, and then it 
would be a matter of indifference whether it ceased to exist or not. 

But, Mr. President, look at the fault of the logic of the Senator 
from Ohio. By the resolution the Senate is now considering the 
same consequences follow. It is declared: 

Whereas the Government of the Republic of Hawaii having, in due form, 


si ed its consent, in the manner provided by its constitution, to cede ab- 
e to the United States of America all 


sovereignty of whatsoever kind in and over the Hawaiian Islands and their 
dependen and also to cede and transfer to the United States the absolute 
public, Government, or Crown lands, public build- 


ings or ces, ports, harbors, mili equipment, and all other public 
pony of every kind and etna Doaa to the 6 the 


confirmed, and that the i 
and they are — annexed as a part of the territory of the United States 
and are subject to the lar 
the property and rights hereinbefore mentioned are vested in the United 
States of America. 


8 yet, 8 ee eee e 3 this a — 
uing contract, an es een this language an 
the ordinary language of a treaty. If bythe adoption or ratifica- 
tion of a treaty of annexation, by which the property and sover- 
eignty of the Hawaiian Islands were ceded to the United States, 
Hawaii would cease to be a government and would pass out of 
existence, and therefore the objection of the Senator from Ohio 
that that contract was not continuing would obtain, I ask him, 
what is the force of this resolution, and especially of the language 
I have read? 

When the Government of the United States takes possession of 
all the property of all the Islands of Hawaii and assumes sover- 
eignty over those islands and they become annexed, does not the 
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Government of the Hawaiian Islands pass from existence as com- 

letely and as effectually as it would if the islands were annexed 
by treaty? Yet the Senator from Ohio has offered this shadowy 
bstantial distinction as a reason why we should adopt 


and unsu 
this resolution. I do not regard that as very x steria myself, 
Mr. President; I simply cite it for the purpose of showing the des- 
peration to which even able men are driven in supporting a poor 
cause. 

I said in my remarks on Monday that I would undertake to 
prove to the satisfaction of any reasonable man that this whole 
scheme of annexation and territorial extension is inspired by the 
sugar trust. I know some of the newspapers are full of state- 
ments to the contrary, but any man who looks at the situation 
as it actually exists, and who remembers that nothing is to be 
gained by annexation by the Government of the United States, 
can not reach any other conclusion than that the whole scheme 
is one of territorial acquisition on the pet of the American sugar 
trust, the tobacco trust, and a few other monopolies, which con- 
trol not only the markets of the United States in these staples, but 
the markets of the Hawaiian Islands and the other islands to which 
I have referred, $ 

Every Senator and Representative in Congress who has hereto- 
fore been considered as occupying anything like close or friendly 
relations with the sugar trust, upon whom that gigantic organiza- 
tion could depend for advocacy and for votes on measures affect- 
ing their interests, is found arrayed in solid phalanx in favor of 
annexation, There is not a single exception—not one—and, Mr. 
President, where you find the trusted agents of an organization 
entertaining certain views and pursuing a certain course, you can 
safely rely upon the fact that they are carrying out the wishes of 
their retainers. ; j 

Has the sugar trust anything to gain by annexation? The Phil- 
ippines, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Hawaiian Islands produce in 
round numbers 4,000,000,000 pounds of sugar ann , Seven- 
tenths of which, or 2,800,000,000 pounds, are importedinto thiscoun- 
try in a raw state and here refined. Bear in mind, Mr. President, 
that none of these islands has a sugar refinery. There is norefinery 
in Hawaii, none in the Philippines, none in Puerto Rico, and none 
in Cuba; but all the sugar produced in those countries, or seven- 
tenths of the sugar produced in those countries, is brought here by 
the American sugar trust and here refined in their factories. 

The tax on sugar, in round numbers, is about a cent and a half 
a pound. By its importation under annexation the sugar trust 
would save a tax of 14 cents per pound, or $42,000,000 annually. 
The value of the use of that money at 4 per cent per annum would 
be $1,680,000, making a total of $43,680,000 annually saved to the 
trust by annexation. Under those circumstances, why should 
the sugar trust be opposet to annexation? It is not. It is a new 
application of the old cry of Stop thief!” Every one of the agents 
of the sugar trust, every one of the Hawaiian commercial com- 
panies, whose stock is scattered all through this country, is in 
favor of this scheme of annexation; and do we not all recall that 
within the last ten days, when what was regarded as a test vote 
was taken in this Chamber, plantation sugar stocks in Hawaii 
jumped in value 400 per cent within a few hours? Yet we are 
told by grave Senators and by great journals, educators of the 
public mind, that the sugar trust is doing all possible to prevent 
this patriotic step of annexation. es 

Mr. President, when you find that organization can make pretty 
nearly $44,000,000 annually by annexation, and that all its agents 
and ad vocates stand for annexation, is it an illogical conclusion 
to say that it is in favor of annexation? 

What more can it do by annexation? It can spend one-half of 
the $44,000,000 a year made by annexation in corrupting the cor- 
ruptible portion of the public press, in silencing Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, and in aan public opinion in favor of this in- 
famous scheme; and as one I may add, parenthetically, I believe 
it is none too good to do so. : 

Mr. President, there are other influences behind this question. 
The tobacco trust is behind it. All these islands are producers of 
millions of pounds of tobacco. If the tobacco of these islands 
can escape taxation, as it will by annexation, it will be a saving 
of at least fifteen or twenty million dollars annually to the tobacco 
trust. Their influence is arrayed in favor of annexation. Oh, 
Mr. President, they do not say they want it because of the pe- 
cuniary benefits to them; they know that would appear to the 
American people to be too mercenary; but they are appealing to 
the patriotism of the people, their love of power and territorial 
extension, while they are seeking this tremendous financial ad- 
vantage for themselves. 

Every organization or every institution that is making armor 
plate is in favor of annexation; every company or individual en- 

in the construction of naval vessels is in favor of annexa- 

ion; all those engaged in furnishing suppos to the Army and 
Navy, and maae tremendous profits out of it, are in favor of 
annexation; and I have not theslightest doubtthat the parties who 


sold the Merrimac to thisGovernment a few weeks ago are in favor 
of annexation. There was an old vessel that had been repeatedly 


inspected and condemned, which originally did not cost over 
$100,000, which was sold to this Government for $343,000, I think, 
and I have it on pretty good authority that a commission of $100,- 
000 was paid to secure the sale. I have no doubt these men are 
in favor of annexation. I have no doubt every pecuniary inter- 
est_in this country, every selfish and greedy interest that could 
make a dollar by this scheme, is in fayor of it. 

But, Mr. President, how should it be with the masses of the 
people, those who produce the honest wealth of the country and 
those who do the labor? They should be arrayed against it. 

How are these tremendous sums of money I have mentioned 
to be met? How is the $500,000,000 of which I have spoken to 
be raised? We can not impose an income tax because that 
rests upon the rich, and the Supreme Court has declared that the 
rich shall not be taxed. Ido not know exactly where it draws 
be 5 but the richer a man is the more immunity he has from 

ation. 

The Supreme Court, overruling one hundred years of its own 
judicial history and overruling five unanimous decisions of its 
own, has held within the last two or three years that the rich of 
the United States shall not be taxed—that the poor alone shall 
bear the burdens of taxation. We can not, therefore, secure any 
portion of the money by an income tax; we can not secure forty- 
odd millions of it by a tax on sugar; we can not secure $20,000,0 

more of it on tobacco; we can not secure any portion of it on rice 
and other products of these islands, amounting, all told, to prob- 
ably $50,000,000 a year; but all that, Mr. President, must be paid 
by the farmers and laborers and industrial classes of this country. 

It may be said the islands will be self-supporting. They never 
have been. Here is this little, tottering, fraudulent Government 
now in existence in Hawaii, which came into existence in 1893—1 
think the conspiracy first appeared in January, 1893—yet it has a 
national debt of almost $5,000,000, after having taxed the ple 
and the property of that country to the uimiost imit—e million a 

ear. e can not get much revenue out of a government of that 
cind. We can not get it from the government that will be estab- 
lished in the foe nga Islands, in Cuba, or in Puerto Rico. 

We can not under our system of equal taxation—if it is not a 
sarcasm to speak of equal taxation—take from those people the 
sums of money they have been paying to the Spanish Govern- 
ment, for the system of taxation imposed upon those people has 
been onerous, has been fraudulent; it has been spoliation in many 
cases, and in others absolute confiscation; and yet, with those ex- 
treme means of securing money, those governments have not, 
according to Señor Sagasta, been self-supporting. I donot know 
but that this would be a place to call attention to what he 
says on this subject. Although this man is to-day the premier of 
a country with which we are at war, a country that from my 
childhood to the present time I have learned to detest, it can not 
be doubted that he is a man of intelligence and that he speaks 
with some degree of truth in giving utterance to the following: 

Our colonies have cost us dear. Within the last twenty-five years we 
have spent in them 3,000,000,000 francs in defensive works. Only the most 
important cities and points have been fortified, as we could not erect works 
everywhere. The cost would have been 7,000,000,000 or 8,000,000,000 francs, 

So the expenditure, reduced to our money, has been 8600, 000, 000, 
and the cost would have been $1,600,000,000 if all the fortifica- 
tions had been made. Is it to be supposed, then, that we can pro- 
cure by lawful means of taxation a sufficient amount of money 
from the people of those islands to pay the expenses of adminis- 
irig orema there? That can not be done in the light of 

e facts. 

Then, Mr. President, where must the money come from? It 
must come from every man who produces anything and every 
man who labors. It must come from the farmers and planters of 
the United States, the men who toil for day wages and weekly 
and monthly wages. All this tremendous burden must pass to 
them without the slightest corresponding benefit. So much, then, 
for the sugar trust and the tobacco trust and these other interests 
2 785 are at the bottom of and are inspiring this scheme of annexa- 

on. 

This is one step, and an important step, in the interest of the 
perpetuation of a national debt. 1 have no doubt in my own 
mind that every man who has the money and desires to own Gov- 
ernment bonds and draw interest from the people in the form of 
taxation is in favor of this scheme of annexation. We have in- 
creased our national debt in the last five years from a little over 
five hundred million to over thirteen hundred million dollars, 
many million dollars more than half the total bonded debt at the 
close of the late civil war. ? 

If this money can not be secured immediately by taxation, we 
will hear the sugar trust and all these interest-eating patriots 
calling for the issuance of bonds, the borrowing of money; and 
our bonded debt in a few years, instead of being reduced, will be 
increased until it will reach 83,000, 000,000, and our people will be 
in the condition of the English people, meeting interest obliga- 
tions by the hundreds of 1 5 annually, and never expecting 
and never hoping to pay the principal. Under such circumstances 
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there can be butone end. Government will pass from the masses 
of the people, from the debtor class to the creditor class, and the 
Republic, if it exists, will exist in name only. It has almost 
reached that point now. Every one of these men is in favor of 
annexation. 

Mr, President, it is said that the inhabitants of the Philippines 
number 10,400,000; that they are mostly Malays, with an inter- 
mixture of other e tribes, and that the aboriginal inhabitants 
are of a repulsive and extremely savage character. I believe out 
of the 10,400,000 inhabitants not to exceed one-third can be said 
to be in the slightest degree civilized. Spain has never been able 
to conquer many millions of those people, Of the people who in- 
habit the Hawaiian Islands we know more. We know there are 
not to exceed about ten or twelve thousand of the white races rep- 
resented there. 

The Americans, English, Germans, French, Russians, and all 
other classes of what may be regarded as belonging to the white 
race do not number to exceed ten or twelve thousand. The bal- 
ance of them are Japanese, coolies, pure-blood and mixed Poly- 
nesians, a race of people who are afflicted in their entirety as a 
race with leprosy, one of the islands being set apart and dedicated 
to the treating of leprosy. Will any man be kind enough to tell 
the country how we are to be improved by the annexation of that 
class of people to our country? We often say, and with more 
truth than poetry, that this country is now gorged with foreign 
population, that we are receiving them more rapidly than we can 
assimilate and convert them into American citizens. Yet to carry 
out the infamous scheme of these monopolies I have mentioned 
and the interests I have named we propose to annex these islands 
with 115,000 people, not exceeding 12,000 of whom are white peo- 
ple, and incorporate them into our population, 

Mr. President, I come to a 8 of law, and I see present 
my good friend the Senator from Connecticut — PLATT], one 
of the best lawyers in this body and one of the most conserv- 
ative men. I wish to make in his presence a statement and see if 
he will contradict it. When we have incorporated these islands 
asapartof the United States, the right of the Polynesians to travel 
from Hawaii to New York, Nebraska, or Connecticut will be as 
absolute and free from restriction as my right to go to California. 
I pause for the Senator or any other Senator to denyit. This 
Government has no pore by legislation to restrict me to the in- 
habitancy of one State. Congress can not pass a law requiring me 
to spend my life in Nebraska. I am a citizen of the United States 
and may visit in safety any portion of its territory whenever 1 see 
fit; and whenever you incorporate those Japanese and Chinese 
coolies and Polynesians, with their leprosy, into the inhabitants of 
the United States, their right to come to your State and to mine 
and to engage in business there and dwell there and intermarry 
with the poe, if they see fit, is as absolute as the right to 
life and liberty, and can not be restrained. 

Mr. President, what will this country do with 15,000,000 people 
such as are to be found in the Hawaiian ds, in the Philippines, 
in Puerto Rico, and in Cuba, every one of them of an alien race; 
none of them used to the forms and solemnities of self-government; 
turbulent, vicious, savage? If they are to be precipitated into the 
body of our people by this act of legislation, where is the power to 
restrain them from being brought here or from coming here as 
e of your neighbors and mine? They will swarm the 
workshops of this country. ahr will be found on every quarter 
section of land in this nation. They will debase the price of every 
bushel and every pound of farm products. They will by deadly 
competition reduce the wages of the American laboring man, and 
in the course of ages a civilization akin to their own will be erected 
in this land of the free. That their influence will be detrimental 
no one can dispute. Our civilization, instead of taking an upward 
tendency, as we all desire, until this nation shall occupy the highest 
conceivable pinnacle of civilization, will go down in consequence 
of this great weight thrown on it. 

Do you not suppose, Mr. President, that there are interests in 
this country which want to bring about exactly that result? A 
short time bs Wy a New York oe ist, well known in this country, 
was reported to have said, ‘‘ What the United States needs most 
now is an importation of foreign muscle, 
brains.” That man no doubt was speaking by the card. So 
the pending scheme of annexation a vast horde of savages, 15,000,000 
of them, is to be thrown among our pens in deadly competition 
in all departments of industry and production in the fulfillment 
of the desire for more muscle and less brain, that the man who has 
the money can get more labor and more of labor’s products for less 
expenditure, and that all the millions of our people, our native and 
our naturalized people, may be reduced in their standard of civili- 
zation and in their power to produce. 

Sir, I am not prepared to pa the American father and the 
American son, in the field or the shop, in deadly conflict and 
competition with Chinese, who live upon a bowl of rice and a rat 
a day; nor am I e cha to vote that the civilization and stand- 
ard of living of the American mother and the American daughter 
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We have got enough 


shall be brought down to the standard of the civilization of the 
wife of sucha man. Yet that is exactly what this whole iniqui- 
tous scheme of annexation means. 

The labor question, or the condition of the laboring 
ought to excite some active interest in the minds of Republicans. 
Ever since I haye been old enough to remember anything about 


ple, 


tariff theories and tariff legislation I have heard the pros and, 
cons of protection, free trade, and revenue tariff discussed. Those 
questions have been full of interest to the American people from 
the formation of the Government to this time. Ever since I have 
had the honor to occupy a seat in this Chamber I have heard the 
beauties of poms proclaimed, I think, almost every session of 
Congress. I remember a particular speech, all of which has not 
yet a in the RECORD, on the subject of the beauty and 
soundness of protection; and the chief argument in all those dis- 
cussions was that a tariff was essential to protect the American 
laboring man. 

I will be frank enough to say that I never had much faith in 
the sincerity of gentlemen who urged such argument. It was 
made for the purpose of inducing the laboring men in the United 
States to support that party at the polls, because the laboring 
men, when united, constitute the majority of the voters of this 
country. Stripped of all its gauze and everything that is inclined 
to hide it from observation, that is what it means and that is 
what it has meant. How do these gentlemen reconcile their posi- 
tion on the question of annexation of the Hawaiian Islands with 
their 11 and constant solicitude for the American laborer to be 
protected in his wages against the pauper labor of Europe? 

Mr. President, we have heard it from the hustings, it has been 
published in the press, that the ne plus ultra of taxation was the 
tariff, because it protected the American laboring man against the 
European pauper laborer and his handiwork, and because it built 
up in our own country a home market for the consum tion of all 
his products. Yet, in the lightof that fact and in the light of the 
further fact that these gentlemen have deceived the American peo- 
ple on this question, they propose to put into our population, at 
one stroke of the pen, 15,000,000 pauper laborers. To subserve 
what interest, sir? Because the demands of humanity call for it? 
No. Because the interests of the American people demand it? 
Not at all. Because the interests of our country and our civiliza- 
tion will be strengthened or advanced by it? Not at all. It is 
regs | because the fellows who pay the campaign expenses want 
it, and the debt must be met and discharged. All the glory of 
our country is to perish. We are to be cast upon the dangerous 
sea of competition with Europe for supremacy aud to be engulfed 
in wars, 9 not of our own choice or of our own making, 
to carry out this purpose. 

Then, sir, 5 of that further argument of our friends 
on the other side that we do not want to extend our commerce to 
other lands; that we want the home market, with its doors closed 
to Europe and to all outside powers, a portion of our people pro- 
ducing and a portion manufacturing and then trading amongst 
themselves and living among themselves? That argument van- 
ishes into thin air,too. Here they are undertaking to extend our 
territorial dominion, under the specious plea that it will give us 
an enlarged market for our surplus products. Oh, Mr. President, 
those arguments will not deceive the American people any longer. 
You have by a policy of your own, which I believe the majority 
of the American people condemn, 2 ee almost the moun- 
tain States. You tell me you want this territory for the surplus 
population of the United States. We have no surplus Lat rie 
We have scarcely 15 or 16 inhabitants to the square mile in this 
country. Fifty years from now would see by natural growth 
200,000,000 people in the United States without any annexation, 
numerically one of the most powerful, and in point of wealth, if 
4 conducted, the most powerful nation of ancient or modern 

imes. 

So it can not be that we have a surplus population which we 
want to get rid of. We have no class cf people who will go to 
the Philippines, or to Hawaii, or to Cuba, or to Puerto Rico, or to 
any of those islands, except for mere trading purposes, and then 
probably only one inhabitant out of a hundred thousand. Those 
islands are not to catch any surplus population from here, because 
we have none to give them. ©, upon the other hand, are to be 
the recipients of their population as competitors in the labor mar- 
ket against our laborers and our producers; and you never will be 
able to deceive the American people, when they come to analyze 
this question, into the belief that there is anything lofty or patri- 
otic in the scheme of annexation. 

Mr. President, let us look for a moment at the conditions pre- 
vailing in the Hawaiian Islands. It is said they have a republic 
there. That statement is not true. They do not have and never 
have had a republic. They have a revolutionary government 
which has some of the features of a republic, but there is an abso- 
lute absence of all the substance of a republic. Out of a total 
adult male population numbering, I think, thirty-seven or thirty- 
eight thousand, possibly more, they have not 8,000 voters. All 
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the others are disqualified by qualifications, to be found 
in their constitution; and so weak and uncertain and vacillating 
and so absolutely uncontrollable are the people of that country 
that their constitution authorizes their enslavement and the en- 
forcement of personal contracts to labor. 

Can such a people be a desirable acquisition to the United 
States? Are we to take them with all the restraints of their 
constitution and statutes, and are we to incorporate into the 
United States slavery, an institution against which we declared 
by constitutional amendment? Yet I submit to the lawyers on 
the other side that if we take the institutions of the Hawaiian 
Islands as they are, with their contracts and their constitution, 
and statutes in the nature of contracts, we have not the power 
under our form of government to abrogate those contracis, stat- 


utes, and constitution. Slavery will exist in the future as it guage. 


existed in the past in our country. , 

Mr. President, the significance of the pending joint resolution 
for the acquisition or “annexation” of Hawaii no longer rests 
upon the theories originally advanced to sappari it as set forth in 
the message of the President and as presen’ the advocates of 
the th age They were measurably sordid in so far as they 
appealed to commercialism, or semipatriotic in that they pre- 
tended that “annexation” was necessary for our defense, and 
humane to the extent of theintimation conveyed that the Hawaiians 
needed protection from external foes. But all these arguments 
have in turn been overthrown and shown to be either value- 
less or groundless. 

The result is that ‘‘annexation” now stands forth as a war 
measure, with nothing, however, in the committee’s report to 
sustain it as such, while an educated silence on this floor by its 
supporters leaves us to grapple with so important a question as 
this in the dark. Why is this? 

The truth is, the annexation of Hawaii has come to be an inci- 
dent of an imperial policy that was not dreamed of when the 
treaty was presented or the rt made on the annexation reso- 
lutions. That policy cast its ow across the sky when Admi- 
ee eee Spanish fleet in the Bay of Manila on May 1, 
1898. 

On the 20th of April, 1898, Congress passed the following pre- 
amble and resolutions: 

Whereas the abhorrent conditions which have existed for more than three 
. our own borders, have shocked the moral 

of the — to 


near 
ted States, have been a 
ey have, in the destruction of a United States 


bor of Havana, and be endured, 
the President of the United States in his to Congress 
upon which the action of Con; was in 0 ‘ore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in 1 That the people of the Island of Cuba 
are, and of right ought to be, free and t. 


senior Senator Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. The 
are, and of right ought to be, free and independent. We had 
something of a controversy over the 
free, but we agreed that the people of that ough: 
free and independent. How, sir, could we do otherwise in the light 
of our history and our traditions? i 

We based our Government on the doctrine ary nage in the 


We did not say 
and , but we said all men 
wherever they are born stand upon terms of equality and they 
are entitled to certain rights, among which we enumerated life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. We assumed and waged 
our Revolutionary struggle on the theory that every man who 
dwelt upon this territory during thatstruggle would be a citizen of 
the Government to be formed here and an equal participant in it. 
There is a republic to-day declared to exist in Hawaii, A re- 
publican form of government has been proclaim 
—— Islands and in Cuba, and I do not know but in Puerto Rico. 
ere is at least some form of revolutionary government in Puerto 
Rico. Less than two months ago we declared that those 5 
had a right to their independence. Are we now to stultify our 
action? Are we now to retrace our steps in the eyes of the civi- 
lized world and say that we were guilty of falsehood at that time; 
that we really meant that it was our purpose to annex them an 
make them a portion of the population and Government of the 
United States? 
But since then imperialism has constantly pushed itself to the 
front. The time has come when the scheme must be unfolded and 
here. While we are engaged in the excitement and strug- 
gle of a war this great question is thrust forward, in my judg- 
ment, so that many of us can not contest it for fear that we 


be misunderstood by our constituents. It is not a wise course to 
pursue. Why should not this question go over to the conclu- 
Sion of the war and until the next session of Congress, when we 
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can come together and consider it with that candor, intelli 
and deliberation its great magnitude requires? No, Mr. = 
dent, answering the party lash, this scheme of annexation is to be 
put through under whip and spur, regardless of its consequences 
to the American le, now and hereafter. It is to be regretted 
that more moral bone can not be found in Congress to stop 
this hasty legislation. 

„Mr. President, we were not content at that time with simply 
disclaiming any right to exercise jurisdiction or sovereignty or 
control over Cuba, but we went further so that the people there 
and the world ht understand our position, and we asserted it 
as our determination, when the pacification of the island is accom- 
plished, to leave the government and control of the island to its 
people, There can be no mistake as to the meaning of that lan- 
We said to Cuba and to the world, When we shall have 
released the starving reconcentrados in Cuba, when we shall have 
driven Spain from that island in consequence of her barbarity 
and as a penalty for sinking our battle ship and destroying our 
sailors, we will return to our own country and leave the govern- 
ment of Cuba to her 1 people.“ That was honorable, and that 
was 0. 

Mr. ident, we held it up as something new in the history of 
the world, for there has never been an instance thus far of a t 
nation taking up the cause of a weak and poor people anà, on 


peasy Christian and humane grounds, waging a war against a 


oreign enemy to protect people from their oppressors. We would 
have stood forth ht the history of the walle as the proudest nation 
in this t that had ever appeared upon the political horizon; 
and yet, sir, in less than two months from the time of that patri- 
otic and lofty declaration we find ourselves precipitated into a dis- 
cussion in Congress as to how much pelf we can get out of the 
war, as to how rapidly and successfully we can confiscate the 
property of 3 of these islands — destroy their right of 


self-governmen 

No nation can afford to be guilty of dishonor or of perfidy. The 
man who gains a reputation in the neighborhood in which he lives 
for being uncertain in his promises is always the loser. Honesty 
is the best policy not only in individual life, but in national life. 
The nation that makes and declares one thing and then seeks to 


a ee 
Mr. President, an eae notes enough to consume much 
n Tin to consume, I not hesitate to per- 
3 in this drama, and I shall have no hesitancy 8 
ever in leaving it to my constituents and to the future to demon- 


strate the correctness of m tion. 
terenga yerdor f zuaren © have wd as ing the 
i of harbors in all these islands. e have, as 


of refuge for American ships 
where they can coal and water and repair. Let us retain 
harbors in the 5 Islands, the most important of w. I 
think is Manila, ere are seven or eight harbors there, but that 
seems to be the most important one. t us retain that harbor if 
22 some other for the same Let us retain 
ana 


other side 
were elevating their noses at an angle of 45 de in scorn and 
contempt at me for consuming the time of the te. And yet, 
Mr. President, and men change just as the thimbl 


the music, The balan 
We can not return these islands to 


Spain. 
doomed nation. Mr. President, I believe that these gs are 
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returned. : 1 

Mr. President, I would go further. I would require Spain to 
pay every dollar of the e of this war. I would make a 
statement of what it costs this Government to subdue her and to 
carry out the purposes of the resolution we passed here, and every 
dollar of that money should be paid to this Government before 
the war would be declared at an end. 

I would do more than that. I would make her pay the value of 
the Maine and her armament that was sunk in Havana Harbor on 
the 15th of February last. I would make her pay, as far as money 
could do it, for every one of our 266 seamen who were blown into 
eternity at that time and every one who was injured or maimed. 
After she had relinquished her power or her jurisdiction over the 
islands, after she had paid the war debt and paid for the destruc- 
tion of the Maine and of our sailors, after she had apologized to 
the Christian world for her barbarity and furled her dirty flag 
and left this continent forever, I would declare peace, and not be- 
fore that time. 

Well, what is to become of the islands, some gentleman asks? 
Mr. President, I would erect every one of those ds intoa 
republican form of government. e declared that the people of 
Cuba were entitled to their independence. The same reasoning 
that we applied to Cuba will apply to the Hawaiian Islands, to 
the Philippines, and to Puerto Rico, The argument that applies 
to one applies to all, On all those islands that dot the sea I 
would erect and sustain an or. republican form of gov- 
ernment, giving them moral aid afid support, as we have other 
islands in 5 and I would demonstrate to the world in time 
that all the Western Hemisphere was dedicated in different sec- 
tions and in different republics to the cause of a government by 
the people and for the po. There is the true solution. 

If you incorporate them into our population you will impair 
our civilization and weaken our Government. © can not per- 
mit them to go back to Spain, nor can we permit them to go under 
the influences of other European powers. But, Mr. President, 
following out the high destiny of this Republic and its own teach- 
ings, we can erect them, and we will erect them, into republics to 
siti the grand galaxy of republics, which must eventually con- 
trol the world. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Task unanimous consent to have printed 
as a document the pamphlet which I hold in my hand, entitled 
Analysis of the Functions of Money, by WILLIAM M, STEWART, 
United States Senator from Nevada. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and the order is made, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not wish it to be understood that I 
am not cognizant of the fact that this is the pamphlet to the print- 
ing of which I objected the other day, but I do not feel like insist- 
ing upon that objection in view of the fact that it is the product 
of the brain of a noted United States Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
to the pending joint resolution, and ask that a vote may be taken 
on the same. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

ia VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
men 

The SECRETARY. Itis poet to strike out from the preamble 
the words “ in due form” and insert in lieu thereof by a treaty 
which has never been ratified, but is now pending in the Senate 
of the United States,” 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether 
he will not withdraw the motion? There will be no debate on the 
amendment, I think. Let us vote directly on it. 

ue E. What was the motion of the Senator from Min- 
neso 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. To lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. WHITE. T hope the Senator from Minnesota will not in- 
sist upon that motion. Such amendments as may be offered will 
proba ly be briefly explained, and it will only lead to the neces- 
sity of deba other matters and to procrastination, I ask fora 
direct vote on the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is entirely immaterial to me, and I withdraw 
the motion, but I shall make that motion as to all other amend- 
ma, and do not wish my action now to be drawn into prece- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The moti la; amen 
on the table is withdrawn, . . 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Senators who have amendments to 
offer and wish to discuss them had better discuss them in advance 
of their being offered, in view of the notice given by the Senator 
from Minnesota Davis], that he will move to lay all amend- 
ments on the table without regard to their merit. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me if we can have a direct vote 
on the amendments to be offered we can arrange to dispose of the 


matter to-night. 

Mr. DAVIS. That may develop as we go along. I am not 
strenuous about it, but my present impression isin tion to this 
particular case that the motion should be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I the amendment will be again read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed tostrike out from the preamble 
of the joint resolution, in the first line, the words ‘‘in due form” 
and insert “ by a treaty which has never been ratified, but is now 
pending in the Senate of the United States;” so that, if amended, 
the preamble would read: è 

Whereas the Government of the Republic of Hawaii having, py s cet 
which has never been ratified, butis now in the Senate of the Uni 
States, signified its consent, in the manner provided by its constitution, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Colorado will excuse me for 
just a second, ae pe of this amendment is simply this: The 
joint resolution recites that “the Republic of Hawaii having, in 
due form, signified its consent,” this amendment recites what was 
done, to wit, the making of a treaty, so far as they could make it, 
and the fact that such treaty is now pending in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate more than a moment or two. 

I take it from the statement made by the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], that the debate on the part of those 


who have been opposing this joint resolution is practically con- 


cluded. 

I have refrained from debating this resolution, not because I 
a we who favor annexation could not hold our on in the 
debate, but because I was anxious to get to a vote. 

I think, however, I ought to say,as one of those who have been 
very much inte in this question and in the final result, that 
in consideration of very many things which have been said in the 
public press, as one of those in favor of the joint resolution, I want 
to acquit our es of any unfair treatment of this subject. 
I do not mean by that remark that I think they have presented 
sound and cogent arguments, but I mean to say, holding the views 
5 not think there has been any unnecessary delay in 

ebate. 

I do not think there is any call for the complaint which has been 
made in certain quarters—not . 
on the part of those who do not favor the joint resolution to unduly 
procrastinate action . it. 

I confess, Mr. President, if I entertained the opinion which cer- 
tain Senators do who have addressed the Senate, whose honesty I 
can not question, I should not have been willing to have 
seen this resolution go through without extended debate. 

Ihave not felt that there was any great threat by the of 
this resolution, but I know Senators whose judgment is as good 
as mine, whose patriotism is equal to mine, whose intelligence is 

ual to mine, entertain very different views on that question. 

wish to repeat—and I have risen only for that purpose—in 
justice to those Senators that I think they have been moved by 
patriotic motives to avoid what they think to be a great evil, or a 
ible evil, and that they have not abused the privileges of the 

te, nor in any way unnecessarily prolonged this discussion. 

Mr. President, I want to say one other word, and then I will 
take my seat. Fortunately, has not been a political question, 
It has been advocated here by an Administration with which Iam 
in no wise in accord except, perhaps, upon this question and the 
other question which is before us now, the conduct of the war. 

Senators who are in close relations with the Administration, 
who stand near to it, have been against this resolution—men who 
have had such relations with the Executive that it is fair to pre- 
sume that the Executive has been impartial and has not attempted 
to press his views, whatever they may be, u the Senate or the 
country with reference to this resolution. the House of Rep- 
resentatives the ga body of that House were for this resolu- 
tion, Democrats, Republicans, and Populists alike, and the most 
conspicuous member of the Republican party in that body has 
been F the resolution. £ 2 

So it can not be said, Mr. President, that this has been a politi- 
cal question, and I congratulate the Senate and I congratulate 
the country that we have debated it in good temper, and that we 
have apparently now reached a time when we are to have a vote. 

Mr, DAVIS. Mr. President, I have been connected with the 
se of the annexation of the Republic of Hawaii ever since 

anuary, 1894. My own views upon the various questions to 
which the change of government in that island during that month 


gaye rise have been well known, have been frequently expressed, 
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and they have remained unchanged after the debate to which, 
from time to time, they have been subjected. F 
The question is one upon which men of equal capacity for 


judgment, equal learning, and equal integrity may well difer, 
and upon which they have differed. In the time which has 
pa since the matter became one for discussion in this body I 

ve never had occasion to feel that there was anything but an 
honest conviction moving every person who brought his mind to 
deliberate upon the subject, whether for or against the territorial 
and sovereign acquisition of those islands. 

I wish to say here, Mr. President, that during the time in which 
Ihave been in charge of the present measure, for the last two 
weeks and more, it has never occurred to me that any portion of 
the debate has been other than the expression of an honest con- 
viction of opinion; and it has never been indulged in beyond the 
fair and necessary exigencies of a full and fair discussion. 

It is just, Mr. President, in reference to some things which 
have been*said, that I should say one word more, and perhaps I 
trench somewhat upon the proprieties and rules of this body in 
saying it—but what I wish to observe is this, that while it has 
been commented upon, sometimes with a little touch of asperity, 
that those, or at least many of those, and especially the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, who have been in charge of and who 
have favored this measure have not participated in this particular 
debate, yet I beg leave to say that, so far as we are concerned, in 
1894 we covered much of the entire. ground which has been tray- 
ersed so ably by the opponents of the resolution within the last 
two weeks, and that on another occasion, concerning which it 
will not be proper for me to say anything more definite, our views 
were fully expressed to our fellows upon other questions which 
have been urged by the opposition. 

Now, Mr. President, that we are approaching the final deter- 
mination of this great question, upon which Senators have dif- 
fered so widely and which has been discussed by all the organs of 
public opinion in its various for many years, I take occa- 
sion to repeat my assurance and conviction thatthe entire debate— 
the earnest and able debate on the part of those who have opposed 
this measure—has not transcended the proper and legitimate 
limits of a fair parliamentary opposition. 

I can not forbear mentioning that this great measure has been 
supported and opposed and will be decided not upon the lines of 
political division, but upon convictions of duty and patriotism, 
with which the dictates of party have not interfered. This fea- 
ture of the debate has been manifest throughont its entire course. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have never had for years any 
doubt in my mind that the Hawaiian Islands were destined toa 
complete union with the United States. To all intents and pur- 
poses, except sovereignty, these islands for years have been an ap- 
panage of the United States. Their business is ours; their prop- 
erty is largely owned and controlled by men who have gone there 
from the United States. There are sections of the United States, 
especially the one which I represent, where the intercourse has 
been near. $ : i 

Fifty years ago, from the State of Maine, an eminent man in 
political life, a member of Congress, a distinguished man in the 
old Whig , in whose teachings I was brought up, left the 
State of Maine, 5 to the Hawaiian Islands, became a 
leading lawyer and chief justice of that kingdom, and was after- 
wards for years its minister here. With him many from the State 
of Maine went to Hawaii, casting their fortunes with him, re- 
turned to Maine and married. Their associations have all been 
continued, and the tendency of New England, especially in Maine, 
has been in thought that these islands belong to us. Long before 
they were captivated by any dream, any fancy, by the dangerous 
and illusory phantom of foreign conquest, our people felt that 
Hawaii should belong to the United States. 

I yote for the acquisition of Hawaii now not in any way asa 
War measure, not associated with the progress of the war, not 
marked in any way as a stepping-stone to anything else, but be- 
cause of reasons that had matured and become convincing to my 
mind long before war was agreed upon. 

We have to-day a moral protectorate over the Hawaiian Islands, 
and it is the sense, I believe, of the American people that the union 
should be made complete. To me it does not involve statehood, 
but only a union, to be settled hereafter upon territorial grounds, 
limits, and pe. Therefore I have no hesitation in voting 
for the resolution. 

I have never had any doubt that we should come in due season 
to a vote upon this most important question. I have, as has the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, appreciated the 
doubt and hesitation and fears Senators have entertained upon 
thismatter. Ido not think the debate has been unduly prolonged 
or with any p of resorting to undue tactics; but the impor- 
tance of the subject has been such that it should have been, as it 
has been, thoroughly ventilated and thoroughly discussed here, 

I do not think that any great question coming before the Senate 
of the United States, where the majority is in favor of action, 
positive action, will ever be turned “awry and lose the name of 


action ” under the present rules. Out of them at last we come to 
final results, in which the majority has its way, as we are nigh 
to 8 now upon the Hawaiian question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CHANDLER’S name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] hasa 88 pair with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. McEnrky]. e Senator from Minnesota 
1 NELSON] is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

EST]. An arrangement has been made whereby my colleague 
will stand paired with the Senator from Missouri on all questions 
relating to Hawaiian annexation; so that the Senator from Loui- 
siana and the Senator from Minnesota will be permitted to vote, 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I take 
the liberty of transferring that pair to the senior Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], and will cast my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] on all questions 
relating to this joint resolution and the amendments to it, but in 
view of the absence of the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Murpuy] I transfer that pair to him, and will make this announce- 
ment now for all the votes on this question. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I have a general 
pr with the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAwLINs] who is absent. 

he were present, he would vote “yea” on this proposition, and 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] who 
is absent, but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JONES], and announce the pair between those Senators for 
the ng 5 I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], If he were 
here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. MeMiLLax's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. MCMILLAN] is necessarily absent. If present, 
he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CARTER. My colleague [Mr. MANTLE] is absent because 
of conditions which he could not possibly control. If present, he 
would vote “nay ” on this question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. MAson]. He does 
not appear to have voted, and so I withhold ny vote. 

Mr. THURSTON. (when his name was called). Iam paired on 
the pending question with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
W and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. TiLLMAN’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. TILLMAN] is necessarily absent. He is paired with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] on this question. If pres- 
ent, ug Sr would vote yea.” 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the attention of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. McLaurin]. I desire to announce that before the 
departure of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] he 
arranged that I should stand paired with him; but on the an- 
nouncement lately made by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. gps take it now that I am at liberty to vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. Then I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I havea 
8 pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

e Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has a pair with the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. e have mutually 
to transfer our pairs and both vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the sar raat» I haye 
a general pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mirus]. I 


vo 
Mr. FRYE. Isuggest to the Senator that he transfer his pair 
to the Senator from New York [Mr. PLATII: 
Mr. GALLINGER. I do not observe that the Senator from 


Texas is in the Chamber, and I will transfer my pair to the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. PLATT], and allow my vote to stand. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. I am informed since the announcement I 
made a moment ago that the pair of the Senator from Mlinois 
. Mason] has been transferred to another Senator. Therefore 
am free to vote, and I vote ‘‘nay.” dees 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iam requested toannounce that the junior 
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Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT] is unavoidably absent. If 
present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” ‘ 

Mr, PENROSE. I am paired with the junior Senator from 

Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], who is absent. Were he present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

I also desire to state on behalf of my colleague [Mr. QUAY], 
who is necessarily absent, that he is paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Were my colleague present, he 
would vote “nay.” 

Mr, LINDSAY. I call the attention of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to the fact that I am pai with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], who is absent. If the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania will agree to transfer the pair of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware to the Senator from Michigan, we can both 


vote. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. WHITE. Ido not understand the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] with reference to the vote 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Do I understand 
the statement to be that the Senator from ware with whom 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is paired would vote “yea” upon 


this proposition? 
Mr. PENROSE. Yes, I so understood; and I therefore withheld 
my vote. 
r. WHITE. Very well. A 
Mr. PENROSE. I will, however, make the transfer of pairs 
gested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], and that 
will enable us both to vote. I vote “nay.” d 
Mr. LINDSAY. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote yea.“ 3 
Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], with whom I 
am paired, is absent; but under the announcement made by the 
junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], I will permit 
my. vote to stand, the pairs having been transfe: as stated by 


Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 

ired with the senior Senator from Iowa p ALLISON], and did 
not note that he was not in the Senate Chamber at the time I 
voted. He would doubtless vote “nay,” and I did vote yea,“ 
but, observing my pair, I withdraw my vote. i 

Mr. J0 of Arkansas. I should have announced that if the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] were present, he would have 
voted ‘‘ yea” on this proposition. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 
Allen, Chilto’ Lindsay, Pe W, 
Bacon, Clay, i McEnery, : 
Bate, 23 aes s fea 
Berry, ulkner. Tur pie, 
Cattery, Jones, Ark. Pasco, White. 
NAYS—40. 
Baker, Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
et McLaurin, Sewell; 
Cannon, 8 nger, Money, . 

3 orman, organ, g 
Clark, Hale, Nelson, Sullivan, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Penrose, Teller, 
Davis, wiley, Perkins, arren, 
Deboe, oar, Pettus, Wellington, 
Elkins, Kyle, Platt, Conn. Wilson, 
Fairbanks, ge, Pritchard, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Aldrich, Mills, Thurston, 
Allison, Heitfeld. Morrill, 
Butler, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Turner, 
Chandler, Kenney, Platt, N. Y. est, 
Cockre! McMillan, gus 5 Wetmore. 
Gear, Mantle, Ww 
Gray, i Smith, 

Mason, Stewart, 


So Mr. WHITE’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the proper place 
the following: 

That the contract-labor laws and all laws, civil or criminal, now in force 
in said islands by which men are held for service for a definite term, except 
in punishment for crime whereof the party has been duly convicted, are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let us have a direct vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment Faker by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr, GALLINGER (when Mr. CHaNpLER’s name was called). 
I will again announce that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] has a 
general pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MCENERY], 
which has been transferred to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest]. If my colleague were here, he would vote against all 
amendments to the pending joint resolution, and would vote for 


the joint resolution. I will make no further announcement con- 
cerning the matter during the roll calls, 

Mr. COCKRELL, If my colleague [Mr. Vest] were present, 
he would vote just the other way, exactly. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I will announce 
once more that I have a general pair with the senior Senater from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I have transferred my pair, by consent,- 
to the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. Iam not 
aware how the senior Senator from Delaware would vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called), I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT], and will 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Again I announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] on 

questions relating to the joint resolution. I therefore withhold 


my vote. 

in. JONES of Arkansas (when the name of Mr. Jones of Ne- 
vada was called). The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] is 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If 
the Senator from Nevada were present he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my general pair with the senior Senator from Michigan Mr. Mo- 
MILLAN]. ith the consent of the junior Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania . PENROSE], I will continue the arrangement and will 
vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Upon these ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from New Yor esi PLATT]. 
I understand he would vote with the committee on this question, 
If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GALLING Upon the statement made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin it seems to me it is proper that I should annul 
the pair I announced between the Senator from Texas [Mr. Minis] 
and the Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt}. I will transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts}, who is my 
regular pair, to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and 
allow my vote to stand. 

_Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). On these ques- 
tions Iam paired with the junior Senator from Washington | Mr. 
TURNER]. If he were present and I were at liberty to vote, I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Inasmuch as my 
pr with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] has 

n transferred to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], 
and as the special pair I had with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Titman] has been transferred to the Senator from 
3 Mason}, I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 

neral pair, as I formerly announced, with the Senator from 

orth Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. I understand the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Raw ts] is absent unpaired, and that if he were pres- 
ent he would vote with the majority on this question. I therefore 
transfer my pair to him, and will vote. I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were present, I should vote yea,” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 41; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Allen, Chilton, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bacon, 8 McEnery, Turley, 
Bate, 1, Mallory, Turpis; 
Berry, Daniel, Mitch, 
Caffery, Faulkner. Pasco, 
Cannon, Jones, Ar Pettigrew, 
NAYS—41. 

Allison, MeLa Shoup, 
8 St Money, Sullivan, 

urro Gorman, ©) 5 
Gate Hale, N —.— Warts 
Clark, Penrose, We 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Davis, Hawley, Pettus, Wilson, 
Deboe, oar, Piste Conn Wolcott. 
Elkins, Kyle, te 
Fair 8 Proctor, 
Foraker, McBride, Sewell, 

NOT VOTING—%. 

Aldri Jones, Ney. Morrill, Stew: 
Aldrich, Seen A Murphy, Threaten, 
Chandler, M Platt, N. v. Tillman, 
Gear, Mantle, un Turner, 
Gray, Martin, w. Vest. 
Harris, Mason, Smith, 
Heitfeld, Mills, Spooner, 

So Mr. PETTIGREW’s amendment was 8 

Mr. BACON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following: 


That this resolution shall not be operative and of binding effect upon 
either the United States of America or the Republic of Hawaii until the 
same shall have been consented to and approved by the majority of the 
voters voting at an election to be held in the Hawaiian Islands, at which 
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of the 


of #1 years, and all natu- 
F 
the President of the United States. 


Mr. BACON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. J, but under a 
special arrangementin to questions arising under the joint 
resolution, I will vote in his absence. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will again 
announce my pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mrs], and 
state that my pair has been transferred to the tor from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART]. I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his namewas called), I again announce my 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Continuing the 
arrangement with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE], I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. P OSE (when his name was called). Under the ex- 

lanation of pairs made by.the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
psaY], I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). On this tion 
Iam with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. TT], 
who is absent. I understand that if he were present, he would 
vote “nay,” and if I were at liberty to vote, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am paired on 
the pending question with the junior Senator from Washington 
[Mr. TURNER]. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. GTON (when his name was called). Under the 
arrangement previously announced I will vote. I vote “nay.” 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 20, nays 42; as follows: 
YEAS—. 

Allen, Chilton, Lindsay, A 
Bacon, — 2 McEnery, 
Berry. Faulkner. Mitchell, Taras 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 

Foraker, ne McBride, Sewell, 
Aliso * 
Baker,” Frye, Shoup, 
Burrows, 5 Money, Sullivan, 
Cannon, Gorman, Morgan, Teller, 
Carter, Hale, Nelson, Warren, 
Clark, Hanna, Penrose, W. 
Cullom, Hansbro' Perkins, Wetmore, 
Davis, Hawley, Pettus, 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Proctor, 
Aldrich, Bains Mills, Spoon 
Butler. Jones, Nev. 3 
Chandler, K = M: A Thurston, 
Daniel, M . Tillman, 
aoe Martin — Vest. 
Hares, Mason, Smith, 


So Mr, Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FAULKNER. On page 2, commencing in line 18, after 
the word ‘‘ exercised,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘in” and all 
of line 19 and substitute what I send to the desk. That portion of 
the bill which I move to strike out confers upon the President the 
power and di him to provide the manner and mode of exer- 
cising judicial and civil offices in the Island of Hawaii. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 18, page 2, it is proposed to strike out 
the following: 


In such manner as the President of the United States shall direct. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

Under and by authority of the laws of said islands not in con- 
flict with the Constitution and laws of the United States. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the text be read asit would read 
if amended. 3 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Until shall provide for the ent of such islands all the 
civil, judi: and military powers exe’ ip hos officers of the ee pros 
vernment in said islands be vested in su 8 
exercised under and by au of the e laws of said islands ni 
in conflict with the Consti laws of the United States, and the Presi- 
the vacancies so occa- 


dent shall have power to remove said officers and fill 
sioned. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
LENER]. 


Fav. 
Mr. FA On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 


Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called), Under the 
arrangement made, whereby the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
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stands with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], I 
will vo I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I again announce m 
pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], an 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. he were 
present, he would vote “nay.” If Iwere at liberty to vote, I should 


vote “yea,” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Iam paired on 
the pending question with the junior Senator from Washin 
. TURNER]. I am satisfied, however, that his vote would be 
© same as my own on this particular amendment. Iwill, there- 
fore, vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 20, nays 43; as follows: 


JULY 6, 


YEAS—20. 
Allen, Chilton, Lindsay, W. 
Bacon, Clay, M 5 
Bate, Mallory” Turley, 
Berry, er, Mi 0, 
k Jones, Ark. Pasco, te. 
5 NAYS—8. 
oraker, Meri 
Baker, Frye, 1 Sowell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Money, Sullivan, 
Cannon, Gorman, Organ, Teller, 
Carter, Hale, Nelson, Thurston, 
8 mn Perkins, — 
Wey. ttus, tmore, 
Deboe, — x Platt, Conn. yi 
Fairbanks, 20 d 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldrich, Heitfeld, Spooner, 
Butler, Jones, Nev. M Stewart, 
Chandler, Kenney, Murphy, Tillman, 
Daniel, McMillan, Platt, Y. Turner, 
Gear, Mantle, 2 Vest. 
Gray, Ww. 
Harris, Smith, 


So Mr. FAULKNER’s amendment was rejected. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer the following amendment, on which I 
should like a yea-and-nay vote. 

deg VICE-PRESID . The Secretary will read the amend- 
men 

The SECRETARY. Add the following proviso: 

Provided, That it is hereby made a condition 


revenue tax of 1 cent per 
mnd for the and after the passage and acceptance 
— the Hawa: tion. 1 X 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded on 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska . ALLEN]. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was Under the ar- 
rangement heretofore announced, by which the Senator from 


ew pshire 5 ] 
from Missouri . VEST], I am at liberty to vote. I vote yea.“ 
" when his name was called). I understand 
that if the Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT], with whom I am 
pos were present, he would vote ‘‘nay upon this amendment. 
shall therefore vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Iam pairedon 
the pending question with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
TURNER]. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. CLADE 2 Mr ZORANS name was called). I 
again announce that my co e . TILLMAN] is paired with 
the Senator from Illinois thr Mason], } 

The roli call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were present, I should vote 
64 na nae 

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 57; as follows: 


EAS -I. 
Allen. McEnery, Morrill, Pettigrew. 
NAYS—i7. 
Allison, Deboe, McBri Shoup, 
Bacon, — . err, 
Baker, Fair Malory, Sullivan, 
Bate, Foraker, Mi Teller, 
Berry, b, Money, Turley, 
Caffe Gorman, F Morgan Wane 
Cannon 3 Penrose, woe 
Chilton, i Perkins, White, 
Clark, Hawley, Pettus. 
Gay. Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
Daniel, Tindsay. er 
Davis, Sewell. 
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NOT VOTING—23. 
Harris, Martin, 

Batler,” Heitfeld, Mason, Smith, 
Cockrell," Sone Kor. Murph: eee: 
oni ey. > 

8 Kenne $ Platt, NY a 
5 urner, 
Gray, Mantle, — — est. 


So Mr. ALLEN’s amendment was rejected. 
a eh PETTIGREW. I offerthe 9 I send to the 

esk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following: 


That all male persons over 21 years of age who were born on said islands 
and are citizens thereof, all male persons over 21 years of age who have 
een paturalieed sooo 


arent Sn Bo be entitled to vote at 
all elections hereafter hel 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 2 4 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
1 8 Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SurrEl. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If 
e were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am informed 
that if the Senator from New York [Mr. Pratt], with whom I 
am were peones, he would vote “ nay.” will therefore 
vote. I vote “na 


this question, and therefore I will v 
was announced—yeas 16, nays 48; as fo ows: 
YEAS—16. 
Allen, Caffery, Lindsay, Pasco, 
Bate, Daniel,’ Mallory Torley, 
Berry, $ Mii White. 
NATS—8. 
Allison, Foraker, McBrid Roach, 
Baker, 1 McLaurin, Sewell, 
Carter, Gorman, Morgan, Spooner, 
Ohħilton, Hale, Morrill, Sullivan, 
Clark, Hanna, Nelson, Teller, 
Clay, Penrose, . ‘Thurston, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, Warren, 
Davis, Hoar, tang Wellington, 
Deboe, Jones, Ney. Platt. Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Proctor, Wolcott 
NOT VOTING—S. 
Saler — Ark. M Turn 
s er, 
Chandler, Kenney, Pinch % 2 ie, 
Cockrell, McMillan, Quay, vi 
aan Martin Smith, 
i Mason, 


So Mr, PETTIGREW’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to offer igi: way of a substitute the 
printed matter in the pamphlet which I send to the desk, com- 
mencing on page 96, with article 1, and ending on page 97, with 
article 7, to come in after the resolving clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pelts sei will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. Strike out all after the resolving clause, on 
page 1, and insert the following: 


1. The Re of Hawaii hereby cedes absolutely 9 reserve to 
the United States * America all . — of sovere: hatsoever in 
and over reer wl oa it is agreed that 
all territory of an hore yiee 3 waii is here 
to the United States of America under the name of the Territory of Hawaii 


——— ip Sages ublic of Hawaii also cedes and nee 
o absolute foo aee oe tinea nee all 


Lage pega a os harbor tary — = 
every 
Government of the | Hawaiian Islan together with every right an pon, tn 
ance thereunto a; 
laws of the Uni 


fed States relative to public lands shall noi 
Islands, but 


such lands in the Ha the Congress of the United 
nact 


special laws for their ment and disposition: Pro- 
revenues the except as regards tled 
as may be used or occupied for the ci „or naval 
purposes of the United States, or — bo asij ed for the use the local 
t, be used f benefit of the inhabitantsof the Ha- 
ws 8 for educational and other 


purposes. 
til Congress shall provide for the d of such islands, all the 
d mili 
Gelen and m tary powers ex Prue officers a: the 


shall be exercised in 
direct; and the President shall have power to remove 


vacancies so 
tape ren with foreign nations shall 

being re meee byan such treaties as may exist 
ed —— the United States and such for- 
of the Hawaiian not enacted 


such manner as the President of the United States shall 
said officers and fill the 


existing treaties of 
forthwith cease and determin: 
ee hereafter conclu 


so extinguished, and not inconsistent 
to the Gonstitution of the United States, nor to any 
nited States, shall rarei in force until the Congress 


countries 


ot the exchange a naga hia ane age [etn bth at 


tors 
. —— of the aes: States, 


the United St ——— no Chin 
be allowed to enter the Unii 


The President shall Sag tale Dre gyre we 


n of an 
States 1 from othe ee 
= —— . — of whom 
spy —5—5ĩ who mable 


n for th the > Territory of 
necessary or T —.— 


the President ot the United States, by 

and consent of the Senate, on the one part; and by the 

of Hawaii, by and with the advice and consent of 

te, in with the of said Republic, on the other; 
VVV at W. soon 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. LINDSAY. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered; an e 
9 


= I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). On the pend- 
ing Tam paired with the junior Senator from Washing- 
ton . TURNER]. Iam, however, satisfied that on this particu- 
lar amendment our votes would be the same, and I therefore shall 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. peg Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were present, I should vote 


i i 
Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from New 
York [Mr. MURPHY]. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bacon, Clay, McEnery, 
Bate, Biel, Mallory, White. 
Caffery, ——5 Ner. Pasco, 
Chilton, * Turley, 
NAYS—i7 
Allen, Foraker, Sewell, 
Allison, Selle Money, Shoup, 
— —— Stra, 
Cannon, Hale. Nelson, Teller, 
Carter, 3 Thurston, 
Clark, Hans Perkins, Wa: 
Cullom, Hawley, Pettus, Wi 
Davis, ‘oar, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Deboe, Kyle, Prite wan 
Fairbanks, Me Roach, 
NOT VOTING—35 
Heiti: te 
Butler, joe ik, Shy, Tinea 
Chandler, Kenney, W. g 
i, McMillan, Platt, N. Ý. Vest. 
— Martin Daune 
Harris, Mason, Smith, 
So Mr. Lixpsay’s amendment was rejected. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, have had under consideration the joint resolution enti- 


Mr. GEAR. I call the attention of F 
offered an amendment some days ago which has not been read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator gave notice of an amende 


. Does he now offer it? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 
cen 3 At the end of line 20, on page 3, it is proposed 


And it is hereby that the silver money coined by the Government 
of Hawaii shall be tained at parity with thesameas the silver coined 
in the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment 
propo by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third r , and read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e joint resolution having been 
read three times, the question is, Shall it pass? 

ve ALLEN, Mr. FAULKNER, and others called for the yeas 
and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded | Chilto: 


to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CHANDLER’s name was called), 
I desire to announce that on this vote my coll o [Mr. CHAN- 
DLER] is paired with the Senator from uri . VEsT]. If 
my colleague were present, he would vote yea” and the Senator 
from Missouri would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). The senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy] is necessarily detained 
from the Chamber, and I agreed to pair with him on this vote. 
If he were present, he would vote “yea” and I should vote 
“ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. That 
pair has been transferred to the senior Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay], and those two Senators have been paired upon 
all the votes taken touching this joint resolution. I vote yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have agen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], but 
that pair has been transferred to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], and I am at liberty to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. G (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surrey, and there- 
fore withhold my vote, 

Mr. BAKER (when Mr. Harris’s name was called). I wish to 
announce that my colleague [Mr. Harris] is necessarily absent. 
If present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

. SHOUP (when Mr. HEITFELD’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HEITFELD] is temporarily absent from the Chamber. 
If present, he would vote “yea.” 

JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], If 

e were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. AY (when his name was called). Under the ar- 
rangement with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, PEN- 
ROSE] I am at liberty to vote, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMiILLAn’s name was called), * 
colleague [Mr. McM1Lan] is necessarily absent and paired, 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr, CARTER (when Mr. ManTLE’s name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. MANTLE] is unavoidably absent. He would, if pres- 
ent, vote “ yea.” He is paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. MARTIN]. 0 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am pai 
the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. 
present, I should vote“ a 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Quay’s name was called). nd col- 
league [Mr. Quay] is necessarily absent. He is paired with the 
Senator from Delaware Mr. Gray]. Were he present my col- 
league would vote “‘ yea,’ j; : 

r. SPOONER (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT], who 
is unavoidably absent. If he were present, I understand he would 
vote “yea,” and if I were at liberty to vote, I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called), On the pending 

uestion, I am paired with the Senator from Wanhopig [Mr. 

URNER]. If he were present, he would vote yea,“ and if I were 
at liberty to vote, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. TILLMAN’s name was called). M 
colleague [Mr. TILLMAN] is unavoidably absent. He is pai 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr, Mason]. If present, my col- 
league would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
pa pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

this case, however, I have transferred that pair to the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Raw txsj,and will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WETMORE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
ALDRICH] is unayoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote “yea,” 


with 
he were 


The roll call haying been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 42, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—42, 
Allison, Foraker, McBrid Sew 
Baker, e, cLa 2 $ Semel, 
Burrows, ger, Money, Sullivan, 
Cannon, Gorman, Organ, Teller, 
Grien, Hale, auon, waren 
‘enrose, ellington, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Davis, Hawley, Pettus, Wil 
boe, oar, Platt, Conn. Wolcot 
Kyle, tchard, 
Fairbanks, ge, r. 
NAYS—21. 
Allen, Clay, Mallo Turley, 
Bacon, Daniel, Mitche Turpie, 
Bate, Faulkner, Morrill, Whe 
Berry, Jones, Nev. 
Caffery, dsay, Pettigrew, 
D, McEnery, B, 
NOT VOTING—26. 
Aldrich, Heitfeld, Mi Stewart, 
Butler. Jones, Ark. Murphy, ‘Thurston, 
Chandler, Kenney, Plat * 7 
Cockrell, MeMi guy, Turner, 
Gear, Mantle, Wlins, Vest. 
Gray, Martin, Smith, 
Harris, Mason, Spooner, 
Zo the joint resolution was passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the folowing bills: 

A bill (S. 4710) to amend an act entitled “An act providing for 
the construction of a bridge across the Yalobusha River, between 
Leflore and Carroll counties, in the State of Mississippi,” approved 
April 29, 1898; and 
155 bill (S. 4847) to provide an American register for the steamer 

‘ania, 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10561) to increase the force of the Ordnance Department. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 10691) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1898, and for 
prior years, and for other bap amore recedes from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agrees to 
the same with an amendment in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the poera deficiency bill, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives receding from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 30 to the bill (H. R. 10691) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for 
oe purposes, and agreeing to the same with an amendment as 

ollows: 


Add, at the end of said amendment, the following: 

“ Provided further, That unless the 5 authorized be per- 
fected within one year after the passage of this act the President shalla at 
once proceed to foreclose all liens now held by the United States against said 
railroad companies and to collect the indebtedness herein sought to be 
settled, and nothing in this act contained shall be held to waive or release 
any right, lien, or cause of action already held by the United States.” 

Mr. HALE. . I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the amendment of the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock, as the order now is continuing 
for meeting at 11 o’clock, and this will give Senators more time. 

Mr, COCKRELL. And hereafter. 

Mr. MORGAN. That means hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. I will change the form of the motion. I move 
that hereafter and until otherwise ordered the hour of meeting 
shall be 12 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1401) to enable yolunteer soldiers during the 
war with Spain to vote at Congressional elections. 

Several Senators. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARTER. Pending that motion, I wish to present a confere 
ence report, 
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Mr. HALE. Let us have an executive session. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to ask the Senate to go on with 


the bill 88 

Mr. GOR . Pending the motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from Maryland will not 
move an executive session. I have a conference report to present. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Massachusetts withdraws 
his motion, I shall have no objection. A conference report pre- 
sents a privileged question. I withdraw the motion for an execu- 
tive session in order that the conference report may be 1 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rise to present a conference report. 

Mr. MALLORY. There is so much confusion in the Chamber 
that Senators can not hear. 
one VICE-PRESIDENT, WillSenators be good enough to take 

eir seats? 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will allow 
the question to be put on my motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I renew the motion that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. : 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the motion will be yoted down. I desire 
to have the bill taken u 

Mr. HAWLEY. Sodol. 

Mr. HOAR. And have it made the order for the morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion is not debatable. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland, that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. JONES of Arkansas, and Mr. COCKRELL 
demanded the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Are A spate to call the roll. 


Mr. GALL ER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. : ý 
Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). Being paired, I 


withhold my vote. 
Mr. TH TON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 


MAN]. If he were present, I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called), I have a 

meral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

his absence, I withhold my vote, 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.GALLINGER. In behalf of my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], 
I will announce that on this yote and on all subsequent votes dur- 
ing the day he stands paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 


EST]. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Hen: Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my yote. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. MITCHELL] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. SEWELL. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 


Daniel, McLaurin, Pettus, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mallory, Roa 
Berry. Gorman, Money, Sullivan, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Turley, 
Clay, Lindsay, Pasco, hi 
Cockrell, McEnery, Pettigrew, 

NAYS—29. 
Allison, Elkins, Lodge, Shoup, 
Baker, air McBride, Spooner, 
Burrows, Foraker, Nelson, Teller, 
Cannon, ve Penrose, Wetmore, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Cullom, awley, Piatt, Conn. 
Davis, oar, tehard, 
Deboe, Kyle, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Hanna, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Allen, Harris, orrill, Turner, 
Butler, Heitfeld tert 8 ie, 
Caffery, Jones, Ney. Platt, N. Y. Ves 
Chandler, enne: ay, Warren. 
Clark, c ikea: Wellin 
Gallinger, Mantle, Sewell, Wilson. 
2 Martin, Smith, 

Gray, Mason, Stewart, 
Hale, Mills, n, 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. e 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn, 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me for 


one moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr, HOAR. There seems to be a disposition to filibuster against 
the motion I have made, and I withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is a gratuitous fling on the part 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, which is not justified. It is 6 
o’clock, and I think a motion to adjourn can be made without 
any such characterization. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will with- 
draw his motion. There are a number of post-office and other 
nominations about which Senators are extremely anxious; the 
session is drawing to a close, and it is somewhat important that 
they be acted upon. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. I will withdraw the motion. 

ats Doan, Does the Senator insist upon my withdrawing my 
motion 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts can do as he pleases, 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will adhere to my motion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I withdraw the motion. Now, is there fili- 
bustering or not? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The motion will stand this time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor. 
aon VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut has 

e floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to present a conference report. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihave moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the motion to 
be withdrawn three times. Is it renewed? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I renewed the motien when the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts renewed his motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present a conference report. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought a motion to adjourn could 
be made at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can be, but it should not be with- 
drawn at the same moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It can not be made when I have the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas can re- 
new his motion at any time. 


HARBOR DEFENSES AND FORTIFICATIONS, 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the (S. 4714) to protect harbor de- 
fenses and fortifications constructed or used by the United States from 
malicious injury, and for other pi having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


House in to the same with an amend- 
ment as 


n,” in said amendment of the 
House. strike out the words “ or shall be.“ 
= 8. 2 —5 the Bonate f. cr t — 5 12 8 to the amendment of the 
ouse in page e and agree e same. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
W. J. SEWELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. A. T. HULL, 
M. GRIFFIN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was agreed to. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10561) to increase the force 
of the Ordnance Department, having met, after fulland free conference have 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


OWS: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 


THOS. H. CARTER, 


. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
= A. T. HOLL, 


Managers on the part ‘of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. LODGE. From the Committee on Printing I report favor- 
ably with an amendment a House concurrent resolution to print 
the bankruptcy act, for which I ask immediate consideration. It 
is very important to supply us with copies of the act. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, 
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eee tha ee eee eee was to inperk ia 
line 9, after the word with,“ the words paper cover and;” so 
as to make the concurrent resolution read: 


7. Beprescatati (the Senate concurring), That 
ess rinted of lic. act 1 F 
— a t tho United Staten,” 75,000 copies, 50,000 for the 


er te House of eede riaa and 25,000 for the use of the Senate; 
17776. ay 
erk. 
The amendment was 


. by the House 


agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF WAR REVENUE LAW. 


Mr. LODGE. From the Committee on Printing I report a con- 
current resolution, for which I ask present consideration. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which is as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That there be ee an 
1898, with covers 


f revenue law ex, 10 
copias 3 the House of — and 6,500 —.— tor 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is this a Senate resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. No; it is not a Senate resolution. The Senate 
passed a resolution to print 18,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
alone, which is the lar. number we can secure under the statu- 
tory limit of cost. This is a concurrent resolution to print 20,000 

ies more, of which we get 6,500, 
5 COCKRELL. We have . passed a resolution to 
print it for the use of the Senate 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; 14040 ere es. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same ought to be done as to the bank- 
ruptcy act. 

. LODGE. Of the bankruptcy act 75,000 copies are to be 


printed. 
P The VIC VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolu 
The mena TR was agreed to. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered atl 8 consent, and seer? to: 


. „That there 
be printed and bound Pr cot 5 ofthe of the 
Mins tee she Soat ear 1897, 2000 ‘use of the the 

the Senate, and 3, Pn tha tos ch te Doreen of the Min 


STAFF SIGNAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. SEWELL, I attempted to call up this morning the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 270) to correct an omission relative to signal 
officers on the staff of corps commanders, but there was not a 

y of the bill on the desk. I ask that it may be taken up now. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had 

been reported from the Committee on itary Affairs with amend- 

ments, in line 4, after the word “April,” to strike out “‘ twenty- 

fifth” and insert twen second; and in line 8, after the word 
“officer,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That so much of the act of Congress approved August 6, 1894, as 
reduces the grade of the Chief Si; Officer of the is hereby repealed, 
and the colonel 8 provided for be Assistant Chief Signal Officer 
and appointed, b y rrt, peepee upon the approval of this resolution: 

That the laws 5 the detail and assignment of 
the officers of the Army to duty in the W. er Bureau be, and are hereby, 
repealed. 


So as to make the joint resolution read: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of R tatives, etc., That so much of 
section 10 of the act of Congress approved April 22, 1898, as provides that the 
meio Heutenant-colonel shall be held toincinde —— on 
Fiche at officer: Provided, That so much of the act of Congress 
6, 1894, etc. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 


The joint resolution was — the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A joint resolution to cor- 
rect an omission relative to signal officers on the staff of corps 
commanders, and for other purposes.” 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 
7389) limiting the hours of daily services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed upon the public works of or work done 
for the United Statesor any cottages or the District of Columbia 
be 3 the unfinished business. 


Ha 
joint resolution has passed becomes the em Os 3698) for the res- 


toration of annuities to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Da- 
kota or Sioux Indians. 

Mr. CANNON. ThenI move that the Senate proceed to the 
eee of the bill indicated by me after the morning hour 


to-m: 
Mr. . MORGAN, That can not be done, 
Mr. CANNON. I meant to ask that it be made the special 
order at the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow. 
Mr. MORGAN ae is not in order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Utah is in order. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
— CANNON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
and nays were not ordered. 
CE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado moves 
tat the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
10 minutes p, m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, nii 1898, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
_ Executive nominations received by the Senate July 6, 1898. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Timothy F. een of PEN oming, to be attorney of the United 
States for the ree: vice Gibson Clark, whose 
term will expire 1 22, 1898 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Frank A. Hadsell, 5 to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of yoming, vice John A. McDermott, 

whose term will expire September 22, 1898. 

PROMOTION IX THE NAVY. 
P. A. 3 Frederick A. Hesler, to be a surgeon in the Navy, 


th day of May, 1898, vice Surg. Charles A. Siegfried, 
eee 
INTMENTS N THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captain. 
First Lient. Edmund M, Sawtelle, First United States Volun- 
To be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Heber R. Bishop, jr., First United States Volun- 
teer Engineers. 
To be second lieutenant. 


William G. Mitchell, of New York. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenant. 
John W. Daniel, jr., of Virginia. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
John E. Davis, of Mississippi. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captain. 
Robert C. Welles, of Missouri. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Maj. A. W. Shockley, of Missouri, vice Landry, declined, 
TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 
Perry Belmont, of New York. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

First Lieut. Edwin B. Babbitt, to be captain, June 15, 1898. 

First Lient. 8 M. Lissak, to be captain, June 15, 1898. 

First Lieut. Bever! ly W. Dunn, to be captain, June 15, 1898. 

First Lieut, John Thompson, to be captain, June 15, 1898, 

TRANSFERS IN THE ARMY. 

Second Lieut. Rodmond V. Beach, Second Regiment, to the 
First Regiment, to date from June 21, 1898. 

Second Lieut. Louis B. Hamilton, First Regiment, to the Second 
Regiment, to date from June 21, 1898. 

POSTMASTERS, 


J. D. Fowler, to be postmaster at San Luis Obispo, in the coun 
of San Luis Obispo and State of California, in the place of G. 
Payne, whose commission ired May 29, 1898. 

enry Dryhurst, to be ter at Meriden, i in the county of 


New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of J, J. Ander- 
son, whose commission expires July 10, 1898. 
James F. i to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
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of Morgan and State of Georgia, in ae pee of C. M. Furlow, jr., 
whose commission expires July 18, 1898. 3 

Joseph J. Hamilton, to at Rome, in the county of 
Floyd s State of Georgia, in the place of John M. Vandiver, 
removed. 

E. E. Stone, to be postmaster at Dublin, in the county of Lau- 
rens and State of Georgia, in the place of V. L. Stanley, removed. 


A. T. Jenkins, to be postmaster at Sullivan, ‘in the county of 
Moultrie and State of IIlinois, in the place of J. T. Eden, removed. 


Frank E, Fritcher, to be at Nashua, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Iowa, in of Frank E. Fritcher, 
Whose commission expired June 16, 1898. (Reappointment. ) 


George S. Harris, to be 8 at Gas City. in the county 
of Grant and State of Indiana, in the place of W. H. Lightle, 
Whose commission expires July 19, 1898. 

Thomas Rudd, to be at Butler, in the county of De- 
kalb and State of Indiana, in the place of J. J. Oberlin, whose 
commission expires August 2, 1898. f 
OOk, to be at Lawrenceburg, in the 
county of Dearborn and State of Indiana, in the place of G. C. 
Columbia, whose commission expires August 3, 1898. 

jamin A. Allison, to be postmaster at McPherson, in the 
county of McPherson and State of Kansas, in the place of War- 
ren Knaus, whose commission expired June 7, 1898. 
8 azy, — bo 8 Fo come she at county of 
ickinson an e of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
“Sidney fl. Br dak 3 t La in the county 
idne ri 3 at Lawrence, in the coun 
of — and State of Massachusetts, in the place of J. P. Sweeney, 
Whose commission expires August 27, 1898. 

John A. Thayer, to be postmaster at Attleboro, in the county 

of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of G. A. Sweeney, 


whose commission =e August 8, 1898. 

David E. Cross, to be postmaster at Amboy, in the county of 
Blue Earth and State of Minnesota, the N eam of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, vested in the 
President from and after July 1, 1898. 

John F. Wrabek, to be postmaster at New Prague, in the county 
of Scott and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1898. A 

John W. Loc , to be postmaster at Durant, in the coun 
of Holmes and State of spoons Ee the place of Adeline 
wards, whose commission expired April 11, 1898. 

Thomas Richardson, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the 
county of Claiborne and State of Mississippi, in the place of Har- 
riet L. Hastings, removed. 

E. H. Babcock, to be postmaster at La Plata, in the county of 
feo State of Missouri, in the place of J. W. Overstreet, 
removed, 

Isaac N. Strawn, to be ter at Hopkins, in the county of 
8 and State of — in the place of S. E. Wible, 
remov 

John A. Spalding, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the countyof 
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place of A. N. 


A postmaster at 
of Camden and State of New str hg 
whose commission expired June 1, 1898. 

William S. Jackson, to be postmaster at Belmar, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

ident from and after July 1, 1898. 


me 


postmaster at Sing Sing, in the county of 
3 J. I. Kane, 


in 


y N, 
ua, to be postmaster at Tarrytown 


5 f arrar ee i in the county 
of Beaufort and State of North Carolina, in the place of C. W. 
Tayloe, whose commission expired February 5, 1 
vid W. Gray, to be postmaster at 


Hamilton and State of Ohio, in the place of A. H. Frost, whose 
commission 9 1 July 10, 1898. 


ubbard, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county 
M. Root, 


on $ 
John H. Shankland, to be at Caldwell, in thecounty 
of Noble and State of Ohio, in the place of Lebbeus Belford, whose 


commission expired May 16, 1898. 
William ey, to be postmaster at Kingfisher, in the county 
of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of C. J. 


Nesbitt, whose commission expired June 23, 1898. 

x yt, to be at Ponca (late New Ponca) 
in the county of Kay and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of 
W. S. Thomas, removed. : 

Samuel Murphy, to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the county 
of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of John A, 
Flattery, removed. 

William M. Cochran, to be postmaster at Dubois, in the county 
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of W. F. 
Daley, whose commission expired March 29, 1898. 

f J. Graff, to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county of 
Indiana and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of R. B, Evans, 
whose commission expires August 8, 1898. 

William D. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Freedom, in thecounty 
of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by pata team vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1898. | 

Robert J. Henderson, to be postmaster at Phoenixville, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John 
Haviland, whose commission expired March 19, 1898. 

R. M. Hunt, to be ter at Houtzdale, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Joseph Dele- 
hunt, whose commission expired March 5, 1898. 

Samuel Keat, to be pig at Pen Argyl, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of W. P. 
Messinger, resigned. 

George G. Alexander, to be postmaster at Camden, in the coun 
of Kershaw and State of South Carolina, in the place of C. J. 
Shannon, whose commission expired May 11, 1898, 

Walter L. Darby, to be tmaster at Pomeroy, in the coun 
of — and State of Washington, in the place of J. D. Tyrre 
remov 

D. Jay Olds, to be postmaster at South Bend, in the county of 
Pacific and State of Washington, in the place of J. J. Brown, 
whose commission expired April 5, 1898. 


Ida A. Hewes, to be er at „in the county of 
Natrona and State of Wyoming, in the p of M. L. Bishop, 
removed. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 6, 1898, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captains. 
William Y. Carter; of Geer 
Jefferson Wilcox, of Georgia. 
To be first lieutenants, 


Lee C. Hoyl, of Georgia. 
Thad H. Parker, of Georgia. 


To be second lieutenant, 
James H. Blount, jr., of Georgia. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Charles T. Pollard, of Alabama. 
To be chaplain, 
Robert D, Wear, of Alabama. 
To be captain, 
James K. Vardaman, of Mississippi. 
To be first lieutenant, 
William E. Darby, of Mississippi. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Samuel K. Mayers, of Mississippi. 
POSTMASTERS, 


E. W. Scott, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
FFC at Mastic, ta ths counted 
ohn A. Spalding, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the coun 
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshi 
Henry Dryhurst, to be postmaster at Meriden, in the county of 


Harrison, in the county of | New Haven and State of Connecticut. 


. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 6, 1898. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by Hon. ALEX- 
ANDER McDowWELL, who read the following communication: 


I hereby designate Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE of New York to preside over 
the House this day. 1 
JULY 6, 1808. i i ania 


Mr. PAYNE accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prove 


resolution, and ask unanimous consent for its present considera- 


tion. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to demand the 
regular order. 
. PERKINS. This is to print some copies of the war revenue 


act. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of. esentatives (the Senate concurring), Thatthere 
be printed of public act No. 133, “An act to provide ways and means to meet 
war expenditu: and for other pur with marginal notes and index 
prepared b; the Clerk and bound in paper, 100,000 copies; 2 copies for the 
= the House of Representatives, and 33,000 copies for the use of the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 

The question was taken; and the resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demand 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, . 


d. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the following | P° 


. Pattison Commission use the following language in their 
report: 


Nearly every obligation which these corporations assumed under the laws 


of the United States or as common carriers has been violated. Their man- 
agement had been a national disgrace. * 


The Wilson committee spoke as follows: 
Every precaution that had tak 
pi 8 mid 2 en for the proper managemont of 

By further legislation you will only complicate matters. 

Let there be a foreclosure and sale. At the sale let anybody bid 
who wants to buy the roads, and then we shall be sure of getting 
the full value of the property: Then the Government will have 
no further interest in oads, Then the railroads will be out of 


litics. 

Adopt this scheme and the country will have railroad politics 
as long as the debt lasts, They will be here again asking for a 
modification of the pan Let us end the matter and get rid of it, 
as we are forever rid of the Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific. 

I want to deny in the most emphatic manner that the people of 
California are for the Government ownership of these railroads, 
Some newspapers and some individuals may fayor the ownership 
of these railroads by the Government. But 5 of the State 
do not ask or expect that the Government should own these roads 
and run them for the benefit of California, What they are striv- 
ing for is a competing line of railroad. 

ne company now controls all the railroads which cross the 
continent and reach the middle and northern part of the State. 

Our people believe that competition would be beneficial to them 
and they have been waiting and praying for a rival railroad. 

If this amendment is adopted, their hopes will be blasted for- 
ever, 

For that reason I am opposed to the amendment, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire a change of reference 
of two bills. The bill S. 4812 and the bill H. R. 10835 have been 
sent to the Committee on Ways and Means, and they ought to go 
to the Committee on Claims, I ask that the change of reference 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title | be mad 


of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i making a riations to supply deficiencies in the a 
Ebene Fecal year ending Jang abd for por yours and 
or o a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois, to recede and concur. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman from Illinois use a part 
of his time? 

Mr. CANNON, Iam not prepared to go on at this moment. I 
wish the gentleman would go on, if he is prepared. The gentle- 
man who e ts to talk is not in his place. f 

Mr. MAGUIRE. We have used so much more of our time 
than you have thus far, that I would like you to go on, if possible. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not prepared to do so. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HILBORN]. 

Mr. HILBORN, Mr. Speaker, this is not the first effort to se- 
cure legislation by Congress to provide a plan for the settlement 


of the debts owed by the railr to the Government. x 
But all previous efforts have been made on the ordinary lines of 
Congressional legislation. 


In each case a bill has been introduced in the House and referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a committee especially 
created to deal with matters relating to these railroads. 

That committee has had exhaustive hearings and has made re- 
ports to the House for our information. ete 

This House has been in session for months, but no funding bill 
has been introduced. 

Our Committee on Pacific Railroads has made no report recom- 
mending the passage of this or any bill for funding the debts of 
the railroads. No officer of the Government whose duty it is to 
advise usin regard to these matters has recommended this amend- 
ment, 

But now, in the closing days of the session, a funding bill is at- 
tached to the last great 9 bill. 

I object to this method of legislation. Itis a dangerous method 
of legislation and should not be encouraged. 

The Government has an interest amounting to about $60,000,000 
in those railroads, and this matter should be carefully considered 
in the ordinary way. 

There can be no exigency which requires this unseeming haste. 

yrs es will be in session again in a few months, 

A bill covering the provisions of this amendment can be intro- 
duced in the House and considered in committee; and if it is 
deemed & proper bill, will pass the House. 

I confess that I am one of those who do not believe any further 
legislation in regard to railroads is profitable. 

Our previous experience in this kind of legislation has not been 
reassuring. 


è. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia asks a change of reference of bills the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4812) opar J. and W. Se! and Co. the sum of $1,794.56 for cer- 
tain cou detac from United States bonds, which said coupons were 
lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea March 14, 1886. 

A bill (H. R. 10835) topay . and W. Seligman & Co. the sum of $1,794.56 for 
certain coupons detached from United States bonds, which said coupons were 
lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea March 14, 1886. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the change 
of reference will be made. 

There was no objection. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. age pe 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman that I have had 
two applications for time, and neither one of the gentlemen is 
upon the floor. Iam not purposely detaining the House. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. frih ten I have so often discussed the ques- 
tion of funding or extending the debts due from the bond-aided 
railroads that I dislike to do so again; but I shall ask the House 
to give me attention for a few moments while I state the propo- 
sition now pending and some of my reasons for opposing it. I 
hope no Representative will be influenced or sc by the state- 
ments that have been made to the effect that the Government se- 
curity for the debt due from the Central Pacific and the Western 
Pacific railroads is not good. 

We have heard many times prophecies like those made here 
yesterday and by some of the same gentlemen. We have been 
told repeatedly by those who want time for these companies that 
nothing could be collected out of any of them if we proceeded in 
a regular legal way, and for that reason Congress should fund the 
6 per cent debts at 3 per cent interest. In the Fifty-third Con- 
gress the friends of these roads came with a bi ona to fund 
them for fifty years at 3 per cent interest. e were able to de- 
feat that bill, when all the arrangements seemed to be made for 
its passage. It was a hard fight. 

I hope I will be pardoned for saying that I am proud of the part 
I took in that contest for the people. I showed that the bill then 
pending, like this proposition, funded a just debt, due and well 
secured, at 3 per cent, and at the same time allowed the payment 
of not exceeding 4 per cent to the unfaithful stockholders, I 
moved an amendment, which was adopted, prohibiting the pay- 
ment of any dividends until the debt of the United States had been 
fully paid. After the House adopted that amendment it was easy 
to defeat the funding bill, for those interested in the scheme knew 
that if all the earnings were applied to the Government debt it 
would be paid. The roads came to the next Congress and wanted 
more time, 
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Such a fight was made under the leadership of the California 
delegation that the bill in failed to pass. The debts of the 
Union Pacific and some of the other r became due. Actions 
were commenced, and in every case where the executive depart- 
ment bid enough to cover the first-mortgage debt and the debt 
due the United States we recovered dollar for dollar for every 
bond and coupon paid or indorsed by the Government. 

It took a tremendous effort on the part of the friends of the 

le and the press of the country to arouse the Administration, 

ut at last the Attorney-General and the President, be it said to 
their credit, were brought to the point of prap the fight against 
the railroad companies. In the face of this splendid result in 
connection with those roads, is it right for us now to consent 
to delay payment of so large a sum when we are now borrowing 
to meet expenses? 

Is it necessary for us to surrender the control of so poran a 
matter to a commission and give them the power and discretion 
to make a settlement of a debt about the justness and legality of 
which there is no doubt or question? Is it necessary for Congress, 
when the time has come when we can compel payment of this 
debt, to pass alaw that will surrender the legal rigita we have? It 
seems to me it would be the most reckless kind of legislation for 


us to do so, 


Why should such a proposition be prora upon an a ean 
bill that carries millions of dollars for the support of the Army? 
Why is it not presented on its own merits? e ought to indig- 
nantly reject the amendment and to say to this Central Pacific 
Railroad, dominated by Mr. Huntington, president of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, that it must pay up or take the 
consequences of foreclosure. The Government had better lose a 
part of its debt than to condone the frauds of the promoters of 
these roads or to surrender any legal right it has under the cir- 
cumstances. The people want a vigorous and prompt action by 
the courts. There is nothing in the proposition for the benefit of 
the Government. 

As I have said before, the record of the transaction connected 
with the incorporation, subsidizing, and building of these Pacific 
railroads constitutes one of the blackest pages in the le; tive 
history of our country. It is marked by more corruption and 
more 9 and more fraud than all other legislation since the 
birth of the Government. The people expect these companies to 
pay every dollar they owe and to pay it when it is due. I hope 
we will adhere to the policy already commenced and hold every 
advantage we now have. 

The principal and interest of the bonds indorsed for the Central 
Pacific Railroad by the Government amounted to $71,671,574, and 
those for the Western Railroad to $5,433,029. There is still unpaid 
between fifty-nine and sixty million dollars, which will soon be 
due. The Central Pacific has been leased to and is now operated 
by the Southern Pacific. 

That company does not want to lose control of it, and 3 
its president, Mr. Huntington, has asked for this legislation. It 
is for the benefit of the Southern Pacific and no one else. Shall 
we give it to that company and thereby defeat or delay the Gov- 
ernment in the collection of the debt; continue the opel the 
Southern Pacific now has and assist it in robbing the stockholders 
of the Central Pacific? 

It will be time enough to appoint commissioners and seek to 
compromise when we have secured a judgment and order of sale 
and ascertain that the railroads owned by these two companies are 
not worth as much as the first mortgage and the Government 
debt. Until that time I insist that we proceed in a legal and 
proper way to collect the whole of the debt. This policy has won 
in the past, and there should be no deviation from it in this case 
unless gentlemen are opposed to it because it will win. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Arkansas has expired. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. If it is ible that anything can be said in 
support of this pee, would like to hear from some gentle- 
man on that side, 

Mr. CANNON. How much time is there remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] has two hours and thirteen minutes remaining, and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] one hour and twenty- 
two minutes remaining. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] twenty-five minutes. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker, when this question is divested of all 
extraneous circumstances thrown around it, it is narrowed down 
simply to this: The Government is the junior creditor of these 
railroads, and if it can receive back the money that it advanced, 


that is all the Government can get and all it has a right to ask, 


The reason that itis a junior creditor is this: In 1862 Congress 
passed a law for the construction of a railroad across the conti- 
nent. It had been a subject of discussion in the country for some 
years before, but the trouble was, there were three interests that 
wanted a railroad—one a southern road, another a northern road, 


and the third a central road. So that no plan was ever matured 
by Congress for the construction of any railroad until 1862. 

Then the plan was to build one railroad, and the necessities of 
the country imperatively demanded that Congress should devise 
a plan and invite the capital of the country to in this enter- 
prise, And yet on the plan Congress devised in 1852 no work was 
done for about a year and a half. No capitalist sought it as a de- 
sirable investment. We hear much about whispers of a lobby 
that get in the brain of some men and, like wheels, run there; 
like the intimation thrown out by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. MaauirE] that some lobby influence had whispered this 
measure into existence. I never heard from any human being 
that this proposition was to come up until it was reported by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in his report from 
the committee to the House. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROW. Yes; if it is not too long. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. From what source did any recommendation 
or request for this measure come? 

Mr. GROW. Ihave just stated that I never heard a word from 
any human being about it before this amendment was presented 
tous, And yet we hear this clamor from those who are opposing 
the measure that a lobby is hanging round this Hall. 1 have 
heard that cry from the eming of my Congressional service, 
It is generally the resort of men who have not arguments to sup- 
port their case and who appeal to some prejudice in their opposi- 


tion to a measure, 

Mr. Speaker, the beginning of this scheme fora Pacific railroad 
was by tie res itself. en this scheme was originated in 
this House, 2,000,000 men confronted each other on the battle- 
field upon which hung the life of the Republic. The bands of 
the Union were being sundered on this side of the Rocky Moun- 
tains by a local feeling; and similar ideas, engendered by the two 
systems of labor in this country, making two antagonistic systems 
of civilization, had spread to the Pacific coast to determine whether 
California should be a slave or a free State; and public opinion 
being fomented there, when the outbreak came for the destruc- 
tion of the Union of our fathers, the question was, Will the peo- 
ple of California attempt a secession so as to make a great empire 
west of the Rocky Mountains? 

The Republican 7 70 in 1860 passed a resolution in favor of a 
Pacific railroad. Acting in accordance therewith, Congress de- 
vised a measure for securing a railroad and enacted it into law. 
No lobby was here. It was a proposition emanating entirely in 
the halls of legislation to the capital of the world: “Come, build 
this road; help us bind this Union together with iron and steel 
bands, while patriotism on the battlefield is maintaining it with 
the blood of our sons.” 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GROW. Do not interrupt me, if you please. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Permit me to ask—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield? 

1 nes GROW. Well, yes; but I hope the gentleman will be very 
rief. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman has had long experience in Con- 
gress and was at one time the Speaker of the House. Does he 
think that this is a proper way to bring in a measure of this kind— 
as an amendment on an appropriation bill, a bill embracing largely 
Be Pak Sy to carry on the war? 

r. GRO Mr. Speaker, I answer the gentleman by saying 
I do not care how a proposition comes before the House; Iam 
ready to act on it—supporting it if itis right and opposing it if it 
is wrong. This measure has come to us in the regular course of 
legislation. The Senate had the right under their rules or usage 
to put it on; and they have sent it to us. Now, it is boy’s play to 
say that it does not come here in the right way. I have seen too 
much of such attempts to defeat what is right in itself by saying 
that it is not here in the right time or the right way. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well— : 

Mr. GROW. No; Ican not yield anymore. I never have any 
trouble in meeting any question presented for ee Ido 
not care in what way it comes before me. My ju 3 ok its 
rightfulness or wrongfulness controls my action. I do not make 
any boy’s excuse or plead the baby act by saying that it is not 
here in the right way or proper time. 

Now to return to a brief history of this question, and I will 
thank gentlemen to permit me to finish it without interruption. 

Congress provided a plan which they thought would secure the 
building of this railroad. But no capitalists proposed to invest 
money under that plan; and for a year and a half or thereabouts 
no work was done; no organization made; nobody proposed to 
engage in this enterprise. At last Oakes Ames, a man of great 
business capacity, a man who with his brother developed great 
manufacturing industries on the Connecticut River in Massachu- 
setts, enlisted some capitalists in Boston to undertake this enter- 
prise provided Congress would make one change in the law it had 
P 


would endeavor to secure hi 
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And this change was asked for a good reason. They said: 
“ This is a great national enterprise for the benefit of this whole 
country, for the benefit of the commerce of the world. Wedoubt 


Let 


ise upon 
Congress take a second lien on this road for what it pro 
to advance and we will raise the rest of the money and build 


ves. 
the 


We hear a great clamor from gentlemen whose great anxiety 
seems to be to force these Start og into bankruptcy. It has been 
said that the Crédit Mobilier was the dscheme that secured 
this legislation. The Crédit Mobilier no existence when this 
legislation took place changing the mortgage of the United States 
from a first to a second mortgage. It was a year ora year and a 
half after the bill passed Congress before the act incorporating the 
Crédit Mobilier passed the legislature of Pennsylvania. 

That act was passed, like other acts in aid of great enterprises, 
to enable men to invest their money in public enterprises and 
save themselves from individual liability for all the expenditures 
of acorporation. This company was like the construction com- 
pany of the Central Pacific Railroad. These construction compa- 
nies took the contracts from the railroad com and built the 
roads. The construction company was like the it Mobilier 
that took contracts to build the road. And let it be remembered 
that the men who put their money in the construction of these 
railroads staked all they put in andtook the risk. But they were 
not individually liable for all the debts of the company in which 
they might invest their money. 

The Crédit Mobilier did nothing more than that. It was an 
act of the Pennsylvania legislature under which men could con- 
tract to build railways or enter into other enterprises. These 

tlemen did exactly what any prudent man having money to 

invest would do under similar circumstances; that is to ay he 

against individual liabilities 

for the debts of the association in which he had invested his 
money. 

How many miles of railroad, Mr. Speaker, would have been 
built in the United States without tions with which to 
build them? Not a single railroad ever have been built by 
individual enterprise and private subscription alone. It is only 
by the aggregation of pe pio through corporations that you can 
secure the construction of these important and expensive improve- 
3 a the ergs posts 8 he be a peg ek man, = 
risk his fortune in a eni ise involving sums 0: 
money and be individually liable. But he might be ready to in- 
vest a certain portion of his means and take the chance of its being 
a profitable investment, risking only the amount of money he 

uts in. 
j This was all that was done by the Crédit Mobilier, of which we 
have heard so much. It had nothing to do with the legislation of 


. This may be done if it be in danger of going intoa 
receiver’s hands or into bankruptcy. They can reorganize and 
begin anew without applying for any legislative authority. There 
is no such law of Congress, and hence it is necessary that these 
companies chartered by Congress must come here for the privi- 
lege of doing it. And I wish to say right here that if I had all 
the money of all the capitalists of the world I would not puta 
dollar of it into any business enterprise that Congress had control 
over or the power of determining how it should be managed. 
There being no law on our statute books for reorganization of 
com chartered by , they have to apply to Congress 
for such authority or allow the road to be sold for what it would 
bring on foreclosure. And yet the lawmaking power, instead of 
aiding them, is tag them into bankruptcy. If, for instance, I 
as an individual should associate with three others in an enter- 

rise of building a railroad, and three other men had taken 

„000,000 of bonds on the road, which constituted a first mort- 
gage on it, and I had taken three million of the second mort- 
gage, and the first-mortgage holders were receiving 5 per cent, 
while I was receiving 6 per cent, and after building the road we 
should find that the road could not keep itself in repair and pay 
fixed charges, and we sit down for the purpose of reorganizing, 
what is to be done? Somebody must release something, neces- 
sarily. The railroad is not worth more than it earns. A rail- 
road is not necessarily worth what it costs to buildit. A mile of 
railroad that cost $1,000,000 is worth no more than a mile of rail- 
road which costs $30,000. The value of the road is measured b 
its earning Ss seed It is the net receipts of the road which 
measure its value. If it does not earn enough to keep it in re- 
= and pay the fixed charges, it must be sold or else the men 

ing the money invested in it must reorganize on some basis 
in which it may earn enough to do this. That is usually done by 
the creditors reducing their rate of interest. Butif that is not 
enough, then they must lose some part of their principal. 

Now, if these three parties with whom I am associated, they 
haying $3,000,000 in the first mortgage and receiving 5 per cent 
interest and I holding $3,000,000 of the second 8 and re- 
ceiving 6 per cent interest, and they are willing to reduce their 
interest from 5 to 4 per cent provided that I reduce my interest 
from 6 to ted robin and extend the time for ee beg I, being the 
junior creditor, in business fairness must make the greater loss 
necessary to secure the reorganization. I would consider that I 
was a mean man if I ref to do it especially if I had received 
greater advantages from this investment than the others. And, 
sir, so long as I act for the Government, I will not permit the 
Government, so far as I have the power, to do a mean act to any- 
body any more than I would allow myself to do a mean act in any 
of my transactions with my fellow-men. The Government of the 
United States has received greater advan by the construction 
of these Pacific railroads than has accrued to all the individuals 
who have had anything to do with them. 2 

The Government has saved in the transporta 
plies during the last thirty years in the quelling of Indian upris- 
ings and wars more than all the money it ever invested in aid of 
building these railroads. Tell me how much of the land between 


tion of army sup- 


Congress—nothing whatever. In making the mo , giving a | the Mississippi River and the Pacific Ocean would to-day be set- 
second mortgage on the road, it was proper that the Government | tled without this railroad across the continent? Most of it would 
of the United States should take the risk and not the individual | be a howling wilderness over which wild Indians and wild beasts 


citizen, who was willing to take sibility only to a certain 
extent, but not to the full liability of a t national enterprise 
like this. And yet it has been repeated over and over again 
that the Crédit Mobilier used corrupt influences in 
secure this change. 

I avail m , Mr. Speaker, of this opportunity, to use the 
phrase of Colonel Benton, to vindicate the truth of history and 
repel an aspersion on the honesty of the American Congress of 

tim 


those times. 
The men who undertook this enterprise performed everythin 
that was exacted of them under the law. ey built the road | 


completed it seven or sient years before the time fixed in the act. 
They never received a dollar of money or an acre of land more 
than the law provided for. They committed no fraud whatever 
upon the Government; they have, to use a favorite phrase, stolen 
no assets of the Government; they took only what the law in 
specific terms gave them. They were entitled to a certain sum 
for doing a certain thing; they did the certain thing and re- 
ceived what the law permitted them to receive, and if they made 
money it was their good fortune. There is not a man on the floor 
of this House who, if he had known of the enterprise at the time 
and could have foreseen the future, would not have invested his 
money if he had an opportunity as a fair business transaction in 
the Crédit Mobilier Association. 

Of the 280,000 miles of railroad in this country I venture more 
than two-thirds have been reorgani within the last five or six 


Every State in the Union—or, at least, every one that I | sha 


Tow ot has a law on its statute books 


that any railroad com- 
pany can reorganize itself 


without going to a legislative body for a 


would still roam. The last thirty years have seen these great 
empires of free States reared on the ruins of savage life. The 
hope that those great States would be built was a reason for build- 


to | ing the railroad in addition to linking the two oceans together in 


one indissoluble union, 

The Government has received greater advantages than all the 
people connected with these roads. The construction of thisroad 
resulted in the founding of these t States. It prevented surely 
the formation of a geographical division bounded by the Sierra Ne- 
vadas on the east at a time when it was uncertain what might be 
the result of the irrepressible conflict between two antagonistic 
civilizations on the east of this mountain range, and whether in 
the end a hostile frontier line would be established across the con- 
tinent lined with frowning battlements and bristling cannon, en- 
tailing upon coming generations the countless woes of endless 
border conflict. 

It is in this amendment that three officials of the Gov- 
ernment, who I take it for granted every man in the House will 
admit would take as good care of the interests of the Govern- 
ment as any three of its members, shall have authority to ar- 
range this matter. Iam aware of the fact that we are in the 
habit of thinking because we have the power of a vote in making 
laws that we are wiser and more patriotic than anybody else in 
our efforts to take care of the Government. 

These three officials, under the approval of the President, are 
authorized to make an arrangement by which the Government 
U secure all the money it advanced to this enterprise, to be paid 
within ten years, with 3 per cent interest. The Government can 
borrow all the money it wants for 3 per cent, and I say it would 
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þe a mean thing for the Government to-day to seek a greater rate 
of interest from its citizens in a great national enterprise than it 
is obliged to pay when it borrows money. - 

These officials are among those who have been intrusted by the 
people of the country with the administration of their Govern- 
ment. Why not allow them to settle this question according to 
their best wisdom and make such an ment with these 
people who have invested their money for the public welfare as 
ati allow this pa enterprise to go on without subjecting it to 
the expense and loss of reorganization under a forced sale? 

If this amendment results in no settlement, if no ment can 
be arrived at which shall be satisfactory to these Cabinet officers 
and the President of the United States, then we lose nothing. 
We shall be just where we are now. By the ə of this 
amendment the deficiency bill becomes a law, and that is ended, 
the question with these railroads is en and the Government 
will receive all it is entitled to. The interest charged on the 
money loaned by the Government to this corporation has been at 
the rate of 6 per cent when money could be borrowed by corpora- 
tions similar to this at any time within the last twenty years for 
less than that. ae 

The Government has received all the t benefits which it 
expected to receive in the first place. Junior creditors, as I have 
said before, must provide for payi g off a first mortgage or they 
are not sure of receiving anythi g on their own. That was done 
in the case of the Union Pacific, 3 count it a wise business 
transaction for us to authorize the President to take from the 
Treasury and use, if necessary, 828,000, 000 to secure our second 
lien, when it can be secured by negotiation under the arrangement 
proposed in this amendment. s 

Something is due from the Government to its citizens who in- 
vest their 5 in great public enterprises. If the law gives 
them anything, I care not what, they are entitled to it. If they 
make money out of the enterprise, it is their good fortune. They 
took all the risk, and there is no reason for claiming that the Goy- 
ernment gives them toomuch money. They never took a dollar 
except what the law authorized. ey completed their part of 
the contract in less time than was provided, and the country to- 
day is indebted to Huntington, Hopkins, Stanford, Crocker, and 
Oakes Ames and the Chinese laborers for the completion of this 

t enterprise at the time it was completed. 

Without the Chinese labor that was then used this road could 
not have been built in the time it was. No man connected with 
the road has received from the Government a cent more than the 
law gave him. I grant if the lawmakers at the time had under- 
st fully the geography of the country, they would probably 
have fixed the rate pe ile in different pr ons over different 

arts of the line. They fixed a rate of $15,000 a mile for a certain 

istance from the Missouri River to acertain meridian of longi- 
tude, and then increased the amount for certain other distances 


large of the Wyoming coal fields to market. He was a man of 
great ess capacity and was put on the Pacific Railroad Com- 
mittee because of his intimate personal knowledge of this kind of 


bu 2 i 
withrailroad building in the old States, that as they advanced from 
the river toward the mountains, which were supposed to be precip- 
itous and rock bound, it would cost far more per mile to build the 
road, when in fact the topography of the country shows that from 
the Missouri River tosomewhere about the summit at Sherman it 
is no more difficult to build a railroadthan through any other por- 
tion of this country, The heavy work began when they struck 
the Sierra Ne on the line of the Central Pacific. 

.This increase did give to the company that had this easier line 
of road to build a large amount for the building of the road, but 
the law provided that the men who invested their money should 
have that amount, and they only took what they were entitled to 
by law. These men complied with all the requirements of the 
law of Congress and in less time than the law provided, and now, 
when they propose a reorganization, which in any State of this 
Union a company in like condition could — without an act 
of the legislature, but because there is no law of Congress author- 
izing such action, each member of the House feels that he can use 
his vote to compel just such an organization as he sees proper. 

It is not treating men who invested their money in these great 
enterprises fairly. The Government has only the rights of a junior 
creditor in any railroad enterprise, and that is all it is entitled to. 
If an arrangement can be made that will secure ay to 
the Government of the money it advanced, that is all it can in 
fairness ask. This plan will give the Government its money; 
but if it does not, no right is lost to the Government. But there 
is a class of men, as stated by the tleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Canxon], who are anxious to ea bankrupt railroad on the 
United States to be run by the Government. 

Pennsylvania had an experience in internal improvements. She 


built railroads and canals until her public debt amounted to over 
$42,000,000, increasing every year. She sold all the improve- 
ments for which her debt had been created for some $8,000,000 
or $9,000,000 and commenced paying her debt, which has been re- 
duced until to-day it is some $3,000,000 or $4,000,000. If she had 
3 internal improvements, her debt would have constantly 


In Germany the Government operaie its railroads. Why? 
Because it is a Government of officials, a class Government, a 
Government that has class rule. The men who are employed by 
that Government in that business make it their life business; but 
in this country to have the President of the United States a Pres- 
ident to run the railroads and to be responsible for their man- 

ement, appointing all agents on a recommendation of a member 
of Congress, the engineers, firemen, conductors, and master me- 
chanics for their efficient services at political caucuses, would be 
a great calamity. I have no doubt my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] would complain of the civil service after we had 
undertaken the operation of the railroads for one year; and if in 
that time half the passengers did not get their necks broken, they 
would be very fortunate. 

Iam opposed to any Government ownership of railroads, even 
if it were possible for the Government to pay ten thousand mil- 
lion dollars for the railroads already constructed in this country. 

Government receives ample security for the money it has 
invested, that is enough. 

The Government has received more advantages from the con- 
struction of these railroads than the men who have put their 
money into it. As I have said before on this question, if the leg- 
islators who the law providing for the building of a Paci 
railroad could have had a guaranty at that time that within six 

ears the road would be built from the Missouri River to the 
ific Ocean, by spending $100,000,000 or $150,000,000 as a dona- 
tion, even it would have been given as readily as the 8500, 000, 000 
that was yom: for the first 500,000 soldiers, for at 
that time both were tho to be necessary for preserving the 
Union, for its future and for the welfare of all coming time. 

Mr. FLEMING. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question in reference to this amendment, if he 
will yield to me. 

Mr. GROW. Certainly. 

Mr. FLEMING. The question I wish to ask the gentleman is 
this. I notice that on page 22 of the bill it is provided: 

That said commission are empowered as 
of payment by installment 2 en rates of a on 

l ually, and with such security as to 

Isit the understanding of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that that commission is to require additional security for the 
che ara beyond what it now is, or is that commission em- 
pow simply to refund this debt, drawing 6 per cent, at 3 per 
cent interest, with no additional security at all? 

Mr. GROW. I take it that these gentlemen, who are officials 
of the Government, have quite as much business capacity to set- 
tle a question between the Government and its debtor as the gen- 
tleman from Georgia or I have; and I would trust them to make 
such arrangement as in their judgment would secure payment of 
the amount due the Government. And if the old securities shall 
be canceled and new securities taken, I take it for granted they 
will take a first lien upon the roads and secure thereby entire pay- 
ment, the ultimate payment of this money to the Government; 
and I raise no question as to 3 per cent, for itis an injustice by 
the Government to charge any of its citizens 6 per cent interest 
for any great public enterprise they are carrying on for the benefit 
of the w. country when the Government can borrow at 8 per 
cent or less, 

Mr. FLEMING. I donot think the gentleman has answered 
my question exactly; perhaps I did not make it plain. Let me 
state it in this way: As I understand the argument in favor of the 
passage of this amendment, it is that the road itself is not worth 
the Government debt. If that be so, how is the Government 
going 9 be benefited by simply extending the debt at 3 per cent 


Mr. GROW. I do not understand that the commissioners are 


simply going to extend the debt in that shape. 
Mr FLEMIN i ing 


xpedi. 

Mr. GROW. Exactly; expedient for what? Why, to secure 
the debt to the Government of the United States in ten years. 

Mr. FLEMING. Ifyou will insert one word, the word“ neces- 
sary,” it will remedy that. 

Mr. GROW. We haye no power to putin a word. We have 
to take this amendment just as itis. So the criticism of the gen- 
tleman upon the measure has nothing to do with it. It is ei 
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to be ted or N I would be willing to let the gentle- 
men named in this settle any business of my own or to make 
them trustees of any interest of mine, and if so, why not trust 
them to act for the Government? 


INCREASING FORCE OF ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House that we may consider two conference reports. It will not 
take any time, and I will say that if either of them does take any 
time I will withdraw it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. S , I ask for the present consideration 
of conference report on H. R. 10561, to increase the force of the 
Ordnance Department, and I ask that the statements be read and 
that the reports be omitted. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the pi ( ek votes ot the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill R. 10561) to increase the force 
f£ the Ordnance ee r having met, after full and free conf 


o erence 
beve agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
OWS: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate and agree to the same. 
J. A. T, HULL, 
NICHOLAS N. COX, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY. 
THOS. H. CARTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

The conferees have agreed on H. R. 10561, as follows: 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment provides for the same officers in the permanent 
establishment as was provided for in the House bill, and adds the power of 
the President to assign to the staff of an army, corps, or division commander 
an officer already in the service. And while so serving, an officer so assigned 
to the staff of a commander of the Army or of an army co: shall have the 
rank of 85 1 1 7 panee assigned to the of a division 

r shall have the rank of a or. 
commande: al 
N. N. COX, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
PROTECTION OF HARBOR DEFENSES AND FORTIFICATIONS, 


Mr. HULL. I now ask for the consideration of the conference 

ee on the bill (S. 4714) to protect the harbor defenses and for- 

cations constructed or used by the United States from mali- 
cious injury, and for other purposes, 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 4714) to protect the harbor de- 
fenses and fortifications constructed or used by the United States from ma- 
licious injury, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have d to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

First. That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House in page 1, line 10, of the bill, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: After the wo “has been” in said amendment of the 
House strike out the words or shall be.“ 

Second. That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House in page 2, line 6, of the bill, and agree to the pame. z, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


The conferees have agreed on S. 4714, as follows: 

1. The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the House amendment on 
page 1. and agrees to the same with an amendment striking out the words 
or shall be.” This makes a penalty for violating the regulations of the 
War Department now in force, but eliminates penal 
lations not yet made. 

2. The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the House amendment 
— a — 0 ae that 8 bill which gives jurisdiction on written con- 

n owners 0! 5 
E J. A. T. HULL, 

M. GRIFFIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I want the House to distinctly under- 
stand what this bilt is. It is proper and right that our fortifica- 
tions and our connections with them by wire, and so forth, should 
be protected by proper legislation of Congress. The point I made 
on the bill when it was here before was whether the United States 
had jurisdiction through the act of an individual in ceding juris- 
diction to the United States. That is eliminated from the bill, 
and all I have to say now is that I most heartily indorse the 
measure for the protection of the property of the United States. 
We all acknowledge that a citizen can not cede jurisdiction to the 
United States without the action of the State. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, on both conference reports I move 
to reconsider, and to lay that motion on the table, 


ty for violations of regu- 


ı The motion was agreed to, 


‘ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 4847) to provide 
an American ter for the steamer Titania; in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 


The consideration of the amendment to the general deficiency 
bill was then resumed. 
Mr. MAGUIRE, Is the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
bic ey to go on with his side? 
. C. ON. I am r at this moment. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty-five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]. 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the House. See Appendix,] 


Mr. CANNON. There is nobody ready on this side just now. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that as there 
seems to be no one to speak now, that we take a vote, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Oh, there is ample material for argument on 
this side, I wanted to know if anything could be said on the 
other side. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. CASTLE]. 

Mr.CANNON. The gentleman from California need not worry; 
we will take care of this side. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I was called away from 
the Chamber before the close of the session, but this morning, in 
looking over the Recorp, I find that the honorable gentleman 
from Vermont . POWERS] has come to the defense of the 
directors of the Central Pacific and Southern Pacific railways in 
a very elaborate h. I wish to read a few extracts from this 
speech. The gentleman from Vermont says, near the opening of 
his remarks: 3 

It is a well-known fact, Mr. Speaker, that for the last five or six years 
efforts haye been made in Congress re 
settlement with the various FTC Pe 
the Government. 

This is a fair sample of the sophistry used by the able gentleman 
throughout his entire remarks. Literally it may be true, but 
the idea intended to be conveyed is absolutely untrue. The im- 
pression intended to be left upon the members of this House by 
this statement was that Congress was attempting to bring about 
some means of settling these debts; whereas the truth of the 
matter is that Congress had nothing whatever to do withit further 
than that it was urged on by the lobby of the Central Pacific 
Railroad, headed by Collis P. Huntington. It is true that in the 
Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses bills were introduced havy- 
ing for their intention the settlement of the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road debt, but these bills were not introduced in the interest of the 
Government; they were introduced in the interest and at the 
dictation of Collis P. Huntington and the directors of the Central 
Pacific Railroad e jac 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] has 
said there was no lobby, and he has called upon the members of 
this House to say whether there was a lobby urging the introduc- 
tion of this amendment. I 5 it is impossible to prove that 
Collis P. Huntington has a lobby at work here in this Congress; 
but if we prove that he had cne here in the Fifty-fourth and 
Fifty-third Congresses, if we can show that Collis P. Huntington 
himself was here, that he openly boasted years ago of the bribery 
of members of the Senate and the House of Representatives, it is 
fair to conclude that this amendment was instigated at least by 
the president of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company. 

It is passing strange, Mr. Speaker, that in the closing days of 
this session, without any Terng whatever to the Congress of 
the United States, this old refunding bill is revamped in a new 
form and comes here tacked onto a deficiency bill, after nearly 
one-half the members of this House have left their seats and gone 
home, not expecting this important legislation would come up. 

Since the Government holds a statutory lien against all the as- 
sets of the Central and Western Pacific railroad companies, and 
since the Attorney-General is now getting ready to begin foreclos- 
ure proceedings against them to collect the Government debt, it 
is evident that the amendment was not introduced by any friend of 
the Government tosafeguarditsinterests. Itmust,then, have been 
introduced by some one working in the interest of the railroad 
corporation; and it is not reasonable to believe that the author of 
this funding amendment acted without full consultation with the 
president of the Southern Pacific Company or his accredited agent. 

If this supposition is correct—and all signs indicate that it is— 
there must be a lobby working secretly in favor of this scheme, 
During the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses Collis P, 
Huntington was present in Washington in person, ably assisted in 
his nefarious occupation by his creature Boyd. 

A lobby! Well, I will try to prove that there has been a lobby 
in the past, and if there has been in the past a lobby in the inter- 
est of the Central Pacific Railroad, then it is reasonable to believe 
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that there is a lobby at work now. To further satisfy the gentle. 
man from Pennsylvania on this subject I read from letters of 
Collis P. Huntington to his friend Colton, who was at that time a 
member of the firm, but now long since dead. Under date of 
November 20, 1874, Mr. Huntington writes: 

FRIENDCOLTON: Yours of the 12th is received, and I am glad to learn that 
you have Luttrell under your charge— 

Luttrell was then serving a term as Congressman from Cali- 
fornia— 
but t be careful and not let him get anything to strike back with, as 
he ta hyd And I do Sey think it safe ter Stanford to talk with him on our 
matters. as it would be just like him to get up in Congress and lie about what 
S. said to him. He must have solid reasons or he will go back on you. 

Under date of November 10, 1875, Mr. Huntington writes thus 
to Mr. Colton: 

FRIEND CoLroN: Yours of October 23, 1875, No. 85, is before me; Dr. Gwinn 
is also here. Ithink the doctor can do us some good if he can work under 
cover; but if heis to come to the surface as our man, I think it would be bet- 
ter that he should not come, as he is very obnoxious to very many on the 
Republican side of the House. 

On January 29, 1876, Mr. Huntington writes: 

Scott is working most am the commercial men. He switched Senator 
Spence, of Ala : and Walker, of Virginia, this week, but you know the 
can be switched back with the proper arguments when they are wanted; 
but Scott is asking for so much t he can promise largely to pay when he 
wins, and you know I keep on high ground. 

Under date of March 7, 1877, Mr. Huntington writes thus: 

I stayed in Washington two days to fix up Railroad Committee in the 


Listen to that, gentlemen. The present president of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad, Collis P. Huntington, said that he controlled 
the make-up of the Senate Committee on Pacific Railroads; and if 
he controlled the make-up of the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
in the Senate, it is reasonable to suppose that he controlled also its 
make-up in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. POWERS. Does the poen refer to the make-up of 
the present committee in the House of Representatives? 

Me. CASTLE. No, sir; this was in 1877. 

Mr. POWERS. I wished to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that the gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] ison 
the present committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Huntington continues: 

Scott was there working for the same „but I beat him for once, cer- 
5 Want it, which is a very important thing 

In a letter of March 24, 1877, Mr. Huntington writes: 

After the Senate Railroad Committee was made up. Scott went to Washing - 
ton on special train and got one of our men off and one of his put on. 

It seems that not only had Mr. Huntington the power to con- 
trol the make-up of the Senate Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
but that Tom Scott also had the power. 

But they did not give him the committee. Gordon, of Georgia, was taken 
off and Bogy, of Missouri, put on. 

Under date of May 15, 1877, Mr. Huntington writes: 

I think I have written you before about Senator Conover. He may want 
to borrow some money, but we are so short this summer I do not see how we 
can let him have any 

The writer of these infamous letters, disgraceful alike to him- 
self and the nation, is the man who comes here to-day asking for 
the passage of this amendment. ; 

Again he writes: 

Scott is working everywhere for his open highway, but I think we can beat 
him; but it will cost money and harder work to beat him with money under 
the of some of my associates, viz, having it understood that the Central 

ic and Southern c are, as it were, one property. 

Mr. Huntington, under date of January 12, 1878, says: 


Matters do not look well in Washington, but I think we shall not be much 
e oars a the boys are very hungry and it will cost considerably to be 
say 


Under date of January 28, 1878, Mr. Huntington writes: 

If we pass the sinking-fund bill and beat Scott and the Union Pacific, it will 
hurt us not less than halfa million. Have no time to write more to-day. 

May 7, 1877, he says: 

I notice what you say of Conover, the Florida Senator. He is a clever fel- 
low, but do not go any money on him. 

e must have friends in Congress from the west coast, as it is very im- 

nt, I think, that we kill the open highway and geta fair sinking-fund 

by which we can get time beyond the maturity of the bonds that the 

3 yey us to Rey nok yet an z 2 if T Repub- 
can is elected in Sargent’s p e (Sargent) is wo o us e 

back as our friend, as much as any six new men, and he 3 er 

Not content with such easy game as Congressmen and Senators, 
he essayed to blacken the reputation and debauch the conscience 
of the Cabinet and President of the United States, 

Under date of October 10, 1877, he writes: 

I then saw three others of the Cabinet; then went and saw the President. 
He was a little cross at first; said we had defied the Government, etc.; but I 
soon got him out of that belief. 

Mr. LOVE. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr, CASTLE. From letters of Collis P. Huntington to his 
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friend Colton, who was a stockholder and director of the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company. Mr. Huntington and his associates, 
after the death of Colton, attempted to rob his widow, and in the 
trial before the court these letters came out. 

Mr. YOST. In what volume are those letters incorporated? 

Mr. CASTLE. The volume is entitled Government Debt of 
the Pacific Railroads.” 

Mr. YOST. A Government document? 

Mr. CASTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Published in 1897? 

Mr. CASTLE. Yes; published last year. 

This modern Machiavelli and his colaborers in the destruction 
of free government, this self-confessed corruptionist and his 
sycophants, are the men concerning whom their able apologist 
from Vermont says: 


I am aware that the people in the State of California have or imagine 
they have a grievance against the managers of these roads. 


Tam aware— 
Says the gentleman from Vermont— 
that it has entered into the tics of that State, and that the fate of many 


men depends upon their attitude on this question. 

But with the other forty-four States in this Union it is a question unham- 

pered by any consideration of that character, and it should be settled irre- 
ve of the feeling of the people of California or the wrong that has been 
one by anybody toward the people of California, 

In plain language, this means that the self-confessed scoundrel 
Huntington should, receive greater consideration than all the 
people of California. Well, the ple of California do have a 
prejudice agane these men; and it has rightly become a political 

uestion. Iam proud that the moral sense of California recoiled 
m such venality as is practiced by Huntington and his coad- 
a Can it be possible that the conscience of my friend from 
ermont no longer revolts against such conduct? such be the 
case, then is Ephraim joined to idols; let him alone.” 

The surpassing innocence of the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mt Grow] on the action of lobbyistsis “ childlike 
and bland.” I trust that the few excerpts taken at random from 
the all too voluminous correspondence of the hero headores, which 
I have read for his enlightenment on the subject of lobbies, may 
be taken to his heart and be a guide to his understanding and a 
lamp to his feet. I fear that the knowledge comes too late to 
benefit the illustrious gentleman, for surely a man has passed the 
period of redemption who, in the sere and yellow leaf of life, still 
worships that triumvirate of infamy, “ Oakes Ames, Huntington, 
and the Chinese.” 

Mr. Chairman, so much for the lobby. I wish now to show what 
the assets of the Central Pacific Railroad Company are, how 
much that road has received from the Government of the United 
States, and how it has been wrecked by the action of its directors, 
how the stockholders and officers of the Southern Pacific Railroad, 

Dismissing for the present the malodorous personality of the 
man who unquestionably has requested this legislation, let us 
examine into the merits of the transaction from a purely business 
standpoint. Let us eliminate the question of morals; let us sepa- 
rate morals from business, as the honorable gentleman from Illi- 


nois . CANNON] has done, and as the gentleman from Vermont 
does in these words. Speaking of my colleague [Mr. MAGUIRE], he 
says: 


He has spent much of his time this afternoon and on former occasions in 
—— anathemas against the managers of these railroads, instead ot pet 
ing out to us some practical way by which the Government could re: 10 
cents on the dollar of its indebtedness against the company. 

Mr. Speaker, I propose first to show the original assets of the 
company and demonstrate to a mathematical certainty that this 
debt of the company and all its other debts could have been paid 
twenty-five years ago without in the least inconveniencing the 
company or impairing its earning capacity. Second, I shall show 
how, since 1870, the directors of the Central Pacific Company, 
instead of building up the property, have 2 the policy of 
destruction, swindling the Government and swindling the stock- 
holders in all conceivable ways, actually wrecking this magnifi- 
om property in order to build a competing line owned by them- 
selves. 

These financial pirates have diverted the earnings of the road 
into their own coffers. They have borrowed millions upon the 
credit of the Central Pacific, which was never used, nor intended 
to be used, for the benefit of that corporation, and now, when the 
time has almost come when they must surrender their grip upon 
the throat of the Central Pacific, they come here and ask ten years 
longer in which to destroy the assets of that company. The di- 
rectors of the Central Pacific received from the Government a 
subsidy of $16,000 per mile for level ground, $32,000 for the sec- 
tions of country between the mountain ranges, and $48,000 per 
mile through the mountains. The total subsidy amounts to $27,- 
237,000, or an average of over $33,000 per mile. 

Supplementing this enormous bond subsidy, the Government 
granted right of way and town sites together with every alter- 
nate section of land 40 miles wide. Why, if these men had asked 
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a deed to the entire territory west of the Missouri River, the Con- 


gress would probably have granted it. Concerning this alienation 
of the public domain even my friend from Vermont says: 


t supposing that they would ever be called u to furnish a 
nthe 3 Sod to these men wha 


dollar, was sọ 

ever the ht ask for. They asked for a tof way through the public 
domain, Saa t was granted to them—a wide sweep of territory, giving them 
almost an empire. 


The land grant to the Central Pacific aggregates 12,500,000 
acres, an area so vast that the mere statement of the op con- 
veys no real idea of its magnitude. Estimating the value of this 
land at $2.50 per acre, we find the value to be $31,250,000. The 
company was authorized to issue stock to the amount of $100,- 
000,000 more. That they did not issue the whole amount was no 
fault of theirs, for they issued all they could sell, about $67,200,000. 
The Government then permitted the company to issue its own 
bonds to an amount equal to the Government subsidy bonds, viz, 
$27,237,000, Add together thé Government bonds, the railroad 
bonds, the stock issued, and the value of the land grant, and we 
find the total cash value of the assets of this company to have 
been $152,924,000. 

According to the reports of the company, the total cost of con- 
struction was $40,000,000, That this is a gross overestimate no 
one acquainted with the topography of the country and the poor 
construction of the road doubts, especially when it is remembered 
that the work was done by 15,000 Chinese contract laborers im- 
ported especially for the purpose. These are the fellows whose 
very memory is sufficient to cause the venerable member from 
Pennsylvania to lapse into ecstatic rapae and who constitute 
one leg of the triumverate, before whose e he still burns 
incense and still prostrates his manly form in his mighty effort 

giails Applause 


to deify 15,000 pi PAE: 4 p 

If we estimate $20,000 per mile for cost of construction, the 
total is $17,440,000. Allow $20,000 per mile for rolling stock, and 
the total cost of construction an: 88 amounts to only 
$34,880,000, a discrepancy of only $5,120,000 pocket money for 
these captains of industry—a mere bagatelle to men who were 
accustomed to exploit a whole nation. 

For the sake of ar; ent, admit the cost to be $40,000,000, as 
they claim. Now, deduct the total cost, $40,000,000, from the total 
assets, $152,924,000, and we have remaining the sum of $112,924,000. 

Deduct now the entire bénded indabtetoes of $34,880,000 and 
we have the enormous sum of $78,044,000 remaining. 

Without a dollar of investment these men now have a com- 
pleted railroad 872 miles in core thoroughly equipped for busi- 
ness, without a dollar's indeb ess, and $78,044,000 to encourage 
them to operate it. 

It may be urged that the land grant could not be immediately 
converted into cash. This I admit. Let us leave it, then, as a 
reserve asset, to be realized upon gradually in the future. De- 
duct its value, $31,250,000, from $78,044,000 and we have remain- 

$46,794,000 c: assets and 12,500,000 acres of land worth 
$31,250,000. 

Any other set of men on earth would have paid these debts. 
You must bear in mind that these men had not invested their own 
capital, but had used wholly the credit of the Government, and 
since the credit of the Government not only built and equipped 
the road, but left them a surplus of $46,794,000 in cash and 
12,500,000 acres of land, they should at least haye paid back the 
money advanced. 

This Government has never asked a return of the land or the 
money received for its sale. All it asksor has asked is a return of 
the money actually paid out in payment of these bonds and the 
interest upon them, Having the ability to pay, they did not pay, 
and their whole course of action for twenty-five years shows that 
they never intended to return a dollar. They, like the serpent 
warmed in the bosom of their benefactor, have in like manner 
fastened their poisonous fangs in the Government which cherished 
them. Ingrates as they are, I wonder how men who claim to be 
honorable, and who have sworn to r sem the honor and dignity 
of their country, can so prostitute their talents as to give utter- 
ance to fulsome eulogies upon men who have boasted of having 
debauched justice at its fountain head; who have boasted of hay- 
ing ee its pure waters ere they flowed from the nation’s 

apitol! 

he idea of an honorable business career seems never to have 
entered the minds of these men. The hog nature was aroused in 
them, and they started their career of dishonorable plunder. With 
thirty years to run before the day of accounting they formed the 
plan to retain all their surplus assets and finally refuse payment 
of the debt when it came due, believing that with the all-powerful 
weapon of bribery they would be able to secure a release from Con- 
grees, or, failing in that, relinquish the road bankrupted, its assets 

reciated, or their value gone—in short, abandon it, as a 
Squeezed lemon, to the Government. 

To do this without injury to themselves, they conceived the 
scheme to build the Southern Pacific and indirectly shut out a 


competing road which Tom Scott, of the Texas Pacific, had pro- 


jected. 
Under the false plea that the Southern Pacific was an independ- 
ent, competing road, and by other and stronger arguments, Hunt- 


t- | ington and his lobbyists induced Congress to donate a land grant 


of 10,000,000 acres of the best land in California to the directors 
of this copper competing line of road. Now, these directors 
were the di rs of the Central Pacific. They made a contract 
with themselves to construct the Southern Pacific for all its bonde, 
land grants, etc. There were no stockholders but themselves. 

In order to find a market for the bonds some sort of a showin 
had to be made; so they, as directors of the Central Pacific, 1 
of themselves all that portion of the Southern Pacific completed at 
that time, or th to be completed, paying out of assets 
of the Central Pacific $6,000 per mile rental. Now, at this time, 
1878, the road south of Goshen, upon which they were paying, ran 
through an uninhabited region and furnished scarcely any traftic 
whatever. By this means the bonds were sold. But this did not 
end their attacks upon the credit of the Central Pacific. The di- 
rectors borrowed money wherever it could be obtained upon Cen- 
tral Pacific security, until they succeeded in loading it with a float- 
ing debt of $115,000,000, not a dollar of which was ever used for 
the benefit of that company. It either was used for the Southern 
Pacific or became a part of the colossal private fortunes which 
were built up from nothing in 1869 to such heights in 1899 that it 
is impossible to conceive of the amount. 

Mr. Speaker, if the chronological records are correct, and Adam 
had lived on until the present moment, and if through all these sixty 
centuries the patriarch of the race had earned $25 per day, work- 
ing every day in the year, not even resting on the Sabbath day, 
and if during all years he had never expended a single penny 
for food and clothing or any other thing, he would still be short 
$12,000,000 of the amount accumulated by Huntington alone in 
thirty years. And now when we demand that a part of these 
stolen millions, stolen by and through the instrumentality of pur- 
chased legislation, be used in paying just debts, we are met by 
gentlemen on this floor with the astounding statement that these 
men should retain their stolen plunder and that they honestly 
earned their fortunes, 

After completing the Southern Pacific these directors canceled 
the lease of the Southern Pacific to the Central Pacific and leased 
the Central Pacific to the Southern Pacific for ninety-nine years, 
Owning the Southern Pacific, which they had built out of the 
credit of the Central Pacific, they are now ready to absolutely de- 
stroy the earning capacity of the Central Pacific. To this end 
shippers over the Central Pacific were annoyed =i every device 
possible to conceive of and, when they complained, were told to 
ship over the Southern Pacific. neither line was specified, 
all shipments went over the Southern Pacific. It is not essential 
that I should detail all of the great and petty annoyances of ship- 
pers over the tral Pacific. Suffice it to say that after the 
completion of the Southern Pacific the receipts of the old road fell 
away until dividends became a thing of the past. What hope 
would there be for a ship in the hands of pirates whose interest 
lay in the destruction of the vessel? Well, just as much hope for 
tap ae 1 there was for the prosperity of the Central Pacific, 

Pplause. 

After 5 great fraud of building a road out of 
the earnings and credits of the first road and then using this road 
to depreciate and destroy the value of the assets of the first road, 
it seems little worth while recounting the smaller frauds which 
cluster around their devious paths as grapes around the stem. 
After you prove cold-blooded, deliberate murder against a pris- 
oner at the bar it would seem to be superfluous to charge hi 
with arson, theft, and assault. If this court will not convict these 
men upon the major charge, it would be waste of time for me to 
go over the par list of crimes, perjuries, murders, and frauds 
which have blackened their career for thirty years and have, in 
the minds of all right-thinking men, made the names of the authors 
of these crimes synonymous with all that is hostile to free gov- 
ernment and all that is vile and corrupting in human life and 
morals, popan] 

What, Mr. Speaker, does this amendment do? What is its ob- 
ject? Why, it does no good and much evil, and its object is to re- 
lieve these men of their debt and to give them ten years more of 
time to complete the ruin of the Central Pacific. e have now 
in the organic law which called this corporation into being a 
mode of settlement of their debts. It provides a statutory lien 
against all the assets of this 6 rolling stock, 


land, buildings, everything owned by the company. The Attor- 


ney-General is now getting ready to foreclose the lien. Let him 
foreclose. In the name of justice, why should these men, who 
have thrown honor and honesty to the winds, have an extension 
of time which is denied to the poor debtor? 

Has it come to this, that corporations are above law when it is 
to their interest to be above it, but can evoke its pains and penal- 
ties against the poor and friendless when to their interest to do 
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so? We have all the security we will ever have for this debt. 
The company has no new security to offer. Gentlemen say they 
will offer the Southern Pacific as security. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
the Southern Pacific is mortgaged for all it is worth in order to 
prevent these debts from being paid. This amendment gives them 
a year to agree to the settlement. Then if they do not accept 
the 3 offered by the commission, we, haring, given up 
our lien fixed in the charter, will have to begin an ordinary suit 
in the United States courts. Mr. Speaker, we can not even sue 
until a bill has been forced through Congress providing that 
course. What would an ordinary suit at law amount to against 
these owners of courts and bribers of juries? - 

Why, Mr. Speaker, out in California these very men in 1879 had 
incorporated intothe State constitution a provision excepting rail- 
road mortgage bonds from the general rule for taxing moneys in- 
vested on mortgage. It was done to enable them to sell the South- 
ern Pacific bonds. They then refused to pay their taxes levied 
under this provision, and furnished money to the supervisors of 
one of the counties to institute suit on a case made up by them- 
selves, Then, on the plea that the State constitution was in oppo- 
sition to the fourteenth amendment, had the case transf to 
the United States courts, and by their unparalleled powers of brib- 

and intimidation held the case in court for thirteen years. 
Daring all this time they paid no taxes, until finally the State 
legislature passed an act 3 the roads. The back taxes 
were compromised, and the matter dropped. 

Now, we will have this history repeated if this amendment re- 
funding the debt of this 5 is extended for ten qaes 
until the people of the United States, worn out by fruitless 
tion, surrender their case, and these of law and equity 
are finally recognized to be creatures above the law, and not sub- 
ject to its ties or limitations. f 

Let well enough alone; if these companies have not paid the 
debt in thirty years, they will not pay it in ten years. Let this 

estion be settled on a sensible business basis. Foreclose on 

anuary 1, 1899, and close forever the most disgraceful chapter 
in American commercialhistory. Gentlemen y haveparaded 


the old stalking horse of Government ownership, hoping with this | carry 


ancient “bugaboo” to rally support to this measure, urging that 
refunding will forever lay the ghost of Government ownership. 

Gentlemen, I wish to tell you now that Government ownership 
of railroads is to-day the most fearful ghost that has ever risen to 
plague the private corporations. Every day it grows and expands 
and assumes a more aggressive attitude toward the mother of all 
trusts—private ownership of the means of transportation. Every 
effort to destroy it seems only to add renewed life and vigor to its 
motions. 

Let this amendment prevail here — san I venture the pre- 
diction that before the fateful ten years have expired this ghost 
which now you see in the future and in dreams will be a living, 
active, controlling agency. Your poor, narrow, sordid, selfish 
system of greed—a system that surfeits the few and starves the 
many; which fosters class distinctions, promotes bribery, fraud, 
and murder; which condemns to alife of want, wretchedness, and 
toil the best portion of the race, and piles up Huntington’s colos- 
gal fortune, erects this arch briber of the century upon a pedestal 
and a in worshipful adoration before it the honorable 
gentlemen from Vermont and Pennsylvania—will have vanished 
with its attendant crime, and will have been consigned to the rub- 
bish heap with other worn-out and discredited commercial and 
social systems. If Government ownership results from 
this measure, then welcome Government ownership. For me it 
holds no terrors, but the promise of much good. 

The system which condones fraud, robs the people, compounds 
felony, and apotheosizes bribery should die, and the system which 
destroys these crimes and promotes justice, virtue, and fraternity 
should be ushered in. 5 

Allhail, Government ownership of public utilities! [Applause.] 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Iask unanimous consent that all gentlemen 
who have spoken or may speak on this subject have leave to ex- 
tend their remarks in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, leaye was granted accordingly. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman from Illinois now use 
some portion of his time? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not see either of the gentlemen to whom 
I promised to yield in their places at this time. I think, in fact, 


we are Bye ole in time. 
Mr. G E. The gentleman seems to have more time than 


8 
. CANNON. Oh, yes; that is very easily said. And still 
there is very much water rushing over the dam that turns no 
machinery. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
r. 8 S0 N Mr Speak: 1l be 

8 5 5 er, it wi a good day and a happy 

day for the country and for e When we finally pire of 
the Union Pacific Railroad . For twenty-five years you 


can trace its slimy paih through the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, and I hope the time is pt peter when we will 
be relieved of this incubus and the fund of corruption that always 
seems to hang around it. 

` am sorry, Mr. Speaker, to hear the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Grow] put his sign of approval on the way this 
amendment came into the House from Senate, tacked on as it 
Was, coming in through the back door,“ so to „of the Senate 
in some manner and tacked onto an appropriation bill, a bill pro- 
viding means to carry on the war in w. — 1 
am sorry, I say, that he approves that method of legislation, be- 
cause he is a gentleman of long ience, and as an ex-Speaker 
his course is presumed to carry with it some weight. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a osition to refund or extend the time 
for the payment of a debt that the Central and Western Pacific 
railroads have Ing owed the Government and is now nearly all 
due, or will be, if I am correctly Pe ee next January. 
The sum due tothe Government of the United States by these 
roads amounts to about $59,000,000. As I said before, the greater 
part of it has been due for a long time. It isa debt that the Gov- 
ernment incurred by issuing bonds, or indorsing bonds, in sup- 
port of the construction of the road, teeing both the prin- 
cipal and the interest of the bonds. e railroad, since 1881, has 
failed to pay even the interest on the money advanced to pay the 
interest then due; and the Government has received nothing ex- 
cept in those instances where the railroad transported the troops, 
7 tas Siokiey Ot tae AIAG 

own i of the ent of this 
road, or this branch of it, in connection with the Union Pacific 
road has been a failure, They have entered into an organization 
a See's 80 _ to keep 3 aa manip 1 a mare 5 — porgo 
of keeping from paying erest and other o ions due to 
the United States oceanic ip K 

Now, I ask gentlemen what assurance we have in the future 
that the management of this road will be any better than it has 
been in the past, if we should adopt such a proposition as that 
now presented? advantage will we gain if they proceed to 

rry out the same tactics; that is, that the managers of the road 
will steal its income and its earnings and leave Government 
to hold the sack? 


The debt is due; the property is well worth the sum; it is worth 
the entire debt of the Government. Now, I say, let the law take its 
course and the Government get its own; let us clean up the whole 
matter and free the House of Representatives and the Senate of 
this piece of infamy that has been known in the legislation of this 
ited Pp the past twenty-five years. s 
Speaking of the Crédit Mobilier scandal, it may be said that this 
infamy began at that time and has continued down to the last 
scandal we had a short time ago, when the Kansas Pacific Railroad 
was knocked off at one-half of its value, whereby the Treasury of 
the United States sustained a loss of $7,000,000. Now, let us put 
an end to this business and sell the property, and sell it and get 
8 ooy for erg ves 1 5 i s a 4 

© have recently passed 8 ng the people in every direc- 
tion. We are engaged in a struggle with Spain for supremacy on 
land and sea. You passed extraordi measures reaching out 
in every direction to tax the pene tosupply the Government with 
funds to carry on the war. t us now repli its Treasury to 
the amount of $59,000,000 at least by selling this road. Let us 
do the same thing for the Government now that we did a little 
while ago in order to meet the deficiency that came about by the 
failure of the so-called Dingley revenue” bill, and put money in 
the Treasury to carry on the Government just as we did a short 
time ago when we sold or compromised our interest in these 
railroads to the amount of $50,000,000. 

Can any gentleman now say in the House that the urgency of 
the Government for additional funds was greater when you com- 
promised with the Pacific railroads to get a certain sum of mone 
to carry through the Government, months ago, than itis now? 
it had not been for that there would have been a deficit long ago 
in the Treasury, for the so-called Dingley bill showed that it was 
not a measure calculated to raise revenue, and they were glad 
to avail themselves of this source of revenue to meet those defi- 
ciencies. The occasion is more urgent now than then, for the 
expenditures of the Government run up to more than $2,000,000 a 
day; and yet we hesitate and bring in here a bill to refund and 
extend this debt for ten years, thereby losing the opportunity to 
9 the Treasury by $59,000,000. 

ou need not be afraid, gentlemen, that the debt will not be 
ome Everybody who knows anything about the Central and 
estern Pacific knows that it is a of that great thoroughfare 
that spans the continent; that it is one of the best paying prop- 
erties in the country if Peor managed. There will be abun- . 
dant and ample capital to buy in the road when it is put up for 
sale, and there is no doubt in my mind but that the Union Pacific 
i people themselves will be glad to pay the debt before 
they will lose that important link in the line of their railroad, 
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because it can not be duplicated. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am in 
favor of the law taking its course. Iam in favor of the foreclo- 
sure of this mortgage and a sale of the property, once for all get- 
ting rid of this fund of corruption that has come here every ses- 
sion of Congress since I can remember almost. 

The gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. Grow] scouted the 
idea that there were any lobbyists here. That is another tuny 
that surprised me, that a gentleman of his long experience shoul 
not know that every great, important personal interest always has 
a lobby here. There is no exception, and he knows it, or ought to 
knowit. If he does not know it, I marvel at the opportunities he 
has lost to inform himself. He had but to go to the main entrance 
of the House, where the lobbyists sit, buttonholing Congressmen 
as to how they will vote, influence being brought to bear in every 
direction every time the Union Pacific or Central Pacific question 
comes up. 

It is well known to members here that thisis the fact. They talk 


it among themselyes, but when they get up on the floor they are | try. 


a little scary about mentioning the fact, for fear somebody will 
be hurt. They even go to the extent of bulldozing members and 
threatening to defeat them if they do not favor the measure. So, 
I say, I shall welcome the day when we can rid ourselves of this 
scandal. The opportunity is here now, and I hope when the vote 
is taken that everybody who loves good government and who 
desires to rid the halls of Congress of these corrupt influences will 
yote this amendment. [Applause.] 

75 the hammer fell. 

r. MAGUIRE. I understand that one of the speakers to whom 
the gentleman from Illinois is to yield time is on the floor. I ask 
that some time be occupied on the other side. 

Mr. CANNON. [I shall yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] to close the debate, and I have nobody to yield to now. 

Mr. BURN. Does that meet with the approval of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It does not. Iunderstand the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is e ted to make substantially the only 
ar; ent on that side, and is to make that as a closing argument. 

. CANNON. Well, the gentleman can have it as he chooses. 
I could not convince him by any statement that he would make 
to the contrary, because he the—I will not say the screeds 
that we have been hearing, arguments. 

Mr, MAGUIRE. Then I understand the gentleman does not 
desire to use any time at present? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
California . DE a) ‘ 

Mr. DE IES. I yield two minutes to my colleague [Mr. 


Binon], 

Mr. BARLOW. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to reply to one 
remark made by one gentleman over there that this is a political 
question in California. He is decidedly right. It is a political 
question, and ever since it has been a political question there has 
not been an honest Representative from California, who repre- 
sented the le of that State, and thoroughly understood the 
question, who has not been on this side of it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No matter what party he belonged to. 

Mr. BARLOW. As the gentleman says, no matter what party 
he belonged to. 3 i 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. BARLOW. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman understand that Senator 
Warre of California approves of this measure? 

Mr. BARLOW. I understand that Senator WHITE does not, 
and from his own mouth. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. And from his statement in the Senate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman know that when that 
proposition was made in the Senate it was stated that if there 
was an objection to putting this upon the appropriation bill, it 
would be withdrawn, and not an objection was made. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The RECORD of the Senate shows that Sen- 
ator WHITE was not in his seat at that time, but came in later. 

Mr. BARLOW. Idonotcare. I have the statement of Sena- 
tor WHITE himself. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. And from his own statement in the RECORD. 

Mr. BARLOW. And from his own statement in the RECORD, 
the gentleman says. I do not care for that anyhow, because I 
make the statement that the proposition is so absurd that no man 
who understood it could support it, and the people of California 
do understand it. 

There is no reason here for the extension of this time of payment 
of this debt. Nobody interested in this proposition is asking an 
extension of the time. The law is in process of collecting this 
debt, and if the lien should be foreclosed, as the Union Pacific 
lien was, and the road sold to the highest bidder, there is no doubt 
in the mind of any man who has investigated this question but 
= the properties are of value enough to pay the debt and inter- 


Ves, more than pay it; and all who have looked into the ques- 
tion know that the claim of the Government is fully protected by 
the mortgage. The Central Pacific road is one of the most valu- 
able of the transcontinental lines. It is the most direct road to 
San Francisco, the greatest shipping point on the coast. It is 
known to be valuable to all the different lines in the East and 
middle West that are seeking an outlet to the Pacific coast. 

In reality Ido not think that there is a man on this floor who 
will for one moment question that the pro is a valuable one, 
I can safely say that no man who knows any about it will do 
so. Now, why should the time of the payment of this debt be 
extended? What reason can there be for asking for the extension? 
And who is asking for it? To the first inquiry it must be said 
that there is no reason why the time of payment should be ex- 
tended. The Government has dealt very leniently with the men 
who built these roads. 

It has given them millions of acres of the best lands of the coun- 
It has paid them enormous bounties for every mile of the 
road built (in many instances more than the road cost). It has 
paid the interest on the bonds that it teed. It has allowed 
the builders of these roads to enrich themselves at the expense of 
the people of the entire West for the past thirty years. In fact 
these railroad barons have, through asystem of freights and fares, 
absorbed the entire profit of almost all of the productive ener, 
of that section. The practical results of this railroad bersa H 
has been the enslavement of the people. 

The people are opposed to the extension of the payment of this 
debt one minute beyond the time named in the law. They have 
reasons, and good reasons, for demanding that the Government 
proceed in this matter and put an end to a system that has become 
intolerable and is destructive of the best interests of the entire 
West. Now, as to the second inquiry, What reason can be given 
that will justify an extension of time? The answer is, not one.” 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, not one. Many men say that the coun- 
try owes much to the men who built these railroads at the time 
when it meant so much to this country. I say that if we owe 
them anything at all it is to compel them, in so far as we may be 
able, to restore to the whole people some of their ill-gotten gains 
that they have exploited from the pas and consumers of 
the West in exorbitant freights and fares, 

Owe these men anything for the manner they have preyed on 
the entire 9 for thirty years! The thought is prepos- 
terous, and can only find lodgment in the mind of one who knows 
nothing of the true condition of affairs, These parties are at 
present among the most wealthy citizens of the nation and, in- 
stead of at the time of payment, should be compelled 
to fulfill the full letter and spirit of the law. That is what a 

r man would be compelled to do. Why should these men, 
use they are rich, be treated differently? Let the law take its 
course. 

Now, as to the third inquiry. Whois asking for the extension? 
Not the stockholders of the Central Pacific. Not the people who 
travel on these roads or do business with them. No; it comes 
from men who own another system—the Southern Pacific—and 
to whose interest it is that the present condition of affairs shall 
prevail as long as they can control the legislation on this mat- 
ter. For the past thirty years all Pacific railroad legislation 
has been in the interest of the men who wanted to maintain the 
monopoly that has cursed the whole West for years. 

Never have the people been able to overcome the strong lobby of 
railroad attorneys who are in Congress and act for these corpora- 
tions. I say it without fear of comment that itis one of the most 
disgraceful features of our national history. Men who have all 
their lives been in the employ of corporations are elected as mem- 
bers of Congress and then serve their masters as faithfully as they 
did when in their employ before election to the high position and 
intrusted with the care of the interests of the people. It is but 
natural that men of this kind should be found serving the cor 
rations, and they are true to nature and prove to be the most o 
dient timeservers. 

The people of California are a unit in their demands that the 
Government shall proceed and enforce the law. The Californian 
who fails to respond to this demand of his constituents will meet 
their disapproval when he returns to his home. He will misrepre- 
sent his people if he fails to record himself against any sort of a 
refunding bill. The voice of the people is loud and strong in its 
demand against any system of refunding. They do not ask it and,. 
on the contrary, they are strongly opposed to any and all meas- 
ures of this character. 

But above and beyond the expressed will of the ple is the 
knowledge of every Californian that the State has been pillaged 
and plundered by these legalized highwaymen until patience has 
ceased to become a virtue. Public sentiment is aroused, and 


every man knows that it is his duty as an individual to do his part 
in overthrowing the giant monopoly that has hung on the State 
like a leech for a generation and a half. The man who does not 
measure up at this time and fails to record his opposition to this 
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measure will be in time served with the following notice by an 
indignant et “Tried, and found wanting.” 
perso 


My views on railroads are well known. I believe the 
only solution of the transportation question is the absolute Gor- 
ernment ownership and operation of the railroads, And in this 
connection I am pleased to insert an editorial from the New York 
Journal of July 9: 

eee pact fares Dave Ley pada ge 

rates are so low as to astonis 

one of The di dng results of national ownership of railroads, which 
very recently brought about in Switzerland. : s 

At this 3 I will also insert an extract from Direct Legisla- 
tion, published by Eltweed Pomeroy: 

THE SWISS RAILROADS. 

O 1 General Du Bois reports from St. Gall that by 8.30 p. m. of Sunday, 
. 20, the news of the ia hadet pe on the purchase of tho railroads was 
made known in every town and city in the country. This news was given to 
the people by the Government absolutely free of , which demonstrates 
jmp ee aa has one ey the 3 stems m 1 753 wore lt is 

t rnment an ra 0 of a 0 ple. 
“The roads to bey urchased areas follows: Jura Simplon, Swiss Northeas' 


Swiss Central, United Swiss, and Gotthard. Never before in the history o 


the Republic has such a bitter contest been waged, and never before has the 


i a ares majority. 
. as being 185 cont of construction and equipment 
soe fron lo 84467800, 5 Northeast. $44,250,000; Swiss Central, $38,- 
Pn Uni Swiss, 815255 0 Gotthard, 000; total, $190,908,000. The 
total le s es, and the amount that the Government will haye to 
ee e 
3 past five years. The number of persons employed is about 25,000. 

I insert these clippings here to show to those who are honestly 
of the opinion that the Government can not handle the railroads 
of the country how it was accomplished in Switzerland, its 
beneficent effects, and their recognition by the greatest metropoli- 
tan journal in the country. A = 

Let all men who believe in the public ownership of public utili- 
ties be of good cheer. Never were the 5 2110 aroused on any 
question as they are to-day on this one. It will soon become 5 

ent to all men that we have in our midst an enemy to the pu 
ic weal that is greater than any foreign enemy we have ever come 
in contact with. When the time is ripe for the change it will 
come, and with as little opposition as was manifested when in the 
name of humanity the American people arose in their might and 
declared that Cuba should be free. 

All lines were obliterated. With one voice the means 
necessary were voted by Congress. As one man the people rushed 
forward to enroll themselves. And who could have stayed the 
onward movement of an awakened and soon Spey a people? So 
it will be again when with one voice the enlightened masses of 
the grandest civilization of this generation arise and with una- 
nimity and concert of action, acting in accord with that grand 
Swiss motto, One for all and all for one,” declare that private 
ownership of public utilities must be a thing of the past. And 
all men of all political parties will be animated with a spirit of 
patriotism, and will be found standing hand in hand ready with 
their ballots to free a nation from the bondage of plutocracy. 


[Mr. DE VRIES addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER TITANIA, 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask the gentleman from Illinois to yield to 
me in order that I may bring ap by unanimous consent from the 
Speaker's table the bill (S. 4847) to provide an American register 
for the steamer Titania. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield not exceeding three minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. In order to explain the necessity for the action 
which I desire, I would like to have read a letter from the Secre- 


of War. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 5, 1898. 
uest that American registry be granted to 
the steamer Titania, which the Department is anxious to charter for use as 
a transport to Manila. The vessel is owned by John Rosenfield & Sons, of 
San Francisco. This vessel has been poA on favorably by the Quarter- 
master’s Department, and a telegram ust been received from Major- 
General = commanding United States Volunteers, Department of the 
c, as follows: 
“The difficulty of obtaining transports makes it important that this ship 


3 R. A. ALGER, 
e ` 
85 0 Secretary of War. 
Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE, 
Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives. 


reduced within the 
travelers. This is 


Sin: Ihave the honor to 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Titania, owned by John 
Rosenfield & Sons, of San Francisco, Cal., citizens of the United States, to be 
registered as a vessel of the United States: Provided, That said steamer shall 
not hereafter engage in the coastwise trade of the Republic. 

There ere: f objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. MAGUIRE, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia — 5 FLEMING]. 

Mr. MING. Mr. Speaker, in five minutes it will be impos- 
sible to go into any detailed discussion of this amendment, I 
wish especially to enter my protest again on this floor, as I have 
done on one or two previous occasions, against the practice which 
the House is permitting the Senate to follow, of ingrafting new 


has | legislation upon nearly all our important appropriation bills. 


The Senate could not commit this outrage unless the House al- 
lowed itself to be forced into it. 

Now, think of it, Mr. Speaker. Here is a debt due to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States aggregating nearly $60,009,000, This 
House represents the people of this country in a sense in which 
the Senate does not represent them. We are closer in touch with 
the people. It is our duty not to lay down the responsibilities put 
upon us or to give them over into the hands of the Senate, but to 
discharge our own duty as it devolves upon us under the law. 
This House acts through regularly appointed committees, or ought 


to do so, 

There is a committee s lly appointed to take charge of all 
matters relating to these Pacific roads that were aided by the 
Government. And yet hereis a proposition affecting the $60,000,- 
000 which the Government of the United States is interested in 
in these roads, and that measure has never had a single moment 
of consideration by the committee especially appointed by the 
House to examine and report toe such matters. If any man 
has ever knocked at the doors of that committee, he has done it in 
some unofficial way. There never, so far as I know—and I am a 
member of the committee—there never has been one single word 
uttered in any meeting, regular or irr , of that committee 
indicating that this measure was to be t on the Congress at 
the closing hours of the session. ; 

I say, then, that we are getting into a most unfortunate method 
of legislation when we pemu a matter of this importance and of 
this character to come before the House from the Senate in this 
manner. Here is a deficiency bill carrying appropriations for 
war purposes, and yet we find tacked upon it the proposition that 
is now under discussion. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, does anyone believe that the Senators, or I 
may say that some single Senator, has taken on himself the per- 
sonal responsibility of putting this measure on this bill? 
anyone suppose that the interests of the road, or the officers in- 
terested in the control of the Pacific railroads, have not been in 
any way consulted? 

Does anyone believe that there was no cooperation between the 
members of the House and gentlemen in the Senate who seek to 
put the bill into the unfortunate attitude we now find it? Ido 
not believe so. I think it was done after consultation with some- 
body. I do not believe that every member of this House is igno- 
rant of the facts of the case. And I repeat again. that it isa 
breach of our parliamentary rules, it is an unfortunate method of 
legislation, that the committee, appointed by the House to inves- 
tigate the question at issue, has never for an instant had an op- 
portunity to give it any consideration whatever. 

Now, why should that be done? What reason can be given for 
it? Wecan have no better illustration against such a practice, 
Mr. Speaker, than we have had during the discussion yesterday 
and this afternoon. The gentleman from Vermont p r. POWERS] 
the chairmrn of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, rises in his 
place, and, as I understand his language, says that the road in 
question is not worth the amount of the debt due to the Govern- 
ment. He gives us no basis of fact or figures except his mere 
verbal statement. Of course, I understand his statement to be 
made in perfect poa faith. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
De VRIES}, on the other hand, a few moments made a state- 
ment on the floor of the House to the effect that the road is worth 
every dollar of the Government debt, and he presents facts and 
figures in support of the statement. 

Now, what is the House to do under thesecircumstances? Here 
is the chairman of the committee on the one side making a broad, 
unsupported statement, as I haye suggested, and here is the gen- 
tleman from California making a specific statement directly to 
the contrary and supporting it by facts and figures. If the matter 
had gone before the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, there are 
men on that committee who would have investigated it and got- 
ten at the truth and put that truth before the House, so that we 
could act with some knowledge of the facts. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what does the proposition before us amount 
to? Does anyone imagine that the Government of the United 
States under the bill is to get additional security for the debt? 
Not at all. You are simply providing means here for extending 
the payment of this debt over a period of ten years. Thelanguage 
of the proposition says that these commissioners may “ take such 
security as they may deem expedient.” Well, when the owners 
of the railroads come before them and say, ‘‘ We have no other or 
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no better security,” why, the commissioners are expected to say 
thatit is not expedient for us to get anything that we can not get. 

If the were to be given some additional securi 
for the debt, which the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS 
says is not properly secured, there would be some basis for the 
proposition. But this gives us no additional security. You will 
not get it, and this is simply an extension of the time. 

Furthermore, Mr. , if the language of the amendment 
is carefully read it be found that it does not cover even the 
debt of the Government. This Government since 1881, I think, 
has been paying the defaulted interest which the railroad com- | i y 
pany failed to pay. Am I correct in that? them as the Government treats all her ordinary debtors. 

Mr. MAG That is correct. The Government has been | TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


aying it. expired. 
8 Mr. FLEMIN G. Now, while the language here appears to cover hee. MAGUIRE. I trust the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
that, and appears to include the interest on these payments by the | CANNON] may now find somebody to speak on his side. Our time 
Government, it does not by any means accomplish that purpose, | is exhausted. 
The money the Government has paid out for the last eighteen or] Mr. CANNON. Is your time all gone? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. All gon 


twenty years in this manner will not draw a single solitary dollar e. 
of interest. Mr. CANNON. I am absolutely grief stricken, neartbroken, 


Why are you not satisfied to pursue with the Central Pacific 
and Western Pacific railroads the course that you pursued with 
the Union Pacific? The interests of the Government do not for- 
bid it. The interests of the Government are not opposed to it. 


5 the hammer fell.] and foot-sore. 
. MAGUIRE. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to! Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman might relieve his mind by 
yield any time now? 


1 us some more time. 

Mr. CANNON. L have yielded to you ten minutes. I yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] such time as he wants, 
not to exceed twenty or twenty-five minutes. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to go 
over the vast field of discussion involved in the proposition to ac- 
cept the terms of the Senate amendment. I feel bound to state 

y my own position upon this subject, and I do it with entire 
2 t ae the arguments that have been presented upon the 
other side. 

I differ with one gentleman who has addressed the House this 
afternoon in his un ding that this is a matter of California 
interest. Ihave no doubt that certain phases of this question do 
more largely interest certain 8 from California, and, 
indeed, — of the people of California, more directly and per- 
haps, I might say, more acutely than they interest any equal 
number of citizens of the country at large. 

But my proposition is that this is a question for the people of 
the United States. It was the le of the United States who 
contributed the money that built these Pacific railroads. They 
were built, as the gentleman from Borat (tea Mr. Grow] ver: 
ably said this afternoon, for the benefit of the country at large. It 
was not done to open up a channel of communication or traffic 
with the people of ornia; and while there is due to the people 
of California the care of administrative wisdom In the 
Congress of the United States, there is also due from the 
duty to look well to the condition and interests of the whole coun- 


long ago ceased to have the slightest respect for the carpin. 

criticism against the manner in which these roads were built, the 
cost of the roads, and the individual misappropriations of re- 
sources about which we have heard so much for the last twenty- 
five years, They are matters that have ceased to be important to 
the people of the United States; they are matters that justly have 
been ys, jee to the past. There never was any considerable 
amount of justice in the complaints that were made. There never 
was 10 per cent of justice in the abuse that was heaped upon the 
men who constructed these roads. I know that the ee that 
I will suggest for a moment has not a very great amount of 
weight, but it is a fair contrast with the attacks that are con- 
stantly made upon the men who went forth as pioneers in this 
mighty enterprise and builded these railroads, 

I do not believe that there is a man living to-day who does be- 
lieve that there would have been any great continental railroad 
to the Pacific Ocean but for the men who builded these railroads 
under a system that enabled them to build these roads at the time, 
and that California, with its mighty possibilities, with the other 
States that we call the Pacific slope, would have been as com- 
pletely cut off from intercourse that they enjoy to-day with the 
poopie of the United States, and thus with the people of the world, 
as though they had been at Honolulu or any other place in the 
Pacific Ocean. 

I know the answer will come to me, and it will be at once sug- 

ested, “‘ Then how does it happen that since that time other roa 
ve been constructed without being aided by the United States 
Government?” It has come simply from the fact that we always 
see, 3 that the construction of one great line of railroad 
brings about the construction of another great line of railroad. 
But the men who went forth and pierced these mountains and 
carried not only the steel and the cars, but carried civilization and 
litical connection with the United States to the Pacific Ocean, 
id for those Western slopes that which posterity, some time 
when the ons of the sand lot shall have passed away, will do 
justice to the memory of these men in regard to these transactions. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, it sounds like a tale of Arabian Nights to 


Mr. CANNON. Not now. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, it appears that if any substan- 
tial argument is to be made on the other side in favor of this re- 
funding proposition it is to be made by the gentleman from Iowa 

A eee who is to speak after our time is exhausted. We 
therefore have no opportunity to reply. This is a method of 
procedure quite in keeping with the whole plan adopted to secure 
the passage of this measure. No argument can be made in favor 
of it that will not be specious or that would not be easily answered 
if opportunity for answer were given. It is the purpose of those 
in charge of the amendment to give no such opportunity for 
answer. 

This measure, sir, is not required by the interests of the country. 
It is not required by any interest that deserves a moment's con- 
sideration at the hands of the House. The gentleman from Penn- 

lyania [Mr. Grow] presented the only real ground upon which 
the passage of the measure is sought or urged, namely, as a favor to 
Mr. ng or ar and his associates. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvani l . GROW] thinks the favor ought to be granted them 
and frankly places his 9 of the measure on that ground. 
How is this favor asked o ? Is it asked openly, upon a 
proposition or a statement tous? No; itis asked secretly, 
privately, whispered into the ears of men who are expected to 
urge Congress to grant it, without disclosing why it is sought 
oF i the se —5 that have been urged in favor of granting 

the argumen ve been in favor 

this extension, this refunding arrangement, to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, were urged in favor of the Union Pacific 
scheme—in favor of both the Union and the Central—and were 
repudiated by this House twice in two successive Congresses. 

very public officer who has officially investigated the matter, 
every public officer charged with acquiring knowl: and com- 
municating it to the Government, has recommended that fore- 
closure, and not refunding, should be the method adopted. 

I am aware that Messrs. Anderson and Littler, of the Pacific 
Railway Commission, originally recommended refunding, while 
Governor Pattison, chairman of that commission, opposedit. But 
Mr, Anderson, upon further and fuller consideration and study of 
the subject as a Government director of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road, and after a larger experience in railroad matters, came be- 
fore the Committees on Pacific Railroads of both Houses in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress and recommended foreclosure as against 
refunding. 

The 8 of the Interior under the last Administration, Mr. 
Smith, himself a great railroad lawyer, a man of experience in 
dealing with railroad properties, originally predisposed toward 
refunding, investigated the matter, and in his testimony before 
the House committee in the Fifty-fourth Congress and in his an- 
nual report recommended foreclosure as against refunding. 

Stuyvesant Fish, the ident of the Ilinois Central Railroad, 
was called as a witness before the House committee in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, and when asked for his opinion as to the proper 
method of dealing with these roads, said in substance: The busi- 
ness method of dealing with them is to foreclose the Government 
mortgages, clear the titles, reduce the property, if necessary, to 

session, and offer it for sale with a clear title. You will then 
ve no trouble. 

That method was pursued in the case of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road. It was in that case pursued against all the predictions, all 
the bugaboo warnings, that are here presented against the pur- 
suitof that course with the Central Pacific. In the Union Pacific 
case it was highly successful. It realized all the expectations and 
assurances of those who knew that that great trunk railway would 
not go begging for purchasers if it were offered at foreclosure sale. 


1898. 


hear truthful stories of the enterprise with which the work was 
put. forward in those days; and now when we are ee 
mere matter of business here, a matter in which the people of 
whole United States are deeply interested, we are always con- 
fused, and our councils are always confused, by assaults made 
upon somebody. A gentleman on the other side has reread the 
oft-told story of the ati ort of the House of Representatives 
and of the Senate; thato readbare, worm-eaten report that 
has ceased to have a shadow of respect in the estimation of the 
American people is brought forth to do duty again, its old hulk 
8 of its barnacles, a new coat of paint put upon it, and it 
is worked over again. They came to us during the Fifty-fourth 
Congress; they came to us until I thought the Post-Office Depart- 
ment ought to have protected the Con, of the United States 
5 constant iteration of the old threadbare falsehoods. 
That stream of pollution suddenly ceased. I have no disposi- 
tion now to say anything connected with anybody individually 
concerned aboutit. But I was sure it would terminate either in 
a penal or a beneyolent institution, and it did terminate in a be- 
neyolent institution. I thought the author of it was certainly 
insane or criminal, or both, and it turned out that way. Sympa- 
thy is due to him rather than animosity, for I understand he is an 
inmate of an insane asylum, and I should not wonder if there are 
others who are constantly harping on calumny who may some 
time or other meet the same fate. It is a great risk for a man to 
constantly say the same thing right through. A parrot can doit, 
but human nature is affected unfavorably by it. [Laughter.] 
When I first came to Congress I came with the impression that 
of all the men on earth the greatest of all the sinners, even greater 
than those ‘‘on whom the tower in Siloam fell,” were the four 
great contractors who largely built the Pacific railroad. Three 
of them are dead and gone to their accounts. One of them is left. 
I do not know him well; I only know him by sight. I have 
studied his career and character, and, Mr. Speaker, I am not 
afraid to stand in the American Con and repeat, as well as I 
can, the sentiment, if notthe words, of one of the most distinguish 
Senators of the United States, who challenged the American peo- 
ple to produce the equal in all that makes up greatness of char- 
acter in the direction in which that man has made his way. 
Coming from the humblest source in New England, he has 
fought his way through to a position of distinguished eminence 
in this country and fo such a character for commercial en- 
terprise and, in my humble judgment, in financial integrity, that 
the shafts of envy fall at his feet without the power to penetrate 
the armor that has grown up about him. Employing more men 
to-day than any other man in the United States, paying more 
money on the pay roll of laborers than any other man in the 
United States, not content with the mighty enterprises he has put 
through to the Pacific Ocean, in the storm that howls around him 
based, as I think, from the misconception of conditions which wi 
pass away in the future, he stands to-day the foremost man of all 
the p= leaders of that mighty industry that to-day is making 
and made the United States of America the proudest nation 
on earth since the dawn of the sun on the 4th of July, 1770. [Ap- 


lause. 

į Not l ntent with his own country, notwithstanding his ad- 
vanced age, he is devising mighty enterprises in the sister Repub- 
lic of Mexico, and to-day I challenge the man, great or small, that 
will say that Collis P. Huntington ever forfeited his word of 
honor or ever: failed to comply with his contract with the men 
with whom he has dealt, from the humblest individual up to the 
mightiest. His railroad has never been in default until now. 
Through storms that have swept over this country he has stood 
like a Gibraltar of financial protection to the mighty enterprises 
with which his name has been associated. 


or whether they come from gi ata that have grown up out 
of political consideration, or whether they are the marshaling of 
the false cohorts of political ambition in the great contest which 
the country is engaged, while the individuals attacked ought to 
become insignificant. 

Year after year this controversy comes; year after year we have 
the opinions offered on the other side: year after year we are seak- 
ingasettlement. Now, the wisdom of this committee of ours, that 
I honor, that I respect, have come to a conclusion; and the conclu- 
sion, if carried out, will take out of the domain of controversy 
here on this floor this whole question. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me a 
question at this 1 5 t? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Whatcommitteehas recommended this meas- 


ure? 
Mr, GROSVENOR. The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
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priations of this House has moved to concur in the Senate amend» 
m 


e 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Well, then, give him the credit of it, 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. Iam authorized to state that your repre- 
sentative in the Senate consented to the distinct compromise that 


is involved in this 3 
Mr. MAGUIRE. The Recogp shows that he was absent from 
the Senate at the time it was up, and that when he entered 


the Senate Chamber, while the matter was under consideration, 
he stated on the floor of the Senate that he was opposed to it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But there was a unanimous report of the 


committee, 
Mr. MAGUIRE. Oh, he was not on the committee, 
Mr. GROSVENOR, There was a unanimous vote in the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I think there was no roll call, but he stated 
on the floor that he was 1 to it. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me a 
moment to ask a question of the gentleman from California? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to ask the gentleman from California 
if he was not present at a conference, and did he not fix the time 
which is mentioned as the limitation in this amendment? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I was pes when the question was raised 
as to whether there should be any limit of time in the case of the 
peewee? ot this measure in the Senate, and twenty years was sug- 
gested, my opinion was asked, and I said if such a measure should 
pass ten years would be ample; but I repudiated then, as I now 
repudiate, the passing of this measure or of any refunding meas- 
ure whatever. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, I feel that I am tres- 
passing on the time of the gentleman from Iowa, and I will close 
in a moment. I have examined the parliamentary conditions that 
environ this amendment in the Senate, and I state to the House of 

resentatives that upon that investigation I find sour a single 
on. 

So Iam authorized to say that it comes here clothed with the 
entire and unanimous voice of the Senate of the United States, 
and this after all the long controversy which we have had! Is 
there no patriotism in the Senate? Is there no wisdom in these 
committees? Are we afraid to trust our interests in matters of 
such complication as this to the men who have carefully and 
studiously considered these questions during all these years? Are 
we always to keep open these causes of irritation? Are we always 
to seize upon beige Fae eee to make of them stalking horses 
for the purpose of influencing political action? 

I have said nothing unjust or unfair of any man, If the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] who has so persistently 
opposed this compromise desires to keep the question open, he has 
a perfect right to do so; but the people of the United States and 
the House of Representatives are called upon to say whether or 
not under all the circumstances the adoption of the pending pro- 
vision is not the best thing that we can do. I quite agree with 
the very emphatic declaration of the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations of this House, who, after giving 
this measure every possible consideration, comes here with a f 
knowledge of all the circumstances to say to the representatives 
of the American people, this is the best that can be done. Iagree 
with him in asking that without further amendment we get rid 
of the last appropriation bill of the second session of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress and prepare ourselves for that which is before us. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield fifty minutes to the gentleman from 

r. Ste a E 

Mr, HEPBURN. . Speaker, many things have been injected 
into this debate which in my judgment do not legitimately belong 
toit. The proposition before the House is a very amy pes one, and, 
notwithstanding the complaints made by the gentleman from 
California, it is one that in its essence and substance has received 
very much of the attention of the House. Probably no one ques- 
tion of all those which have been before the House during the 
last three Congresses has been more fully discussed or is better 
understood than this. The proposition isasimpleone. We have 
to-day a delinquent debtor, one who owes, or will shortly owe, 
the Government $59,000,000. To secure that sum we have avery 
inadequate security. In order to avail ourselves of that securi 
it will be necessary that the Government should make an expend- 
iture of nearly or quite $27,000,000 additional. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Let me correct the gentleman. He should be 
aware that under the law there is a large sinking fund against the 
4500000 bonds as well as the Government bonds some 

2 7 td 

Mr. HEPBURN. The sinking fund has been subtracted in the 
computation that I have made. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Oh, no; that is an entire mistake. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I prefer not to get into a controversy with 
the gentleman. This road owes the Government $59,000,000. 
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There is a sinking fund of some $7,000,000, and there is a judg- 
ment, or a series of judgments, in favor of the Southern Pacific 
Company against the Government PRAE A to 9 two mil- 
lions or two millions and a half more. Now, Mr. Speaker, we 
can not acquire this property without an expenditure and a loss 
of $86,000, That is the situation now. As-security for this 
immense sum we haye a lien upon 860 miles of railway—not what 
is commonly known as the Central Pacific Railway connecting 
the city of Ogden on the east with the city of San Francisco on 
the west. We have not that, because we have not a lien upon the 
5 miles of road leading into the city of Ogden, and we have no 
lien upon that portion of the Central Pacific road that extends 
from Sacramento to San Francisco or Oakland. 

We have as our security a road that starts from no place and 
runs to no place—starting 5 miles west of Ogden and reaching 
the little town of San Jose. Five hundred miles of that road run 
through the wilderness of Nevada. Remember, there are less 
than 45,000 people, men, women, and children, in the whole State 
of Nevada. Those 500 miles do not furnish local traffic enough to 
this road to pay for the oil and the waste with which the axles are 
greased. That is the character of our security. The debt, I 
claim, will be more than $100,000 a mile upon the whole length of 
the road. The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. ate bow, had 
the frankness to say that in his judgment the road could be du- 
plicated for a vastly less sum than $100,000 a mile. - 

Now we find the gentleman from California reproducing against 
this proposition the arguments of Dennis Kearney of twenty years 
ago, The gentleman in all his three hours of assault upon this 
proposition has said nothing that Dennis Kearney had not long 
ago said—perhaps said quite as well. He has simply reproduce 
the arguments of that celebrated California statesman. e gen- 
tleman is undoubtedly familiar with all of them. Three times in 
this Congress we have heard the gentleman make the same argu- 
ment on this subject. He ought to make it. He is indebted to 
this road more than any other man in California, Four times he 
has ridden the road into Congress; and many say that it is within 
the limits of the gentleman's expectation to ride it into the guber- 
natorial office of California. 

Ido not know how that is, but I believe as firmly as I believe 
in my existence that if this ee come here to-day and 
offer to lay down at the Treasury the $59,000,000 of its indebted- 
ness, the gentleman from California would find some reason why 
the offer should not be accepted until after the election of next 
November. [Laughter and applause.] He knows a good horse 
when he sees it, He knows a well-gaited animal after he has rid- 
den it, and he is too familiar with all the gaits and paces of this 
animal, and all of the abilities that it possesses, to surrender it 
without a “kick.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, the selfishness of the 8 ment is apparent 
to everybody, and must be. First, the gentleman asserts, I am 
told somewhere, mildly, that he is a Democrat.“ [Laughter.] 
I undertake to say, and think I can prove the assertion, that the 
gentleman isa Populist. I undertake to say that there is no Er 
osition in the creed of Populism that the gentleman does not su 
scribe to, without it is possibly the subtreasury scheme, and 
whether or not he subscribes to both branches of that I do not 
know. 

Let me read from the Populist platform: 

Transportation being a means of exchange and a public necessity, the 
Government should own and operate the railroads. 

That is the 1 position on that question. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It is not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, with a slight modification. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. With a very great modification. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman wants to give the power to 
the Government to own the roads and keep them in repair, but 
to let the people of California themselves operate in their own 
interest this particular road. That is his position and platform. 

The 8 from Nevada [Mr. NRWLANDS], while ps 
not being a Populist, has confessed that he has been looking to 
the selfish interest of his own State of Nevada. He wants some- 
thing done so that there will be a rival road to the Sonthern 
Pacific. And I have a right to assume from his ar ent that 
he is in the same position as the gentleman from California. He 
would not be willing for the Central Pacific pens to come in and 
pay the whole of this debt. He would not be willing to allow 
them to be relieved from thestatusof debtors to the United States 
Government. That would not meet his purposes, because the 
same want of rivalry would still exist and the same lack of com- 
petition would exist, and there would be no advantage to his peo- 
ple. There would be no change in these onerous charges, wharf- 
age dues and harbor charges now existing, that he says the 

ple of California have put upon their own commerce, driving 
it away from their t port, and making it necessary for the 
Government of the United States to come to their aid and rescue. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not yet heard a man in whose judgment I 

would place any reliance say that in his opinion he believes that 


if these roads were sold out by auction there would be a bidder 
that would or could discharge the indebtedness of the Govern- 
ment. The gentleman tells us in a mazy and unsubstantial way 
that the stockholders of the Central Pacific Railroad stand ready to 
pay this debt. Do you believe it? Has one of them been named? 
he suggested anyof them? What one of them is now solvent, 
whose obli 
written, w 
Not one. 

The gentleman told the House here that the stock of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad was a paying stock;” and he intended, ap- 
parently, to stop at that pains and create the impression on the 
part of the House that it was a valuable stock. And yet when 
thestatementis challenged he blandly says, Why, it paid one-fourth 
of 1 per cent last January and one-fourth of 1 per cent recently! 
That is to say, one-half per cent in all; indicating a stock that 
would be worth 8 cents on the dollar. 

There are $80,000,000 of this stock, and while that to-day could 
be bought for $7,000,000, if there were anyone so crazy as to take 
adyan of the offer and become a purchaser, would any man 
or set of men, having an interest of that kind and having the 
means to doit, putinto such a purchase $59,000,000, aye, $86,000,000, 
of money in order to save the $7,000,000? And yet that is the kind 
of argument that gentlemen are making to the House in connec- 
tion with their opposition to this matter. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, for the last thirteen years the earnings of 
this road have been less than one and one-half million of dollars 
annually. I repeat, for thirteen years past. 

Mr. LOVE. You mean the ne a 

Mr. HEPBURN. The net earnings. They have fallen in asin- 
gle year to $1,010,000, and yet the gentleman tells us blandly that 
the stockholders of the road stand ready to do this tremendous 


work, and pay this money! 

Mr. Speaker, if the people of California are groaning so much 
under the burdens and exactions of this r if they are so 
monopoly ridden as they are said to be, are there no enterprisin 
men in that vast State to relieve them by securing a new outlet 

If the burdens were what the gentlemen tell us they are, if they 
were speaking the sentiments of the people of California, if they 
were declaiming for the business and commercial interests of that 
great empire State, a dozen of the men of wealth of that State 
would at once relieve them from this incubus. When have the 
men of California ever held back when the interests of that State 
were in jeopardy? Where have they ever failed to pour out their 
capital in order to accomplish great results of vast beneficence to 
the State? Never. It is an assault upon the patriotism, the wis- 
dom, the business sense of all of that great community when gen- 
tlemen make the charge that they do, that they have supinely laid 
down under all the crimes and exactions that they char 
this company. Thatis not the kind of men who live in California, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Let me say that the people of California have 
paralleled one of the roads of the Southern Pacific Company, and 
will probably parallel another if necessary. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘Ithankthee, Jew, for that word.“ [Laugh- 
ter.] It demolishes the only argument the 8 has 0. 
They have relief within their own hands. They themselves are 
capable of relieving the Government from the necessity of again 
coming to the aid of California. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, I can remember something of the controver- 
sies of the old days about this road. In 1853 the agitation first 
began. In my own State, in the city of Dubuque, the home of 
my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON], the first piwie meeting ever held 
in the United States for the agitation of this question was held 
years and years ago; but in the old time before the war the rival- 
ries of the sections, the desire to have the road located in territory 
that might be slave territory or territory that might be free, 
balked all the efforts of the friends of the measure. It was only 
after the Republican party became dominant that it was seriously 
considered with the hope of bringing it to a successful issue. It 
was then that the act of 1862 passed, giving an immense t of 
land, but I remember that no man would put money into it. For 
two years it languished, 

The organization was made, I think, at Cleveland, witha gentle- 
man from my own State, General Curtis, at its head, in Septem- 
ber, 1862. No one would subscribe to the stock. It was thought 
to be a gigantic enterprise. Let California and Californians were 
clamoring night and day that the Government should come to 
their rescue. They were talking then as the same class of gentle- 
men are talking now with regard to the Nicaragua Canal. If that 
is built, if thirty years from now you gentlemen from California 
want to ride that as a political issue, will you then begin your 
denunciations of the projectors of it as you now do of those men 
who projected and carried to a splendid success this enterprise of 
which we are talking, which you then wanted infinitely more than 
you want the Nicaragua Canal now? 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, in such assaults and diatribes as the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] hasindulged in with regard 


tions would be worth the paper on which it has been 
o would charge himself with a promise of that kind? 
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to this measure there is little to commend the other measure to 
the attention of thoughtful men. He now is the assailant of all 
those who made this a splendid success, If a political emergency 
arises after a while, will not those men who are now urging upon 
the attention of Congress the necessity of the Nicaragua Canal, 
so that the wheat of California and the Pacific coast may find a 
ready market—will they not be the objects of assault, vituperation, 
and vindictive abuse? a 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from California was somewhat 
inconsistent in a remark which he frequently repeated. I think 
he said four times that no argument had yet been made upon this 
side of the question, and yet the gentleman consumed tWo hours 
and three-quarters of his time himself in repelling arguments in 
favor of this bill, either the arguments advanced or the arguments 
written in the bill itself. And, Mr. Speaker, I think that if poli- 
tics could be eliminated from this matter in this Chamber, as it 
was in the other, we should hear little objection here. And I 
make the averment here that there was no dissent in the other 


body. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I present the Recorp to the gentleman to 
show that Senator WHITE was present and did consent to every 
amendment, and did not vote against the bill. 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. Such was the parliamentary status of this 
measure that a single objection would have prevented it from 
going upon the bill, and no objection was made. And I make 
the further statement—1 can not go further, however, than to say 
that the gentleman from California was present, and that he aided 
in the preparation of the language of the amendment. 

Mr. RY. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa 
yield to the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. TERRY. I suggest to the Speaker that a gentleman over 
here was called down yesterday for referring to what took place 
in the Senate. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand 
that the 3 from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] quoted any part of 
the speeches in the Senate. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to say that if it is in order to refer to 
those things, I desire 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order. 

e HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I apologize to my friend from 

Gentlemen tell us in effect that they are unwilling to vote for 
this proposition, because they are unwilling to trust the three 
men who will be the servants of Congress in effecting this settle- 
ment. Who are they? The Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the Attorney-General, all their action to be 
oy, and approved by the President of the United States. 

hey will not, they say in effect, trust these men. Yet suppose 
we adopt the method the gentleman wants? Suppose we resort 
to the precarious plan of a foreclosure suit? In the ordinary way 
no man can tell until the day of sale what the price offered will 
be, so that in all human probability some one representing the 
President of the United States would do as they did in the settle- 
ment of the case of the Union Pacific. What was done there? 
Under President Cleveland’s authority an agreement was made 
that a certain bidder should bid a certain sum. Now, these same 
men that the gentleman will not trust raised that bid, secured it 
being raised, so that the whole sum due from the Union Pacific 
road was secured to the Government. Is that not an earnest of 
their good faith and their trustworthy character? Fite: 

But again, Mr. Speaker, the bill that we are considering is bet- 
ter than that method, because they might under foreclosure 
agree to accept a less bid, as they did in the case of the Kansas 
Pacific, that the gentleman has been eloquent about. There they 
had all the power, and with all the power and duty imposed upon 
them that now exists they consented to — a sum $6,000,000 or 
some millions less than the amount due the United States. 

But under the provisions of this bill they can not do that. This 
measure provides that they must secure the full sum of indebted- 
ness. Is it not a better proposition? Oh, but the gentlemen say 
we will have no additional security! How do you know? Whois 
authorizedtosaythat? These commissioners of ours will be armed 
with all the power of the United States in its negotiations. They 
are as much interested in the interest of the United States as the 
gentleman from California, environed as he is just now by per- 
sonal and by State interests. I would rather trust them event 
him, and I would trust him with any matter that was not a polit- 


seat, MAGUIRE. Gur confidence is mutual. 


Mr. HEPBURN. We fix the sum that they shall receive. We 
give them no opportunity to say that we will accept a bid of 
$5,000,000 less or $10,000,000 less or $40,000,000 less, but the whole 
sum, principal and interest—the whole sum, and not deferred 
ten years. One payment of nearly $3,000,000 and interest, if this 
settlement should be made to-day, would probably be made on 
the ist day of next January, and another $3,000,000 on the ist 


day of July; and so it would go on adding $6,000,000 more in the 

of the United States every year for the ten years. But 
gentlemen, as I have suggested, say, We will have no better 
security.” 

I do not know whether we will or not; but I do know when the 
funding bill was before this House parties in interest—parties stat- 
ing what they would proffer to do—proposed to give to the Govern- 
ment a mortgage upon 9,000 miles of railway when they have got 
to-day a second mortgage on 860 miles. They proposed to give us 
then a mortgage on 9,000 miles. Is not that better? Oh, but they 
say, “This is not a first mortgage.” True, it is not; that is ad- 
mitted. But is that we have a first mortgage? That we would 

et, while perhaps not equal mile for mile with the amount we 
ave, yet in the grand gate of it all, in my judgment—and 
I by the authority of some who are conversant with the sub- 
ject—our grand aggregate of security would be more than quad- 
rupled. Is not that an advantage? But, Mr. S er, mind you, 
this measure that I am advocating now is an additional remedy. 

Mr. CANNON. Just a moment; before the gentleman leaves 
that branch of the subject let me make a su; ion to him and 
see if Iam right. In addition to this authority that is given to 
the President and three Cabinet officers, they are not restricted 
to security from the Southern Pacific road. ey may negotiate 
under this grant of power with the Rock Island road, with the 
Northwestern road, with the Union Pacific Railroad, with any- 
body upon the round earth that will come and seek to make a ne- 
gotiation by and through the stockholders of the Central Pacific. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, A reading of the bill will show that that isa 


mistake. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; a reading of the bill does not show 
that is a mistake. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly it is true, Mr. Speaker, that any 
connecting line that wants. to establish a connection with this 
road can be permitted to furnish that security that with the other 
securities osi the commission be regarded as amply sufficient. 

Mr. STUR ANT. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. I would like to ask a question for infor- 
mation. Is there anything to prevent these companies from 
making the arrangement with the United States now? 

Mr. BURN. The commissioners have no power in the 
world to doit. We are limited now to the right of foreclosure 
only. Now, by this bill we do not lose the right of foreclosure, 
but we gain the other possible means of settlement through the 
commissioners. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. Doesthe gentleman believe that after the 
company has run for thirty years and run behind they can pay 
the debt in ten 8 8 8 and pay $6,000,000 a year besides? 

Mr. HEPBURN, I do not know. Iknow we do not put our- 
selves in any worse position than we now are. Remember, under 
the methods we now have of foreclosure, it is the President of the 
United States that must act; remember that under the method 
that is pro in this bill it is the President of the United States 
that must y approve and act. 

In either instance it is the President that is the high contract- 
ing party, and if this measure fails, if they fail to secure such a 
settlement next week, or next month, or in that time that the 
President regards as ample for trial, he will terminate the nego- 
tiations, and then we have all of the rights of foreclosure, and 
fore it is possible to foreclos2. You can not foreclose now. The 


debt is not due now, and you have to wait until the ist of January 


before you can foreclose. Everything that can be done under this 
bill may be and ought to be done before the last day of this year. 
So we are losing nothing and we are gaining this possibility. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. Ishould like to ask one more question. 
Is it the railroad companies that are asking this extension? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know. I never heard any human 
being speak on the subject of this bill. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. How can you expect men to vote fora 
proposition of this kind when the men who owe the debt are not 
themselves asking for the extension? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The great trouble heretofore, my friend, is 
that these gentlemen who have tried to get some proposition have 
said, “Ah, the railroad company is lobbying this matter: they are 
at your ears all the time; they are pulling your coat tails the 
time.” Now that no one is here, the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, in his superior wisdom, makes that as a final and fatal objec- 
tion. (Laugh sir My friend from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] 
says the railroad lobbyists are here, my friend on the other side 
says, ‘‘There are no railroad lobbyists here, and hence I will not 
support this measure.” [Laughter.] 

r.STURTEVANT. Mr. Speaker, my judgment is that it i 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, I do not want you to make a speech; I 
have got the time. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. Yes, you have got the time. =- 

Mr. HEPBURN. I mean to say that I ought to have it. 
[Laughter.] 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 6, 


Mr. STURTEVANT, I want some reason why I should vote 
for this measure. : J 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, listen to me, I have been trying to 
give you some, f 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to suggest to my colleague, 
for the information of my friend from Pennsylvania . STUR- 
_ TEVANT], that if the Government has this vast amount of money 

to look after, it has the right to look after it in this way. Weare 
the ones interested for the Government. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe there is a party 
in this country that is looking to the 8 operation of 
railroads. I have read from the platform of Populist party 
the last utterance they have indulged in. They say they want the 
Government not only to own, but to operate all the railways in 
United States. My friend from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] adopts 
their theory with a modification of hisown. Of course he can not 
adopt the theory of anybody without a modification of his own. 
E He is so constituted that he only finds excellence in 

ought where it emanates from his own brain—I mean superior, 
sublimated excellence. [Laughter.] : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what does that proposition involve? This 
step of foreclosure adyocated by the opponents of the pending 
measure is the first step to secure operation and ownership of 
roads by the Government. The Populist would rather, in 
my judgment, lose every dollar of this claim of the Government 
than to fail in initiating the ent of the ownership and 
operation by the Government of the Central Pacific road. I think 
Tam safe in saying that they would regard it asa wise and benefi- 
cent thing if they could secure the ownership and operation of this 
road by Government as an experiment, even if it was at the 
cost and loss of the entire debt due the United States of $59,000,000 


and of the overlying mortgage of $27,000,000. 
A Mr. CASTLE. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield for aques- 
ion? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would rather not; I have but little time. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, what does that involve? There are 185,000 
miles of railway in the United States, capitalized at eleven and 
one-half billion dollars. Suppose, for the sake of argument, that 
they are worth one-half of thatsum. There are five and three- 
quarters billion dollars. How are we to become the owners of 
that vast property? Certainly, by purchase. I can not believe 
that even with the advanced ideas of my friend from California 
he would be willing that the Government should steal these roads 
from their owners. [Laughter.] He would not do that; he de- 
sires that compensation should be made. How? By bonds? Oh, 
no; the gentleman is not in favor of ‘‘ mortgaging future genera- 


Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would rather not. 

Mr. SIMPSON. A little short question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I will yield for a “little short” one. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman spoke of the Populists being 
in favor of Government ownership of railroads. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ownership and operation. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, woul 
railroads should run the Government rather than 
ment run the railroads? [Laughter and noan] 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is a very old “c. ut” from my nau- 
tical friend. 

Mr. SIMPSON. You have given us a lot of chestnuts.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I have given you no chestnut, except 
where I have quoted from your platform. Rese) 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman has quoted from what he called 
our platform. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know whether it is aos platform or 
not. The copy from which I read I borrowed from the gentle- 
man from Kansas a little while ago. I asked him for the latest, 
and I understood that he gaveit to me. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The platform is all right; those ‘‘ chestnuts” 
are not worm-eaten like those of the Republican platform. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker, this money must be raised 
in some way. How? Undoubtedly the gentleman would say by 
taxation, because he is not in favor of bondissues. But in some 
way we have to get the roads. Then what? Those roads are op- 
erated by an army of employees numbering 700,000 men. Con- 
nected with them are the telegraphers—75,000 more. Here is an 
army of 775,000 more officeholders that the tleman wants to 
have authorized. We have now in the United States 150,000 offi- 
cial positions that perplex a great many worthy gentlemen won- 
derfully. The gentleman from California wants to call into 
existence 775,000 more. How shall we get along with a civil 
service of that kind? 

Mr. S. , think of the other infinite difficulties that would 
arise. mtlemen say that these railroads must be ina 
nonpartisan way. But how can you accomplish that? it pos- 
sible? In a republic where party government prev: where par- 
ties do govern, where parties must govern, where they always 

govern as long as we have our form of government, how 


the Govern- 


the gentleman prefer that the 


will you remove the management of this great interest from po- 
litical affairs? Every man who has given thought to the subject 
port trans tn an impossibility in the way of accomplishing 
0 
But how would you operate roads without givi litical 
reference to political friends? The men who woul be ak the 
Bead would have their political affiliations. They would direct 
and color the operations and movements of all below them. Even 
the station agent would have his political friends and his methods 
of discrimination. S there is acar famine. The station 
agent, a Republican, hasa ublican friend who wants to crowd 
his wheat into the market. at Republican friend would have 
a preference; or if the station agent and his friends were Pop- 
ulists, the Populist would have the preference. 

There are different characters of carsfor the shipment of stock— 
some more desirable, some less. Preferences would be given in 
this respect. Then, again, how long would it be before discrimi- 
nations of another character would be made? I can remember 
the time when the postage charges of the United States were 
fixed in a rational way, when a man sending a letter paid for the 
service that he got. It his letter was to be carried 100 miles, he 
paid so much; if the Government was at the ex of carrying 
it 1,000 miles, he paid an additional compensating sum. But it 
was said, “This is not fair; we must adjust postage rates upon a 
different basis, The remote sections must have discrimination in 
their favor.“ 

And so, with the stress of politics and with the exigencies press- 
ing upon politicians, there came the present system. Now, if the 
Government operated the railroads, as the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia and the gentleman from Kansas propose, how long would 
it be before those gentlemen would be insisting that the Govern- 
ment must treat all its citizens alike; that the man living a thou- 
sand miles away from the center of trade should not be discrim- 
inated against, but should have the same facilities and should get 
his product to market at the same charge as the favored one iy: 
ing within a stone's throw of the 5 

We know, Mr. Speaker, that there is liability, possibility, prob- 
ability, of all these questions coming up, and itis upon that route, 
it is in that direction, that the gentleman from California is urg- 
ing us to proceed at the present time. He wants to force the 
Government into such a position as to “avoid criticism and 
‘avoid charges of scandal,” and for that end that it shall bid in 
these roads; and when we do that, what facilities would we have 
for their use? I ask, what facilities? What is the Government to 
do, for instance, with d to State traffic that is under the con- 
trol of the State itself? belongs to the State and is a State 
function. The gentleman from ifornia would have the Gov- 
ernment take from the State the instrumentalities by which that 
traffic is now being conducted and governed. Certainly, Mr. 
Speaker, we are being advised to enter upon an exceedingly un- 
wise course. 

Now we have the opportunity to close out this vexed question 
for all time. We have the opportunity to strip the gentleman 
from California of much of his political. 


A Mzunzn. Capital. ns Sy 

2 ( inuing). I was going to say thunder, 
8 But I do not think he has clothed himself with thun- 
er. 


i ughter and sopal But it will take from him one 
of his best political methods. I want to do that much. I do not 
want harm to come to my friend in any way. I do not want to 


place any impediment in his way, nor do I want him now or 
again to use this means 5 ends. Let us wipe out the 
Whole vexed question and it out of politics for all time. I 
believe we can do it by the wise provision of this bill. 

Gentlemen say that the provision is not aptly drawn. To my 
mind that is not correct. It gives the commissioners every needed 
power, and it gives them no power that is not needed. It carefully 
reserves and guards every power that we now possess. It is 
simply an auxiliary measure to that which has heretofore been 
adopted. It simply puts the machinery in motion. It adopts the 
machinery of to-day. It does nothing else and takes nothing 
from that machinery. It simply suspends the power of foreclo- 
sure for a reasonable period. I say ‘‘suspends,” but I ought not to 
say that, for the power of foreclosure does not now exist. While 
it is true that under all circumstances as they exist we might 
begin foreclosure proceedings, yet as a matter of fact we could 
not make such i effective for many months to come; 
and before that time we will, under the provisions of this amend- 
ment, affect a settlement of the vexed question. 

Suppose we can get the money, the whole of it, with 3 per cent 
interest, in ten 8 Can anyone claim that that is a loss to the 
Government? we lose anything by that transaction? Weare 
paying interest now at 3 per cent, and the interest to be received 
on these delayed payments will pay the interest on a portion of 
the debt we are now contracting. We lose nothing, therefore, 
but gain another possible means of closing out the whole vexed 
question and of securing a vast sum of money, while at the same 
time we wipe out of existence this pernicious and dangerous 
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doctrine of the Government ownership and control of railways by 
the United States. 
A MEMBER. That is a goat that will not down. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. r, I do not know whether it is a 
t that will not down or not. Itis trueitis much of a goat. 
t we can settle it in this way. 

This ition varies from every one we have heretofore had, 
in the shortening of the time at which the final payment must be 
made, and we have an assurance with reference to the rate of 
interest, with regard to the security, as well asa certainty that 
we will secure every dollar of our indebtedness, It will not do to 
say that because other methods have been discussed and been 
discarded this should be. There are too many differences between 
the propositions which haye been considered and this one. There 
is so much more that may be said in favor of this than any other 
that was ever yet before the House, at least since I have been a 
member of it. 2 

I earnestly hope that we will adopt this pro ition as it stands. 
I do not think the amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. BARHAM] is necessary, and I would not put a 
limitation of a year on the settlement. I want the matter closed 
up before the end of the year. If we say that it shall be done 
within a year, then it is altogether possible that these gentlemen 
who have the matter in charge will argue with themselves that 
that is the time fixed by the Congress. I would not give that 
time. Itis not necessary. Three months is as good as one year, 
or three years, or five years. If it can not be done in one year, it 
can not be donein ten. Three monthsis ample, and believing 
that what we all desire is to be accomplished by the proposition, 
I hope the House will vote in its favor. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. 8 er, the time is about here when this 
vote is to be taken. As I understand, the pending motion is to 
recede from the disagreement to the Senate amendment and con- 
cur in the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the pending motion; yes. 

Mr. BARHAM. Now, in that connection, Mr. Speaker, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, BARHAM. Is a motion in order to concur with an amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to recede and concur 
would take precedence of a motion to concur with an amendment, 
for the reason that the motion to recede and concur, if agreed to, 


wona bring the two Houses together, and at once dispose of the | B 


Mr. BARHAM., hope the gentleman in charge of this bill 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will send the amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk and have it read, we will see whether any ar- 
rangement can be made about it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert in line 18, 22, after the word “settlement,” the following: 


5 unless the settlement herein authorized be per- 
fected within . after the passage of this act the President of the 
United States at once proceed to foreclose all liens now held the 
United States against said 
herein ar to be settled, and nothing in this act contain: 
pha or 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, that Belknap, 


amendment enlarges the Senate provision instead of limiting it; 
but the gentleman from California thinks it would be a valuable 
amendment. We can not vote upon it at this stage unless there 
is consent. Now, I have no objection, if such is the unanimous 


wish of the House, to modify my motion, and move that the House | Botkin 


recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and con- 
cur with the amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. BARHAM. I hope the House will do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon] asks unanimous consent to withdraw his motion to re- 
cede and concur, and to make the motion to concur with the 
amendment which has just been read from the Clerk’s desk, Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the remaining two min- | Carmack, 


utes that I have I want to say that the right to foreclose remains 
when this provision is adopted, if it shall be adopted, and it leaves 
the three Cabinet officers, with the approval of the President, to 
agree with the Central Pacific Railroad on the payment of the 
full amount in twenty semiannual payments, giving them dis- 
cretion as to the best security they can get. They can make that 
arrangement with the Southern Pacific, or with the Union Pacific, 
or with the Rock Island, or with the Northwestern, or with any- 
body under God's green canopy that they choose. [Laughter.] 
5 it is a question of eyesight whether the canopy is green o 

ue. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the hour of 4 o'clock has come, and I trust 
that this amendment will be adopted, and this additional means 


taken to secure $60,000,000 to the Treasury of the United States 
without one ae of loss, [Appias] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois . CANNON] to recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment with the amendment which has been read. 

The question being taken, 

Mr. MAGUIRE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were eee 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 86, an- 
swered present 19, not voting 153; as follows: 


YEAS—97. 
Acheson, Curtis, Kans, - Hill, Perkins, 
Adams, Hopkins, 
Aldrich, Da Ey. owell, Ray, 
Arnold, Dovener, Hull, Reeves, 
Babcock, Hurley, R 
Baker, Md. Evans, Joy, Shannon, 
Bankhead, Faris, Kerr, Bhattuc, 
Barham, Fischer, Ketcham, Sherma: 
Barrows, om, — . — ste 
Beach, m 
Seo o Men Ea pen 
Bin Gardner, e, 
Bishop, Gibson, Linney, Stewart, N. J. 
Brown, Gillett, Mass. 5 way, 
poten 8 Van Voorhis, 
n. reene, an Voor 
Cannon, Tiffin, MeCall, alker, Va. 
Capron, Grosvenor, M Warner, 
pera Iowa Grout, Mi —— 
7 Hager, Marsh, eymon 
Conne Hawley, Mills, Yau i 
Connolly, Heatwole, Minor, Young. 
Cousins, 3 Eas 1 
Crum epburn, earce, Mo. 
Curtis’ Iowa 
NAYS—86. 
Alexander, Davidson, Wis. Lewis, Wash R 
Allen, Davis, ponis, Bay, 
Bane’ Do Graffe — re — Ind. 
„ ve, i 
Baker, TL De Vries, McCulloch, Sayers, 
Ball, Dinsmore, McDowell, Shafroth, 
Barlow, Elliott, McEwan, Simpson, 
Bartholdt, McRae, Sims, 
Bartle Fox, Maddox, Skinner, 
Bell, Handy, Slayden, 
Bodine, Henry, Miss. y. Stark. 
Brantley, Hilborn, Stephens, Tex. 
Broderick, Howard, Ga. Moon, t. 
Brucker, Fellen aam Sturtevant, 
B A ewlands, 
Brundidge, King, Imsted, „ 
Burke, Kirkpatrick, Osborne, Underwood, 
Castle, Ki jen, W 
$ Kleberg, Packer, Pa. ite, III. 
Cox, b, Parker, N. J. Wiliams, Miss. 
Davenport, Lawrence, ters, 
Davey, Lester, Pierce, Tenn. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—19, 
Adamson, Hemenway, Miers, Tayler, Ohio 
Boutell, Jenkins, Pitney, Thorp, 
„ = i 
es, ercer, e, ise. 
Grow, Meyer, La. Stone, 
NOT VOTING—153. 
Barber, Latimer, Shelden, 
8 Danford, tz, Showalter, 
Barrett, Dayton, Lewis, Ga, uford, 
Belden D v. Littauer, ith, Ky. 
Belford, ery, ttle, Smith, Win. Alden, 
Dolliver, Lorimer, nover, 
Benner, Pa. Dorr, Lovering, Southwick, 
Benne Driggs, McAleer, ding, 
Benton, Eddy, McClellan, Sparkman, 
Bland, Ermentrout, M § e. 
Peadler Me. 5 Mahon. Stewart, Wis. 
Brenner, Ohio Fowler, N. d. Marshall, Strode, Nebr. 
wer, Gillet, N. Y. Strowd, N. d 
Brewster, Greene, Nebr. Maxw Sulzer, 
Bromwell, th, Mesick, Sutherland, 
Bronses G Miteesny, Talbet 
Brownlow, Hamilton, Moody, Tawney; 
Bull, Harmer, Mo: Taylor, Ala. 
Butler, Northway, Todd, 
Campbell, Hay, Norton, Ohio Vandiver, 
Henry, Conn Norton, S. G. Ve 
2 Henry, Ind. ell, Vincen 
Chick seny en, Wadsw 
Clardy, ichsen, Otey, Walker, Mass. 
Clark, Mo. Hitt, Overstreet, Ward, 
Clayton, Hooker. ce, Wheeler, Ala 
N.Y. Howard, Ala h, Wheeler, K 
Colson, Hunter, , White, N. G 
Cooney, ett, Wilber, 
Cooper, Tex. Johnson, Ind. ee Williams, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. Johnson, N. Dak. Rob Wilson. 
iss, ones, Va. Robertson, La. Zenor. 
Cowherd, W: 
‘ord, Knowles, Sauerhering, 
Crumpacker, Lanham, Settle, 


So the motion to recede from the disagreement and concur wi 
an amendment was agreed to, * 
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The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr, ODELL with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 
Mr. Grow with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
Mr. BrownLow with Mr. Hay. 
Mr. HOOKER with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, 
Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. LENTZ 
Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr. BENTON, 
Mr. Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. CLAYTON, 
Mr. LoRIMER with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Mr. BARRETT with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. BLAND, 
Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. CARMACK, 
Mr, SPALDING with Mr. BRUCKER, 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SWANSON. 
Mr. Pirney with Mr. DOCKERY. £ 
Mr. ROBBINS with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
al COCHRANE of New York with Mr. FOWLER of North Caro- 
ina. 
Mr. Dorr with Mr. DRIdds. 
Mr, MITCHELL with Mr. COONEY. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois with Mr. GRIGds. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKES. 


. SHELDEN with Mr. Topp. 

. SNOVER with Mr. HARTMAN, 

. DINGLEY with Mr. MCMILLIN, 

. MILLER with Mr. CLarpy. 

. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

HAMILTON with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, 
HARMER with Mr. VANDIVER. 

SPRAGUE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
. SAUERHERING with Mr. HUNTER. 

Royse with Mr. ZENor. 

CoLson with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

. BENNETT with Mr. GAINES. 

. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. BOTKIN. 

. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. OGDEN, 
Henry of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

. BREWSTER with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 

. QUIGG with Mr. CRANFORD. 

. WALKER of MES ats with Mr. OTEy. 

. TAWNEY with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania, 
. MANN with Mr. Jerr. 

LOVERING with Mr. VINCENT. 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. CATCHINGS, 
THORP with Mr. TALBERT. 

Prince with Mr. HInRICHSEN. 

WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN, 
STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. LATIMER, 

Mr. Coorer of Wisconsin with Mr, MAXWELL, 

For this day: 

Mr, WILBER with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

Mr, Warp with Mr. WILson. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Surra with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. Surrn of Kentucky. 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. COWHERD. 

Mr. Mxsick with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Henry of Texas, 

Mr. CRUMPACKER with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

Mr. Pud with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Mercer with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. HeMENWAY with Mr. ROBB. 

Mr, Wise with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. SourHwick with Mr. MARSHALL, 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I overlooked the fact that I am 
paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. BRADLEY. I 
desire to withdraw my vote and to be marked present.” 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I havea general pe with the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. BENNETT. I voted in the negative, 
and desire to withdraw my vote and be marked ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I have a pair with the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. CLARK, If he were present, I should vote 


oe ea. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce 
the unavoidable absence of my colleague, Mr. Joxxs, who in- 
structed me to say that, if present, he would vote nay.” 


5 ERE 


BREE 


5 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my colleague, 
Mr. LANHAM, is absent on account of death in his family. 

Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my col- 
league, Mr. LITTLE, is absent. If present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 
3 from Michigan, Mr. SralpNd. I do not know how 

e would vote, and therefore I withdraw my negative vote and 
desire to be marked present.” 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am paired with 
the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. NORTON. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I am paired 
with the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Carmack. I therefore 
withdraw my vote and desire to be marked “present,” 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, Mr. ADAMSON, and I therefore ask to withdraw 
my vote and to be marked present.“ 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, Mr. ROBB, voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman did not vote. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Mr. Ross, and I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I have re- 
ceived a telegram from the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. 
CooPER, who desires me to announce that if present he would 
vote against the amendment. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House receded from its disagreement and agreed 
with an amendment was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS YALOBUSHA RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4710) to amend an act entitled “An 
act providing for the construction of a bridge across the Yalobusha 
River, between Leflore and Carroll counties, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi,” approved April 29, 1898. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

n motion of Mr, FOX, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
INVESTIGATION OF GAS AND TELEPHONES. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
en consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the committee of five members appointed under the resolu- 
tion of the House, adopted Febru: 14, 1898. to 1 and report as 
to charges for gas and telephones in the District of Columbia, is hereby con- 
tinued with all the powers and duties conferred under the said resolution, 
and also with egy aes to sit during the recess and to report their conclu- 
sions to the House during the last session of the present Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I hope that the gentleman from Illinois will 
withdraw that motion. 

Mr. BRUMM. So do I. I want to ask for a conference report. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. S er, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says that he has a conference report, and that would in- 
terrupt the motion to adjourn if he insists upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a conference report? 

Mr. BRUMM. No; I want to ask that the House agree toa 
conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I renew my motion that the House ad- 
journ. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 48. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

VERONA E. POLLOCK. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to call up the bill (S. 
153) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock, and I move that the House 
insist on its amendment and agree to the conference asked for by 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. BRUMM, Mr. GRAFF, and Mr. RIXEY. 

THE HUBBARD COLLECTION OF ENGRAVINGS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 

mittee on the Library to ask unanimous consent for the present 
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consideration of Senate joint resolution 139, authorizing the Li- 


brarian of Congress to wey cs the collection of engravings pro- 
et coke 5 to the Library of Congress by Mrs. Gertrude 
Hu 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Librarian of Congress is hereby empowered and 
directed to accept the offer of Mrs. Gertrude M. Hubbard, widow of the late 
Gardiner Greene Hubbard, communicated to him by the following letter, on 
the terms and conditions therein stated, except that instead of naming the 
gallery in the Library as therein proposed, the collection shall be known and 
styled as the Gardiner Greene Hubbard collection, it not being, in the opin- 
ion of Congress, desirable to call parts of the public buildings after the names 
of individual citizens, and that the bust therein named be accepted and kept 
in a suitable place, to be d ted by the Joint Committee on the Library; 
and to communicate to Mrs. Hubbard the grateful So haa of Congress 
of the public spirit and munificence manifested by gift: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 21, 1898. 


offer to the Congressional Library, for the bene- 


My Dear SIR: I here 
nited States, the collection of engravings made by 


fit of the people of the 


my husband, the late Gardiner Greene Hubbard, and, in addition thereto, 
the art to be treated as part of the collection. 
This tion of the collection, the gathering of which was to him the 


leasure of many years chiefly devoted to the we of his fellow-men, is in 
accordance with his wishes, and is that which would give him the greatest 
satisfaction. 

I desire that a suitable gallery in the Library be devoted to this collection, 
and such additions as may from time to time be made to it, to be known as 
the Gardiner Greene Hubbard Gallery,” where it can be accessible to the 

ublic, to be studied and enjoyed under such reasonable regulations as may 
made by Congress, or by the authority to whom Congress may delegate 
the control of the Congressional Library. 

regen ag the collection is a bust of Mr. Hubbard by Gaetano Trenta- 
nove, which I desire may be kept in a suitable place in the gallery. ~ 

I propose during my lifetime to add to the collection from time to time, 
50 my will to make provision for in the collection by creating a 
fund of $20,000, to be paon in the hands of trustees, the interest of which is 
to be used by the Librarian of Congress in the purchase of additional en- 
gravings, it being my Lag ingame ou the expenses incident to the proper 
care of this collection will be borne by the Congressional Library and not be 
a chargp against * — tona: 

am, very sincerely, yours, 
‘ GERTRUDE M. HUBBARD. 

Hon. JOHN RUSSELL YOUNG, 


Librarian of the Congressional Library, Washington, D. C. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 7 j 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and being 
read the third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. C GS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PAN-AMERICAN EXPOSITION, 1901. 


Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 141, regard- 
ing the holding of a Pan-American Exposition in the year 1901 
upon Cayuga Island, between the cities of Buffalo and Niagara 
Falls, in the State of New York, to illustrate the development of 
the Western Hemisphere during the nineteenth century. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Whereas there has been duly incorporated, under the laws of the State of 
New York, by citizens of said State, a company organized for the purpose 
and with the object of preparing and holding a pan-American e: y 
Cayuga near Niagara Falls, N. Y., in the year 1991, to fittingly illus- 
trate the marvelous deyelopment of the Western Hemisphere during the 
nineteenth century and to appropriately celebrate the opening of the twen- 
tieth century by a demonstration of the reciprocal relations existing be- 


ition on 


tween the Am republics and colonies; and 5 

Whereas the legislature of the State of New York has, by unanimous vote, 
- ere to encourage the holding of said pan-American ex- 
position; an 


in the State of New York, in the year 1901, merits the encouragement and 
8 val of Co! and of the people of the United States 

EC. 2. That the President of the United States, upon receiving from the 
directors of said exposition compy a statement showing to his satisfaction 
that the financial resources of said be ng 5 assured and ample to carry 
out the objects of said exposition, is here 


rescribe; but it shall be lawful during said exposition to sell 

e close thereof any perty 

on exhibition therein, subject to such regulations for the security of the rev- 
Secre be: Provi That ali 

such articles when sold or withdrawn for consumption shall be subject to the 


That all necessary expenses in 


regula’ prescribed by the Secretary of the 8 
Sec. 4. That in the of this joint resolution the United States does 
not assume any liability of coat ong whatever, and does not become respon- 
gibis in mg ange —.— aay d, debt, 3 expenditure, e or 
ol the exp on com: its office nts, sery: or em- 

ployees, or incident to or growing — ot said — i 2 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment—— 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important measure; 


a little too important to by unanimous consent. rving 
the right to object, I would like to have the gentleman explain it, 
and what and who are behind it. 

Mr. DER, If the gentleman from Kansas will hear 
the amendment read which I am going to offer, perhaps he will 
understand it better. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York ask that the amendment be read to the House for informa- 
tion, before consent is given for consideration? 

Mr, ALEXANDER. Yes. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all of section 2, and make Sec. 30 read Sec. 2,” and make Sec. 
4” read “Sec. 3.” 


Mr. ALEXANDER. There is no appropriation asked for in 
this bill. It 1 announces the fact that in 1901 there will be 
an e ition held at a point between Niagara Falls and Buffalo. 
This bill with section 2 stricken out does not ask the President 
to notify the South American countries that such an exposition 
will be held. It simply asks that exhibits from the countries 
of this hemisphere may be admitted free of duty for exhibition 
purposes. If sold in this country, then the duties must be paid 
the same asif they came in not for exhibition purposes, at 
is all there is to this bill. At the request of me ger from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY] who objected to it previously, section 2 has 
been stricken out, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. S er, I want to have a distinct under- 
standing with the gentleman from New York on that point. I 
shall not object to the bill with that section stricken out, although 
I shall vote against it; but I want a distinct understanding that 
that section is not to be reinserted in the Senate, and that i 8 
should attempt to reinsert it, the gentleman from New York wi 
opposeit. I have been unfairly treated once this session by agree- 
ing to unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill with an 
amendment which was adopted in the House; but the Senate, 
ignoring the action of the House, sent the bill back and insisted 
on ing it without the amendment, and the conferees yielded. 

ow, while I am op to this bill and shall vote against it, 
because I believe that holding expositions is no part of the Gov- 
ernment’s business, yet I am ectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, that a majority of the House should pass the bill, but 
with the distinct understanding 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Let me say that, acting upon the sugges- 
tion made by the gentleman when the bill was up before, we 
called upon the Secretary of State—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that. I only want the gentle- 
man’s assurance that if the Senate should insert this provision, 
he will help me to W 1 it. 

Mr. AL DER. You have that assurance. 

Mr. BAILEY. With that I am content. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The Senate will not be asked to reinsert 
section 2, because it is not necessary; and it is understood by the 
Senator from New York who has charge of the bill that the sec- 
tion is to be stricken out and to remain stricken out. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I should like to understand what corporation 
or organization is behind this bill and desiring this exposition. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. There is a very large company of leadi 
men of Buffalo and Niagara Falls, and some from 21 carta ok 
our State, oe a majority are from Buffalo and Niagara Falls, 

Mr. SIMPSON, Then it is not the municipal government of the 


city? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Oh, no. 
fe sae SIMPSON. Not the city of Buffalo, but a private corpora- 

on 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Simply a corporation of leading gentle- 
men, some of them capitalists and some not, who desire to hold 
what is to be called the Pan-American Exposition of 1901 and to 
aad exhibits there from all the countries of the Western Hemi- 
sphere, 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then, as I understand, the gentleman is now 
seeking the aid of 3 to notify the world through the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD that this exposition is to be held in the city 
of Buffalo. He says that he does not desire the President to notify 
foreign nations. Then what benefit is this bill? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It allows all exhibits from foreign coun- 
tries to come in duty free. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is what the bill is for? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It is what the bill is for, and all it is for— 
to allow exhibits from foreign countries to come in duty free for 
exhibition pope 

Mr. SIMPSON. Being a free trader myself and in favor of all 
things coming in free, I do not object to that part of it. [Laugh- 
ter.] If the gentleman can assure me that this is a step in 
direction of free trade, I am with him. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Ican assure the gentleman that this is a 
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step toward advertising to the Western isphere that we shall 
gladly exchange products with them; that we desire to show them 
what we have and to see what they have. tripe et 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam glad that my protectionist friend is will- 
ing to go even that little way. I am in hopes that later on he 
may see his way clear to go the whole distance in favor of free 
trade, so as to benefit all the people of the country and not merely 
this corporation in Buffalo. $ 

Mr. RIDGELY. I understand that the gentleman’s bill allows 
foreign 3 goods to come in free, simply to be looked at. 

Mr. EXANDER. That is all. 


Mr. RIDGELY. But if we want to use them, we must pay the 
tariff, [Laughter.] 95 

Mr. GUIRE, Is there any real necessity for remitting these 
tariff duties, because it is understood on the other side that the 
foreigner pays the tariff tax? 

Mr. ALEXAN DER. Well, we would like to have the bill go 
through as amended. : 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Then this billisfor the relief of the foreigner, 
and not the American corporation which has been referred to. 

Mr. SIMPSON. haba not amend the bill by stating specifically 
that the foreigner is relieved from this tax? 

Mr. ALEXANDER, I think the bill practically states that. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

The amendment reported by the committee was to 

Mr. ALEXAND: 


ER. I now offer the amendment which was | Te 


read for information a few moments ago, 

The amendment was agreed to. A y 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and 2 

On motion of Mr. ALEXANDER, a motion to reconsider the 
Iast vote was laid on the table. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. DALZELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman withhold that motion for a 
moment in order that I may make a personal statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, several days ago, in a r 
with the gentleman from 3 GROSVENOR], I insisted that 
he should divulge the name of the Democrat who had represented 
himself as the author of a certain editorial in a newspaper pub- 
lished in the city of Washi n. Since that time I have investi- 
gated the matter, and I find that the gentleman from Ohio had 
reason for saying what he did, though there is not a perfect agree- 
ment between him and the gentleman to whom he referred as to 
what occurred. I take occasion, however, in justice to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, to say that we dismiss all question about the 
statement he made, 

I am satisfied that the Democrat who is supposed to have told 
him that he wrote that editorial did not write it, and is free from 
all blame. Having called upon the gentleman from Ohio for the 
name, I simply desire to say that I am satisfied, and all on this 
side who are familiar with the circumstances are entirely satisfied, 
to let the matter stand where it is. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, Mr. Speaker, before the motion 
to adjourn is submitted, since there has been a deal of talk 
about this matter, will the gentleman from Texas allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There has been so much said in ref- 
erence to this “Democrat” that I think the country is entitled to 
the name, whoever he is; and inasmuch as the gentleman has as- 
certained that it was written by a Democrat—— 

Mr. BAILEY. It was not written by a Democratic Congress- 


man. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, I beg pardon; I misunderstood 


on. 
z Mr. BAILEY. I think it was not written bya Democrat at all. 
Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Speaker, I renew the motion that the 
House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement on 
the motion to adjourn, the Chair will lay before the House certain 
personal requests of members, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GAINES, on account of illness, during the day. 

To Mr. BROWNLOW, for four days, on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote on the motion of Mr. DALZELL was then 
announced; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 56 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Sec- 

of the , transmitting a copy of a communication 
from the Secretary of War submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for the survey of Ship Island Pass, etc., Mississippi, was taken 
from the Speaker 's table, referred to the Committees on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
a tes and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3628) providing for a monu- 
ment to mark the site of the Fort Phil Kearny massacre, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1648); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2400) providing 
for the ition of the military service of the o and en- 
listed men of the First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, 

ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 
3 which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal - 
endar. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
2 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10903) to increase the Judge- 
Advocate-General's Department of the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10904) to raise 25,000 colored troops from the 
nation at large—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A resolution (House Res, No. 333) that 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
directed to supply a United States flag containing the full number 
of stars for the Speaker’s desk before the opening of the next ses- 
sion of Congress—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
mo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 10905) for the relief of Henry 
Howe, private Company H, Second Regiment Michigan Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10906) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hiram Janes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10907) for the relief of the devi- 
sees of Casper Barber from the tion of the act restricting the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia to American citizens—tothe Committee on the District of 
Oe Mr. LLOYD A bill (H. R. 10908 ti to Levi 

y Mr. $ ill (H. R. ) granting a pension 
N. Ballenger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 10909) granting a pension to 
Edwin S. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 10910) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Thomas Mahoney—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. ; 

By Mr. YOST: A bill = R. 10911) for the relief of the estate 
of John Wissler, d , formerly of Shenandoah County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pons and papers 
a 75 = a 8 desk os referred = ouo 

y Mr. of lowa (by uest): Paper to accompany 
House bill for the relief of 8 the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Resolutions of Brotherhoods of Lo- 
comotive Engineers, Locomotive Firemen, and Railroad Trainmen 
and Orders of Railway Conductors and Railway Telegraphers, in 
favor of the passage of the anti-scalping bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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hg HURLEY: Memorial of the Irish National Club of New 
Yor ap irany ar of alliance with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Resolutions at by the Brotherhoods of 
Locomotive , Firemen, Trainmen and Orders of 
Railway Conductors and Telegraphers, in favor of the passage 
of the „ bill-to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


ag, Ar. SHAD SHANNON: Proposal of Jules H. Baer, of New York 
City, to amend act of June 13, 1898, which it is claimed will have 
the effect of enormously increasing the annual revenues of the 
Government—estimated increase, $180,000,000—without incurring 
any objection whatever from the producer of the article to be 
taxed or from the purchaser of the same, while it will add much 
to the comfort of the people—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of New York City, pro- 
testing against the so-called Anglo-American alliance—to the 
Committes on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 7, 1898. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by Rev. J. F. Hnissk, of the city of Washington. 

505 motion of Mr. GALLIN GER, and by unanimous 8 
eee the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. B 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists u 
its amendment to the bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. 2 
lock; agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Brum, Mr. Grarr, and Mr. Rrxey, managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message 
joint 8 (S. R. 139) authorizing the Librarian of Congress 
to accept the 8 of engravings pro to be donated to 
the Library of Congress by Mrs. Gertrude M. Hubbard. 

The message for er announced that the House had passed 
amendments the joint resolution (S. R. 141) regarding the hold- 
ing of a Pan-American Exposition in the a to 1901 zo Cayuga 
Island, between the cities of s of Buffalo and Niagara Falls, in 
State of New York, to illustrate the development of the Western 
Hemisphere during the nineteenth century, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. THURSTON R raren resented a resolution adopted at a joint 
meeting of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, Brotherhood of Railway Conduct- 
ors, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and Order of Railway 
Telegraphers, held at Philadelphia, Pa., June 5, 1898, favoring the 

assage of the so-called anti-scalping ticket bill; which was or- 
ered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Epworth League of 
Irasburg, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government panes 
eae am referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

He also presented the petition of Dr. H. A. Roberts, of Brattle- 
boro, Vt., and 10 other members of the Homeopathic School of 
Medicine in the State of Vermont, and the petition of W. E. Put- 
nam and 7 other members of the " Homeopathic School of Medi- 
cine in the State of Vermont, praying for the passage of Senate 


joint resolution No. 164, preventing d ination against grad- 
uates of legally chartered medical coll in e paar to the 
medical corps of the Army, Navy, and Marine-Hospital Service 
of the United States; which were ordered to lie on the table: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom the mer tgs was referred, PS sa a bill (S. 4852) to ratify 
agreements with the Indians of Lower Brule and Rosebud 
reservations,in South Dakota, and making an E ie iri to 
ry the same into effect; which was read twice by its title 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4023) to ratify agreements with the Indians of the Lower 
Brule and Rosebud reservations, in South Dakota, and making an 

opriation to carry the same into effect, reported adversely 
ereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on 8 to whom 
Tas referred the bill (H. R. 1055) to amend section 4766 of the 
| Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it with an amend- 
‘ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


also announced that the House had passed the | Army transporta 


with | and the Secre 


Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3097) 1 the pension of Alexander 
Hughes, of Petersburg, Pike County, Ind., submitted an adverse 

8 which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
in 

Mr, ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was’ 


Dr e bill (H. R. 8952) granting an increase of pension to 
3 reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


5 

spart here LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2497) granting a ion to Elizabeth J. Cook, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 8119) for the relief of Mary A. Swift, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the (H. R. 10885) making appro- 
priations 5 pay session et = the oae of ao serge TAE 
and for other report it with an amendment, 
that the bill may be considered. 

There being no 3 the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 2, after line 17, to insert: 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 


To enable the Secretary of War, in his discretion, use to be 
ported to their homes the remains of officers an este yt aed ny Ma e 
sg a Bie Pad are killed in action or who die in the field at places outside of 
its of the United States, $200,000. 


Mr. HALE. I submit a letter from the Secretary of War on 
the subject of the amendment, which I send to tha desk to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington, Tn E 

SIR: There is at present no authority of law for the transpor! tation of 
mains of officers St ee Tae nor who die while on duty in 
the field or in military camps. The of transporting remains of 

has heretofore been: paid 1 — the 3 for 
tion; but this has been limited to the transportation to the 
or national ga 


the remains of officers and 
field 


in mili 
To this coer Thay have the honor to request that eae of 
made ofthe car! dato practicable and incloso Grate ot ll 
ery y 
$ R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, United States Senate. 
The amendment was 


agreed to. d 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CHAPELS AT WEST POINT. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the Pill (H. R. 6149) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to exercise a discretion in certain cases, to 
report it without amendment. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. d 

The Secre read the bill. 

_ Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, T should 555 to make an 


ith th 
LINGER. I should like further to ask the Senator 
what: necessity there is for this legislation? The committee doubt- 
less have . — it consideration 

Mr. SE L. The necessity arises from the fact that denom- 
inations want to have theirown churches. That is the manner 
in which it was presented to the 5 It was stated that 
a number of the soldiers, officers, and their families desire other 
denominational uae than that provided at the present time. 

Mr. GALLIN According to that we ought to place a 
chaplain of pri N denomination in every army corps 
and in every command ofthe Navy. If we must provide religious 
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instruction for the individual soldier at West Point, why not in 
the Army and why not in the Navy? : 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator that while I am an 
Episcopalian by birth and education and by long lineage, I haye 
never objected to any other form of religion in my vicinity. While 
in command of the army, when a Catholic priest came along and 
said, ‘‘I should like to see the boys who belong to my church,” I 
would put up a tent for him and I gave him all the facilities nec- 
essary for those men. I would do the same at West Point or on 
any other Government reservation. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is objection made to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not know that I shall 
object to the consideration of the ill, but I will suggest that I 
think it would havə been better, if the purpose of the bill is to 

rmit a certain denomination to erect a chapel at West Point, to 
Favo so stated it in the bill. I do not bs rage that we are going 
to erect a Methodist, a Congregationalist, a Baptist, a Presbyte- 
rian, an Episcopal, a Unitarian, a Universalist, and a Roman 
Catholic church on the Government reservation at West Point, 
and yet there are doubtless boys there belonging to every one of 
those denominations. If this is a bill for the pel ed of permit- 
ting one certain denomination to erect a 8 y not name it 
in the bill? Why not be frank about it? s Hi : 

I take it—and I have no concealment about it—that this is a bill 
for the purpose of permitting the Roman Catholic Church to erect 
a Gane on the military reservation at West Point. I do notknow 
but that it is good policy. I am not going to assert to the contrary. 
I am quite as liberal in my religious views as the Senator from 
New Jersey possibly can be. But I think it would have been bet- 
ter to have been entirely frank in this matter and to haye stated 
the pur for which the legislation is intended. 

r. SEWELL. The Senator will allow me to say that the Mil- 
itary Committee thought it best to makeit general and not to con- 
fine it to any one denomination. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. While 1 the camper poy oa the leg- 
islation, I shall not object to the consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the bill 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I should like to say just a 
word upon the subject. The committee in reporting this bill 
endeavored to hold a steady and even consideration and recom- 
mendation of the religious organizations of whatever kind, ex- 
hibiting no partiality, doing as the Government as a whole and 
the various ches have done. We have a chaplain here. I 
declare I do not know to what particular church he belongs, and 
I do not remember the church to which any chaplain of the Sen- 
ate belonged since I have been here, except the Lutheran chap- 
lain, who was with us for a long time. Every regiment in the 
` Army has a right to have a chaplain. There is occasionally an 
Irish regiment, almost wholly Catholic, and they have a Catholic 
chaplain, As the Senator from New Jersey says, those of us who 
had the honor to command any considerable voy of troops al- 
ways heartily welcomed the Catholic priest as well as any other, 
for he had a good influence over his men, and they had a right to 
have an opportunity to hear their own people preach. But we 
held the 5 88 5 exactly equal between them. 

Now, if six or eight or ten denominations should come — 
and make application to the Secretary of War for this privilege, 
should think he would have to say this is extravagant;” but if 
one or two ask it and it seemed to him that it would gratify the 
population, or certain men down on thereservation, as well as some 
of the officers, I think he might well grant one, and perhaps an- 
other. There is a chaplain there now. I do not know to what 

articular denomination he belongs, but I presume the Senator 
From New Jersey can tell me. If I recollect aright, the services 
are conducted after the Episcopalform. We hadalmost as many 
chaplains in the Army of different denomination as there were 
denominations, and the Government held a patty ore bal- 
ance with regard to all of them. That is what I am in favor of, 
and nothing more. A 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I would not have said 
another word had it not been for the observations of the Senator 
from Connecticut. I wish to repeat that we do not furnish reli- 
gious instruction to the individual in the Army or to a religious 
sect in the Army. We appointa Baptist, a Methodist, or an Epis- 
copalian chaplain to a regiment and he holds services, and the 
soldiers are expected to attend or not to attend as they see fit. We 
have a chapel, I understand, at West Point adequate to the reli- 
pon instruction of the cadets at the de I have never 

eard any complaint that it was overcrowded. It is not apt to be 
when boys form the congregation, 

The simple question is whether we are going to permit on that 
reservation the erection of buildings for religious ction by 


the several denominations. The Senator says it would be extrav- 
agant if eight or ten denominations came and asked permission 
to have chapels. Why should they not under this bill? This bill 


gives them that right. I concede that that is manifestly not the 
real purpose, and that is what I found fault with a moment ago, 
I do not think we are frank about this thing. Nor do I agree at 
all to the proposition that the Government is bound to furnish 
any particular kind of religious instruction to the Army or the 
Navy any more than it should discriminate as between the schools 
of medicine in appointing surgeons for the Army or the Navy. 

But I have said what I intended to say. I regret the bill is not 
in a different form, but I have no disposition whatever to obstruct 
its 8 if the Military Committee desire to have it enacted 
in W. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I will say only a word more. I 
hope the Senate will not be impatient, Observe our treatment of 
the Indians. They have had any kind of sper who was most 
acceptable. Indeed, General Grant took the lead in inviting all 
the religious denominations in the country to come in and assist 
in solving the Indian problem. We never took particular pains 
to find out from the Department whether a Methodist or a Baptist 
or a Congregationalist or an Episcopalian had been appointed to 
a certain position, but we did give opportunity for religious in- 
struction. It has always been considered good-policy to do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I must add another 
word, If the Senator from Connecticut can point me to an in- 
stance where the Government has appointed chaplains of different 
religious denominations to officiate on a icular reservation 
upon the ground that a portion of the Indians were entitled to 
have a teacher of their own religious faith, then the argument of 
the Senator from Connecticut is valid. Otherwise it is not. The 
citation of the action General Grant took is not very forcible, in 
view of the fact that Congress has reversed that action and has 
insisted that we shall not area money for the purposes that 
General Grant recommended, to wit, the support of sectarian 
schools among the Indians. We did that for a long succession of 
years, but the country revolted against it and the policy has been 
changed by Congressional action. 

Mr. SEWELL. i hope we may now have a yote. 

The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, and 
was ordered to a third naie 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask that the bill may be read. 

The bill was read the third time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of War, in his discretion, may au- 
sei ea an COAR E ECEN by y ee at 
8 of such building will not interfere with the uses of said reservation 
whatever tion, or its locati by the d ti 

om the reservation, or on c m 

eraen tho opinia n 
of War, public or mili 


necessi 
tion for such building or any other expense Whatever to the Government 
The bill was passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to call up 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us finish the morning business, 

Mr. SEWELL. This is a military bill and quite important. 

Mr. BERRY. Let us get the keno business through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Reports of committees are in order, 

Mr. PROCTOR. From the Committee on Military Affairs Ire- 
port favorably a bill, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to this bill, but I desire to sug- 
gest that we spend an hour or two this morning in the considera- 
tion of unobjected cases on the Calendar. A number of Senators 
have 1 to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the morning business? 

Mr. ALLISON. Immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness is concluded. I suggest that we spend, say, two hours upon 
the Calendar of unobjected cases. I ask unanimous consent that 
that order be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is unanimous consent given? 

Mr. WHITE. I have no objection to the uest save this: 
There is a matter involving the imprisonment of two American 
citizens in the Republic of Colombia to which I wish to attract 
the attention of the Senate in a few words, and I do not wish that 
interfered with. 

Mr. ALLISON. Sate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Subjecttothat exception, unanimous 
consent is asked that two hours be taken immediately after the 
close of the morning business for unobjected cases on the Calen- 
dar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not rise to object to that 
arrangement at all, but I wish to give notice to the Senate that 
during the morning or day I desire to call up the bill for the con- 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal, 

If the Senate will indulge me a few moments in a statement, it 
may not be practicable to fe a vote upon that measure in the 
Senate or in the House at this session of Congress, but it is very 
important that the subject should be placed under consideration 
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by this body, and the sooner we begin in this work the sooner it 
will be completed. . 

My idea about it now is that we can build the Nicaraguan Canal 
sooner than we can build a fleet on the Pacific Ocean for the pur- 
pose of meeting Germany or any other power that may deem 
proper to attack us there, or even the Spanish power, if it should 
succeed in driving us out of the Bay of Manila. We can build it 
also at less cost than we can build and equip a navy such as we 
have now in the Atlantic Ocean and in the Caribbean Sea, So, in 
point of economy and expenditure and the necessary expense of 
our coast line and our ports on both oceans, it is incumbent upon 
us to proceed at once to the consideration of some plan, some bill, 
for the construction of the Nicaragugn Canal. ; 

I flatter myself that the bill the committee have reported at this 
session is almost absolutely free from the objections that have 
been made to this measure heretofore. So I wish to say to the 
Senate that at some time during the course of the day I desire to 
call that bill up, and if Senators feel that they have not time now 
to pass upon the measure, or that itis a matter of too great im- 
portance for consideration in these latter days of the session, I 
will hope to obtain from the Senate unanimous consent, or at 
least a special order by a two-thirds vote, for a day in December 
when the bill will be made the regular order, serving thereby suf- 
ficient notice upon Senators, that they may take the subject up 
and consider it maturely and thoroughly before the time arrives. 

I thank the Senate for its indulgence in allowing me to make 
this statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report submitted by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] is in order. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I wish to say, in the same man- 
ner as was said by the honorable Senator from Alabama, that I 
have always been in favor very earnestly of the construction of 
the Nicaraguan Canal by the Government of the United States, 
upon the condition that its feasibility should be first ascertained; 
second, that the line of actual work should be submitted to us for 
examination, and third, that there should be a reasonable estimate 
of the expenditures probable in its completion andexecution. The 
last action of Congress on the subject was to appoint a commission 
having in charge these three subjects: First, the feasibility of the 

roject. The word “feasibility ” is in the act of the last Congress. 
Bosona. the expense of the work. Third, the method of its prose- 
cution. 

I think it would be very premature to call up the bill at this ses- 
sion of Congress or to consider it in = manner before the report 
of the commission, which we appointed in the last Congress upon 
these subjects. That report, Í am told, will not be ready until 
about September. It is true that the commissioners have arrived 
here, but they are still supervising and overseeing the work which 
is in actual pr . Many of the divisions and subdivisions of 
the Nicaraguan Canal route have not been scheduled. They are 
under the compass—they are yet subject to the review and exam- 
ination of the subparties now laboring under the order of the 
commission which we appointed in the last Congress. Until that 
report is received and published and submi to us I think it 
mae be very premature to enter into any consideration of the 


It is very true, as was remarked by the honorable Senator from 
Alabama, that this bill is not as obnoxious to objection as former 
bills have been in respect to this subject. Although some of us 
here have been very earnestly in favor of the construction of the 
canal, I for one, and I think certain of my colleagues here, have 
been earnestly op to subsidizing any private corporations to 
any amount for that purpose. On the contrary, we will always 
- favor the enterprise of a direct construction by the Government. 

This bill in its letter does not authorize a subsidy, but it does 
authorize a very singular and a very unique substitute for a sub- 
sidy. The scheme of the present bill pending is that the United 
States Government, instead of geet entering into the con- 
struction of the Ni an Canal, shall creep into the shell of a 
corporation called the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
shall adopt the form, shape, and dimensions of this corporation, 
and under the disguise and mask of this corporation the Govern- 
ment shall undertake the prosecution and completion of the work. 

I submit, sir, that that is a very peculiar position existing be- 
tween this corporation and the United States under the bill. It 
seems to me at first blush it is beneath the dignity of this Govern- 
ment or any other great sovereign power, one of the leading na- 
tions of the earth, willing to undertake an international project 
of this grandeur and magnitude, to ensconce itself in the aban- 
doned cell and in the empty space left by the destruction or aban- 
donment of the Maritime Canal Company of its enterprise. 
There is one very great advantage in the Nicaraguan scheme 
which I do not recollect to have heard noticed even by its most 
ardent advocates here, and I will make this contribution to its 
manifest advantage. The main feature of the Nicaraguan Canal 
route is the Lake of Nicaragua. As compared with other canals 
it has a special advantage. The Suez Canal is a maritime canal 
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proper, built on the sea level, without locks, and filled with sea 


water. The Corinth Canal is a canal of the same kind. The Man- 
chester Canal is to a large extent a canal of the same kind, although 
it is supplied by rivers which are tidewater. 

But 70 miles of the navigation of the Nicaraguan Canal route is 
through the lake, a very large body of fresh water, in some parts 
of great depth and purity, and seated in the lowest depression of 
that long sierra which runs from the Frozen Sea to Cape Horn, 
traversing the continent. The consequence is that when a sea- 
going vessel has climbed the acclivity to the lake, enters the waters 
of the lake, and makes the usual voyage through the 70 miles of 
fresh water at the ordinary , it rids itself even then of some 

ae at barnacles adhering to the keel and to the bottom of 

Ə vessel. 

If the vessel was in no great hurry, and even if it was in the 
greatest possible haste, it would well pay it to spend a few hours 
in the fresh water of Lake Nicaragua in order to make its bottom 
clean. It would be a saving of fuel; and as far as speed is con- 
cerned, it would hasten the voyage of the vessel to make this delay, 
for the effect of the fresh water upon the barnacles is very mar- 
velous, In three or four hours they become in fresh water weak 
and feeble, lifeless. The oldest, the most sea-worn, and the 
tightest-mouthed barnacle, ding four hours in fresh water, 
loses its hold upon the hull of a vessel and sinks innocuous to the 
bottom of the lake. That is one very great advantage of the line 
of the Nicaraguan Canal which I have not heard alluded to by any 
of the advocates of the Maritime Canal Company. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Indiana will permit me, I 
beg to sug: that the hum of conversation in the Chamber adds 
very greatly to the labor of his speaking, and I ask that we may 
have order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will so request. 

Mr. TURPIE. I have just pointed out, Mr. President, the very 
manifest advantage of this great receptacle of fresh water for a 
long distance of the canal route 8 If we only had such a 
receptacle of pure and placid ffuid through Which to take this 
scheme itself and rid it of the barnacles which have attached to it 
ever since it has been sent to Con „it would be a still greater 
advantage not only to the enterprise, but to the country. 

One of the great and chief barnacles which have attached to 
this scheme has been a corporation called the Maritime Canal 
Company. It is the behemoth of barnacles which have clung to 
the keel, the bottom, of this whole enterprise since its first agita- 
tion in Congress. I do not think, sir, that the name of this com- 
pany ought to be mentioned in a bill which undertakes the con- 
struction on 3 of the Government of the Nicaraguan Canal. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I should like to interrupt the 
Senator from Indiana long enough to inquire what is the business 
before the Senate? 

Mr. TURPIE. The business before the Senate is—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not understand that the Nicaraguan 
Canal bill is now before the Senate, 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rose to inquire. 

Mr. TURPIE. But let me remind the honorable Senator from 
Illinois that the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGaN] 
spoke an hour on this subject the other day, and that this morn- 
ing he occupied a part of the time of the Senate on the same sub- 
ject, urging that we should take up the bill now, or we should con- 
sider it at some fixed time next session; and I think that Ihave at 
least the right to make a very brief digest of the reasons why this 
action should not be taken. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me just 
a word. I supposed we were going to dispose of the morning busi- 
ness. Ido not desire to interfere with the Senator’s address, but 
it seems to me that it would come in more regularly when the 
Nicaraguan bill is brought before the Senate, if it should come up. 
I hope, however, the Senator will not understand that I want to 
interfere with his speech, if he desires to make one. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I am a firm adherent to regu- 
larity. Iam disposed to be as regular in my examination of this 
bill and the special reasons for deferring present action upon it as 
the honorable Senator from Illinois can be. 

I was going on to say that this enterprise had been greatly re- 
tarded, hindered, delayed, and stood again in danger of great 
hindrance, by reason of the Maritime Canal Company, by reason 
of the connection of that corporation with it. I regret that the 
bill at present introduced contains even the name of that corpo- 
ration, for the name is a very unlucky one, The name of the 
Maritime Canal Company is odious, thoroughly odious, in every 
market in the world. I do not know of another name so distaste- 
ful, so odious, and so clothed with the prestige of disaster and 
discredit as the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, except 
125 1 Canal Company of the Isthmus of Darien. Par nobile 

ratrum 

Why, then, should the credit of this Government, or the cash 
of this Government, be invested in the name of the Maritime 
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Canal Com 


y of Nicaragua? That Maritime Canal Company 
of nie is not. distinguished—I withdraw the word; it is 


bably not a relevant word to be used in this connection—that 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua is not notorious for any- 
thing except a total failure of the enterprise which it undertoo 
It has made a total failure of the enterprise. It is not entitled to 
the praise of a pioneer, one who had undertaken a great enter- 
prise for the first time and failed. It is not entitled to the praise 
of an inventor, one who had made a discovery of a new route or 
a method in which an old one might be practical and actually 
shaped and fashioned. é 
It is the fourth American failure of private enterprises to con- 
structacanaluponthisroute. First, there was Governor De Witt 


y. 
the survey and estimate of the 


ana, although we sit near him. I a that order will be pre- 
served. in the Senate, and in the eries as well, so that the 
Senator ma 


be heard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to take 
their seats. The Senator will withhold his remarks until there is 
order on the floor of the Senate. [After a pause.] The Senator 
from Indiana will gaan 5 

Mr. TURPIE. I have a right, Mr. President, to speak thus 
freely of the Maritime Canal pany. Iam one of the 
responsible for its existence. I voted for its incorporation. I 
do not think I shall vote for another for any purpose or upon 
any design. VVVVVVVV 
side did not vote for it, until it had been ame by a section 


offered by the then Senator from i, whom we all rec- 
ollect, Mr, George, which expressly provided that this Maritime 
Canal Company should not receive any ary aid from the 


pecuni 
United States and that this Government should not be in any 
way liable for the expenditures or debt of the Maritime Canal 
Company. 

That was an express condition in the charter of incorporation. 
The present bill pending provides that the United States Govern- 
ment, to use a common phrase, shall step into the shoes of the 
Maritime Canal Company; that it shall appointits directory; that 
it shall 5 5 15 a and that it shall a also 
the mt of the debts o company, in express contraven- 
tion of this condition which I have said is named in the charter. 

It is le, sir, there may be some reasons for this de- 

urs from the original charter. Perhaps gentlemen who are 
favor of this measure as at present presented may be able to 
show those reasons. But for the present I think it is: sufficient 
alone to read the charter with this condition and to read the pres- 
ent bill to determine that when the Government undertakes to 
build this work it should do it in its own name and without the 
assumption of the debts of either the Maritime Canal Company or 
its tender and confederate, the Construction Company of the 
Nicaraguan Canal. Both companies were made up largely of the 
same personnel. One of the objects of the present billis to throw 
into legal form a liability of the United States for the indebted- 
ness to the amount of $4,000,000 of one of these companies, the 
construction or the main company, which has made a total failure 
in the work, to which I have formerly alluded. 

There are other objectionsin the bill which, when itis presented 
for consideration, will require y and careful examination. 
I believe, sir, that when the United States Government undertakes 
this work of building the We, ap Canal we should undertake 
it just as we undertake the work of ing any other river or 
harbor improvement; just as we undertake work of building 
a ship or a fort. Supposing the United States were, in its proper 
person and under its sovereign right, to undertake the rise 
of building a ship, would it assume the name of Cramp & Sons 
for that purpose? Would there be any justification in such an 
1 Would there be any necessity for such an assump- 


raguan 
ica, and that the revenues of the canal, 


Sir, it has been claimed here that we must assume the name of 


the Maritime Canal oe order to get the rights of the 
ee Canal Company.. What rights have the MaritimeCanal 


mpany in this enterprise? They sa, upon the concessions. 
They depend upon concessions from Nicaragua and Costa Rica, 
I wish to call attention to the fact that the concession of Nic- 
aragua rig es last April by the terms of its own limitation 
and that Nicaragua is mostly interested in the domain of the 
lands traversed by the route, Costa Rica being mostly interested 
only in the joint navigation of the San Juan River, which is to be 
eet by the building of the Ochoa Dam, a part of this en- 

rise. 

point also to the fact that we have in the archives of the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Government of the Greater Repub- 
lic of Central America, in which Nicaragua is now a State. charg- 
ing that this Maritime Canal Company have defaulted in their 


all | engagements under this contract, that they have committed 


breaches of it which require and demand a forfeiture, and sug- 
gesting that this canal Sg ee surrender a contract whic 
aba —— = e cong OTRS 7. enter 
into a tripar or the purpose of constructi com- 
pleting the Nicaraguan Canal. i 
Thereis something rational in this scheme; but there is nothing, 
if I may be allowed the expression, either rational or reasonable 
in the scheme of the t bill in requiring as a necessity the use 
of the rights of the itime Canal Company under these conces- 
sions. These concessions are not favorable concessions as made 
by one government to another. They reserve a large amount of 
free tonnage to Costa Rica and Nicaragua, All commerce, ail 
ships of those nations, go through the canal free of toll or at very 
large reduction of tollage. The consequence would be that the 
coast. trade of South and Central America on both sides of the 
continent would be conducted under the Costa Rican and Nica- 
flags, or the flag of the Greater Republic of Central Amer- 
urged so largely as a rea- 


son for its early prosecution and completion, would be depleted 
to that amount, ; 

i concessions are for & term of years—twenty-five 

and renewable but one term longer;. renewable at the 


blii 
Mr. President, I should like to ask any Senator Jarn Deot 
ica- 


I do favor the construction of a Nic: canal, but 
I do not favor the construction of the canal at an expense of 
$120,000,000, to be delivered over after a term of years to the two 
Republics of Central America or to be delivered over at any time 
to any other than those of the United States, 

These are some of the features of the pending bill, and they 
present at first view, it seems to me, considerable objection—ob- 
jection worthy at least of consideration. 

Besides, sir, these concessions provide that the profile adopted 

the company which shall construct this canal, under its sched- 

and measurements, shall be filed with the two Governments 
and approved by the two Governments of Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua. Such a profile has been filed by the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany and has been approved and er, ba but the profile made 

, the commission profile made e present commission, so 
far as we can j from the gen testimony delivered by tha 
official report, an entire change in the profile, 

It does not change the pom route, it does not change the g 
eral course, but it abandon the La Flor Dam, one of the key- 
stones of the whole enterprise under the plan of the Maritime 
Canal Company, the great arch m which the eastern division 
of the work depends—the La Flor whose permanency, whose 
stability, whose practicability I have heard the honorable Senator 
from Alabama . Morgan] for hours here assert and main- 
tain. The La Flor Dam is, by the report of the last commission 
and the report of the present commission, to be totally abandoned 
as unsafe and impracticable. Another route isselected, perfectly 
feasible and practicable, it is said, but there is a total abandon- 
ment of this part of the route selected by the Maritime Canal Com- 


507 course a change of profile will be necessary. Before that 
change is made or permitted, we ought to have the official mpak 
It is very hard for me to retract my omon about the La Flor 
Dam. Ihave been very much influenced by what I have heard of 
its great value and importance; I have been very much influenced 
by what I have heard of the engineerin, ee yore which 
a art; the La 


skill an 
developed and invented this magnificent triumph 
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Flor Dam. I have been ey greatly and justly influenced by 
what I have heretofore heard hour after hour of the magnificence 
of this scheme of engineering, 

I do not know whether I could change the profile or not; I do 
not know whether I should be willin ing, upon the recommendation 
of the commission which has already reported it, to make this 
change in the route, I should deliberate about it; i should doubt 

very much about it; at least, I should have to be convinced by 
A l inspection of the new profile, the new plan, the new wa 

which this canal is to be constructed and completed, before 
sea abandon that miraculous scheme and project—the La Flor 
am. 

I hope, therefore, sir, that we shall not be. in any undue haste 
in taking up this bill for consideration. I shall hope that we will 
give it the attention and care which the of the enter- 
prise demands, and I shall especially hope that when the work is 
undertaken, it shall be undertaken not only with the concord of 
Nicaragua and of Costa Rica, but with the cooperation of both 
those powers; for I do not believe this work could be at all con- 
structed, or even o; after it was constructed, in the midst 
of an unfriendly people or through an unfriendly population. 

This work differs very much from the canal of Suez, very much 
from the canal of Corinth. The canal of Suez, as I said before, is 
a sea-water canal, built on the sea level, with locks. The only way 
of destroying that canal would be to block up the entrance or the 
exit or tg dig another canal large enough to carry the water away 
to lower ground. That would be a work of 575 time, great 
labor, and great expense, not undertaken at all without notice, 
without knowledge, without the fullest possible information in 
the manner and scheme of its operation. j 

But this work of the Nicaraguan Canal is not only a very diffi- 
cult one, but it is a very delicate one. It is accompanied by large 
amounts of earth embankments. I frequently made the objec- 
tion here that these earth embankments were too large, that they 
ought to be protected, that they ought to be revetted as a river is 
leveed, that they ought to have some safeguards, especially against 
water in motion, from the waves of the wake of a vessel of the 
largest size, such as the Oregon. I have cited comparisons be- 
tween it and the Croton Aqueduct and the Fairmount Aqueduct. 
One of these reservoirs upon the Nicaraguan route is twice 
as large as the Croton Aqueduct; it is twice as large as the Fair- 
mount Aqueduct; it is larger than both of those great reservoirs 
put together. 

Senators who have seen those reservoirs know that they are 
well protected by stone reaching down to the bottom of the basin, 
and on the top of the embankment there is solid masonry with the 
best sort of cement to resist the action of the rain and the 
weather, and on the outside there is a solid rubble-stone covering 
of the most durable character for the same purpose; and yet this 
Croton Aqueduct and this Fairmount A ‘uct are set in the tem- 
perate zone. These two reservoirs, one on the east side and one 
on the west side of Lake Nicaragua, in the plan of the Maritime 
Canal Company, are in the torrid zone—in the tropical zone— 
subject to tropical rainfalls of 300 inches a year, subject to the 
most destructive and disastrous effects. ; 

I donot think the embankments are very safe under any of these 
commissions. I do not find any single allusion to it in the official 

reports. I do not wish to be ref to engineers of the Maritime 
Canal Company on that subject. 

It will be said that learned engineers made these estimates. We 
have had estimates of these learned engineers of this work before, 
and Congress has not only totally rejected the estimates made by 
them, but the last commission has rejected and abandoned these 
estimates, which used to be the subject of such laudatory eulogy 
on the part of the friends of this measure. 

I wish to see the amount of rock excavated, the length of divi- 
sion, the amount of earth used, the embankments, the material for 

the locks and for the gates, the material for the light-house, the 
plan of construction, the harbors at Brito and Grey Town, the two 
ocean terminals, the plans for the construction of the harbors at 
Lajas and San Carlos, the lake terminals—I want to see all this 
in black and white. So we need not be troubled any further by 


the barnacles which have so long hindered and delayed the con- | P 


struction of this great international work. 

After we have received the report of that commission, when we 
have considered it, after we haye made up our minds whether we 
shall direct the change of profile, of plan, and the line of execu- 
tion, it will be time enough to take up and consider the merits of 
the pending bill. 

Mr, ALLEN and Mr. MORGAN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont [Mr, 
eas Was presenting the report of a c tea— 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely want to say a word in reply to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. ALLEN. I objectto this Nicaraguan Canal discussion, un- 
less there is some bill before the Senate, as irregular. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary was about to read the 


title of a bill reported by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
TOR], who has been standing on the floor while the discussion has 
been going on. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to say, asa matter of personal 
privilege—and I think I have a right to say it—that I am a little 
surprised that the Senator from meget ae ALLEN] should 
object to my uttering a word in reply to the tor from Indiana 
pe N 8 ne being Te apr dent, I 171 ori in- 

e upon the Senate or upon the ideas of proprie any 
Senator on this floor entertains. 


ARMY POST QUARTERMASTER-SERGEANTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Reports of committees are in order, 
and the Secretary will read the title of the bill reported by the 
Senator from Vermont Dir, PROCTOR]. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 10051) to increase the number 
of post quartermaster-ser ts in the United States Army. 

he VICE-PRESID. The Senator from Vermont has asked 
for the present consideration of the bill which has been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the 
number of post quartermaster-sergeants of the Army by the addi- 
tion of twenty-five 7 75 quarter master-sergeants, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of War in the manner now provided for by law. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator 
reporting the bill. I inquire if this is to be a permanent estab- 
lishment or merely to last during the war? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is a permanent increase, and it is made 
necessary by the increase of the artillery along the borders 
through the country. There are now eighty post quartermaster- 
sergeants, and they are all on duty but two—an unusual number. 
The necessity for this addition is very plain. They are very use- 
ful noncommissioned officers, as the Senator very well knows, and 
absolutely ee the present condition of irs, 

Mr.D. e point of my inquiry was this of course I do 
not want to impede anything that is necessary or desirable for the 
efficiency of our forces in the field—but the Regular Army, which 
has been provided for, is a Regular Army for war purposes. Ido 
not wish to vote to add to the permanent military establishment 
until the war is over, and we can then see what we need. If this 
bill had a provision that this increase was to last only during the . 
war I should have no objection in the world to it. 

It was to suggest these thoughts that I arose, whether the sup- 
porters of the bill thought it was necessary to make this increase 
a pen of the ent establishment, 

r. PROCTOR. Mr. President, other corps of the Army have 
received a slight permanent increase. This is not an increase of 
the commissioned officers of the Army, but of the enlisted men. 
Before the war commenced, on account of the addition to our 
coast defenses, we had established a great many new posts, where 
it was necessary, even if there is no force stationed there, to have 
at least a noncommissioned officer to take care of the property, 
which is just as necessary in time of peace as in time of war. I 
think the Senator will see that this proposed addition is entirely 
reasonable and economical. 

Mr. DANIEL. I make no objection to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXPENSES INCURRED BY STATES IN EQUIPPING VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


Mr. COCKRELL, Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report a bill (S. 4853) to reimburse the governors of 
States and Territories for a incurred by them in aiding 
the United States to raise an rea and supply and equip the 
Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing war with 
Spain. Task unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The bill was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 5 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of i 
directed, out of any money in the sort feini ayha — 
pay to bed governor of any State tl beset 3 ———— 3 
him in the United States to raise: Arip To 


ing war with Spain, by su FFF 
it. g. supplying, equipping, paying. 
a men ot his State or Territory wh at owe a ae share. 


ing o 
muster rolls of the Volunteer Army of the Uni 
ther, That such claims shall be 


V to pay said costs, Charges, and 
à cases where money to pa ges, and ex- 
penses has been or may hereafter 83 the 
a States or Territories, and interest is or may hereafter be 
on — — 3 States or Territories, from the 
it was or may be so borrowed the time of its refundment by the United 
piatos: or thereafter, such in@rest shall not be refunded by the United 
tates, nor shall any interest be paid the governors or their States or Terri- 
on the amounts paid out by them, nor any other amount refunded or 
than is in this act expressly mentioned. 


States: And ——— fur- 
ed and 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? s í 

-There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
if, under the terms and provisions of this bill, any payments would 
be called for by the governors of States for expenses incurred or 
money laid out fs to the call for troops? 

Mr. COCKRELL, No. 3 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think there should be some provision in the 
bill that would limit the time for which reimbursement should 
be made to the first call for troops. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think the bill clearly does that. ry 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not catch in the reading any provision 
that seemed to include that. f 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it only applies to the troops raised 
under the call of the governors of States. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It seems to me, if I understood the enti 
of the bill correctly, that the limitation is as to those troops whic 
were af see edd accepted by the United States. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Absolutely. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Of course it does; but suppose prior to the 
call there should be included certain expenses for subsistence or 


equipment? ; 

Mr, COCKRELL. The bill does not include those. There is 
no (Lede ge about that. Of course we would not report a bill of 
that kind. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I accept the Senator's statement. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now report from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs the bill (S. 4837) to indemnify the governors of States 
for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States to 
raise and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of 
the United States in the existing war with Spain, and move that 
it be postponed indefinitely, it being covered by the bill which 
has just been passed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

MAJ, JOSEPH W. WHAM. 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to call up a House bill which has been 
- lying on the table. s 4 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I object to any other bills being 
considered until the aoe business is concluded. I have 
waited here for an hour and a half to present morning business. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator 
nation? 5 A f 

Mr. BERRY. 1 have been trying to get an opportunity to in- 
troduce a bill. j i 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. BERRY). Why not introduce it now? 

Mr. BERRY. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Arkansas withdraws his ob- 
jection. I now ask to take from the table the bill (H. R. 4237) 
to enable the President to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, pay- 
master, United States Army, to duty, his former rank, and status 
in the United States Army. 3 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have a report on the bill, if it is to be 
called up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill may be taken from the table 
and considered at this time. The Senator from Missouri has a 
substitute for it, which I desire to have read. ) é 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report a substitute for the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Illinois. It will only take a moment. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? j ‘ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4237) to enable the 
-President to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United 
States Army, to duty, his former rank, and status in the United 
States Army. : Y 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report an amendment to the bill in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert what 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 


low me to make an expla- 


sentence of 0 Josep master, Un States 
t. him dut; i rank, and status in the United 
Bales pho Pode full pay bee ont after the passage of this ac > 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which has been read, 


_ Mr. 3 IEL. Is there any written report in this case, I beg to 
inquire 
r. COCKRELL. There is a report. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the report in this case may be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I send the report to the desk, which the 
Senator desires to have read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Committee on Military ae to whom was referred S. 2596 to en- 


able the President to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, master, United 
States Army, to duty, his former rank and statusin the hited States Army, 


have considered the same and submit the following co 8 505 
T. e Secretary of War, and the following report 


ill was referred to thi 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 19, 1398. 

Sir: I have the honor to return Senate bill 2596, to enable the President to 
restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to duty, his 
former rank and status in the United States aur: 

Major Wham was tried by a general court-martial and sentenced to be dis- 
missed the service, which sentence was mitigated by the President to sus- 
pao on half pay from rank, duty, and all privileges until Jan 18, 1904; 

is name to be Ai at the foot of majors in the Pay Department. inclose 
a copy of the report of the Judge-Advocate General, made to me on the 26th 
of August, 1897, in which he reviews the proceedings in the case. 
The against Major Wham upon which he was tried grew out of a 
transaction in relation to a mining company which involved the payment of 
anote amounting to $1,000. It was ouiro e private transaction between 
individuals, and no relation to any matters connected with the military 
service except as it affected his conduct as an officer of the Army. 

I have devoted considerable time to the consideration of this case, and am 
not convinced from the testimony that Major Wham was so culpable as to 
warrant his al from the service or even his punishment in the degree 
to which it was ny ages by the President. He was careless and negligent 
of his own interests in not submitting a defense to the charge inst him, 
the case going to a verdict upon the testimony of the prosecution. From 
papers filed by Major Wham it appears that he lost considerable money in 
ventures in which he engaged, y as to two ranches which he at- 
tempted to make productive or profitable, and was without means to meet 
his indebtedness. His record in the Army during the war wasa brilliantone. 

It is true that the yas ee portion of his sentence could be remitted b 
the President and he could be restored to duty; but in my opinion this would 
not be a full measure of relief to him, and I therefore recommend legislation 


for his relief. 
Very respectfully, R. A. ALGE. 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate, s 

In view of this report, your committee report the bill back to the Senate 
with an amendment authorizing the President to revoke the order approv- 
ing the proceedings and mitigating the sentence and to disapprove the sen- 
tence and restore Major Wham to his former position. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment in the nature of a substitute which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, the title was amended go as to 
read: A bill to authorize the President to restore Maj. Joseph W. 
Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to duty, his former rank 
and status in the United States Army.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, I move that the Senate bill on the same sub- 
ject, being the bill (S. 2596) to enable the President to restore 

aj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to duty, 
his former rank, and status in the United States Army, be indeti-- 
nitely pos ed 

The motion was agreed to, 

JOHN H. BOYD. 


Mr. GALLINGER, I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9466) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Boyd, to report it favorably. The 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE] is interested in the bill, and 
it is the only pension bill about which he has troubled the com- 
mittee. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration, 
It will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It 5 to pension 
John H. Boyd, late a member of Company C, Eighth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of 830 per month in lien of 
the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLARK W. HARRINGTON, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Some time ago the Senate passed the bill 
(S. 769) to increase the pension of Clark W. Harrington. The 
House amended it. The Senate asked for a committee of confer- 
ence, which has been cy a to, but no meeting of the conferees 
has been held. I think I am in order in moving to reconsider the 
vote whereby the conference was asked for and then afterwards 
in moving to concur in the amendments of the House and that 
the House be requested to return the bill. I first move to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the conference was requested. - 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to, 


received, to wit: 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 769) to increase 


the pension of Clark W. Harrington, which were, in line 4, to 
strike out the words “pay to” and insert “place on the pension 
rolls the name of;” in line 5, after “ Infantry,” to insert ‘‘and 
pay him;” and in line 6, to strike out the word “fifty” and insert 
s ” 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the amendments of the House 
of Representatives be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the House be requested to 
return the bill and papers to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CASSIUS M. CLAY, SR. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senate likewise passed the bill (S. 
1119) granting a pension to Cassius M. Clay, sr., a citizen of Ken- 
tucky and a major-general in the Army of the United States in 
the war of the rebellion, and similar action was taken. I move 
to reconsider the vote whereby the conference was requested. 

The motion to reconsider was a s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1119) granting a 
pension to Cassius M. Clay, sr., a citizen of Kentucky and a major- 
general in the Army of the United States in the war of the re- 
bellion, which were, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ pension,” to insert 
„at the rate;” in line 7, to strike out the word “ fifty” and insert 
“twenty-five; ” and to amend the title so as to read; A bill grant- 
ing a pension to Cassius M. Clay, sr.” 

it. GALLINGER. I move that the amendments of the House 
of Representatives be concurred in. 

The motion was a to. : i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The same motion is made in refer- 
ence to the return of the bill from the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to 
Andit and Control the Contingent E of the Senate, to whom 
was referred a resolution submit by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] on the 30th ultimo, to report it favorably, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make an investigation 
of internal-revenue and customs matters, and to report from time to time to 
the Senate the result thereof; and for this purpose they are authorized tosit, 
by subcommittee or otherwise, during the recess or sessions of the Senate, at 
such times and places as they may deem advisable, to send for persons and 
papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer and such clerical 
and other assistance as may be necessary, the expense of such investigation 
to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the resolution the approval of the Com- 
mittee on Finance? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was reported from that committee. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis] on the 6th instant, to report it favorably, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to con- 
tinue until the end of this Con, the employment of the additional clerk 
authorized by the resolution of the Senate of May 9, 1898, and that said clerk 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per 
annum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the resolution come from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. It came from the chairman of the 

-Committee on Foreign Relations. It was introduced by him and 
referred to the Committee on Contingent “ 

Mr. COCKRELL, Was it reported by the chairman of the 
committee, or was it simply introduced by him? 

Mr, JONES of Nevada. The resolution was introduced by the 
chairman of the committee, who stated that it was absolutely 
necessary for the business of the committee to have this clerk; 
and it was referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, 
from which committee I have reported it favorably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations is present. I was inquiring whether the 
resolution under consideration came from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations? 

DAVIS. It did, I will inform the Senator, and is deemed 


very necessary. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


CHAPLAINS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10685) fixing the 
pay and allowances of chaplains for volunteer regiments, to re- 
port it favorably, and I am instructed by the committee to ask 

or itsimmediate consideration. It is a short bill, and early action 
is desirable, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that all chap- 
lains in the volunteer service shall have the pay and allowances 
of a captain mounted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to submit and have printed in the 
RECORD, as it is very short, a protest of the teachers and educa- 
tors of Nebraska against the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands, 
The protest reached me last night too late to be presented then, 
1 should like to have it printed in full. It covers only about five 
Ines. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The protest will be printed in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The protest is as follows: 

We, members of the Nebraska Summer School and Lancaster iid 
Teachers’ Institute, hereby express our loyalty to the principles for whi 
the present war with Spain was declared, and protest against its degenera- 
tion into a war for annexation, conquest, or colonization, and ly do 
we at this time ask members of the Senate to op the annexation of Ha- 
wall. We believe such expansion contrary to the tried principles of state 
and the best interests of our Republic. 

Respectfully submitted. 


COMMISSIONERS OF NATIONAL MILITARY PARKS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report from the Committee on Military 
Affairs a joint resolution, which is of considerable interest to 
some people, and I ask that it may be immediately acted upon. 
It is unobjectionable entirely. 

The joint resolution (S. R, 183) permitting officers of the Reg- 
ular or Volunteer Army to also hold office as commissioners and 
historians of national military parks was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That an officer of the Army, lar or Vol- 
unteer, who is qualified under existing law, may also hold office as a commis- 
sioner or historian of any one of the national military parks, but shall be 
entitled to the salary of one office only. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to insert after the word ‘‘commis- 
sioner” the word “superintendent,” so that it will include super- 
intendents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISPOSITION OF FORMER LIBRARY ROOMS, 


Mr. ALDRICH. For the Committee on Rules, and also in be- 
half of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I ask 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 71) re- 
lating to the use of the rooms lately occupied by the Congressional 
Library in the Capitol. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
that that portion of the rooms and space recently occupied by the 
Library of Congress in the Capitol building north of a line drawn 
east and west through the center of the Rotunda shall be used for 
such purpose as may hereafter be designated by the Senate of the 
United States; and that portion of such rooms and space south of 
said line shall be used for such purpose as may he er be desig- 
nated by the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be eerie for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PRINTING OF WAR REVENUE ACT. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, reported it favorably; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of public act No. “An act to provide ways and means to meet 
war expenditures, and for other 1 with marginal notes and index 
prepared by the Clerk, and bound in paper, 100,000 copies, 67,000 copies for 
= apo of the House of Representatives and 33,000 copies for the use of the 

nate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr, BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4854) granting a pension to 
Isom Gibson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4855) granting an increase 


of ion to John E. Higgins; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4856) granting a ion to 
William H. Dunlap; which was ae twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensi 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a a bill (S. 4857) for the establish- 
ment of a homing pi e service; Which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to Committee on Naval 

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the bill, I desire to pre- 
sent a lecture delivered at the Naval War College, Newport, R. I., 
by Prof. H. Marion, of the United States Naval Academy, and also 

a report by the same gentleman of investigations made i 
in reference to the homing-pigeon matter, which are of t 
lic interest. I move that the papers—they are not very len 
be printed as a document. 

he motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 3546) for the reference of certain claims 
tthe Government of the United States to the Court of Claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT PARIS, 


Mr. THURSTON 8 the following concurrent resolution; 
which was e to th ttee on ting: 


to be placed at th of the — 
bation bo intending exhibitors 1277 85 Eo acting — — 6 coca 
— — it organizes. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the foregoing resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to. 

“PRECEDENTS OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE. 


Mr, LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 3,000 additional copies of 3 Miscellaneous 8 278, sec- 
con session Fifty-third the e being a Digest o f Decisions and 
Precedents of the Senate and House of Ret 2 of the United States. 
and to aves their powers and privile — ——.— and * 
ions, contempts, ontumacious 1 
etc., as revised and new matter added“ together with é —— the ou 
peeme U e Court of the United States and of other 8 of which 1,000 copies 
shall be al ra use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of 

ves. 


THE CRIMINAL INSANE, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing: 

be printed, for distribution by th tment of 

Boing: Thes ae there 2 s Tor 0 1 25 ion By As e Departmen pening 
n ot 8.2 . Barrows, commissioner for tho nited States 
on the Ini Gomanieian, on TD Criminal Insane in the 
United States and in Foreign 8 


Nur CULTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. PROCTOR F the follo Scares resolution; 
which aane referred to the Committee on Printing: 
tates (the Hi 4 
3 — ar 2 of the ete 2 ates AA vb nan 0 tet of Agricul 


concurring) That the of the 1 on Nat b Caitie in the United Stat 
Mr. LODGE subsequently, from the Committee on Prin 
reported the foregoing concurrent 3 and it was c 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
HARRY k. SPRING AND CHARLES W. 
Mr. WHITE. 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


NELSON, 
I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 


Resolved, That the President is requested, if in his 17 the facts war- 
rant such action, tot take Siapa te procure the Racer 0 mye or . — 
release of Charl ies W. a of the 
States and r coe cade aes the Republic of 
Colombia. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to make a very brief 
statement in reference to the resolution. These two young men, 
American citizens and formerly residents of California, were ar- 

_rested in the 3 of Colombia and confined there in the lat- 
ter part of the year 1896. Attention was drawn to the subject 
some time ago, and t h the office of the of State 


communication was had with our minister at the capital of that 
Republic. The last communication of which any reference has 


been made at the State Department, on the 18th of December last, 
wasa communication from Mr. Sherman, as Secretary of State, 
to Mr. Hart, as minister, dated November 8, 1897, wherein the Sec- 
retary of State wires as to the status of these parties and whether 
they were incarcerated. From that Marrs to this not one word has 
been received from our minister regar the matter. 

I introduced a resolution on the 18th ie of Deemer 1897, of ape 
for the documents which were printed, and on the ‘oth of 
of the present year I was advised by the Assistant Secre 
State that no word had been had from Mr. Hart up to that ta 5 
Yesterday I again communicated with the Saas of State and 
received a similar answer. 

Why our minister should ignore a request made to him from 
the Department of State I do not know, and why these American 
citizens should be incarcerated so long i in that country, without - 
any reference to the character of their case further than what is 
contained in the documents here, is a matter beyond my knowl- 
edge. Nothing can be done beyond a request from the President of 
of the United States himself, urging 2 action. Ithink that our 
minister deserves at least a reprimand for his remarkable delay 
in responding to the communications which have been had. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. W There are certain papers and statements relative 
550 the case, which I move to have = rinted as a document, to accom- 
the other documents which have already been printed. 

Pathe motion was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (8. 8 amend an act entitled An act to amend an 
act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St, Louis Railway 
Company a right of ped throu through the Indian Territory.” 

The m that the House disagrees to the 


- | amendments of the Seriate to the bill (H. R. 5069) to pension 


Jacob N. Atherton; asks a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
E of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Ray of New York, Mr. WARNER, and Mr. CASTLE managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution authorizing the President of the Senate — 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives to close the 
session by adjourning their respective Houses on Friday, July d. 8, 
= 2 * P. m.; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

na 

PAN-AMERICAN EXPOSITION, 


Mr. THURSTON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
3 of the House of Representatives to Senate joint reso- 
ution 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of olding o esentatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 141) 
1091 ing the ho! of a Pan-American Exposition in the year 
non Cayuga Tsk and, between the cities of Buffalo and Ni- 
seas Falls, in the State of New York, to illustrate the develop- 
ment of the Western Hemisphere during the nineteenth century, 
which were, on pago 2, 2, to strike out all of section 2; to change 
section 8 to section 2; to c section 4 to section 3; and on 
page 3, line 9, after the word “time,” to insert: 
Pr peor 
VVV 
the 8 of the United States the Fan-American f wo Com- 
pany, under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. THURSTON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bil C8 (S. 4831) fixing the rank of the Adjutant- 
General of the Arm 15 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the oes 

Mr. PETTUS. Io sae 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, morning business is closed. The unanimons-consent agree- 
ment is nowin force. The Senator from New Jersey asks for the 

resent consideration of a bill fixing the rank of the Adjutant- 
3 of the Army, to which objection is made. 
SEWELL. How long does the agreement last? 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. Two hours. 

Mr. SEWELL. From what period? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. From now—a quarter before 2 until 
a quarter before 4 o'clock. 

WELL. I do not see why it should be enforced at this 
moment. This bill was under consideration and amended 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SEWELL. Can I not move to take it up? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator can so move. b 

Mr. EWELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. There was unanimous consent given to take up 


the Calendar regularly. 

Mr, FAULKNER. VIIthough I am not epromi to the bill, I 
suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that during the two 
hours in which the unanimous-consent agreement operates he 
can not move to take up any bill to which there is objection. 
EA the two hours have passed he can make the motion. 

VF 
a ment commence sup it had a now. 
Ar. 5 No; it was to commence Sg per after 
business 


morning losed. 
Mr. SEWELL. I oe notice that directly after the expiration | pa 
of the two hours I shall call up the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. At a quarter before 4 o'clock. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 1 thought we were to take up 
mies in their order on the Calendar. 
COCKR. I understood that the Calendar of unob- 
jec sd cases was to be considered. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I did not so understand. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the agreement; and the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII is in order. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I did not so understand it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If any further order is desired, 
Chair sup y Saapa edna get pi ppoe ges a Unless there is, 
the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order at the point reached 
when it was last under consideration. 
LIEUTENANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 123) to revive the grade of lieutenant- 
meal in the United States Army was announced as the first 
usiness in order on the Calendar. 
‘ee 55 Let the joint resolution be passed over, re- 


arne VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 


Over. 
NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL, 


2 COCKRELL. Onght not that to be the naval court in- 
stead of judge-advocate? Ought it not to read “that a naval 
court-martial or court of inquiry shall have power, ete.?“ 

Mr. HALE. How does the clause read? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It reads: 

That every judge-advocate of a naval court martial. 


I do not think it was the intention to vest judicial functions in to 


the ju advocate, 
j ir HALE, T think the Senator's 


WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE, 


-The bill (S. 110) referring to the Court of Claims the ee 
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 
letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator who reported the bill 
Piatt of eee is not present. Let it be passed over, re 


= its hte 
CE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut is 
near seh lace in the Senate. 
Mr. L. I did not observe him. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill simply 8 for refer 
eee e eee A similar bill has been 
the Senate at former sessions two or three times. 
KRELL. Allright; I thought it was another case. 
Tha Senate, as in Committee of the le, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 
Hage bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LAND AT GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 
The bill (S. 3185) authorizing and directing the Secre of the 
Navy to contract for the purchase of a lot of land 55 
— Navy-Vard, was announced as next in order on the Cal - 


a HALE. That com, I think, bas boon gy ath i 
a riation so e go over, place. 
Tho VICE-PRESIDÈNT. The bill will be passeđ leet one 
HENRY LANE. 
The bill (S. 658 we SOUT a ee 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
CV 


dated March 30 the service, for absence 
ee a; Henry Lane, late first lieutenant Company F, 
ent New dyp Volunteers, to date h i 


1863, scot e was then, and for weeks before had been, on duty 
in the field, and to grant him an honorable discharge as of date 


A 1863, 
Nuo b bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF SAMUEL B. SPARKMAN, 


The bill (S. 2350) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel B. Spark- 
man, of Nashville, Tenn., and to refer their claim to the Court of 
Claims was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to refer to the Court of Claims for adjudication and settle- 
ment the claim of the heirs of Samuel B. Sparkman, of Nashville, 
and wheel N $1,068.80, ee eee for blacksmith 
and wheelwrig ements, and supplies ta possession 
of and used by the ols implementa, sn in 1862 and 1863, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. HAMILTON. 


on is a good one. 
COCKRELL. I move then to out the words “every | The bill (S. 1892) for the relief of the widow and children of 
ge advocato of.“ John ton, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
ECRETARY. 


vue e of;” so as to make the first 

That a nayal court-martial or :: reat Date sore Cones 
988... ee Se to . courts of 
crim: jurisdiction within the State. tory, or ict where such 
naval court shall be ordered to sit may lawfull y issue. 

Mr: HALE. That is very 5 It may be that another 
section will have to be modified to conform to that 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; all the rest corresponds with 

Mr. HALE. Is there any reference afterwards to the D of 
55 . If there is, the same phraseology will have 


used 

Mr. COCKRELL. The balance is all right. 

Mr. HALE. et Se 

The amendment was a 

The bill was reported to the ate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANNEXATION OF THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 127) to provide for the annexation of 
the Hawaiian Islands to the United States was announced as the 
next business on the Calendar, 


ORGAN, tot tl the joint 9 remain on the Cal- 
"the VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution will be passed 
e MORGAN. Without losing its place. 


In line 3, 1, strike out the words “every | Wh 
Dko t section read: 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 7, after the word of,“ 
to strike out: 


And insert: 


Thirteen thousand and ninety-five dollars and ten cents, in full satisfac- 
tion and 1 of the claim of the said administratrix and the heirs of 
0 or the ice house and materials of which it was 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 8, after the name 
„Hamilton,“ to insert “taken and used; so as to make the bill 


Be it repose Pia Me ete., 1 Secretary of 
to Susan E. Hamilton, tratrix of John 


authorized an 

Hamilton, erg ie of Balti Baltimore ity, hw e = an * in the 
Treasury no rwise a appropriate © sum o satisfac- 
tion and Barir kanas tof the claim of the said administratrix and 

bond late John Hamilton for the ice house and the materials of which it was 


the Treasury be, and is hereby 
administra: 


The amendment was Lest to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 
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BATCHELLER PNEUMATIC TUBE COMPANY, 


The bill (S. 3745) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to 5 permits to the Batcheller Pneumatic Tube 
Company of the District of Columbia was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PROCTOR, Let that bill be passed over, retaining its 


lace. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 120) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
effect an adjustment between the United States and the Sioux 
City and Pacific Railway Company in relation to certain bonds 
issued by the United States in aid of the construction of said rail- 
way was announced as next in order. 

r. PETTIGREW. Let that go over. 
Mr. CANNON. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
PROOF OF LOYALTY IN PENSION CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 1041) amending section 4716 of the Revised Statutes 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] who reported the bill if he does not 
think it might lie over until December? It is a pretty important 
bill. and there is little time for its consideration to-day. 

Mr. PRITCHAR That course will be entirely 5 to 
me, inasmuch as I propose to offer a substitute for the bill when 
it is taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

SCHOOL LANDS, 

The bill (S. 4154) to amend an act approved A t 30, 1890, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to apply a portion of the proc of the public 
lands to the more complete endowment and support of the colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established 
under the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862,” 
was announced as next in order. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill go over, retaining its 2 


lace. 

5 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

CRIMINAL LAWS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The bill (H. R. 8064) to amend the criminal laws of the District 
of Columbia was the next in order, and was read by the Secretary. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is so much confusion in the 
Chamber that it is utterly impossible to understand what bills are 
being passed. The bill which is now under consideration was 
read, and read for information. I gave all the attention to it that 
I could, but it was impossible to hear. It is S relates 
to the criminal laws of the District of Columbia. e Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], a member of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, is here. Ishould like to know whether 
the bill is all right. 5 
Mr. HALE, Let the bill go over, Mr. President, retaining its 


lace. 
p The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: [have examined 
the bill relating to the criminal laws of the District of Columbia 
which the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] objected to, and I think 
it is allright, It is a House bill, and I think it had better be con- 
sidered. e Senator from West Virginia can explain it. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. i 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill has been read and is on its final 


The v ICE-PRESIDENT. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw my objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 8064) to amend the criminal laws of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL. ` 

The bill (S. 2881) to authorize the Secretary of War to acquire 
the right of way for the Illinois and Mississippi Canal through 
the bridge owned by the city of Moline,in the county of Rock 
Island and State of Illinois, across Rock River, in the county of 
Rock Island, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Iowa if that has not 
already been provided for? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it was provided for in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I ask that the bill may be laid aside tempo- 
rarily without losing its et 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

MARIE P. EVANS. 

The bill (S. 3744) for the relief of Marie P. Evans was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER, That seems to be an adverse report. 


Mr. HALE. Let the bill be indefinitel: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, It is . 
nitely postponed on the adverse report of the committee. 


postponed. 
that the bill be indefi- 


The motion was to. 

Mr. PASCO subsequently said: While I was temporarily absent 
from the Chamber the bill (S. 3744) for the relief of Marie P, 
Br re eta pot a ey a 

he was y pos reconsidered an t the 
bill be placed on the Calendar under Rule IX; 

The motion was agreed to. 


AUGUSTUS G, KELLOGG, 


The bill (S. 763) for the relief of Augustus G. Kellogg was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Wile It 8 Presi- 


dent to place Commander Augustus G. Kellogg upon the list of 


officers of the Navy who have been retired on account of inca- 
pacity resulting from long and faithful service, from wounds or 
injuries received in the line of duty, or from sickness and expo- 
sure therein, as provided for in section 1588 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the committee will be 


read, 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. MCENERY 


March 30, 1898, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 763) for 
the relief of Augustus G. Kellogg, having had the same under consideration, 
leave to submit the following report: 

e committee recommend the r of the bill for tho reasons set forth 
in the repas of the committee at the last session of Congress, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill 1905, 
have had the same under consideration, and report as follows: 

“This bill provides that the President is authorized and empowered to 
place Commander A tus G. Kellogg upon the list of officers of the Navy 
who have been re on account of incapacit 3 loug and faith- 
ful service, from wounds or injuries received in the line of duty, or from 
sickness and exposure therein, as provided for in section 1588 of the Revised 
ae of = anea here 1 i tin 

“Commander Au us G. Ke! was appointed ac midshipman Se 
tember 21, 420 at chs sas of 17. Tie granata tad at the Naval Academy May 


a 
went at once into active service. His 
trouble, RR ir active, alert. 

mand of the 


ure of his native State. His last duty was as equipment officer at e 
N There he performed his duties, in . 


intelligently, energetically, and to m 
very zealous in 
by, Suddenly o September 7,1891, he showed marked 
“Suddenly, on mber 7,1891, he showed mar toms of insanity. 
Captain Kirkland sent him on board the receiving ship te had a medical 
survey of him made. This survey was made same day, and the two physi- 
cians making it certified that Commander Kell was unfit for service b 
reason of a cerebral softening. gin due to long and ha: 
service in the Uni States Navy (thirty years). The two surgeons who 
held this survey, Drs. Heyl and Brownell, say: ‘There is good evidence that 
it (the origin of disability) was in the line of duty.’ Captain Kirkland says 
that Commander Kellogg was not indulging at that time in intoxicants and 
had not been while he was under his command. Dr. O'Hara, physician at 
St. Agnes Hospital, where Commander Kell. went for treatment in June, 
1891, says, in ca se a direct question, that Commander Kellogg showed no 
symptoms of alcoholism or that he had been indulging in drink. Shortly 
terwards Commander Kellogg was, by order of the Secretary of the Navy, 
laced in the Government Hospital for the Insan hile there was or- 
ered before the naval retiring board at Washington, D. C., which on No- 
vember 3, 1891, decided that he was ‘incapacitated for active service by rea- 
son of structural changes in the nervous system of a permanent character, 
caused by the toxic effect of Arono aggravating heretiitary tendency to brain 
disease, and the incapacity of the Commander Kellogg is not the result 
of On December 16, 1801, the oceedi d findings of the boa 
5 mber „the pr ngs an of the rd were a 
roved by the President, and Commander Kellogg was directed to ba retired 
active service and placed on the retired list, on furlough pay, in con- 
formity with section 1454 of the Revised Statutes. This finding was based on 
the testimony of two members of the retiring board, to wit, Drs. Dean and 
Bradley, who testified that they had examined Commander Kellogg twice— 
once at the Government Hospital for the Insane, on September 22 
on October 12, 1891, at the Navy Department. They testified that 
“*We could find no evidence of insanity existing at this time, either 
or acquired. It appears to us that the unsettled state of Com- 
‘ellogg’s mind, as described in his medical history, more resembles 
the condition sometimes produced by the toxic effects of alcohol, and that it 
is most proteo due to inebriety.’ 
“The effect of this decision was toplace Commander Kellogg on the retired 
list with the rate of pay of $1,150 per annum. 
“Commander Kellogg was then under the care of Dr. W. W. Godding, su- 
eg N of the Government Hospital for the Insane, and an expert on 
nity of national reputation. Dr. Godding was asked on March 9, 1894, and 
replied March 10, eg — follows: 
First. How long Commander Kellogg been under your charge?—A. 
Since September 16, 1891. 
Second. Ishis mental condition such as to prevent him from discharging 
the duties of a naval officer on the active list: A. In my opinion it is. 
“*Third. How does his mental condition now differ from his mental condi- 
tion when placed under your charge?—A. His condition is less emotional, he 
has gained in self-control, exercises a sounder judgment inapparently recog- 
nizing the need of avoiding excitement in his own case; there is that degree 
of improvement that might be expected to result from his present quiet life. 
Fou t was the mental condition of Commander Kellogg on or 
about September 24 and October 12, 1891?—A. His mind was weak; he was de- 
pressed, suspicious, delusional. His 8 was impaired; he was at times 
emotional, in tears, with but little self-control, and infirm in purpose. I re- 


ed it as a delusional insanity, melancholic in type, tomatic of brain 
— z sar 


+ 

Fifth. Was Commander Kellogg's condition in September and October, 
1891, such as would lead a competent and careful pathologist to say that 
there was “no evidence of insanity existing at this time, either hereditary or 
acquired -A. In my opinion, 3 enist would have been able to dis- 
criminate between nervous prostration and insanity, and would have found 
evidence of the latter. £ 
Sixth. After observation of Commander Kellogg's case, extending from 
September, 1891, to this date, are you able to say now that Commander Kel- 
logg’s condition is the result of the toxic effects of alcohol and not of heredi- 
tary tendences, superinduced by eng apia in climates and fre- 
quent attacks of malarial fever -A. No. 

Seventh. Has Commander ee ee from malarial attacks since 
September, 18914+—A. Yes; at irregular intervals throughout the whole period 
of his residence here down to the present season. I should add that in the 
ee stage of these attacks the evidence of the brain impairment is 

0 


tinct. 
rs that the medical officers of the retiring board failed to find 


“It thus a) 
Commander I ellogg's true condition. The oann of Dr. Goddin 4 oe 
m- 


by daily observation since September 16, 1891, and it follows t. 
mander Kellogg's true condition had been known he should have been placed 
on the retired on three-fourths sea pay and not on furlough pay. 


That the disabilities which incapacitated Commander Kellogg from active 


service had their origin from exposure incident to the service and line of duty 
isshown by the testimony of Surgeons Heyl, Jones, Assistant Surgeon Brow- 
nell, and Su n Rixey, all naval surgeons, supported by that of Captain 
Kirkland, United States Navy, and by God g. Conrad, O'Hara, and 
Latimer in civil life. Dr. Stonestreet also shows that Commander Kellogg 
had suffered dangerous attacks of malarial fever, contracted while on duty 
8 West Indies, and Dr. Latimer that he has not yet fully recovered from 


t malaria. 

Commander Kellogg's long and faithful service to the Government, cover - 
ing a period of twenty-six years and four months, five years of which were 
spent in the East Indies and three years in the West Indies, entitles him to 
what he now seeks through this bill. 

The House Committee on Naval Affairs of the Fifty-second Congress, of 
which the present honorable Secretary of the Navy was chairman, reported 
this bill favorably, but Congress adjourned before the bill wasreached. (See 
H. R. Report No. 2500, Fifty-second 8 session.) The Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs of the present Congress also reported the bill favor- 
ably, and it is now on the House Calendar. (See H. R. Report No. 688, Fifty- 
third Congress, second session.)“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to add at the end of the bill: 

Provided, That no pay, compensation, or allowance shall accrue prior to 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, d f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 5 


ESTATE OF LEVIN R. MARSHALL, 


The bill (S. 1000) for relief of Fenn Duncan Marshall and 
George M. Miller, executors of the of Levin R. Marshall, de- 
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ ten thousand two hundred and eighty-seven” and insert five 
thousand six hundred and nineteen;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Sre 
not otherwise ig (i epee the sum of 8.619 to 5 phen Duncan Mars 
and George M. Miller, executors of the will of Levin R. Marshall, deceased, 
late of Adams County, Miss., for property taken by the United States Army 
and used by it: Provided, That the same be accepted by them in full pay- 
ment and liquidation of the claim of said executors and of said estate against 
the United States. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inline3,after the words ‘‘That the,” Imove 
to strike out the words ‘‘ Treasurer of the United States” and in- 
sert ‘‘Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 199) to postpone the o 
the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, in the State of 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that that bill be indefinitely postponed, 
legislation on the subject having already been had by this Con- 


gress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Utah to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVAL STATION IN WEST INDIES, 

The bill (S. 4303) for the purchase of a naval station in the 
West Indies was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be passed over. . 

EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA. 

The bill (S. 892) to promote the efficiency of the militia was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let that bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over, 


ning of 
tah, was 
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MEDICAL CORPS OF THE ARMY, 


The bill (S, 4304) to increase the Medical Corps of the Army 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs that I think we have already passed a bill on 
that subject. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. At this session? l 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then this bill ought to be taken off the Calen- 
dar. It is, however, the only one on the Calendar on that subject, 
and I think the only one which has been reported, so far as I know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill be passed over. Iam 
„ positive that we have pass 
subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let it be passed over, and if I find we have 
not passed such a bill, I can again call it up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I move that the bill 
(S. 4804) to increase the Medical Corps of the Army be indefinitely 

tponed. I find we have already passed a bill upon that subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri to indefinitely postpone the bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 


READJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS OF ARMY OFFICERS, 


The bill (S. 4306) to authorize the readjustment of the accounts 
of army officers who were graduates of West Point Military 
Academy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It di- 
rects the Secretary of the Treasury, by his accounting officers, on 
application being made by any person, or his legal representative, 
an officer or ex officer of the United States Army and a graduate 
of West Point, or who, being an enlisted man at the time of such 
commission, has been commissioned as an officer in the Regular 
Army, to readjust his accounts previously settled and paid under 
an erroneous construction of law as subsequently declared by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and to pay any balance 
which may be found due in accordance with the law applicable 
thereto as construed by the Supreme Court of the United States 
Hak 50 cases of Captains Morton and Watson against the United 

es. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. CRANSTON, 


The bill (S. 3816) for the relief of Mary J. Cranston, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes that all real estate lying in the District of Columbia here- 
oer oes and conveyed to Mary J. Cranston, wife of Wil- 
liam M. Cranston, prior to the passage of this act, be relieved and 
exempted from the operation of an act entitled An act to restrict 
the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citi- 
zens,” approved March 3, 1887; and remits all forfeitures incurred 
by force of that act in respect to such real estate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION, 


The bill (S. 4316) to incorporate the American Social Science 

Association was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered * 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


QUIETING OF TITLE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent, out of order, to 
report favorably from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
the bill (S. 4850) to quiet title to lot 11, block 12, South Brookland, 
D. C., and I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FOR- 
AKER] to the bill. 

Mr, FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent, out of order, to 
consider that bill now. It is simply a bill to quiet title, the cloud 
of title arising by reason of the fact that a predecessor in title was 
an alien at one time and afterwards became naturalized, and it is 
thought there was a cloud on the title under the act of March 3, 
1887. There are quite a number of other bills exactly like this 
which have been š 

Mr. FAULKNER. The only question with me is whether we 
can break the unanimous-consent agreement. I have a very im- 
portant resolution which I am anxious to have passed, but I felt 
that I could not break the unanimous-consent agreement by ask- 
ing for its consideration during the pendency of the present order. 
We have fixed twenty minutes to 4 o’clock as the time for the ex- 
piration of the 3 order. 

Mr. FOR R. I was not aware that I was breaking the 
order. I ask that the bill may be passed over. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it lie on the table, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 


a bill on the same 


J 
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WIDOW OF SAMUEL F, MILLER. examine the claims against the Pillager and Lake Winnebagoshish 
The bill (S. 3028) to pay to the widow of the late Samuel F. Mil- | band of Indians in the sum of 86, 410.80 and the Chippewa Indi 


ler, a justice of the Supreme Court, a sum equal to the 
: for the year in which he died was announced as next 
order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has not the object of that bill 
been provided for in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so; but I will send for the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and ascertain. Let it be passed over 
for the present. 

Mr. TT of Connecticut. Ihave the ore dong that a pro- 
vision similar to that contained in the bill has been passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have sent for the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in charge of it. I am not certain as to 
whether or not it has been passed. It can be called up when the 
chairman comes in. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: The chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON] has come into 
the Chamber, and he informs me that the E on freee e for 
in this bill was ordered to the widow of Justice Miller. There- 
fore, I think the bill might be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom ticut moves 
to indefinitely ne the bill (S. 3028) to pay to the widow of 
the late Samuel F. Miller, a justice of the Supreme Court, a sum 

ual to the balance of his salary for the year in which he died. 
The question is on that motion, 

The motion was agreed to, 


AMENDMENT OF PUBLIC PRINTING LAW. 


The bill 3 4315) to amend an act entitled An act providing 
for the public printing and binding and the distribution of public 
documents,” ee January 12, 1895, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It p to amend that portion of 
the act of January 12, 1895, chapter 23, section 73 (28 Statutes at 
Large, page 615), which relates to the distribution of United 
States statutes to judicial officers so as to read: 


me and nudges 
courts, to United States cir- 
— braries, and to State supreme court libraries, 700 
copies. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 4112) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
m, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or 
Within 1 mile of the section line dividing sections 29 and 30, town- 
ship 10 south, range 25 east, in Wyandotte County, Kans., by the 
Kansas City, Northeastern and Gulf Railway; and to authorize 


said railway company to construct a railroad bridge, a wagon 
bridge, or foot- bridge, or either of them, as it may 
c announced as next in order. 


hoose, was ` 
Mr. HARRIS. A bill similar to that was passed by the House 


of Representatives, came over here, and was zant by Be Senate | 1 


some timeago. I therefore move that this 


poned, 
Pome motion was agreed to, 
M. D. CROW. 

The bill (S. 2171) for the relief of M. D. Crow was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Postmaster- General to 
credit the account of M. D. Crow, late postmaster at Pueblo, in 
the State of Colorado, with $1,032.62, being the amount necessa- 
rily expended by that ster in conducting the business of 
the post-office at Pueblo, Colo., from the ist of April, 1885, to June 
80, 1889, in excess of the amount allowed him by the Post-Office 
Department, and being $884.55 for clerk hire, $86.13 for light and 
fuel, $36.68 for advertising, $2.76 for stationery, and $22.50 for 
miscellaneous items. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS CHAMBERS, 
The bill (S. 1100) for the relief of Thomas Chambers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of 


be indefinitely 


expenses incurred 
Canada mails, as contractor on route 

de Ste. Marie, Mich., to Mackinac, Mich., from July 1, 1875, to 

June 30, 1879, inclusive, he having contracted to carry United 

States mails only. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ESTATE OF RAMSAY CROOKS. 

The bill (S. 4121) for the Ce ee Ramsay Crooks 


Was co as in 


Committee of the Whole. It sap to 
appropriate 89, 719.62, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 


of | of the Minnesota band in the sum of $3,808.82, a 


to pay said 
amount, or so much thereof as he shall find to be due, — the ad- 
ministrator of the estate of said Ramsay Crooks from the respec- 
tive bands, and charge the same to any annuities or other moneys 
due, or to become due, from the United States to those Indians, 
in such proportions as shall be found to be dus therefrom. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

STREET RAILWAY TAXES IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (H. R. 8421) to regulate taxes upon street railroads 
within the District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let that bill go over, Mr. President, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will bs over, 

COURT AT TISHOMINGO, IND. T. 

The bill (S. 3641) to establish a United States court at Tisho- 
mingo, Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, on page 2, after section 5, to insert as a new 
section the following: 

t two 

— ction as 
Stonewall, Chickasaw N; and one at Colbert, in said nation, Indian 
ritory; and to appoint such additional deputy marshals for said commission- 
ers’ courts as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ove PHIL war Orlerel io E fix» Gls sending 

Was to for a thi ing, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ASSIGNEES OF ADDISON C. FLETCHER. 


The bill (S. 4255) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, 
assignees of Addison C. Fletcher, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claim of Hyland C. Kirk, of Siar N. Y., and others, assignees 
of letters patent No. 101604, dated April 5, 1870 (antedated Octo- 
ber 5, 1869), for an improvement in adhesive postal and revenue 
stamps, issued to Addison C, Fletcher and assigned to said Hyland 
C. Kirk and others, for compensation for the use of said letters 
patent and the invention therein described by the United States 
Government in the collection of revenue on distilled spirits and 
malt liquors during the years 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, and 1872. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM C. DODGE, 

The bill (S. 3061) for the relief of William C. Dodge was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
William C. Dodge, of Washin „D. C., $10,000 for a mal Ba 

ing machine furnished by him to the United States upon an 
order the Ordnance Department, and for the use of his in- 
vention of the same, and of the patent therefor, dated July 17, 1866, 
and for his improvement in cartridges, patented July 4, 1865, and 
for the i tof his patents by the United States, which 
sum of 810,000 shall be in satisfaction of all claims for such 
use and infringements and for the relinquishment of all right to 
claim any further compensation for the use of the same by the 
United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MERRICK, MERRICK & COPE, 

The bill (S. 2148) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Merrick, Merrick & Cope was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of 
the legal representatives of Merrick, Merrick & Cope for further 
compensation for the construction of the ironclad monitor Yazoo, 
within six months after the 8 of this act, under and in com- 
pliance with the rules of the court; and the court shall have 
jurisdiction to hear and determine and render judgment upon the 
same. 


The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


carrying | to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GLOBE WORKS, OF BOSTON, MASS, 


The bill (S. 2456) for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, 
Mass., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that the claim of the Globe Works, of Boston, Mass., for further 
compensation for the construction of the ironclad monitor Sun- 
cook, may be submitted by the claimant, within six months after 
the passage of the proposed act, to the Court of Claims, under and 
in compliance with the rules and lations of that court, which 
shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine and render judg- 
ment upon the same, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF SAMUEL KRAMER. 


The bill (S. 8187) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Samuel 
Kramer was announced as the next business in order on the Cal- 


endar. 
. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The bill will be passed over. 

EXPORTATION OF WAR MATERIAL. 

The bill (S. 4419) to prohibit the export of coal and other ma- 
terial used in war was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

* Mr. COCKRELL. I think some action has already been taken 
on that subject. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has not a bill for that purpose 


assed? 
The Piacoa te neid The Chair is informed that a 


similar 

Mr. HAWLEY, re ne il like it has already passed. I move that 
the bill be indefinitely paren. 

The motion was 

ROBERT SMALLS. 

The bill (S. 1313) for the relief of Robert Smalls was announced 
as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


BARBED-WIRE FENCES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 9204) to regulate the construction of barbed-wire 
fences in the District of Spar pag ore for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK. 


The bill (S E 4191) to readjust the boundary of the National 
Zoological Park and preserve its seclusion between Park road on 
the east and Cincinnati street and avenue on the 
west was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with an ee to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

That a commission, to consist of the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institu 

tion, the President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Colum- 

— t the Engineer Commissioner of said board, is here 
ri ie to acquire, by purchase or Fnac ag tae same manner 

was adopted for the tee of propert pieis Sean in the 
National Zoological Park under th Eee — e act of March 2, 1889, the 
tract of land lying south of the Nati ical Park owned by the Union 
Benevolent 3 ofthe o Nationa of at ia Sy nerd — now occu) 
asa neers and su the 


t bonn 
and the nearest shown on the reco: 


eem ‘or preserving 
its por hoy borane seclusion; these . ovr eee sary for with Joliet 
strect. y purchased, n said k, for which 
pose the sum 000 is here be paid half out of the 
trict funds and out of the aked tates funds. The Benevolent 
Association —— D of is hereby authorized to sell 
and conve ion or all of the tract of by them on the 
southern side rap e Zoological Park now occupied as a cemetery. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Mhe bill was asd ta hoari Í third reading, read 
e bill was orde or a 
the third time, and passed. 
PRESERVATION OF PEACE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (H. R. 8063) to amend “An act for the preservation of 
the public, peace and ‘Jay 39, 188 of property in the District of 
8 . 29, 1892, was considered as in Commit- 

of the Wh 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INTEREST-BEARING GOVERNMENT DEBT, 

Senate resolution No. 342 (by Mr. ALLEN), that in the opinion 
of the Senate no circumstances can arise in the relations of the 
United States of America and Spain that will warrant an increase 
of the interest- indebtedness of this Government, ete., was 
genre as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the resolution be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over. 

LEVEE AT SHAWNEETOWN, ILL, 

The bill (S. 4834) appropriating $25,000 for the re on the 
levee on the Ohio River at Shawneetown, III., was non as 
a business in a on the Calendar. 

COCKRELL, I think t has bee: 
vided for in another measure which tne bona DAAE wie 


ch parcels of ground joining K and be- 
orion and e avenue extended on the the west | P 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Missouri 
ask that the bill be 9 
Mr. COCKRELL. it be passed ov 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will te passed over. 
PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH OF WASHINGTON, 


The bill (H. R. 8972) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church of the Diocese of Washington ” was announced as the next 
business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the bill may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill WII be passed over. 

MATHILDA AKERBLOM MOLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 9414) for the relief of Mathilda Akerblom Molin 
was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
all real estate in the District of Columbia pure by and con- 
veyed to Mathilda Akerblom Molin, of the District, prior to the 
passage of the proposed act shall be ‘relieved and exempted from 
= operation of the act to restrict the ownership of real estate in 

erritories to American citizens and remits all forfeitures 
e by force of that act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, HARRIET A. FERGUSON. 

The bill (S. 3909) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet A. Ferguson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
all real estate in the District of Columbia heretofore purchased by 
Harriet A. Maxwell, now Harriet A. Ferguson, 


at Winchester K prior to th f th posed shall 
of Win r, Va., o the of the pro; act 

be relieved and exempted from the operation of the act to restrict 
the ownership of estate in the Territories to American citi- 


er e remits all forfeitures incurred by force of that act. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
iste a for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUILDINGS, 
85 isea (S. 4159) relative to the payment of claims for material 
bor furnished for District of Columbia buildings was con- 
aldered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
17... strike out all after the enact- 


ing clause and insert: 
That hereafter any Sa aa 2 contract with 
the District of Colum construction public building, or the 
tion and — aad 3 — Le work, or 1 repairs upon any pub- 
c building or public work, shall be required, before commencin aes work, 
to execute the bond, a, with good and sufficient sureties, with the 
ditional o such contractor or contractors shall promp 


mak ts to all ppl: 

in the prosecution of —— for in such contract; and an 
son or persons making applica‘ therefor and f davi 
department under the 
6 


action, and shall be autho: 
Columbia or the United States for his or their use and ben 
contr and sureties and to prosecute the same to final t and ex- 
ecu t action and its prosecution not involye 1 
or the States in any re ogee 

such case the court tn 41 ope such action is brought is a to an 
proper for case judgment is for defen 

The amendment was eee 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
gh "il was ordered to be grossed for a third read 
e bill was orde en or a rea 
the third time, and passed. ang, 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


3 bill at R. 5370) relating to eee e instruments within 
of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole 
Mr. ALLEN. Let the = be read again about notice, 
Is that a notice of protest for ee 
Cine: PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will read as re- 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Src. 100. That notics to joint parties wh t partn t be 
A oae them, Eae: them has authority to — gach: 9 ayre for 
Mr. ALLEN. How about the case where a pårtnership has 
been dissolved? 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Sec. 99. That where > parties to be notified are 2 notice to an 
one partner is notice to the firm, even though there a dissolution. A 


Mr. ALLEN. EE West Virginia it 
that refers to a notice of protest for nonpayment? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Les; notice of dishonor of a bill of exchange. 
Mr. ALLEN. Well, it is the same thing. Mr. President, that 
bade is absurd. To provide that notice pe to a man who 
been a partner, after the dissolution of the firm, shall be 
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notice to the other man who has been a er is just like giving 
notice 1 man to two men who have never been partners. 

Mr. FA If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
to the Senate that this code on negotiable instruments is framed 
upon the basis of the English code, which has been in operation 
for fifteen years in England and in all the English colonies. The 
subject was taken up by the National Bar Association with a 
view of trying to get uniformity throughout the entire United 
States on this question. That association, after appointing a com- 
mission of thirty members from thirty different States, and after 
two years of the most laborious work, have Americanized this 
8 law. They have submitted it to all the States of the 
Union for their concurrence. Every State to which it has been 

shbmitted up to this time has adopted it in the exact form that it 
is here given without the amendment of a single provision. The 
States of Maryland and Virginia, lying adjacent to the District of 
Columbia, have indorsed and adopted it exactly in the Janguage 
in which it is here presented. The members of the Bar Associa- 
tion of the District of Columbia have indorsed this code. The 
judges have indorsed it. The commercial communities, as far as 
I know, have indorsed it. 

I will say to the Senator that there are some things in this code 

that I myself do not fully agree with, because they are different 
from what I have been accustomed to in the principles applied to 
negotiable instruments and mercantile paper, and yet I believe— 
and I think that is the concurrence of the legal mind throughout 
the whole country—that it is absolutely impossible to frame a code 
upon this subject that will meet the concurrence of every legal 
mind as to every provisioninit. It is better for the commercial 
community and the legal fraternity, who have to operate under 
this law, that there shall be absolute uniformity and knowledge 
of what the Jaw is rather than an absolute acquiescence in eve 
particular provision. For that reason the House passed this bi 
unanimously, and the Senate Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia unanimously indorsed it. 

I sincerely hope that my friend from Nebraska will allow this 
bill to pass, that the National Bar Association, who are deeply 
interested in it and are now in session, may be informed at once 
of the fact that this code has been adopted in the District of Co- 
lumbia, adjoining two States that have already adopted it, besides 
a large number of other States. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. What rule are we now operating’ under? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. WILSON. And Rule VIII provides for the consideration 
of unobjected bills? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. No objection 
has been made to the consideration of the pending bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No objection has been made to the consid- 
eration of this bill, 

Mr. WILSON. I know, but if it is going to lead to a long de- 
bate. Senators will at once see that some of us who are interested 
in bills a page or two further along in the Calendar will secure no 
consideration whatever of those bills. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The pending bill has been read through. 

Mr. WILSON. If the reading were all of it, the bill would be 
soon out of the way; but the Senator from Nebraska has risen, 
and I have doubts. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that I have a ig to object to the 
consideration of the bill at any time before its final passage. 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course an objection can be interposed 
at any time. j 

Mr. ALLEN. I would have objected 8 if I had been in 
the Senate at the time the bill was reached; but I was, unfortu- 
nately, in a committee room attending to the duties of a conferee. 

Mr. President, I do not believe in this bill. I do not believe 
the American Bar Association or any other bar association haye a 
right, a moral right, to prescribe to the commercial and indus- 
trial interests of the United States what shall constitute commer- 
cial paper or prescribe the law applicable to such cases. I think 
the men who are most deeply interested in commercial paper are 
the payees and payors, the indorsees and indorsors—the men who 
have a financial interest and not the men who are engaged simply 
as lawyers in applying certain rules to given cases, 

It seems to me not only absurd, but absolutely unjust that a 
notice of dishonor given to one man who has been the partner of 
another man when the partnership has been dissolved should bind 
the second man. I can not understand a rule of that kind when 
you come to apply the rules of equity and justice which wetry to 
apply in courts and I hope will apply in the enactment of laws. 

The bill may have met with the approval of the American Bar 
Association. It may have met with the approval of the bar as- 
sociations of various States. That fact may add some strength 
to the bill, but no bar association and no lawyer or lawyers can 
convert wrong into right if they amount to thousands and if they 
wali a the qualifications of the highest order of intellect in the 
wor 
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_ I submit that these gentlemen in another instance (and I have 

just picked up the bill, although I knew of its existence) have com- 

mitted another breach on the well-established doctrine of nego- 

tiable paper. This bill says, on page 3: 

1 ou instrument, to be negotiable, must conform to the following require- 
* * * * = $ = 

ore It must be payable on demand or at a fixed or determinable future 


Importing words into the doctrine of negotiable paper that do 
not exist there. 

Mr. SPOONER. Read that clause again. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wisconsin asks me to read it 
again. 
oe It must be payable on demand or ata fixed or determinable fature 


tim 


It is well understood to every student of law that a promissory 
note must be an absolute and unconditional promise based upon 
a consideration to py a fixed sum of money at a fixed time. 
Nr. . That would not be a negotiable note at all 
in my e. 

Mr. ALLEN. If it were payable to theorder of bearer, it would 
be a negotiable paper according to the English law of negotiable 
paper, the common law, which is followed in all the States, I sup- 
pose, in the absence of statutes. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Itis fixed by statute in West Virginia. 

Mr. ALLEN. West Virginia may be a State that has changed 
the rule, I do not know how that is. 

Mr. FAULKNER, In my State, I will say to the Senator, no 
now 3 that is not payable at a bank of discount and 

eposit. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is an unfortunate law, if I may be per- 
mitted to go outside of a legitimate discussion of the question 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Nebraska to the fact that his time has expired. 

Mr. ALLEN. Are we 0 e under the flve-minute rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; under the five-minute rule. 
That is Rule VIII. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not know that. I object to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
wi te passed over. The next business on the Calendar will be 
8 i 

POSTAL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 190) to create a commission to examine into the postal 
service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has not that been practically provided for? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that such 
has been the action of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the joint resolution be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM H. FORE, 

The bill (S. 4510) to correct the military record of William H. 
Fore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of War to correct the military record of William H. 
Fore, a private in Battery M, in the Second Missouri Light Ar- 
tillery Volunteers, by removing therefrom the charge of desertion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MANUFACTURERS. 


The bill (S. 1516) to incorporate the National Association of 
Manufacturers was announced as next in order. 
Mr. ALLEN. Let that ga Mr. President, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 
RIGHTS OF WAY THROUGH FOREST RESERVES, 


The joint resolution (S, R. 152) relative to rights of way for 
railroads through forest reserves was announced as next in order, 
Mr. ALLEN, Let that joint resolution go over, It was not 


sent to or reported from the 5 ad committee, 
755 i IDING OFFI . The Senator from Nebraska 
objects 


Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

reer PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 

over, 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to say just a word, if it is in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ator from Washington will proceed. 

Mr. WILSON. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that it 
will be absolutely necessary at a very early date in the coming 
session to provide some legislation by which rights of way can be 
granted through forestry reserves. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why should they not be granted the same as we 
grant 8 tye A ugh Indian reservations? 

Mr. IN. For instance, the State which I have the honor 
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in part to represent has had out of the heart of it 8,000,000 acres 
of fand taken, and we can not get across at all. : 

Mr. ALLEN. But the Committee on Public Lands has no ju- 
risdiction over the subject-matter of forest reservations. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam not prepared to say as to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is a Committee on Forest Reservations, a 
standing committee of this body, to which all bills affecting res- 
ervations should go, and by whom they should be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be proceeded with. 

MUSKEGON HARBOR, MICHIGAN, 


The bill (H. R. 7018) to provide a steam fog whistle at the en- 
trance to Muskegon Harbor, in the State of Michigan, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON AND GETTYSBURG RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The bill (H. R. 9428) to authorize the Washington and Gettys- 
burg Railway Company, of Maryland, to extend its line of road 
into and within the District of Columbia was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it not be better to have the consid- 
eration of the bill continued? The Senator reporting it [Mr. Mc- 
MILLAN] is not present. Let the bill be passed over without losing 


its oe. . 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 
JOSEPH M’GUCKIAN, 
The next business os the erat cps as ee arnan 862, 
ro to appoint Josep cGuckian a wa in 
2 — of the Capitol, reported by Mr. Jones of Nevada from 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution go over under Rule IX 
on my objection. , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the reso- 
lution will be passed over under Rule IX, ; 
Mr. HALE subsequently said: What became of resolution No. 


362? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sena- 
tor from Maine thatit wasobjected to and goes over under Rule IX, 

Mr. HALE. Was objection made? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
stick to the objection. 


es; I objected to the resolution and will 


CHARLES THOMPSON, 

The bili (S. 4395) to remove the charge of desertion standing on 
the record against the name of Charles Thompson was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Navy to remove the charge of desertion standing on the rolls of 
the U. S. S. Wissahickon against the name of Charles Thompson, 
of date June 21, 1865, and to issue and transmit to him a discharge 
as of that date. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the bill by adding the fol- 
lowing proviso: 
meou; That no pay, bounty, or compensation shall accrue by virtue of 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. SHERRARD, 


The bill (H. R. 8614) to correct the naval record of Georga W. 
Sherrard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of the Navy to amend the naval record of George 
W. Sherrard, late an enlisted first-class boy, who served on 
U. S. steamships Princeton, Daylight, and Shenandoah, was trans- 
ferred to the Princeton, and marked on the rolls of that vessel as 
having never reported,” and grant him a discharge. But Sher- 
rard shall not be entitled to any bounty or back pay of any kind. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES GALLAGHER, 

The bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Charles Gallagher, and to refer 
his claims to the Court of Claims, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claims of Charles Gallagher, for taxes improperly exacted of him 
from 1861 to 1865, inclusive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES GRACE. 


The bill (S. 3070) for the relief of James Grace was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $155 to James 
Grace, of Washington, D. C., being the amount y expend 
by Grace for expenses of physicians, nursing, and medicine on 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6749 


account of injuries received while in the employment of the Goy- 
ernment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESERVATION OF GAME, 


The bill (H. R. 2524) for the protection of birds, preservation of 
game, and for the prevention of its sale during certain closed sea- 
sons in the District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let that bill go over. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iwill ask the Senator from Nebraska if he 
will not withdraw the objection for a moment, while I say a word 
about the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. PROCTOR. This is a reenactment of the present law. It 
has been very carefully considered by the scientists, by the game 
people, by the market men, by the hunters, and by the authorities 
of the adjoining States. The game season is about coming on, 
and I think this is a very necessary and useful measure. I trust 
the Senator will not object to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have objected to that bill on the 
same ground that I objected to the bill of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] a moment ago. I donot think the Dis- 
trict Committee has any jurisdiction over this subject. I think 
all things pertaining to game, preservation of birds, etc., should 
go to the proper committee, the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. PROCTOR. To what committee? 

8 . The Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. The Senator knows there is such a commit- 
tee, I suppose? 

Mr. S NER. That means the preservation of game in the 
forest reservations. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no; the preservation of game throughout the 
United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will object to it. We can get along without it 
for one season more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
will go over. 

Mr. ALLEN subsequently said: I withdraw my objection to 
the bill in charge of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], 
with the distinct understanding that the Senator will remember 


that the District Committee is not all-powerful. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Thatisa a, obit 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 2524) for the protection of birds, 
preservation of game, and for the prevention of its sale during 
certain closed seasons in the District of Columbia? 

3 8 55 . I think that bill had better go over. I want to 
ook at i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
will go over. The two hours fixed for the consideration of the 
Calendar have expired. 

Mr. BATE. H ask to what territory the bill relates. It seems 
to be a regulation of some matters without giving the locality 
where they lie and not applying exclusively to the District of 
Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has gone over, 

Mr. BERRY. I objected, and the bill has gone over. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call for the regular order. 


RIGHTS OF WAY THROUGH FOREST RESERVES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the joint resolution (H. Res. 
152) relative to rights of way for railroads through forest reserves 
be referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from South Dakota—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Have the two hours to be devoted to the Cal- 
endar 12 1 1 Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, They have; but the Chair will 
recognize this motion, as it relates to a bill which has been under 
consideration. 

The question is on the motion of the Senator from South Dakota, 
that the joint resolution named by him be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the House concurrent resolution 
providing for final adjournment may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 


Resolved by the House of 8 (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
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authorized toclose the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on Friday, July 8, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolution will be so referred, 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was going to suggest that that resolution lie 
over. ` 

Mr. HALE. It has been referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priations—the usual course. 

Mr. ALLEN. All I wanted to say was that it strikes me we 
can not possibly get through with the business of this Congress 
by to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very wise suggestion to make to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I have no doubt they will take 
cognizance of the suggestion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course I will withdraw my objection and 
make my a to the Committee on . ang nar 

Mr. HA Y. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON], I wish to say a word. I think it utterly impos- 
sible to finally adjourn to-morrow without leaving undone busi- 
ness that ought to be done. There are many nominations yet to 

m up and acted upon, and some which can not come in to- 
morrow before noon. There are many officers who have been for 
many weeks, and in some cases perhaps months, in command of 
troops who have not been confirmed, and some vacancies yet to be 
filled. and men are at work who have not been able to draw their 
salaries because they have not been commissioned. Besides that, 
there are a great many bills upon which conferences may be nec- 
essary. Therefore, I do not think we ought to try to adjourn to- 
morrow at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution has been referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. SEWELL. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4831) fixing the rank of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army. The bill has been read and the ts 
reported b FV 

The P IDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? } 
Bei PETTUS. I object to the present consideration of that 

4 P 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
Mr. SEWELL. Then I move to take up the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from 
New Jersey that the bill be taken up notwithstanding the objec- 


tion. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from New Jersey to 
take up the bill named by him. 

The motion was 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the bill which has been called 
up and made the pending order of business 3 that the 
present Adjutant-General of the Army shall be made a major- 
general, He is now a brigadier-general. The truth about the 
matter is that the man who occupies this place is oe a politi- 
cal favorite. He has been promoted twice. I will 
about it, He was made a colonel on the 26th day of May, 1896. 
Since that time he has been made a brigadier-general. 
know when he was made a brigadier-general exactly, because the 
Army Register does not inform me, although it was in 1898. 
Here is a man promoted during the present year, who is out of 
the fighting part of the Army, without having done an g of 
which we know to distinguish himself as an officer. It is pro- 
posed to promote him twice in a year, directly to the detriment of 
every other officer in the save & 

Mr. President, it will not do to have a fayorite in the Army. 
What has destroyed more governments than almost anything else 
is this favoritism to officers in high place and near to the ear of 
the king. It is contrary to all good government; it is contrary to 
all fair dealing with that distinguished body of men, the officers 
of the Regular Army of the United States. It is not fair dealing, 
and I invoke here that the officers of the Army of the United 
States shall have fair play in the Senate, that a mere favorite 
. — be thrust aoe and ee and aes aß, their 

eads, especially when he shares none of the dangers o Army. 

This favorite came into the Army from the volunteer forces of 
the United States in July, 1862. He was not educated at the 
Military Academy. He came into the Army from the volunteer 
forces; and I have no doubt he behaved himself with distinction, 
as he was promoted from time to time during that war. After 
the war he was made a second lieutenant in 

afterwards ; 
the fighting for the United States who are this man’s iorsin 
rank, Why should he be singled out and this — 


to; and the Senate, as in Committee of ti 


be conferred on him if it were not pure and unadulterated favor- 
itism on the part of the Government of the United States? That 
is what it is. 

You can.degrade your Army down and down until they will 
have no respect for the Government which employs them; and 
that is always done, sir, whenever you perpetrate such an act of 
3 as this on the officers in the Army. It ought not to be 

one. 

Not only so, Mr. President, but in this particular case an office 
is created that never existed before. You will have what has 
been unknown before this time. No major-general ever occupied 
the office of Adjutant-General of the United States, and here you 
are making a new rank for this favorite, this man who can sta: 
safely in his office and, being a man of strong constitution and, I 
suppose, large brain, can discharge a great deal of work safely 
and quietly and in and luxury at home, when men his equals 
in every respect, with superior rank, are down in Cuba bearing 
the heat and burden of the day. 

Mr. President, this t magnifying of officers who stay close 
to the ear of the king is a thing that ought not to be tolerated in 
any government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
with his permission, of course—if he does not think, if General 
Corbin served his country in the various capacities during the late 
war and showed himself to be a brave and competent man, that is 
1 to demonstrate his bravery? 

. PETTUS. Iam not questioning his bravery in the slightest 
degree. I admit it. I have no doubt he discharged his duties 
during the late war faithfully and well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senatoralluded to the fact that 
General Corbin was not educated at West Point. i 

Mr. PETTUS. I make no point as to that. I have no question 
of this man's bravery. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but I say, does not the Senator think that 
angie Bieta years’ service in the Regular Army, three or four years 
of which were spent in actual warfare, ought to be a sufficient 
time to educate a man, if he has any capacity, to discharge tho 
duties of Adjutant-General? 

Mr. PETTUS. I have no doubt it might—none in the world. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I want to put this question to the Senator: 
Those being conceded, and it being agreed upon all hands 
that the Adjutant-General’s Office calls for a man of large execu- 
tive capacity, and this man having that capacity, why should we 
not promote him? 

Mr. PETTUS. I say that a man who stays in the Adjutant- 
General's Office in a place of safety has no more title to a promo- 
tion than men of equal capacity, of equal 9 and of equal 


service who have fought all that time in the field. I do not think 
that it is a peculiar distinction to a man that he has served in a 
safe place in the Arm 


Mr. BACON, Wilk the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


on? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PETTU: 


2 S. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator and I both have a very high appre- 
ciation of the Confederate army. I want to ask the Senator if he 
does not recall the fact that the adjutant-general of the Confed- 
erate army was the ranking general of the whole army, that Adju- 
tant-General Cooper was the ranking officer of the Confederate 


do not | arm 


y? 
Mr. PETTUS, That is true. 

Mr. BACON. He was a full general, not only a major-general 
but a full general. 

Mr. PETTUS. Although I have t respect for the Confed- 
erate army, I am ing in the United States Senate. 

Mr. BACON. That is true. I was simply citing the fact I have 
by sigh Be illustration. 

Mr. PETTUS. And I did not care to speak of the existence of 
an army where they had nothing to eat and little to wear and no 

i nor quartermaster’s stores, and just fought with what 
little gunpowder and guns they could pick up or obtain from a 
man who was called Stonewall Jackson's commissary and quarter- 
master general. No; Iam speaking of the United States Govern- 
ment, o United States Government has never yet had in that 
office a man with higher rank than that of brigadier-general; and 
I insist that it is pure and unadulterated favoritism, and nothing 
else, to pass over his superiors in rank and, I have no doubt, his 
uals in evi spect, and confer this high distinction on him 
ou make a p. or him, and him alone; you make a place, and 

a high place at that, for him, 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] asked me if I did not 
think that a man could be a soldier, and a good soldier, without 
being educated at West Point. Surely the Senator from Nebraska 
does —— 1 — — ey alitying PESE at Neb 3 . 
any q a man for being an officer in the 
United States Army. If it ae not, we ought to abolish that in- 
stitution. We have many of those men in the Army, and it is of 
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them I am speaking. Ido not want to see ig this kingly 
favoritism in the Army of the United States. You bring on dis- 
sensions, you 2 on jnst indignation from a class of men on 
whom we have to depend to fight our battles. 

This man was not educated at West Point. He came into the 
Army during the war of the rebellion. It cannot be nowclaimed 
that because he was not educated at West Point he is therefore 

ior to his equals in rank. That can not be claimed, and this 

ill ought not to be enacted into a law. 

Mr. President, we are departing from a rule that has been es- 
tablished for a long time. You are making a new office, a new 
officer, with a new rank, and all for the benefit of the favorite of 
the king. I protest against any such action, and I protest in the 
name of the Army of the United States, that such degradation 
ought not to fall on it. ; 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I am a member of the Committee 
i Affairs, and that committee, or a majority of it, has 

of this bill to promote the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army from a brigadiership to a 
major-general’s place. : 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] seems to think that 
this is the result of favoritism, and of political favoritism. Mr. 
President, I am as much against the exercise of favoritism in 
army promotions as is my friend from Alabama. I believe that 
every tub ought to stand on its own bottom; every man work 
out his own destiny. I believe when a man shows he has merit, 
that he has capacity and adaptability for any particular kind of 
work, he should be assigned to it and encouraged. If combined 
with that he has energy and force of r, success may be 
expected to mark his career. In this instance there is the ability 
and an adaptability for Adjutant-General of the Army in the 
person of General Corbin, and it should be i 

as I 8 


recommended the 


I do not think, sir, that any favoritism, so 
' suspect, has been exercised in this instance, for the reason 
General Corbin, even from the history which has been presented 
of him by my friend from Alabama—for I am not familiar with his 
early history but from that history given by the Senator himself, 
it seems that he was not educated in the Military Academy, that 
he 5 from West Point, but was appointed, I suppose, from 
ci e. 

It also appears that he 3 as æ second lieutenant on the 
lowest round of the official er and has by degrees during and 
since the civil war worked himself up to the . — now 
holds. That certainly, sir, instead of being a drawback to his 

t and future promotion, should be reason for his further 
advance and bring forth from the generous and brave commen- 
dation and not criticism. 

If, owing to the peculiar conditions by which we are now sur- 
rounded, he is found peculiarly adapted to meet the emergency, 
his services should be required and be The existence 
Sn Uncles wae DE AO AE tom: IAI D 

rbin was promo’ og T- a 
colonelcy he had won in 1896, it A So that the Government has 
an appreciation of his capacity and of his high services. 

For the short time, a few months perhaps, that he has been 
holding the place of Adjutant-General of the Army, first as colo- 
nel then as brigadier, he has had more to do with the organ- 
ization of the Army of the United States than any other man save 
the President and the Secretary of War. Indeed, sir, he has had 
more actual contact and more practical work with it than either 
at then, i contact, hile holding the high and ible 

n, in con while responsi 
position he has, and coming in contact in or ing the Army 
with those who compose it as well as those who, in civil capacity, 
represent the Government, he has been able to GRONO alike 
the confidence and respect of all. For that reason the eyes of the 
1 are upon him as the man who has thus far organized the 

orces we now have in the field, and will organize under the Secre- 
tary of War those who are yet to be called out, and that is another 
reason why he should be recognized by zeroes Jog rank, For 
these reasons, if for none other, we should pass this bill. 
Besides, Mr. President,those who have comeincontact with Gen- 


in daily contact with 
itis 5 
promotion of General Corbin because I believe it best for th 


Army and the country that it should be done, and I conclude this | Ala 


not only from what is said of him, but from what I have seen in 
official contact with him and his methods, I think the bill ought | 
to pass as nearly unanimous as possible, 


Mr: SEWELL. Mr. President, I am very glad of what the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] has said on this 
occasion. I wish, though, to correct an impression which may 
have been made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS] as to 
the character and standing of General Corbin in the Army. 

General Corbin entered the Army as a second lieutenant during 
the last war, fighting his way all through it up to a colonelcy of 
of an Ohio regiment. He was rew: for his gallant services by 
being placed in the Adjutant-General’s Office as a major, and has 
never any promotion since except that which came to him 
Iineally grade by grade. 

It is but a short time since he was made Adjutant-General, 
That position was rightfully due to him in accordance with his 
services. Without desiring to di any other man in the 
service of the United States, civil or military, I assert that Gen- 
eral Corbin is the peer of any man in this country as an executive 
officer, and no one has demonstrated more fully than has he in the 
—— months his ability in largely being the instrument of the 

ident, of the Secretary of War, and of the General of the Army 
in creating an army of 260,000 men out of 25,000. He has worked 
early and late and demonstrated his splendid ability. He hasa 
physique which has enabled him so to work, and I know of no man 
who is more entitled to reward than he is at the present time. 
brig I introduced the bill, and I am very much in favor 
of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the members of the committee 
who have spoken in behalf of this measure have so fully answered 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS] that it is ps un- 
necessary that I shouldadda word to the debate. YetIamunwill- 
ing that the bill shall come to a vote until I have negatived the 
assertion of the Senator from Alabama, at least by counter as- 
sertion, that this is a case of favoritism. It is nothing of the kind. 

Mr. PETTUS. I suppose there never was favoritism toward 
any citizen of Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, Mr. President, remarks of that kind it 


served all the war, served at the front, made a gallant 
and heroic there for services well done for his co . In 
recognition of his services so rendered he was promoted, not by 


favoritism, but because he earned his promotion, passing from 
p> to until, at the close of the war, he was colonel and 
vet brigadier-general of United States Volunteers. After the 


grade after because 
a promotion out of order. 
= id he serve, and serve heroically, 
throughout 


Regular 

on the plains fighting the Indians in Arizona and New 
exico and the other States and Territories where our troops 
have found it necessary to go. Noone has any better record than 
eral Corbin, and it was because he had made this splendid 
that he was finally transferred to the Adjutant-General’s 
Office and made Assistant Adjutant-General with the rank of 
major. He has risen from that rank in the Adjutant-General’s 
Office until he is now, by regular promotion, at the head of it. It 
is true that we have always had only the rank of brigadier-general 
forthe Adjutant-General. Thatrank was given to the officemany 
years ago; but it has been abundantly demonstrated to the satis- 
faction of all military men, as I am informed, that the rank ought 

to be that of a major-general. 

Let me suggest some reasons why. I do not wish to detain the 
Senate to go into this matter at any length, but the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army must deal not only with all 
our armies, issuing orders to all our generals, but he must also 
deal with the military establishments of the several States, and in 
almost all the States of the Union the adjutant-general of the Na- 
tional Guard in the State is a major-general in rank. The orders 
to the Army in the field through the Adjutant-General. He 
ought at least to have rank of major-general; and it is in 
recognition of what is required to make that office as efficient as 
it should be that it is to give to the Adjutant-General of 
is to be conferred 


has no right to sneer at. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have not sneered at General Corbin’s record. 
RECORD will as to whether or not 
at the proposition. The 
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Senator from Alabama said this is a case of favoritism, and when 
we undertake respectfully to negative that 5 we are 
told, with a shrug of the shoulder, that not only in this instance, 
but in many others, people coming from Ohio have been made the 
objects of favoritism. Mr. President, the fact that General Cor- 
bin comes from Ohio has not anything to do with this matter, but 
I think none the less of him because he does come from Ohio. 
trust it is not necessary that an apology should be made for any- 
body because he hails from that State, and none will be made, 
especially not to the Senator from Alabama, who has spoken in 
the temper which has been exhibited and manifested. 

We support this measure because the office wiil be made the 
better for the increased rank which it is 1 to confer upon 
it, and we support it all the more cheerfully because the recipient 
of that honor is a soldier of whom the whole Republic is proud. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I will not prolong this discus- 
sion. I wish to say but a word. My duties as chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs have vation Hed me, of course, into 
close contact with the Adjutant-General of the Army almost con- 
stantly. I only wish to say that I heartily concur in the generous 
words of eulogy which have been pronounced in his favor this 
afternoon. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not desire to say anything, 
in addition to what has been said fe the Senators who have pre- 
ceded me, favoring the poung ill, further than that I most 
heartily approve of it. I did not know from what State General 
Corbin hailed. It made no difference to me from what State he 
came, but I believed from what I had seen and heard of him that 
he was eminently fitted for this increased rank. 

I wish to say, further, that I believe not only in the case of Gen- 
eral Corbin, but in the case of any other fit and competent Adju- 
tant-General he ought to have this rank. Iam not so sure but 
that the Adjutant-General ought to be the ranking officer of the 
Army. He certainly at least ought to be an officer of very high 
rank. He has very grave and very responsible and very difficult 
duties to perform, and no officer ought to be charged with those 
duties who is not fit for the rank which we seek here to give to this 
officer. I shall therefore most heartily and cordially support the 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. I was very much impressed, Mr. President, the 
other day by some strong and serious words whichcame from the 
Secretary of the Navy, speaking of the great and invaluable serv- 
ices of the men in the Navy Department who are not at the front, 
in the fleets, and in the battles, and entitled to the rewards that 
come from fighting battles, but were presiding at the heads of 
the bureaus in the Navy Department at Washington. These men 
are organizing war. They are doing what Napoleon said that 
Carnot did, and their work is as meritorious and as entitled to 
recognition as any work. 

I do not suppose that of the major-generals in the United States 
Army to-day, whether in the field, or in the camp, or wherever 
they may be, there are any four, or six, or eight who have upon 
their shouldersthe tremendous responsibilities and burdens which 
rest upon the Adjutant-General of the Army. His place is one in 
other armies recognized as of the very highest. In thegreat pow- 
ers of Europe the adjutants-general of the armies hold the rank 
sometimes of major-general, sometimes of lieutenant-general, and 
in some cases of full field marshal, and I do not think there was a 
case in the Napoleonic wars where Napoleon did not have a full 
marshal of France as his acting and active adjutant-general. So 
it seems to me that this is nothing more than a fitting recognition 
of a gallant soldier with a great record who is to-day bent under 
work that would overwhelm anyone except of the strongest men- 
tal and physical cast. f 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the location of my own State made 
it necessary for me to go to the War BH alee br very oftenin the 
early days of the war in connection with the defense of the Florida 
coasts. I always found the Adjutant-General active, ready to 
discharge his duty, courteous and pleasant to everybody, and I 
cheerfully bear testimony in his favor to-day. I heard the re- 
marks of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. I think this 
peers is a proper and appropriate one, and Ishall vote forthe 

ill making the grade of his office that of major-general with the 
full knowledge and belief that it will inure to the benefit of Gen- 
eral Corbin. I am glad to see him receive this distinguished 


honor, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not object to General Cor- 
bin. I never sa him in my life to know him. Ihave a very high 
opinion of his ability as Adjutant-General. If his name was sent 
to the Senate for confirmation as major- general, I should very 
cheerfully vote for him. But there is a method in this legislation 
which is not proper, in my judgment, This bill as it came to the 
Senate—it came from the War 8 1 8 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand the bill was introduced by the 
Senator from New Jersey . SEWELL]. He can state its o; 

Mr. SEWELL. It was introduced by the Senator from New 
Jersey of his own volition, recognizing the character and standing 
of General Corbin, who never said a word to him about it, 


Mr. MORGAN. That gives the bill a higher standing in m. 
estimation than if it came from the War Department, because 
think the Senator from New Jersey is about the best soldier we 
have on the floor here. But the committee seem to have amended 
it, and in doing that they have converted themselves and are try- 
ing to convert the Senate into a body of promoters of brigadier- 

nerals to major-generals. That is a function which under the 

mstitution and under the law that exists, except in very special 
cases, belongs to the President of the United States, to promote 
anybody he sees proper to promote to any rank in the Army or 
any civil office. e bill as it read originally was 

That the Adjutant-General of the Army shall 
and pent of a major-general in ds Army of the Bre rank, . 

That is a good bill. That is a bill which ought to be adopted 
for the Adjutant-General of the Army ought to have the rank o 
a major-general and the pay and perquisites and dignity of that 
office. If you were to enact a law just in that form, the Presi- 
dent of the United States would have a large field to select from, 
and in that field he would find many amongst the major-generals 
in the Army to-day who are quite as distinguished as General 
Corbin, men quite as meritorious, and some of them who would 
be delighted, no doubt, with the distinction of being Adjutant- 
General. They would be just as competent as he is, just as able 
in all particulars; and the bill ought to 3 in that form. It 
ought to pass without either of the amendments, and leaving it, 
as in ordinary cases, for the President of the United States to 
make the promotion. 

Now, in making promotions by act of Congress the Congress of 
the United States uniformly adhered to this principle, that 
for some very extraordinary capacity, or for some very extraor- 
dinary feat of military service performed by a particular indi- 
vidual, his name is put in an act of Con and he is promoted, 
heretofore to the heutenant-generalcy, in consideration of his 
distinguished . 

Mr. SEWELL. ill the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. The law provides that the Adjutant-General 
shall be taken by promotion from his own corps. The President 
could not, under the law, take an officer outside and make him 
Adjutant-General of the Army. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that. 

Mr. SEWELL. This does not create anything. It merely 
gives a higher grade to the present Adjutant-General. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the President can take a brigadier and 
make him an Adjutant-General. He can pick his brigadier. 

Mr. SEWELL. Not under the present law. It has to be from 
his own corps. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not understand that a man has to go 
through the Adjutant-General’s Office like an oak tree has to 
grow, season by season, until he can get into it. 

Mr. President, we ought to respect the forms of legislation here. 
We ought to create the office of Adjutant-General by this act with 
the rank of major-general in the Army. But it is personal legis- 
lation, it is favoritism, and it is promotion by Congress and not 
by the President, and not by seniority, when we take any man and 
put him up from the rank of brigadier to the rank of major 
general; and to do that there ought to be some act of very con- 
spicuous valor, of conspicuous service to the United States. I 
have no doubt that General Corbin has rendered acts of conspic- 
uous service to the United States, which some of our friends on 
this floor 2 very highly, for we have had handed down 
the name of almost every distinguished man on this floor amongst 
the commissioned officers of the Army, and General Corbin has 
had a part in that. I thank him for it. I am sorry I did not have 
somebody to put in. 

What are we doing here, except returning compliments to a 
gentleman who has had the opportunity, and has exercised it very 
pener of conferring titles and commissions upon our sons? 

hat is what we are doing. It is not the proper thing for the 
Senate of the United States todo. Pass this bill without amend- 
ment, and then let the President of the United States send General 
Corbin’s name here for confirmation, and I will vote for him, al- 
though I never saw him; I will vote for him on his record. He 
has a good record, but the part that entitles him to the rank has 
not been made within the last six months or eight months or year 
or two years. It was made during the war of the rebellion and in 
fighting Indians when there were hostile tribes. 

If you go back amongst the brigadiers of the United States 
Army and promote them according to their merits as ascertained 
and determined by their conduct in the war of the rebellion or 
the Indian wars, zom will find a dọzen of them, doubtless, even 
more, perhaps, who are quite as conspicuously entitled to this 
honor as General Corbin, 

I share fully with the feeling of my coll e—I mean by that 
his opinion, use I do not think he or I have any personal 
feeling about it—that it is not justice to the balance of the Army 
to promote a man merely because he has had the opportunity of 
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conferring commissions on our children. I do not think that is 
right. That is favoritism. It is not the favoritism of the Presi- 
dent. It is the favoritism of the Senate—of Congress. We are 
the parties engaged in it; not the President of the United States. 
I should think the President of the United States would neglect a 
great opportunity if he failed to nominate General Corbin for 
major-general in order thathe might be Adjutant-General, because 
I understand he is a splendid adjutant, a man capable of an enor- 
mous amount of work, fatigue, endurance; a man of fine judg- 
ment, with a good, hard head, and a disposition to serve the 
public to the best of his ability. oak 

No doubt he is very fond of certain classes 5 in this 
country. But who is not? We do not get rid of that bias here or 
anywhere else. We vote every day on that idea, and General Cor- 
bin has a right to act upon it, if he thinks proper. I do not blame 
him for it. He has a right to do it, if he thinks proper; but, sir, 
it concerns the Senate of the United States that they shall not be 
carried off in a storm of sentiment or of gratitude for past favors, 
or expectation of favors to come, or anything of that kind. We 
should adhere to what is the right rule in regard to the great 
office of Adjutant-General; that he should be made a major- 
general, because that is the rightful rank of this high and impor- 
tant office, to which the Senator from Maine refers with so much 
= interest historically in regard to the army organizations of 

urope. 

The Aajutant-General of the Army ought to be a major- general. 
Let us make him a major-general. Then let the President send 
General Corbin’s name here and the promotion will take place at 
once and nobody will ever be heard to say that there was any 
favoritism in the case. Thatis the proper way to treat a brave 
man and a good man, as I have no doubt he is. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. à 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 182) relative to electric lighting wires 
west of Rock Creek. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 4571) to extend Rhode Island avenue, 
disa; to by the Senate; agrees to the conference asked for by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Bascock, Mr, Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. 
CowHERD managers of the conference on 1 of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills; asks a 
conference with the Senate on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Ray of New York, Mr. 
WARNER, and Mr. CasTLE managers at the respective conferences 
on the part of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 5069) to pension Jacob N. Atherton; and 

A bill (H. R. 9295) granting an increase of pension to Justin O. 
Hottenstein. 

The m also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing that during the remaining days of 
the present session of Congress the engrossing and enrolling of bills 
and joint resolutions by printing, as provided by an act of Congress 
approved March 2, 1895, may be suspended, and said bills and joint 
resolutions may be written by hand; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. s 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 727) granting a pension to Olive H. South; 

A bill (H. R. 2497) to increase the pension of James E, Eaton; 
an bill (H. R. 2678) granting an increase of pension to Diana 

ark; 

A bill (H. R. 8001) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 3164) granting a pension to Alden B. Thompson; 
5 a bill (H. R. 4274) granting an increase of pension to James S. 

apman; 

A bill (H. R. 4484) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney; 

A bill (H. R. 4811) granting a pension to Jane E. Zink; 

A bill (H. R. 4916) granting a pension to Virginia C. Fleanor; 

A bill (H. R. 5883) to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Clarissa A. ham; 

A bill (H. R. 6482) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 6525) granting a pension to Mary Ann Sullivan; 

8 cops R, 7841) granting an increase of pension to George 

n; 

A bill (H. R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to Annie J, 


Bassett; 
g a pension to John Connolly; 


A bill (H. R. 8243) gean i 
A bill (H. R. 8501) for the relief of Corydon G. Crafts 
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A bill (H. R. 8550) to increase the pension of Armenias H. 


vans; 
A bill (H. R. 8670) granting a pension to Pryor Perkins; 
AS ee (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 

. Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 8724) granting a pension to Addie L. Ballou; 

A bill (H. R. 9208) to incorporate the Washington and Univer- 
ayi Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia; and 

bill (H. R. 9765) to increase the pension of John N, Wiley. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 4840) to provide for a 
force of colored troops in the Volunteer Army of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Connecticut for the present consideration of the 
bill indicated? 

Mr. PETTUS. I object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the bill will not be taken up. It is a bill 
which will elicit a great deal of debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is out of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, .The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Connecticut, that the Senate proceed 
to the cohsideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. E. There are 3 that ought to be attended 
to in executive session to-day before the Senate adjourns, and I 
more that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness, 

Mr. CARTER. I trust the Senator from Maine will withdraw 
the motion a moment to t the consideration of a military 
bill of some importance which should be passed this afternoon 
and which will not meet with discussion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Regular order. 

Mr. HALE. I have not any 8 5 to yield, because the Senator 
from Connecticut is seeking to bring ap another bill which will 
give rise to a long debate, as I know. Therefore I think the sense 
of the Senate is probably that we should go into executive ses- 
sion, because there are certainly appointments that ought to be 
considered and acted as before the Senate adjourns. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. ` > 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8925) to 
amend sections 1698 and 1734 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. OTJEN, and Mr. ELLIOTT managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The m also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 622) concerning sail vessels of over 700 
tons, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the conference asked 
for by the Senate on the di eeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. 
FITZGERALD managers at the conference on the part of the House, 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
resolution directing the Clerk of the House to notify the Senate 
that the House had elected Hon. SERENO E. Payne, a Representa- 
tive from the State of New York, as Speaker pro tempore during 
the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of 
the House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lutions; and they were thereupon 0 5 by the Vice-President: 
a A bill (S. 3261) for the relief of P. F. Dundon, of San Francisco, 


A bill (S. 8707) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway 
Company a right of way through the Indian Territory; ” 

A bill (S. 4710) to amend an act entitled “An act providing for 
the construction of a bridge across the Yalobusha Riyer between 
Leflore and Carroll counties, in the State of Mississippi,” approved 
April 29, 1898; í 

A bill (S. 4714) to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications 
constructed or usod by the United States from malicious injury; 

A bill (S. 4741) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi; 
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A bill (S. 4809) to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster’s 
Department of the Army; 8 

A bill (S. 4310) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence De- 

ent of the Army; 

A bill (S. 4847) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Titania; 

A bill (H. R. 377) granting a pension to Susan I. Barrows; 

A bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to William 


Manley; 
A bill (H. R. 2267) to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 
A bill (H. R. 2276) granting an increase of pension to Almon 
8 


tuart; 
A bill (H. R. 8081) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


J. Fogerty) 
A bill (H. R. 3565) to grant a pension to Theresa Bonnaveau; 
A bill (H. R. 3598) granting a pension to Henrietta Fowler; 
A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to Pauline Robbins; 
A bill (H. R. 4189) granting an increase of pension to New- 
ton W. reed 
A bill (H. R. 4283) granting an increase of pension to William B. 


N £ 
A bill (H. R. 4315) to increase the pension of George D. Phin- 


ney; 

1 bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Achilles; 

A bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of J. Henry Rives; , 

A bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to Hannah Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension to Edson 
Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 6064) granting a pension to Mary A. Watts; 

A bill (H. R. 6093) granting a pension to Ellen E. Nash; 

A bill (H. R. 6160) to amend section 4746 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States: 

A bill (H. R. 6841) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Hervey: 

A bill (H. R. 6799) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 7260) granting a pension to James E. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7362) to grant a pension to Junius Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 7306) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


H. Beckwith; 
A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Belle Peter; 
A bill (H. R. 8266) to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons; 
A bill (. R. 8286) granting an increase of pension to Alphonzo 
O. Drake; 
A bill (H. R. 9195) granting a pension to Foster C. Carl; 
we bill (H. R. 9732) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
alker; 
A bill (H. R. 9755) ganing a pension to Matilda Waedel; 
A bill (H. R. 9874) for the relief of John C. Coleman, of Eman- 
uel Se Ga.; 


A bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 

A bill (H. R. 10280) to require the eg, aana Railway Com- 

any to abandon its overhead trolley on Kenyon street, between 
Bovonth and Fourteenth streets; 

A bill (H. R. 10424) to provide for a temporary increase in the 
Inspector-General’s Department of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 10477) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build, 
or authorize the building of, a foot and on bridge across the 
St. Louis River, between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point 
near Fond du Lac, in said State of Minnesota,” approved June 11, 


1896; 

A bill (H. R. 10561) to increase the force of the Ordnance De- 
partment; ves 

A bill (H. R. 10691) making 1 to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes; J 

A bill (H. R. 10693) directing the enlistment of cooks in the 
Regular and Volunteer Armies of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 10805) to amend the act relating to pay of volun- 
teer soldiers; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 139) authorizing the Librarian of Con- 
gress to accept the collections of ty 2 Gh to be do- 


nated to the Library of Congress Gertrude M. Hubbard; 
A joint resolution (S. R. 141) regarding the holding of a Pan- 
American E ition in the year 1901 upon Cayuga Island, between 


the cities of buffalo and Niagara Falls, in the State of New York, 
to illustrate the development of the Western Hemisphere during 
A CH Hee: S) I porie tox’ wering th 
joint resolution or anne e 
Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 
ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. 4173) granting an increase of pension 


to Rebecca Otis, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3429) for the relief of persons 
who made the first parori for desert lands under the act of 
March 3, 1877, but who were unable to perfect entry thereof, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10241) to incorporate the National Congress 
of re of the District of Columbia, reported it with an amend- 
men 

THOMAS M. HOBBS, 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1670) for the relief of Thomas M. Hobbs & Bro., 
of Limestone County, Ala., reported the following resolution; 
which was consi by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 1670) entitled "A bill for the relief of Thomas 
M. Hobbs & Bro., of Limestone County, Ala,” now pendin 


her with the accom be, and the same is hereby, referred 
2925 Court of Ceo aig — the ions of an act nadel “An 
act to provide for the brin of suits the Government of the United 
5 pa rel with the provisions ven Resor and re to the Se 
ro of su re — 
ato in accordance therewith. * * N y 


PAY OF EMPLOYEES, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report a joint resolution, and I ask that it be put on its 
passage. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 184) to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sala- 
ries for the month of July, 1898, on the day of the adjournment of 

mgress was read the first time by its title, and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
stru FFF the annual and session rolls of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, including the Capitol police, their 
respective salaries for the full month of July, 1808, on the day of the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be 3 1 for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


APPEALS FROM DISTRICT COURT FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. MCBRIDE, I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10510) providing for the transfer from the 
circuit court of Sonea for the ninth circuit to the Supreme Court 
of certain appeals from the district court of Alaska. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to move an adjournment unless the 
Senator has some matter that will take no time. I will yield to 
him in that case. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it will take time enough to read about 
ten lines of coarse bill type. It is a case I have very much at 
heart. I shall feel very sorry if this session breaks up without 
giving relief in the case of an estimable and excellent old soldier 
who committed no fault whatever. It will take one minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hate in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield if the bill does not lead to debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the Senate to p to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4548) for the relief of James H. Latham. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to revoke the order dismissing James H. Latham from serv- 
ice as a captain of the Twenty-first Regiment of Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to issue a certificate of honorable discharge 
for him, to date from the 14th day of June, 1865. 

e bill was tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be SSeS a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. : 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 8, 1898, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 7, 1898. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Edmund H. Zurhorst, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, to succeed William 
H. Herbert, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

CONSTRUCTOR. 

James W. Lee, of Maryland, to be constructor in and for the 

Revenue-Cutter 


Service of the United States, with the relatiye 
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rank and pay of a first lieutenant in said service. Office created 
by the act of Congress approved July 1, 1898. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Charles H. Garby, of Leland, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lewiston, Idaho, vice Alfred W. Kroutinger, whose 


term will expire August 3, 1898. 

A, L. Hanscom, of Towner, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Minot, N. Dak., vice John A. Ely, resigned. 

William A. Hodgman, of Shoshone, Idaho, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Hailey, Idaho, vice William F, Horne, whose 
term will expire August 3, 1898. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Neal J. Sharp, of Challis, Idaho, to be register of the land office 

at Hailey, Idaho, vice William H, Brodhead, whose term will ex- 


pire August 3, 1898, 
PENSION AGENTS. 


Jesse B. Fuller, of Marysville, Cal., to be pension agent at San 
Francisco, Cal., vice Patrick F. Walsh, whose term will expire 
July 17, 1898. 

Joseph W. Jones, of Glouster, Ohio, to be pension agent at 
Columbus, Ohio, vice Americus V. Rice, term expired. 

COMMISSION TO REVISE PATENT LAWS, ETC. 


Francis Forbes, of New York, to be a member of the commis- 
sion to revise and amend the laws of the United States concerning 
patents, trade and other marks, and trade or commercial names, 
under the provisions of the act approved June 4, 1898. 

Arthur È Greeley, of New Hampshire, to be a member of the 
commission to reviso and amend the laws of the United States 
concerning patents, trade and other marks, and trade or commer- 
cial names, under the provisions of the act approved June 4, 1898. 
Peter S. Grosscup, of Illinois, to be a member of the commission 
to revise and amend the laws of the United States concerning 
patents, trade and other marks, and trade or commercial names, 
under the provisions of the act approved June 4, 1898. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Frank H. Latta, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Michigan, in the place of C. E. Thomas, 
whose commission expired June 16, 1898. 

David Larin, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county of 
Traill and State of North Dakota, in the place of M. A. Westcott, 
whose commission expired May 11, 1898, 

William M. Powell, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of G. H. Mar- 
tin, removed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
SIXTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 

William D. Henderson, of Tennessee. 

The nomination of William W. Henderson, of Tenn for 
the above-named office, which was delivered to the Senate June 
29, 1898, is hereby withdrawn. 

FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Lomax S. Anderson, of ee 

I withdraw the nomination of John E. Davis, of Mississippi, for 
appointment to the above-named office, which was delivered to 

e Senate July —, 1898. 

THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 


To be captain. 
Charles R. Warren, of Georgia. 
To be first lieutenants, 
John A, Sibley, of Georgia. 
Mack E. 5 of Georgia. 
To be second lieutenant. 


James E. Bunting, of Georgia. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY.. 
To be first lieutenant. 
Anthony Holmead, of the District of Columbia, 
To be second lieutenant. 
James D. Keene, of the District of Columbia. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 
George W. Green, of Tennessee, 
Reuben M. Buckley, of Kentucky. 
Charles F. Ogden, of Kentucky. 
To be first lieutenant. 
George A. Henderson, of Tennessee. 
To be second lieutenants, 


William Washington, first sergeant 3 
pA, 


Ninth Cavalry, 
John C. Proctor, first sergeant Troo; th 55 


F. 
inth Cavalry. 


THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS. 
To be first lieutenants. 
James P. Barney, of Virginia. 
Lawrence P. Butler, sergeant, Company I, Fourth Missouri 
Volunteers. 
James D. Fauntleroy, of Virginia. 
Thomas M. Ward, of Maryland, 


Jo be second lieutenants. 
William H. Chadbourn, jr., of North Carolina. 
Samuel D. Brady, of West Virginia. 
VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS, 
To be captains. 
J oim P. Wooten, first lieutenant, United States Volunteer Sig- 


nal Corps. 
Edward W. Winfield, first lieutenant, United States Volunteer 


Signal Corps. 
To be first lieutenants, 
1 P. Tate, second lieutenant, United States Volunteer Sig- 
orps. 
Henry W. Sprague, second lieutenant, United States Volunteer 


fay Corps. 
alter S. Volkmar, second lieutenant, United States Volunteer 
8 oepa: 

rles Rogan, jr., second lieutenant, United States Volunteer 


Si Co: 
are To be second lieutenants. 
Merchant H. Baldwin, of Indiana. 
Horace C. Lansing, of Ohio. 
William C. Cannon, first-class sergeant, United States Volunteer 


so Tps. 
win O. Holter, private, Troop A, New York Cavalry. 
Charles S. Wallace, sergeant, Signal Corps, United 
States Army. 
Charles O. Pierson, of the District of Columbia. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn July 7, 1898. 
Edward B. Ives, of New York, for the office of captain, First 


Regiment United States Volunteer Engineers, which was deliy- 
ered to the Senate June 8, 1898. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 7, 1898. 
CONSUL. 


Alfred A. Winslow, of Indiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Liege, Belgium. ` 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT, 
To be military storekeeper with the rank of captain, 
Charles D. A. Loeffler, of the District of Columbia. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Ordnance Department. 


First Lieut. Edwin B. Babbitt, to be captain. 
First Lieut. Ormand M. Lissak, to be captain. 
First Lieut. poa W. Dunn, to be captain. 
First Lieut. John T. Thompson, to be captain. 
TRANSFERS IN THE ARMY. 


3 5 — 0 Rodmond V. Beach, Second Regiment, to the 
5 ent, 
Second Lieut, Louis B, Hamilton, First Regiment, to the Second 
Regiment. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Robert C. Welles, of Missouri. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Maj. A. W. Shockley, of Missouri, vice Landry, declined. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be first lieutenant. 
Sidney R. Wiley, of Georgia. 
TO BE INSPECTOR-GENERAL WITH THE RANK OF MAJOR, 
Perry Belmont, of New York. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be chaplain. 
Charles B. Carlisle, of Iowa. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be first lieutenant, 
William B. Preston, of Virginia. 
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To be second lieutenant. 
Baldwin, of Virginia. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


John Mackey 


To be captain. 
Reuben B. Baskette, of Tennessee. 
To be first lieutenant, 
Richard E. Toomey, private, Company C, Eighth United States 
Volunteer Infantry. 
NINTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be chaplain, 
Charles T. Walker, of Georgia. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captain. 
Thomas W. M. Draper, of Colorado. 
To be first lieutenants, 


E. Storer Tice, of Colorado. 

Frederick J. Mills, of Idaho. 

Frederick C. Turner, of California. 

Frank L. Brittain, of California. : 

Lawrence P. Butler, sergeant, Company I, Fourth Missouri Vol- 


unteers 
To be second lieutenant. 
Thomas Cooney, of Montana. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be first lieutenants. 

Charles G. Post, quartermaster-sergeant, Battalion of Engineers, 
United States Army. SEM 

John W. Daniel, jr., of Virginia. 

UNITED STATES VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS. 
To be second lieutenant. 
Edwin O. Holter, of Troop A, New York Cavalry. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry A. Field, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Albert L. Norton, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Lieut. Commander William S. Cowles, to be a commander, 

Commodore Frederick V. McNair, to be a rear-admiral, 

Capt. William T. Sampson, to be a commodore, 

Commander Francis W. Dickins, to be a captain. 

P. A. Surg. Louis W. Atlee, to be a surgeon. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS, 
Capt. William S. Muse, to be a major. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Alfred Gilbert Grunwell,a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant 

surgeon, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Conway H. Arnold, to be a commander, 

Surg. Remus C. Persons, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Frederick A. Hesler, to be a surgeon. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Elwood Hadley, of Arizola, Ariz., to be agent for the Indians of 

the Pima Agency in Arizona. 
MARSHAL, 

Frank A. Hadsell, of wyoming, to be marshal of the United 

States for the district of Wyoming. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

David F. Jones, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United States 
for the western district of Wisconsin. 3 

Timothy F. Burke, of Wyoming, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Wyoming, 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Elmer E. Hershey, of Missoula, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Missoula, Mont. 

Peter cars le of Wray, Colo., to be register of the land office 
at Akron, Colo. 

George E. French, of North Platte, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at North Platte, Nebr. 2 

Fred M. Dorrington, of Alliance, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at Alliance, Nebr. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Frank Bacon, of Gothenburg, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at North Platte, Nebr. 
COMMISSION TO REVISE LAWS OF UNITED STATES, 
Francis Forbes, of New York. 
Arthur P. Greeley, of New Hampshire. 
Peter S. Grosscup, of Illinois. 


PENSION AGENTS. 
Joseph W. Jones, of Glouster, Ohio, to be pension agent at 
Columbus, Ohio. 
Jesse B. Fuller, of Marysville, Cal., to be pension agent at San 
Francisco, Cal. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Charles W. Lewis, to be postmaster at Fernandino, in the county 
of Nassau and State of Florida. 
5 Pe Lavin, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the State of North 
ota. 
Frank H. Latta, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the county 
of Calhoun and State of Michigan. 
Winthrop A. Hayes, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan. 
Daniel M. Nobles, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee. 
Marshall M. Murdock, to be postmaster at Wichita, in the county 
of Sedgwick and State of Kansas. 
Charles W. Powers, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 
Henry J. Jones, to be postmaster at Elko, in the county of Elko 
and State of Nevada. 
A. T. Jenkins, to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county of 
Moultrie and State of Mlinois. 
Joseph J. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Rome, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Georgia. 
Oscar Jeffery, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county of 
Warren and State of New Jersey. 
Frank E. Fritcher, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Iowa. 
Sidney H. Brigham, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
John A, Thayer, to be postmaster at Attleboro, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 
Samuel Murphy, to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the county 
of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma. 
George G. Alexander, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Kershaw and State of South Carolina. 
Abram M. Morrison, to be postmaster at Ennis, in the county 
Er mee State 558 . 
. Hewes, to be postmaster at r, in the county of Na- 
trona and State of Wyoming. A 
Elbert W. Hoyt, to be postmaster at Ponca (late New Ponca), 
in the county of Kay and Territory of Oklahoma. 
William McKinley, to be postmaster at Kingfisher, in the county 
of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma. 
James Frey, to be postmaster at Enterprise, in the county of 
Dickinson and State of Kansas, 
Benjamin A. Allison, to be postmaster at McPherson, in the 
county of McPherson and State of Kansas. 
J. D. Fowler, to be postmaster at San Luis Obispo, in the county 
o ox Gua OY, tats 
eorge S. Harris, to at Gas in the coun 
of Grant and State of Indiana. Y ty 
Archibald Shaw, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in the 
county of Dearborn and State of Indiana. 
Thomas Rudd, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of De- 
eee . ch 395 tmaster at Charl 
. Rowe, to be pos r at eston, in the coun 
of Mississippi and State of Missouri. : * 
C. L. Frost, to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of La- 
fayette and State of Missouri. 
arcellus S. Storer, to be postmaster at Nelson, in the county 
of Nuckolls and State of Nebraska. 
John B. Respess, to be 3 at Washington, in the county 
of Beaufort and State of North Carolina. 
Alexander M. Long, to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina. 
Louis T. Derousse, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey. 
Robert J. Henderson, to be 8 at Phoenixville, in the 
county of Chester and State of ennsylvania. 
Edgar J. Graff, to be r at Blairsville, in the county of 
Indiana and State of Pennsylvania. 
William M. at Dubois, in the county 


an, to 

of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 

William D. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Freedom, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel Keat, to be postmaster at Pen Argyl, in the county of 
Northampton and State of Pennsylvania. 

R. M. Hunt, to be pone at Houtzdale, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 

Isaac N. Strawn, to be postmaster at Hopkins, in the county of 
e eee of Frani 

a one, ecounty o a 

lin and State of New York. 
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E. H. Babcock, to be postmaster at La Plata, in the county of 
Macon and State of Missouri. y 

D. Jay Olds, to be postmaster at South Bend, in the county of 
Pacific and State of Washington. 

Edward Bush, to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. : 

A. H. Soekland, to be postmaster at Stuttgart, in the county of 
Arkansas and State of Arkansas. 

George A. Hubbard, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county of 
Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. A 

David W. Gray, to be W at Harrison, in the county of 
Hamilton and State of Ohio. 

Walter L. Darby, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Garfield and State of Washington. 
` John F. Wrabek, to be postmaster at New Prague, in the county 
of Scott and State of Minnesota. 

David E. Cross, to be prome at Amboy, in the county of 
Blue Earth and State of Minnesota. : 

John H. Shankland, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Noble and State of Ohio, , 

Isaac Requa, to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. ; 

George L. Hitchcock, to be postmaster at Ozone Park, in the 
county of Queens and State of New York, — 

Emiel Rebell, to be postmaster at Fort Plain, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York. 

William S. Jackson, to be postmaster at Belmar, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. ~ 8 

William O. Armbruster, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in 
the county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

John McNally, to be postmaster at Sing Sing, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New Vork. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, July 7, 1898. 


The House was called to order at 12 o'clock m. by Hon. ALEX- 
ANDER MCDOWELL, its Clerk, who read the following communica- 
tion: 

Ihereby designate Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE of New York to preside over 
the House this day. 


T. B. REED, Speaker. 
JULY 7, 1898. 
Mr. PAYNE took the chair as Speaker ee tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. HENRY N. COUDEN. 
re Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved, 
5 FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am 5 the Committee 
on Ways and Means to submit the following privileged resolution 
and ask its immediate consideration. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of 8 (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on Friday, July 8, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


[appina | 

. DALZ On that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
uestion. 

£ The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 

the resolution was agreed to. 


REGULATING POSTAGE ON CERTAIN LETTERS. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4304) regulating the post- 
age on letters written by the blind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to 
objection. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all letters written in point print or raised charac- 
ters used by the blind shall be transmit ugh the mails as first-class 
matter at a pos of 1 cent for each ounce or fraction thereof. All 
acts or parts of acts conflicting with this act are hereby repealed. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads recommend 
the adoption of the following amendments: 

In line 4, after the word “blind,” insert the words when unsealed.” In 
Une 5 strike out the words “first class,” and insert “ third class; and in lines 

the words “at a charge of I cent for each ounce or 


6 and 6 strike out 
fraction thereof.“ 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments concurred in, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
po at pra and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the 


time, and $ 
On motion of Mr. PETERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


REFUND OF CERTAIN DUTIES, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2818) to refund 
certain import duties, 8 

The 8P R pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to 
the right of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre’ of the Tr be, and hereb: 
authorized and directed to pay to Moraes, Gerichs & C8. the agents nd 


571.45, out of any 
full for import 


Treasu a 
ller shaft and appurtenances, 4 propeller blades, 1 propeller boss, 1 steam 
tone: and 2 boxes of iron and brass, part of the ratih ety of the steamship 


Treasury is hereby 
further authorized and directed to pay to the North German yore Steam- 
ship Company, or their duly accredi age 
sum of , out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise expended 
to be in full for import duties im id into the United 
States Treasury on a steel crank t, part of the machinery of the steam- 
ship Strassburg, at mn pers of Baltimore, owned by the North German Lloyd 
Steamship Company aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? sale 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, before consent is given, I would 
like some explanation in regard to this matter. 

. 1 GROSVENOR. I desire to make a brief explanation of the 

1 


The North German Lloyd Steamship pa grind has a line of 
ships running from Bremen to New York and to other ports of 
the United States. The steamship Werra of this line, coming 
from Germany to the United States in August, 1885, met with an 
accident in mid-ocean by the breaking of her pbs cage shaft, and 
losing at the same time a part of her propeller. In this helpless 
condition she was found and towed to port by the British steam- 
ship Valecia, arriving at the port of Boston. It was found im- 
ible for her to make her voyage back to y because of 
er disabled condition and because of the impossibility of procur- 
ing the necessary repairs here. 

e 7 parts of the machinery broken could be replaced 
only by the original builders. Duplicate machinery is usually 
kept in the offices of the 1 In order to repair 
the damage this company impo to this country the necessary 
machinery to repair the ship and allow her to depart on her voy- 
age. Of course the collector at the port had no option but to col- 
lect the duty on this imported machinery, which was collected 
and paid under a protest, and the Treasury can not refund it with- 
out the action of Congress. 

I have here a long report made in the Fifty-fourth Co 
The bill passed both Houses in the Fifty-fourth Congress, but was 
not Beet by the President. It got through Congress at the last 
moment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I interpose no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The same principle applies to the other 
aim. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman what com- 
mittee has made the report on this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Committee on Claims of this House, 
and the Committee on Claims of the Senate of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, and the Committee on Claims of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. All have made reports in favor of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is on the Private Calendar, is it not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I suppose so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman think he can pass it 
to-morrow? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, this is an honest debt of refunder. 
The 8 from Tennessee will at once see that the money 
was taken under a technical claim, and this is the only avenue to 
a refunder of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Has the bill been unanimously reported 
to this Congress? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I find it reported, and there is no minority 


report. 

Mr, RICHARDSON, Ishall not object. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If the gentleman will allow me, we could but 
im sin eer the ape, À of the bill. As I understand, it is a 
bill to pay back the duty collected on a certain propeller shaft and 
blades which were brought to this country to repair a steamship. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., o steamships, after two different acci- 
dents, at two different times. 

Mr. SIMPSON. This is to relieve these parties in this instance, 
and let them bring in machinery that could be made in this coun- 
try, if I understand. F : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. It possibly could be made in this- 
country by the making of all the patterns and everything of that 
character, but they were already made, duplicates betog in posses- 
sion of the company, and they simply brought their duplicates here 
and rehabilitated their ship and then departed. It is simply a 
courtesy due to a foreign shipowning company. 
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Mr. SIMPSON. Then I understand this particular machinery 
could not be made here? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not say that the art of Americanship- | i 


building and machinery making could not have done it, but it 
would have rag ge the making of original patterns and every- 
thing of that kind, at an enormous cost, while duplicates were 
lying all ready to be ship here from abroad. o evidence 
shows that it would have disabled the ship for three months’ time 
in order to have had the machinery made in the United States or 
any other country. And it was already made. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand that part of the purpose of the 
ee is to protect the American shipper against foreign 

tition. - 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, this would have brought about delay, 
but it would have created labor for American workingmen, as the 
gentleman will see. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman from Kansas has 
made a good point, but he is too fair-minded to object to the re- 
funding of this money. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam not going to object, but I wanted to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that if we 
carry out the prp of the revenue bill we ought to make what 
labor we can for American workingmen. 5 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The ee from Ohio humbly bows 
to the admonition of the gentleman from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? > 

There was no objection. a 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CLOTHING OF DECEASED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the bill which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The bill (H. R. 10912) for adjusting W account for de- 
ceased soldiers in certain cases was read, as follows: 

Pet ago oat the existing war with Spain who have died or here 
rolled on account of the oi nee may 


after die within six 
officers of the 
dra 


ve of the soldier, unless the amount of clo’ y 
drawn is in excess of the clothing allowance for a soldier grade 
for the first six months of service. 

Mr. HULL. Mr, Speaker, I simay want to say one word. 
Under the law now a soldier draws his clothing when he enters 
the service. If heis killed or dies before the six months are up, 
the pay due him, that would go to his family, is stopped by the 
Treasury, and must be under, the law. I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Is the bill unanimously reported by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HULL. It is not reported at all by the committee, It is 
submitted to the Honse, and it ought to be passed immediately. 
The Committee on Appropriations bring it to me this mornin 
and ask that it be datonce. The members of the commit- 
tee whom I haye able to see in the last three minutes are 
all in favor of it, as I believe every member of the House is. 
Every member of the House can understand what is meant by it. 

Under the law there is issued to the soldier when he enlists a 
fullline of clothing and supplies, and thereis an amount deducted 
from his clothing allowance, and at the end of six months it ad- 
justs itself. If he is killed or dies of disease before the six months, 

t leaves a balance due to the Government for the clothing issued 
to the man, and is taken out of the pay that goes to his family. 

Mr. McRAE. Do J understand that the eman from Illinois, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, thinks this bill 
ought to on 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MoRAE. I have no objection to the passage of the bill, 

bills passed that have not 


Mr. MCRAE. 


to have been considered by a committee, so 
question about it. 


Mr. VANDIVER. May I ask the gentleman a question, only 


8 | print be of the act with index, etc. 


for information? I desire to ask, as there was so much confusion, 
is he pares of it to remit the amount due to the soldier, if he 
is dead, for the clothing? 

Mr. HULL. If they die during the first six months only, 
Under the law a volunteer soldier is given the same as the regu- 
lar soldier, 28 cents a day, as a clothing account, and the allow- 
ance in six months will pay it; but if he goes to Cuba ‘and dies 
from disease or dies from disease in this country, or is killed in 
battle during the first three, four, or five months, there is a little 
pittance due the Government for clothing given in advance, and 
this permits that amount to be paid to his widow. 

Mr. VANDIVER. With that explanation, I think the bill is 


just. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not make it one year? 

Mr. HULL. Because the Treasury sent the bill here asking 
that it apply to the first six months, 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call up the business on 
the Speaker's table. ; : 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman withhold that for a mo- 
ment? I want to agree to a conference. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I withhold my demand for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
withdraws the demand for the regular order, 


SAILING VESSELS OF OVER 700 TONS. 


Mr. PERKINS. - Mr. Speaker, I move that the House still insist 
on its amendment to the bill S. 622 and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 
aa pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 622) concerning sailing vessels of over 700 tons. 
The motion of Mr. PERKINS was agreed to. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
calls for the regular order. > 
The Chair lays before the House the request of the Committee 
on Appropriations for the reference of Executive Document 221 
from the Committee on A riations to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
ere was no objection. 
BANKRUPTCY ACT, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
House resolution with Senate amendment: 
Resolved by the Hi Representatives (the Senat: 
be printed of public act Ne PACAN act to establish a uniform system of 
ptey throughout the United States,” 75,000 copies, 50,000 for the use of 
the House of Representatives and 25,000 for theuse of the Senate. That such 
„and as p the Clerk. 


With the following amendment: 

After the word “with” insert “paper cover and.” 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARY M’LAUGHLIN, 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 
8001) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin, with the following 
Senate amendments: 
ee ee e out Commissioner of Pensions“ and insert Secretary of 

In line 5 strike out “the late.” 

In line 5, after “McLaughlin,” insert “late.” 

In line 7 strike out twenty and insert twelve.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. : 

The motion was agreed to, 


JAMES E, EATON, 


The next business on the a table was the bill (H, R. 
2497) to increase the pension of James E. Eaton, with the follow- 
ing Senate amendments: 


In line 5 strike out “upon the 


roll of the United States” and 
insert“, late landsman on the 


neeton and Wissahickon, United States 
Navy. on the pension ro 


Jn line 6 strike out “twenty-four” and insert “twenty.” 

And amend the title so as to read: An act granting an increase of pension 
to James E. Eaton.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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OLIVE H, SOUTH. 


The next business on the S 's table was the bill (H. R. 


727) 8 pension to Olive H. South, with the following 
co 


line 5 strike out = after “South” down to and inciating “cavalry,” 
tins band: and insert late an army nurse.” 
Mr, RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
DIANA CLARK, 


The next business on the 3 table was the bill (H. R. 
2673) granting an increase of pension to Diana Clark, with the 
following Senate amendments: 


In line 4 strike out “upon” and insert “on. 
In lines 4 and 5 strike — “of the United i States” and insert 
the 1 and e a the Seat ae laws. 
In line 6, after Clark.“ 


Mr. RAY of New Tork. 1 move that the House concur in the 
Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
JANE E. ZINK. 
The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 4811) 
granting a pension to Jane E. Zink, with the following Senate 
amendments: 


In line 4, after name, insert of.“ 

In line 6 strike out the word “to.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 


The motion was agreed to. 
VIRGINIA C, FLEANOR, 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 4916) 
ting a pension to Virginia C. Fleanor, with the following 
Sena te amendments: 
Byte ater ti ro pe Pe an” 
5 — 5, strike out the word “colonel.” 
Line 6 strike out the word “deceased.” 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 


E 


subject to 


The next business on thes ‘s table was the bill (H. R. 6427) 
for the relief of Clarissa A. „with the following Senate 
amendment: 


Amend the title so as to read: “An act granting a pension to Clarissa A. 
Dunham.” 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate —— 

The motion was 

Mr. RAY of New Norte Mr. Speaker, the tleman from 
Texas desires a favor, and I am willin ne greek 4 if this business 
can be resumed immediately afterwa 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
withdraws his Recah for the regular order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr, Speaker. unanimous consent for the 

Rih: consideration of the bill (S. 8707) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester 
ae — Louis Railway Company a right of way through the In- 


“The SPEAKER pro tem pore. The Clerk will report the bill, 
The Clerk read bill, as 23 

Be it enacted, etc. ‘That section 4 of the act entitled “An act to amend an 
An act to e Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis 


tory.’ * approved 
pay re 


tion of aios South McAlester to Fort be filed and ap- 
rt Smith.” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the yote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 

PRINTING WAR REVENUE LAW, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
sent, before g the call for the regular „ 
mediate eee of the Senate concurrent resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate House of Represen pga re Donets 
be rinted 20,000 copies ee ee a aie covers and 
iene rang ti for the use of the House of Represen ves and 6,500 

or 


Mr. RICHARD SON. Is that the resolution that was passed by 
the Senate yesterday? 
= RAY of New York, Yes. 


A think that we ought 
to have more? Iam having a call for a great many copies. 
Mr. BARTLETT, Will t the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; for a question. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The House yesterday passed a resolution 
very similar to this, only for a larger number. 
“E RAY of New York. That was not the revenue bill. 


this will be to, as it is so late in the session, 

The SP protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SAMUEL J. BRENT. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. 8 , I ask unanimous consent for the 
esent consideration of the bill (H. R. 9768) for the relief of 
— J. Brent, executor of the will of Frances Brent and ad- 
ministrator de bonis non of the estate of Rev. J. Brent. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of eens iev „ and he hereby 
instructed to fee oe J. Brent, administrator 


under the acts of July 14, 1870, and January 20, 1871. 

aN 15 bed in name of 

Rev. J. Brent; also, to issue a duplicate in name of Samuel J. Brent, executor 

under the acts of July 141870, and January 20 1811, No. MO for $1,000, in 

er acts y and Janua; 71, No. or - 

in name of Frances Brent, said Sit is having been lost or 

destroyed: ided, That the said Samuel J. nd tor and 

as executor, shall first execute and file — +e in the penal 
the lost = PB — 9 — , 


sum to the amounts, respectively, 
the interest twitch would accrue 5 until the p 3 
Syed the 


85 or pay: th sufficient ——— to be a Secretary of 
e Treasury, with condition to indemnify and save we the United 
2 — of said lost or destroyed bonds. 


Mr. — Was this bill reported by the Committee on 
Mr. BROWN, „FF 


of the Committee on Claims and the unanimous report was made 
in favor of it with an ere b a 

Mr. KERR. The committee s an amendment, Mr. 
Speaker, that has not been read, g the amount of the bond 
double instead of equal. 


F The Clerk will report the amend- 


; Th Clerk read as follows: 
, i Hine, 10, page 2, strike out the words “equal to” and insert the word 


The SPEAKER pro tem: Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the} bill? After a pause. ] e Chair hears none. 

The committee amendment was agreed as 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

engrossed, it was read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. KERR, a motion to reconsider evote whereby 

the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
PENSION BILLS, 

Mr. 55 Ln 

The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the 
following titles, wit . ents of the Senate, Which were read, 
and, on motion of Mr. Ray of New York, were concurred in: 

A bill (H. R. 6525) granting a pension to Mary Ann Sullivan; 
R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to Annie J, 


R. 8243 ) granting a pension to John Connolly; 

R. 8501) for the relief of Gorydon G. Crafts; 

R. ER granting a pension 5 Addie L. Ballou; 

R. 4274) granting an increase of pension to James 8. 


g 
8 


a 
E 


ore 
A bill (H. R. 8670) gran a pension to Pryor Perkins; 
4 bill (H. R 8853) to Daam t of 
es MA gratings 
a pension 
Abl . E 9765) 12 increase the 8 = John MN Wer. 
JACOB N. ATHERTON, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House with 
amendments of the Senate the bill (H. R. 5069) to pension Jacob 
N. Atherton. 

The amendments were read. 
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Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the House nonconcur in 
the amendments and ask a conference with the Senate. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER 2 tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 


Ray of New York, Mr. 
on the part of the House. 


JUSTIN O. HOTTENSTEIN, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House, with 
amendments of the Senate, the bill (H. R, 9295) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Justin O. Hottenstein. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I move that the House nonconcur in 
the amendments of the Senate. Insupport of that motion, I desire 
to submit some remarks to the House. As I have some tables 
here which are somewhat lengthy and pate 3 wearisome, I ask 
permission that I may extend my remarks and insert these tables 
without reading them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD, 
Is there objection? 4 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I wish to inquire to what subject these 
tables relate? 

Mr. RAY of New York. They show the number of widows on 
the pension roll growing out of the war, the amount of money 
that we pay pensioners, and other details as to pensions granted 
to soldiers of one war and another. There is nothing partisan in 
these tables; and 1 shall not insert anything of a partisan nature 
in my extended remarks, ` 

Mr, BAILEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he expects 
to print his remarks in the Record which will be issued to-mor- 
row? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. i 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, of course, the gentleman will be fair 
enough, if there should be anything in his remarks to which we 
desire to reply, to obtain for us consent to do so. 

Mr. RAY of New York. My remarks will appear to-morrow 
ea 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from New York? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether his 

eech is directed to the pending bill or is it a general speech on 
the subject of pensions? 

Mr. RAY of New York. My remarks will apply to the pend- 
ing bill and will also be somewhat general in their nature, 

r. RICHARDSON. Then the gentleman does not propose to 
confine himself to the pasig measure? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not absolutely. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That rule has been enforced upon some 
of us, but I shall not insist upon its enforcement in the present 
case, 


ARNER, and Mr, CasTLE as conferees 


WAR ACCOUNTS OF STATES, 


Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from New York yield a mo- 
ment? There has just come tome from the Committee on Appro- 
riations a bill which was 3 referred, to adjust accounts 
bivan the States and the General Government for support and 
transportation of volunteers before they were mustered in, I 
have submitted this bill to both the Republicans and the Demo- 
crats on our committee; and they think it important that it should 
pass at once, Will the gentleman yield for its immediate consid- 
eration? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 8 from Iowa [Mr. 
HULL] asks unanimous consent for present consideration of 
the bill which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to indemnify the governors of States for expenses incurred by them 
in aiding the United Statesto raise and organize supply and p the 
Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing war with S; 

Be Paty vs Ape 5 A. That l 2 United States 
ne he ia hereby, directed, out-of any money in the ene, not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay to the governor of any State, or to his duly authorized 
agents, the reasonable and expense that have been incurred 
SL PRE i EAA T, 
amt 8 g A oF his State who was rian hos ree, gare the 
Volunteer Army of the United States: Provided, That thetransportation paid 
for shall be only the 5 of such men from the place of their en- 
rollment for service in the Volunteer Army of the United States to the place 
of tbeir acceptance into the same by the United States mustering officer, 
and that the names of the men transported shall appear on the muster rolls 
of the Volunteer Army of the United States: And obyag Surther, That such 
claims shall be settl pee proper vouchers to be filed and passed upon by 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. HULL] upon what basis these 
settlements are to be made; and in order he may understand 
what I am aiming at, I want to state that a very large amount of 
military material, such as old tents, old clothing, defective arms 


and accouterments of all sorts, has been turned over by the States 
for the use of the volunteer regiments, some of this material hay- 
ing been used by the National Guard for years. 

is property has been receipted for as so many muskets, so 
many rifles, etc. Now, I want to know upon what basis these 
settlements are to be made—whether there is any provision in this 
bill, or whether without such provision there is any power on the 
part of the Government, for the appointment of boards of appraise- 
ment, so that the Government may pay what these things were 
worth in the condition in which they were turned over, and not 
be obliged to pay as if new material of that character had been 


furnished. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Speaker, the bill itself provides that the Treas- 
ury officials shall e the settlement as between the States and 
the General Government. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. You mean that this bill so provides? 

Mr. HULL. Yes—— 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman please restate that proposition? 

Mr. HULL. The bill provides that the Treasury officials shall 
make the settlement. 

Butif the gentlemen want to examine the bill further—and I 
will state that there are one or two amendments that the gentle- 
man on the committee from Illinois [Mr. MarsH] suggested that 
I think ought to be adopted—one, especially—in place of indem- 
nifying the governors of the States and Territories, to indemnify 
the States and Territories themselves. But it follows the lan- 
guage of the act of 1861 and eliminates a feature of that act which 

think is desirable. Under that old law the States claimed that 
the Government owes all of the interest paid by the States on the 
bonds so issued, even where the bonds ran for 8 years after 
the time that they had been paid by the General Government. 
This eliminates that feature of the old law and is a good provision. 

I ask, however, that the matter lie over until it can be exam- 
1 by gentlemen, so that they may see that there is no objection 
to 


Mr. GROSVENOR, It is the experience of the Government 
under that very act of 1861, to which the gentleman refers, that 
has called my attention to this matter, and I wish to put on the 
bill an amendment at the dak 6 5 time that the actual value of the 
„ alone be paid for after the contracts have 

n e. 

Such a State, for instance like Ohio, that appropriated hastily a 
million of dollars, or New York, a million dollars, and other 
States the same—the Government ought not to be compelled to 
refund any improvident expenditure of that uoe: I do not say 
that there has been any improvident expenditure, but I know that 
a State, rushing suddenly into the business of furnishing an 
army, is not in any condition to avail itself of the facilities which 
the General Government may in that direction, 

Now, at the time this provision was made I thought it unwise. _ 
I did not think the appropriation a proper one, and desire now to 
protect the Governmentagainst paying more than is fair and just 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. HULL. This is a protection of the General Government, 

Mr. COX. In all respects? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. e States paid their money in many in-. 
stances for the — — transportation, and equipment of the 
troops. They kept them, at their own expense, until the Govern- 
ment took charge; and in many States where the legislature was 
not in session they exercised, on the part of the executive of the 
States, larger powers than the law allows, in many instances really 
violating the law. In my own State they made the appropriation; 
in the State of the gentleman from Ohio it was also made, an 
also in many other States. But if this bill before we ad- 
journ, these matters can be adjusted now. it is not adjusted 
this bone of contention must still hang between the United States 
and the various States until Congress comes together again in 
December next. 

— GROSVENOR. I want the matter settled some way or 
other. 

Mr. HULL. I want the bill to be properly guarded. 

If the gentleman will give me his attention a moment, I am per- 
fectly willing to withdraw the bill, so that there may be a full 
opportunity, after the hour to which the gentleman from New 

ork is entitled, to take it up again for consideration. 

giles hanes DS. Will the gentleman permit aninterruption 
just there? 

Mr. HULL, I have withdrawn the bill, and the gentleman can 
see A ag what it proposes, I vga std had the floor by the courtesy 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. L only desired to suggest that the State of 
Nevada is now endeavoring to get from Congress the moneys ex- 
pended for war purposes, some $400,000, expended under the 
various conditions to which the gentleman refers, which moneys 
were furnished during the late war, some thirty years ago. We 
have not yet been able to effect a settlement 

Mr. H We ought to pass the bill now and settle these 
matters up. ` 
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Mr. NEWLANDS. Undoubtedly; and not allow it to go over 
for another thirty years. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa with- 
draws the bill from present consideration, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray] is to proceed. 
JUSTIN O. HOTTENSTEEN, 


Mr, BERRY. Before the gentleman from New York proceeds, 
I would like to ask the Chair what the motion of the gentleman 
from New York is? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To nonconcur in the amendment 
of the Senate to a pension bill which has been read. : 

Mr. BERRY. I would ask the gentleman from New York if he 
is going to make an hour’s speech on that bill 7 

fir, AY of New York. On the general subject of pensions I 
wish to 1 ý 

Mr. BERRY (continuing). And a partisan speech? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No, sir; I am not going to introduce 
politics into it. There is only one single item in the speech to 
which partisan or personal allusion can be attached, and that is in 
reference to a letter by one gentleman of this House, to which I 
shall refer. 

Mr. BERRY. And the speech, of course, is commendatory of 
the Republican 8 3 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ihave already said that I am not go- 
ing to make a political $ 

. BERRY. Does the gentleman not think we could better 
occupy the time between now and adjournment in the interest of 
the members themselves and their constituents? : 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am devoting the time to the busi- 
ness of the members here from all parts of the country. Itis a 
matter in which we are all interested, and the gentleman from 
Kentucky is one of the most active gentlemen on the floor of the 


House—— 
Mr. BERRY. If we were to measure your capacity by the 


time occupied on the floor of the House I should say that you are 0 


one of the most active members on the floor of the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. As to the e en of pension laws 
little need be said. Such laws are enacted and enforced, directly 
or indirectly, in every civilized country of the world, and their 
necessity and justice are universally recognized, 

OUR PENSION LAWS. 


It may be said in the very beginning that the pension laws of 
the United States are the most beneficent, universal, and liberal 
written on the statute books of any nation. In times of peace we 
are and always have been content with a small Army and Navy, 
but in times of war we show a wonderful power of quick and 
effective expansion of these forces. What is more wonderful still 
is the ease and quickness with which our voluntary forces disband 
and reenter the walks and pursuits of eivil life. 

Much of all this is due to the 1 and intelligence of our 

ple and much to the wise and beneficent Sere policy of the 
8 Patriotism so actuadtes men that they brave death 
on the battlefield, wrap themselves in their country’s flag and go 
to their eternal sleep bathed in blood, rather than that their coun- 
try’s honor suffer. But patriotism may be restrained and fail to 
md in times of need unless the sons of our country feel assured 
that their wives and children and dependent fathers and mothers 
are to be cared for in case of their own death or disability; and 
the sons of our Republic may also hesitate to brave danger and 
risk health and limb unless assured that in case they incur 
serious disability a grateful country will keep them from the 
almshouse. b ‘ N 

In the early history of this nation legislative provision for pen- 
sions was largely made by promissory resolves, in anticipation of 
the contingencies on which they were based, by way of encour- 
aging enlistments, continued service, and personal daring in the 
field or upon the sea. b 

August 26, 1776, the month succeeding the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, the old Congress passed resolutions promising pensions 
to those who might be disabled during the war for independence, 
At a later date Secretary Cass said: 

Thus was the magnanimous, politic, just, and grateful system of pensions 
commenced by anticipation. 

From time to time, as occasion has justified and demanded, the 
Congress of the United States has gone on, step by step, to am- 
plify and complete this pension system until it is so expanded, 
except in some details, as to meet all the demands of justice, grat- 
itude, and humanity toward those who have rendered, or who 
shall h render, service for the Republic during times of 
war, either upon the land or the sea, and who come within the 
terms of our present broad and liberal laws. Now the widows 
and dependent children and dependent parents of soldiers and 
sailors are included, 

March 2, 1833, an independent Bureau of Pensions was estab- 
lished and was by a Commissioner of Pensions under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. Naval pension matters 


were not transferred to this Bureau however until after the act 
of March 4, 1840. 

Step by step the duty of administering the pension laws was 
transferred to the Bureau of Pensions under the immediate charge 
and direction of the Commissioner of Pensions and there if re- 
mains, subject to the appellate powers vested in the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

To-day we have, generally speaking, invalid pensions” and 
“gratuitous or service pensions.“ d-bounty ” pensions are 
but little heard of now. 8 speaking, an invalid pension” 
is granted to the soldier himself for or on account of some disability 
incurred in the service and in the line of duty, but by law the bene- 
fits are extended or continued to the widow or dependent children 
or dependent parents in case the soldier or sailor dies in the service 
or thereafter from causes of service origin. 

By the act of June 27, 1890, a pension is granted to the soldier 
or sailor who served in the late war of the rebellion for a period 
of ninety days or more, and who has been honorably dischar 
from such service, and who is now or hereafter may be suffering 
from a mental or physical disability of a permanent character 
not the result of his own vicious habits, and which disability 
incapacitates him from the performance of manual labor in such 
a degree as to render him unable to earn a support. Such pen- 
sion is not to exceed $12 per month or be less than $6 per month, 
and is to be proportioned to the degree of inability to earn a sup- 
port. This is a “service” or ‘‘gratuitous” pension. It is based 
on service and inability to earn a opori by manual labor. The 
question of the financial condition of the soldier is not considered. 

It has sometimes been said that such a pension is due the sol- 
dier and is a contract obligation, This can not be justly said. 
The Government is under no contractual obligation to allow or 

y such a pension. No such contract or obligation was entered 
into by the Government when the soldiers of the late civil war 
enlisted. No law authorizing inducements of that nature was 

assed, No law giving such a pension was then on the statute 


8. 
It is undoubtedly true that certain irresponsible and unauthor- 
ized persons engaged in raising men and procuring enlistments 
stated to the recruits that they would be pensioned by the Gov- 
ernment in any event, regardless of disability, but no such state- 
ment was ever authoriz The act of June 27, 1890, was passed 
long after the close of the war as a deserved recognition of devo- 
tion and valuable service rendered to the country, and to give aid 
to those requiring it. 

So far as pensions are granted to widows, dependent parents, or 
dependent children under any law, they are mere gratuities. 
These persons did not render military service. Originally pen- 
sions were paid by the several States, but September 29, 1789, it 
was enacted that pensions allowed and paid by the States should 
be continued and paid by the United States for one year, and this 
provision of law was continued by the act of June 16, 1790. 

In March, 1818, the “indigent” pension act was passed, which 
provided that every officer, noncommissioned officer, musician, 
marine, private soldier, etc., who served in the war of the Revo- 
lution until the end thereof, or for a term of nine months or 
longer at any period of the war, and who “ by reason of his re- 
duced circumstances in life was, or should be, in need of assist- 
ance of his country for support,” should receive a pension from the 
United States; if an officer, of $20 per month; noncommissioned 
officer, peme etc., $8 per month, to continue during life. 

It will be noticed that while this act made a distinction between 
officers and privates, it made no distinction between officers of 
different rank, That is, the 8 and the general's pension 
were the same. It will be noted that this law really inaugurated 
the pension policy of caring for the soldiers of the Republic when 
they became poor, regardless of whether they received disability 
in the service. It has been supposed by many, and repeatedly so 
stated, that the act of June 27, 1890, providing for pensions to 
soldiers unable to earn a living by manual labor was the first law 
in the nature of an indigent pension law. 

The two acts differ materially in this: The act of March 18, 1818, 
was an oon 755 ” act pure and simple and did not extend to 
widows and children, while the act of June 27, 1890, so far as the 
soldier himself is concerned, is based on his inability to earna 
support by manual labor and absolutely ignores the question of 
his pecuniary condition, As to the soldier, it is not in any sense 
an ‘‘indigent” pension law. 

The result is that a soldier who served in the war of the rebel- 
lion for a period of ninety days or more and was honorably dis- 
charged, and whois absolutely helpless from disease, not contracted 
in the service, and poor, not worth a penny or drawing any income 
from any source, with a wife unable to earn a living, can only draw 
a pension of $12 per month, while under the same act the soldier 
who served ninety days and from causes not of service origin is 
sim y unable to perform manual labor, although able to earn a 
EA iving by mental work, and is also worth thousands of dol- 
lars, and in the enjoyment of a large income, and has no wife or 
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family dependent upon him, gets precisely the same amount of 


pension. 
It will be seen that this act bases the right toa 


sion, not on 
pecuniary necessities of the soldier, but on 


inability to 


the 
perform manual labor. The result is that hundreds of well-to-do | of d 


men who incurred no disability whatever in the service and only 
served ninety days draw a pension of $12 month, while thou- 
sands of the very poor, absolutely dependent on charity (aside 
from their small pension), and who saw much longer and more 
arduous and dangerous service, can only draw the same sum per 
month. This inequality and seeming injustice arises from the 
fact that the act = June 27, 3 of being made an Mong 
digent” pension law, against which there was great prejudice, 
was — 75 service- pension act, the right conditioned on a present 
inability to perform manual labor. d ‘ 

Many attempts haye been make to change this law and make it 
more just and equitable. The House Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has unanimously reported a bill viding that no soldier 
shall draw a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, his disabili- 
ties not being due to service, so long as he has from other sources 
an independent net income of $1,000 or more per year. Wé have 
also a most liberal general pension law granting ons to sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines who have or who may hereafter incur 
disabilities in the service and in the line of duty. 

Under this law rank is considered and given prominence, and 
justlyso. To illustrate: For disabilities of service origin that en- 
title a private soldier to 88 per month, a lieutenant-colonel and all 
officers of higher rank draw $30 per month; a major, surgeon, or 

ymaster, $25 per month; a captain, provost marshal, or chap- 
fain, $20 per month; a first lieutenant, assistant surgeon, pat 

rovost , or quartermaster, $17 per month, and a secon 

ieutenant or enrolling officer, $15 per month. The same distinc- 
tion is maintained between privates or enlisted men and commis- 
sioned officers in the Navy. : i 

It must be remembered, however, that there are many 8 
and specified disabilities where rank cuts no figure, as, for in- 
stance, in the following cases of ific disability incurred in the 
service and in line of duty the soldier, whether officer or private, 
is entitled to the following pension per month: 


Lon DE DUG DRDO y E paneer ne $100.09 
Total disability in both hands. 72. 
Lage OF DOIN face. oo e cweuteensa 72. 00 
LAE OL DEES OUR E ore Spt ee crn epee ee retinas aes 72.00 
Loss of an eye e lost before enlistmment) 72.00 
Regular aid and attendance of another required 72. 00 
Frequent and periodical aid, ete., of another required... 50. 00 
Amputation at shoulder or hip joint, or so near thereto as 

to prevent use of artificial limb 45.00 
Total Eau te So 2 ee EE boos 36. 00 
Loss of one hand and one foot. 86.00 
Total disability of one hand and one foot 36. 00 
Amputation at or above elbow or knee 36. 00 
Tces of @ land or a foots oe S 30. 00 
Total disability of one hand or one foot 30. 00 
Inability to perform manual labor 30. 00 
r y T E ES 30. 00 
Disability equivalent to loss of hand or foot 24. 00 


It may be questioned whether these 0 
sistent. For instance, the rating for loss oi 
loss of both eyes in the $ jil; 
not the same in its effect upon the soldier’s comfort or ability to 
carry on business or earn a support. A man who is totally blind, 
and especially if he lost his sight when young, is to all intents 
and purposes, so far as earning anything by manual or mental 
labor or otherwise, totally and permanently helpless, and he re- 
quires the constant aid and attendance of another unless in bed 
or sitting still in a safe place, while a man who lost both feet in 
the service can orm mental work, clerical work, and many 
kinds of manual labor and earn a comfortable living. I am not 
asserting that the rating in either case is too high; but clearly 
the totally blind soldier is entitled to double the pension the other 
receives. 

A man who entered the service blind in one eye and lost the 
other 9 of service disability draws by law $72 per month, 
while soldier who lost one eye in the service and has lost the 
sight of the other since, and is 3 totally blind pri 
son of losing an eye in the service, precisely the same di ity 
incurred by the first- mentioned soldier, only gets 817 per month. 
The service of both were equally meritorious and the disabilities 
GE alee E NETOS Cae ee esc) eee and still the one 
draws $72 per month and the other only $17 per month. These 
cases are mentioned to call attention to the inequalities in our 
pension laws when applied to some tional cases and to dem- 
onstrate the necessity for and the propriety of special legislative 
action in many cases. A 

In the cases used to illustrate, itis absolutely immaterial that 


the one lost an eye before entering the Army and then lost his 
remaining eye through no fault of his after leaving the service; 
the fact remains that both are totally blind from the same - 
rae cause, viz, the loss of an eye in the service while in 28 


WIDOWS" PENSIONS. 

The act of July 4, 1836, the provisions of which extended back 

to April 20, 1818, and exten forward without limitation, was 
the foundation of what is known as pensions to widows and 
orphans,” and under it the first 5 t bounty-land 
cases) of this nature were adjudicated and allo The widows 
and orphans of the war of the rebellion were first pensioned under 
the act of July 14, 1862. The widows and orphans act of 1836 
was extended from time to time (see acts of July 7, 1838; March 
8, 1843; June 17, 1844; July 21, 1848; July 29, 1848; February 3, 
1853; June 3, 1858), and finally by the acts of July 25, 1866, and 
July 27, 1868, these “old war” pensioners were placed upon the 
same footing with the widows and orphans of the war of the 
rebellion. 
There can be no question as to the justice or wisdom of the pol- 
icy that has ided and still provides pensions for the widows 
and dependent children and dependent parents of our soldiers, 
sailors, and marines. Such legislation, however, especially in the 
case of widows, ee to be hedged about with restrictions and 
limitations that will prevent fraud and imposition upon the pen- 
sion laws and the soldiers themselves. The war widow—that is, 
the woman who was the faithful wife of a soldier during the war; 
who endured the cares and bore the burdens of a soldier's wife, who 
cheered the husband by loving messages, who maintained the home 
and cared for the children while he was at the front, and who 
cared for him after his return—is entitled to the highest considera- 
tion from the country. 

Much can be said also for the woman who married the soldier 
soon after the close of the war. She became his companion, his 
nurse; and in all cases where the soldier received wounds or con- 
tracted disease in the service and in the line of duty it is eminently 
proper, wise, and just that the widow draw a pension. But now, 
thirty-six years after the close of the war, when the youngest of 
those who served their country in that ever memorable contest 
are i pers of 50 years of age, it has been seriously questioned 
whether the woman who hereafter marries a soldier whose serv- 
ice long since ceased should be placed on the pension roll after his 
death. Clearly such action is improper where the soldier is old, 
broken down, and near the grave, and the woman seeks and se- 
cures the marriage for the purpose of getting on the pension roll. 

In very 5 young women of unenviable reputation, 
and without c ter, hunt out a broken-down old soldier and 
by scheming secure a marriage ceremony and e certificate, 
and then disappear only to reappear when the funeral takes place, 
pose as a bereft and heartbroken widow, and then filé a widow’s 
claim for pension, and so become a burden on the Treasury of the 
United States. These cases are rare in certain localities, but fre- 
quent in others. I would advocate nothing that will discourage 
honorable marriage or patriotism, but it does seem that this sys- 
tem of “marrying a ee roll” should be put an end to 
proper amendments to the law. 

June 30, 1897, one hundred and thirteen years after the close of 
that war, seven widows of Revolutionary soldiers were still on the 
pension roll, Thirty years hence, say in 1927, an old soldier at the 
age of 80 years may marry a woman as yet unborn. This woman 
may, on the death of the soldier, be placed on the pension roll, and 
should she live;to be 80 years of age, she will be drawing a pension 
one hundred and ten- years hence, or in the year 2007, on account 
of the service of a soldier who left the Army in 1865. The law 
ought not to make this condition of things possible, The pension 
roll is increased in this way to the great injury of the worthy 
soldier and soldier's widow. 

Only 7 soldiers of the war of 1812 are now on the pension roll, 
while 2,810 widows of such soldiers are now drawing pensions. 
This condition does not arise from the superior strength and lon- 
gevity of widows, but from the fact that young women married 
old soldiers in thousands of cases for the purpose of getting on the 
pension roll. Two thousand three hundred and seventy-three 
soldiers who served in the Indian wars from 1832 to 1842 are now 
on the pension roll, while 4,288 widows of such soldiers are draw- 
ing ons. Ten thousand nine hundred and twenty-two sur- 
vivors of the Mexican war now draw pensions, while 8,072 widows 
of such soldiers are on the rolls, 

These figures indicate that unless o restrictions are im- 
posed the pension rolls will be unduly and improperly swelled by 
the names of widows who do not have any just claim on the 
bounty of the Government. is is no reflection on women or 
wi It is true that the great mass of women are loyal, 
patriotic, industrious, honest, and above the imputation that they 
would marry an old soldier for the mere sake of getting on the 
pension roll at his death, but the unfortunate fact remains that 
there are some who seek this opportunity. The magnificent and 


` 


1898. 


valuable services of our women during the civil war will 2 

be remembered. They bound up the wounds, for the sick, 

and made dying beds soft as downy pillows are.” 
We now have on the pension rolls as pensioners— 


Widows of Revolutionary soldiers — ear 
‘Widows of war of 1813 „4% 2, 519 
‘Widows of Indian Warn 44„«„«„„6ͤ!üö9 4, 182 
‘Widows of Mexican Wer 8, 079 
Army and navy widows and dependent children 219, 561 
IJ ORO Wane A I eee ep ome en ene 284, 268 
At least 200,000 widows of soldiers, sailors, and marines are on 

the pension rolls. 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions is frequently appealed to 


to grant original pensions or large increase of ion to the com- 
pages ded widows of officers who held high rank in the 
Army or Navy. These applicants range in age all the way from 
20 to 40 years of age. The most of these younger applicants mar- 
ried the officer long after the war closed and long after the soldier 
had ceased to be connected with the Army. Many applicants are 
the widows of army or naval officers who have continued in the 


ar service, 
sie war closed thirty-three years ago, it is readily seen that 
most of these young widows were mere children at that time and, 
except in the case of widows of officers who have remained in the 
ar service, it is seen that these pensioners and applicants 
knew nothing of the horrors of war and never tasted its bitter- 
ness. These younger widows, unfortunately, are the most im- 
rtunate and insistent in their claims for special legislation in 
eir behalf. They see no distinction between the claims of the 
old war widow, whose husband died because of disease or other 
disabilities incurred in the service, and those of the widows whose 
husbands died from causes absolutely foreign to their nse | or 
navy service. They see no distinction between the war widow 
and the one who married the soldier twenty years after the war. 

It is unfortunately true that the t majority of army and 
navy officers die poor. It is undoubtedly true that more is ex- 
pected of these officers by way of dress, social intercourse, enter- 
tainment, etc., than their pay will justify. They do not have 
opportunity to accumulate money by speculation or in a business 
way; and when they die, the widow, left without means of conse- 
8 w entirely p 889 or ee naturally a 

ngress for special legislation by way of a large pension to enable 
her to live in the style and manner she has been accustomed to. 

The wisdom of such special legislation may well be doubted. 
Still precedent seems to be established and the appeal is made, re- 
gardless of the financial condition of the applicant, that as the 

idow of General A or of Admiral B draws a large pension by 
1 act of Congress, the widow of General C and of Admiral 

should be equally favored. The unwisdom of large pensions by 
special act in such cases is thus made apparent. 

If it is to be the policy of Congress to grant more than 88 per 
month to the widow of an officer who does not die by reason of 
some disability incurred in the service, and more than the rates 
fixed by general law for the widows of officers who die by reason of 
wounds received or disabilities incurred in the service, the maxi- 
mum rates should be fixed by the general law and these rates 
should be adhered to, The officer should not live and die in the 
expectation that his widow will be cared for by special legislation 
ae to her individual case, nor should the wives of officers 
be led to think that Congress will provide for them by legislation 
of this character. 

The wives and daughters of our army and navy officers should 
not be compelled to become lobbyists in their own behalf the mo- 
ment the grave closes over the dead. Nor should there be any 
favoritism in this matter. The amount of a widow's pension 
should depend on her actual necessities, not on the political pull 
of herself or of her friends, nor on the Senatorial and Congres- 
sional influence she may be able to secure. lt is not infrequent 
that we find a law granting a pension of $50 or more to one widow 
and $30 to another, when the rank of the husband was the same 
and the necessities of the widow in the thirty-dollar case are much 
the more pressing. 

INCONSIDERATE SPECIAL LEGISLATION. 

I ought to warn members of this House against the evils of in- 
considerate special pension legislation. It is not infrequent for a 
single member to introduce from forty to sixty special private 
pension bills. In this Congress an average of ten such bills for 
each member has been introduced. Some members spend, seem- 
ingly, most of their time pressing these claims, and sometimes the 
weaker the claim for special Congressional action the harder the 
bill is urged. One distinguished member of this House remarked: 


There is no merit in getting a good bill thr ; it is only when a bad bill 
e sins thee Manion 3 . — 


is resentative is entitled to congratulations, 


Many seem to entertain this view regarding private pension 
bills. ‘Thought ought to be given to the fact that only cases of 
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special merit, where the Bureau is powerless or a plain error has 
been committed, ought to be presented to . The - 
sioners to the number of nearly 1,000,000 have their eyes on Son: 
gress, and nothing is more injurious or annoying to a Repre- 


y | Sentative than to have one constituent favored by a special act, 


not fully justified as e passers when hundreds of equal merit 
and in the same section of country are unnoticed. The i 
ers, with very few exceptions, are just minded and in favor of 
exact and equal justice to all. They want no favoritism. 

The work imposed on the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
the Committee on Pensions is tremendous and most perplexing. 
It is safe to say that during a session each claimant in whose be- 
half a bill is introduced writes from one to twenty-five letters to 
the chairman of the committee having it in charge, and these must 
be answered, andif the bill fails, ee. rs Re ntatiye in- 
troducing it must shoulder the responsibility. Frequently, yes, 
usually, the gentleman introducing a bill confesses his ignorance 
of the merits of the case, In one case ted in fof a 
widow of 42 years who married the soldier fifteen years after the 
war closed, she was called on to give a sworn statement as to her 
property. She included in the schedule $4,500 in bank, drawing 
3 per cent interest, but stated that it should not be counted by 
the committee, as it represented the money saved from her pen- 
sion of $30 per month and drawn from the since her 
husband's death. 
to call attention to 


some cases wise and pro 
and is doing; also what 


effect referred back to this same medical referee, who naturally 
and honestly usually ‘‘ adheres” to his first decision. This con- 
dition ought to be and undoubtedly will be remedied. If reme- 
died, the reason for many appeals to Congress will fail. 

„From the best sources attainable it is estimated that 2,234,911 - 
different individual soldiers, seamen, and marines served in the 
Union Army and Navy during the war of the rebellion. 


The total number enlisted in the Army wass 2, 672, 341 
The total number enlisted in the Navy was 105, 963 
777.0. ͤ . de bend EASRA ORAA 2, 778, 804 
Deducting reenlistments (largely estimated) 543, 
Leaves the total as above stated 2,284,911 


Of these, 105,963 were seamen and marines. 

Excluding deserters, it — that 1,727,853 were living at 
termination of service, and hence at least 507,558 perished during 
the war. From the best obtainable sources it is estimated, with 

ntial accuracy, that there were 1,064,524 surviving soldiers 

and sailors of the late war January 1, 1898. There are at least 
500,000 widows and dependent relatives who have, or at least claim, 
a pensionable status under existing laws. Considering what has 
heretofore been done by way of special legislation and the vast 
number of claimants from whom applicants may come, the in- 
creasing years, disabilities (both of service and other origin), and 
3 of the old soldiers and of their widows, it is not very re- 
markable that we have such a large number of private pension 
ce ip pag —— reg s 

uring the Fifty- ngress 3,825 private pension bills haye 
been introduced in the House alone and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and 629, and possibly some more, have been 
introduced and referred to the Committee on Pensions. The most 
of the 629, however, refer to service in wars other than the war 
of the rebellion. 
March 31, 1898, the number of army and navy invalid 

pensioners under general law (soldiersandseamen) was. 384, 624 
The number of army and navy invalid pensioners under 

act of June 27, 1890 (soldiers and seamen), was 409, 051 

743, 675 


Total 
At least 20,000 of those pensioned under the 
a serve in the war of the rebellion, 
u 


erefore de- 


ůͤUUVmUDttnœͥ h 22 —— — 


20, 000 
723, 675 


Soldier and seaman pensioners of rebellion 
A SLANDER REFUTED. 
As the survivors of that war number at least 1,064,524, it will 
be seen that the oft-repeated slander that more men are drawing 
ions as survivors of the war of the rebellion than there are 
iving of that class is fully answered and refuted. 
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About one-third, 340,849, of the surviving soldiers, sailors, and | In 1897 we paid pensions to the amount of 


marines who served in the war of the rebellion are not on the pen- 
sion rolls. 
WHAT THE FIFTY-FIFTH CONGRESS HAS DONE. 


During the present Congress the Senate has passed and sent to 
the House 313 private pension bills referred to the Committee on 
Purge dhe Fifty fifth Co d h the cl 

g the - mgress, and we now approach the close 
of the first session, during which all of our pension work 
has been done, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, of which I 
have the honor to be chairman, has reported to the House 478 
Pe pension bills, of which 408 have the House, and 

have already passed both Houses, been signed by the President, 
and are now laws. There has been no contention over the bills 
reported and no man on either side has claimed the amount re- 
ported to be excessive or undeserved except in two cases. 

The Committee on Pensions of the House has reported and 
pan 77 private pension bills, of which 61 have passed both 

ouses and are now laws. The total number of private ion 
bills that have been reported favorably to the House during the 
Fifty-fifth Congress is 555, and the total number passed is 485, of 
which 822 have already become laws. Some 26 await the signa- 
ture of the President. 

As some of our Democratic friends for political effect have 

read the false report that this Republican Administration and 

is Republican Con are unfriendly and unfavorable to the 
old soldiers, it is to compare the work of this, the Fifty-fifth 
Congress, in ‘ial pension legislation with the work of the Fifty- 
second and Fifty-third Congresses, both of which were Demo- 
cratic. 

The Fifty-third Congress (Democratic) a grand total of 
a 119 special pension bills during its sessions, its entire 


e. 

The Fifty-second Congress (also Democratic) passed a grand 
total of 217 private pension bills during both its sessions, its entire 
life. These two Democratic Congresses during their five sessions 


passed a grand total of 336 pension bills. 

The House in the Fifty-fifth Congress (Republican) hasin seven 
months of one session seporsi and p 485 private pension 
bills, or 149 more than did both the two preceding Democratic 

` Congresses during their five sessions and their entire unfortunate 
existence. The Fifty-fourth Congress during its entire life, both 
sessions, only passed a total of 378 private pension bills that be- 
came laws, 107 less than have y passed the House in the 
Fifty-fifth ae: 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman tell us the number of bills 
introduced? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am going to give it to you. There 
were more introduced than now, or about the same number. 

It is hardly proper or consistent or honest for our Democratic 
friends, in view of these facts, to claim that this Congress is un- 
friendly to the old soldiers and their widows and orphans or that 
it is a do-nothing Congress in paa legislation. No favoritism 
has been shown; and pension bills introduced by Democratic and 
Populist members have had the same attention and consideration 
accorded those introđuced by Republicans. 


PENSIONS NOW PAID. 


On the 31st day of March, 1898, we had on the pension rolls the 
following pensioners: 
Under general law: 


Army invalid (soldiers) -esa ((j é—[—i 829, 787 
Navy invalid (seamen, etc.) 4,837 


Under act of June 27, 1890: 
Army invalid 
ia aoan a oe oo occ baeoeccins UeavenbenanacekessSatace 


Total soldiers, sailors, and mar ines 743, 675 
Under general law: 5 

Army widows and dependent relatives 

Navy widows and dependent relatives 2, 


Under act of June 27, 1890: 
Army widows and dependent relatives. . 118,056 
Navy widows and dependent relatives 


Total widows and dependent relatives 219, 561 
ASN STR ao See Sa cca a — 641 


Total pensioners, war of the rebellion .....----..- =-->. .-....---- 963, 880 
Revolutionary pensioners... — 

War of 1812 pensioners 
Indian wars pensioners a 
reef, eee 


Total pensioners March 31, 1808 n Raa 990, 974 


In truth, about 1 person out of every 70 of our population 
draws a pensicn from the General Government. 


$189, 949, 717. 35 
572, 439. 41 
8, 415, 343, 66 


Total expense, year ending July 1,1897.... 143, 987,500. 42 

During the fiscal year ending July 1, 1898, we have paid, in 
round numbers, $148,000,000 to our pensioners. 
WORK OF THE PENSION BUREAU. 


_ Much has been said importing that the present Administration 
in its administration of the pension laws through the present Com- 
missioner of Pensions, Hon. H. Clay Evans, has been and is un- 
friendly to the pension system and to the old soldiers and their 
widows and orphans. A certain class of pension agents and attor- 
neys and Democrats (called statesmen) have been exceedingly b 
spreading this report. For a year or more during the last of the 
Administration of President Cleveland pensioners were advised to 
hold back their claims pending the 1 election and to 
present and press claims for pension and increases as soon as the 
new President (certain to bea Republican) should be inaugurated. 

The result was that Commissioner Evans found the Bureau 
“swamped ” under a mass of new applications, The er and 
expectant applicants could brook no delay. They seemed to ex- 
pect the immediate allowance of every claim filed, whether for 
original pension, increase, or restoration to the rolls. They did 
not pause to consider that such action would be impolitic, unwise, 
and unjust. The propriety and necessity of a thorough examina- 
tion of each individual case was a consideration not to be enter- 
tained, and as a result there was considerable friction between 
pension attorneys and the Commissioner, 

But the work of the Bureau, impeded as it is by the presence of 
many incompetent clerks placed there by a Democratic Adminis- 
tration, unfriendly to the old soldiers and to the pension system, 
has gone on unceasingly, laboriously, and faithfully. A compari- 
son of work done and of results obtained under the last Adminis- 
tration and the present will best tell the story, 


Comparison of pension claims allowed and disallowed for 189. A 
1896, and 1897 (nine months only pT oad 8 


Paid pension agents for disbur sing 
Paid expenses of Pension Bureau 


Allowed | Rejected 
month. per month. 


45 1,653 
682 1,582 
650 1.807 
a808 1,089 
b2, 655 4,271 
02.710 3.777 
d 3,831 3.171 
e 4, 118 2, 358 
913 1,892 
810 1,639 
1,050 1,887 
961 1,165 
177 864 
288 1,431 
3H 1,059. 
742 1,071 
Jno 1,514 
g 1,089 
SRDS ON, OON cosa occcaneeccsensésssonusanbasenest nssace 924 1,806 
RIOT (O MORNE) So ccnp eee en one OA E SEn 961 1,165 
Act of 1890—originat. 
L orauvcacusctanwcchs canves caneensncews 2,899 3,740 
CCC TT0TTCTCVT0TCTCT0TſTTCT0T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T— ES 4,118 2,858 
Act of 1890—increase. i 
E RT ee ar en a 270 1,119 
C —— aa a e ———j—j— 742 1,071 
a Or 31 per day. dOr 128 per day. Or 27 per day. 
bOr 102 per 85 c Or 158 per day. 9 7 31 ror day. 
c Or 104 per day. 


It thus 5 that during each of the years 1894, 1895, and 
1896, up to March, 1897, when President McKinley was inaugu- 
rated, the Democratic Administration was allowin original claims 
under the general law at the rate of 27 per day and rejecting such 
claims at the rate of 58 per day. It was allowing original claims 
under the act of 1890 at the rate of 111 per day and rejecting them 
at the rate of 143 per day. 

Under both laws it was allowing 138 original claims per day 
and 8 per day. 

The Republican Administration has been allowing original 
claims under the general law at the rate of 31 per day and reject- 
ing at the rate of 41 per day. It has been allowing original claims 
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1898. 
under the act of 1890 at the rate of 158 per day and rejecting at 
the rate of 90 per day. 


Under both laws it has allowed 189 original claims per day and 


rejected 131 per day. 
ORIGINAL CLAIMS. 


Allowed | Rejected 

per day. | per day. 
Republican Administration 189 131 
Democratic Administratio-rnn 138 201 


ĩ?3:2w%Zc :: ae 

The above figures relate simply to original claims adjudicated. 

Now, let us take claims for increase. ; s 

The Democratic Administration allowed 35 claims for increase 
under the general law per day and rejected 69 per day. It al- 
lowed of claims for increase, under the act of 1890, 10 per day and 
rejected 43 per day. In other words, it was allowing 45 increase 
claims per day and rejecting 112 per 0 Oe í 

The 1 . 5 ican Administration has been allowing 37 increase 
claims per day under the general law, and 28 per day under the 
act of 1890, a total of 65 per day, while it has rejected 44 increase 
claims under the general law per day and 41 of such claims under 
the act of 1890, a total of 85 per day. 

INCREASE CLAIMS. 


Allowed | Rejected 


per day. | per day. 
ublican Administration 65 85 
8 Administration 45 112 


eee eee eee ee 

It is seen that while the Democratic Administration was adju- 
dicating 496 claims per day, as against 470 per day adjudicated by 
the Republican Administration since the return of the Repub- 
lican party to power, the Pension Office under Commissioner H, 
Clay Evans has allowed 71 claims per day more than were allowed 
8 the former Administration, while it has rejected 97 less per 


dax. 

This proves beyond any controversy whatever that while the 
Pension Bureau has been a little slower in adjudicating pension 
claims since March 4, 1897, than prior to that date, the work done 
has inured wholly to the benefit of the old soldier and of his widow 
and orphan. Every day for the nine months covered by these 
figures in 71 cases more than under the last Administration has 
happiness been carried to the family of some old soldier. The 
rates allowed have been much larger also. 

Those who complain of tardiness at the Bureau and who are 
inclined to suggest that the Administration is against the old 
soldier should study the fi well before indulging in such un- 
warranted and undeserved criticism. 

Our Democratic friends who, now they are out of power, would 
pose as the soldier's friend, when in power and when they had an 
opportunity to do something for the needy old soldier and his 
widow and orphan, were slow to act in Congress and granted pen- 
sions and increases with a hesitating and niggardly d, as we 
have seen. 

At the Pension Bureau they struck from the rolls the names of 
thousands of needy and deserving pensioners. In passing on 
claims they were swift to adjudicate unfavorably but exceedingly 
slow to allow pensions. Let the old soldiers remember the few 
bills passed; the many vetoed; the fact that at the Bureau of Pen- 
sions in 1894 and 1895 the Democratic Administration allowed 34 
per cent of the claims examined and rejected 66 per cent; that in 
1896, when it did its best, trying to influence the election, it only 
allowed 42 cent and rejected 58 per cent. 

Doty e entire year since H, Clay Evans became Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, 154,445 pension claims have been finally adju- 
dicated, and of these 79,298, or 52 per cent, have been allowed, and 
75,147, or 48 cent, have been rejected or held for further evi- 
dence, The Bureau has proceeded with great care, and in thou- 
sands of the cases not allowed the Bureau has held and is holding 
them for additional necessary evidence. There has been no veto 
of a special puny bill, and oey patriotic citizen knows that 
President Mc. ey, himself an old soldier, will not tolerate an 
illiberal pension policy or an injustice to an old comrade in arms, 

_ During the first nine months of the present fiscal year the pen- 
sion roll was increased by the addition of 15,000 more names fran 


were lost by death, remarriage, and the arrival of minors at the 
age of 16 years. During the year ending April 1, 1898, the loss to 
the roll was as follows: 


r e te Wwabinnosameneoeee 37, 855 
Remis TITTADE EIET T EE 1,421 
Minctr e eee cen ene 2, 284 
Fatinre tO claim pensions v cca aa 3, 563 
Gee! oS aoe soo ĩðͤ v cence aa d aeaea 8,194 

Mr ³ĩVA ca easseuubeenewseee 48,317 


During the year ending June 30, 1895, 37,060 original claims were 
filed. For the year 1896, 33,749 such claims were filed, while for 
the year ending April 1, 1898, 61,613 original claims and 164,488 
claims for increase—a total of 226,031—were filed. It is easy to 
see how impossible it has been for the Commissioner to examine - 
and adjudicate all these claims, and when we consider the rejec- 
tions and failure to reach claims, and the consequent disappoint- 
ments, in connection with the misrepresentations made by poli- 
ticians of the opposing political party for partisan purposes, it is 
not difficult to understand how undeserved is the criticism to 
which the Pension Bureau has been subjected. 

Common prudence suggests and demands that every case be 
thoroughly examined. If by inadvertence or neglect an unde- 
served pension is allowed, the enemies of the pension system and 
of the old soldiers themselves seize upon the fact and herald it far 
and wide as an evidence of laxness and corruption in the Pension 
Bureau and of frauds on the part of the pensioners themselves. 

A ROLL OF HONOR. 

No class of citizens in our great country is more interested in a 
just and an honest administration of the pension laws than the 
old soldiers. The pension roll always has been, now is, and 
always must be maintained ‘‘a roll of honor.” The fact that an 
old soldier’s name ap on that roll should guarantee that he 
was a 9 be man, that he was a brave man, that he served faith- 
fully and honorably, and that he received wounds or incurred 
disabilities in the service and in the line of duty, or that he is now 
suffering from disabilities that prevent his earning a support by 
his manual labor. 

The generous hand of a just Government will always be open 
to such as these; and our —- people, loving liberty and good 
government, determined that our institutions shall endure, proud 
of our past and confident of our future as a nation, admiring the 
defenders of the national honor and life and ever willing to give 
them encouragement and recognize their brave deeds and care 
for those who defended the flag when it needed defenders, or who 
shall hereafter inscribe additional glorious victories upon its 
broad and ample folds, will not fail to maintain and perpetuate 
our pension system. 

But honors are for those to whom honor is due, and pensions 
are for the deserving. The pension laws should be so framed and 
so executed as to create confidence in the minds of all our citizens 
that the $150,000,000 annually expended under their provisions is 
given to those who have just claims upon the resources and 
generosity of a grateful Republic. 

_ This large amount of money to meet the 2 claims of our pen- 
sioners will be 8 but a few years longer. Year by year 
the soldiers and sailors and marines and their widows are answer- 
ing to the last roll call. In avery few years the last survivor of the 
Mexican and Indian wars will be in his grave, and fifty years 
hence the last survivor of the war of the rebellion will have 
passed over the river to his eternal rest under the shade of the 


trees on the evergreen shores, 

Nearly all who incurred ionable disabilities in the service 
are now on the rolls and the main additions by reason of past 
service will come in under the act of June 27, 1890, where the 
maximum allowed is $12 per month. 

THE DEATH ROLL. 


During the last five years pensioners have died as follows: 


S —. sanens r casas 29, 393 
—:: E TE cc 31,960 
DOS se pnnenaecnsnncpncassertosnaes 27,816 


As only two-thirds of the survivors are on the rolls, it is safe to 
say that at least 25,000 of the comrades of the war of the rebellion 
die each year. 

By reason of deaths and other causes the decrease in pension 
percents in 1897 was $5,684,081. The increase in the figures be- 

ore given was caused by the addition of new names and the grant- 
ing of increase applications. It will be seen that when the addi- 
tion of new names in considerable numbers ceases the decrease in 
the amount of pension payments will be very rapid, 
CARE FOR OUR DEFENDERS, 

In times like the present, when our standing or Regular Army is 
being increased, and the increaseis probably permanent, and we are 
calling into the field a quarter of a million of volunteers for serv- 
ice in other climes, and in a war with a powerful nation, which 
must be waged under unfavorable climatic conditions, and the 
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time of the termination of which is problematical, the patriotic 
impulses of our people are stirred to their very depths, and the 
financial ability and stability of our nation is being again tested. 
Our war expenses alone will reach $1,000,000 per day, and prob- 
ably there will be considerable additions to the pension rolls, 
Even if the bullets and shells of the enemy do little execution, 
disease will do its work, and in treating this subject we must con- 
sider not only present conditions but probabilities and possibilities. 
But thus far there has been no flinching, and it is indeed a mat- 
ter of congratulation that since the outbreak of hostilities with 
Spain we have seen little disposition to oppose just and meritori- 
. ous pension claims. Thirty-three years ago one section of this 
country was arrayed in arms against the other. On both sides 
during the civil war more than half a million men met premature 
death. Bitterness was engendered, and the payment of pensions 
` from the General Treasury to the Union soldiers has sometimes 
been bitterly o from a sectional standpoint. 

But to-day the boys, all wearing the blue, are gathering from 
East, West, North, and South, all under one flag and with one 
common Generals who commanded opposing armies in 
the late civil war are now serving with each other. The old Union 
general commands or is commanded by an ex-Confederate general, 
and all together they move forward to maintain the supremacy 
of the Union and advance the cause of human liberty. e sons 
of veterans, Confederate and Union alike, strap on the knapsack, 
shoulder the musket, and march away to battle. 

When the battle is on, these boys are found side by side and 
shoulder to shoulder, charging the enemy and vying with each 
other to be foremost at Santiago and first to plant the Stars and 
Stripes upon the battlements of Morro Castle, Their names and 
the names of their infant chil and widows will go on the pen- 
sion rolls together, and hereafter we shall rouse no sectional and, 
I trust, no partisan cry when pensions are mentioned. Whatever 
our political affiliations, we all love Old Glory” and desire the 
growth and prosperity of our common country. All citizens 
will be ever ready to care for those who face death on the battle- 
field or contend for victory on the high seas. 

May 1, 1898, our braveseamen crushed a Spanish fleet at Manila, 
and July 4 saw the second and more formidable one in ruins on 
the shores of Cuba. All thanks A a and glory to the mag- 
nificent Dewey and the splendid Schley. Heroes both, but not 
more heroic and brave and devoted were these commanders than 
were each officer and man under them. -Every man did his duty, 
and victory glorifies the nation. Shafter and WHEELER have 
crowded the . — army within the intrenchments at Santiago, 
but the heroic work was done by the officers and men under them. 
Death was abroad and disease lurks amid the marshes and tangled 
thickets, but our boys and the flag are still there. Let us remem- 
ber the dead and the disabled of this and of allour wars. Heroes 
all. deserve and shall receive honor and praise, but some- 
thing more is their due. 

Alf such are and always will be the wards of the nation, and a 

ateful people will see to it that ample provision is made for 
Tian who are disabled, those who are needy, and for their wid- 
ows and dependent relatives. From this day on all sections 
of our country are to be interested alike in wise and liberal, yet 
reasonable, pension legislation, whether it be general or special. 
Therefore, in the enactment of all laws on this subject, the Rep- 
resentatives in Congress should be actuated by a desire toencour 
patriotism, reward merit, care for those who have just deman: 
on the generosity of the Republic, and so promote the best inter- 
ests of our great, glorious, and common country. 

As a sample of plain evasion of truth and resentation I 
insert the following letter, written by a Democratic member of 
this House, who, at the writing, had three of his own bills 
favorably reported and one passed and then a law by the ap- 
proval of the President. As the cases were meritorious, the com- 
mittee is proud of its action, but must express its regret that the 
beneficiaries of the bills referred to arerepresented by a gentleman 
whose attainments in a certain direction indicate that he is a 
lineal descendant of Ananias and Sapphira, and that he is fully 
able and willing to maintain the reputation of the Ananias family. 
[Fifty-fifth Con: Josiah D. Hicks, Pa., chairman; Edward e 

Wis.; Winfield S. Kerr, Ohio; John M. Mitchell, N. V.; Walter Reeves, If; 

William G. Lovering, Mass.; James H. Davidson, Wis.; William L. Ward, 

N. V.; William Sulzer, N. ¥.; Champ Clark, Mo.; . Fitzpatrick, 

Ky.; James R. Campbell, iL; John H. Stephens, Tex. T. g. Davis clerk. | 

COMMITTEE ON PATENTS, 
HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., April 28, 1898. 

DEAR MADAM: I have aone letter of late date. I there is any earthly way 
8 ugh this I have failed to ver it. 
Occasi: y a Republican Congressman ge one through for the rich widow 
of some officer, but for a Democrat to get one allowed for some worthy r 
woman or man seems im; ble. 1 do not expect to get one bill out 
of sixty-five introduced by me. The Dingley does not — So enough 
money to run the and the Republicans are fying make 
pensioners pay the balance by keeping them out of their Just ues, 


id CHAMP CLARK. 


Mrs. LYDIA LOLLAR, Sullivan, Mo. 


Remember, the gentleman from Missouri had had three of his 
own Aa eae reported and one passed and approved by the 

en 

The Dingley bill has done remarkably well in bringing in 
money, and this Congress has done more for the old soldiers and 
their widows and orphans in seven months than the Democratic 
party did in four years. The Dingley tariff bill will more than 
support the Government, aside from the expenses of the war, and 
even Democrats know or ought to know the fact. 

It may be that the peoteman who wrote that letter had not 
discovered any “eart 8 ” to a private pension bill 
through the Fifty-fifth Congress; but the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions had discovered the way, and had steadfastly and patri- 
otically pursued it. 

At the time that letter was written its author knew that more 
than 250 private pansion bills had already been reported favorably 
to the House, and that more than 150 had passed. He also knew, 
or ought to have known, that nearly every one was in aid of a pri- 
vate soldier, a private soldier’s widow, or a dependent child or 

mt of some defender of the flag long since dead. He also 

ew, or might have known, that in every case the pension or in- 

crease of pension had been ye to relieve the pressing necessities 
and wants of the needy and deserving claimant. He also knew. 


or might have known, that the Fifty-fifth Con 
115 pension bills introduced by Democratic and Populist members 
of House, many niore than their proportion. 

If the gentleman pa ignorance of the facts, he still stands be- 
fore the of public opinion convicted, for he who asserts as a 
fact something he does not know is equally guilty with the one 
who willfully misstates a fact within his knowledge. I regret the 
necessity of calling attention to this letter, but in no other wa; 
can I defend the Fifty-fifth Congress against this gross and ou 
rageous slander. In no other way can I reach the ten hundred 
thousand old soldiers whose minds the gentleman would seek to 
poison by such misrepresentation. The baseness of the slander 
will the more fully ap as I proceed. 

Ishall be pardoned for exhibiting some considerable feeling on 
this subject for, as I am charged, as chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, with caring for the rights of the old soldiers 
my comrades of thirty-three years ago, and with whom I march 


has reported 


and from the same canteen,” the statement is a personal 
reflection on me, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as well 
as the Republican party and the Fifty-fifth Congress, et 


being compelled by this letter and many more of the same false 
tenor now in my possession, to give any partisan tinge to these 
remarks, but, sir, when such charges are falsely and evidently 
maliciously made, my plain duty as a citizen, and as a member of 
3 demands that the truth be plainly and fearlessly 
spoken. 

More than 1, 500 private pension bills, with all the papers on file 
at the Bureau and the great mass of testimony flled with the com- 
mittee, have been e examined and considered by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions alone. But one bill allowing a pen- 
sion or an increase of on in excess of $50 month has 
pas the House, and that was given to a private soldier, Only 

wo bills granting pensions or increasing the pensions of general 

1 i , and only twelve bills granting pen- 
sion or increasing the pension of general officer’s widows have 
been reported. 


po: 

One bill has been reported and increasing the pension of 
a widow of a commander in the United States Navy, and one in- 
creasing the pension of the widow of a captain in that service. 

Particular and careful attention has been given to the claims of 
private soldiers with records and of their widows and de- 
pendent, helpless chil . and in every case where a pension or 
an increase been asked for any person, recognition has been 
refused unless the necessitous circumstances of the applicant jus- 
tified and demanded action. It should be remembered by the old 
soldiers, officers and privates alike, and by the Representatives 
in Congress, that the Government has not undertaken, does not 
undertake, to fully support the old soldiers, seamen, or marines, 
or their widows, but only to afford a reasonable degree of aid, 
This is all any nation assumes to do. 

Mr. FARIS. May I ask e os ap a question? 


Mr. RAY of New York. y: 
Mr. FARIS, I should like to ask my friend to state to the 
e original of that letter 


House if it is true that he has received 
which he read. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have seen the original letter. It is 
on file at the Pension Bureau. But I will not call the names of 
other tlemen of this House. This is the wickedest letter of 
them all, but I have five more written by Democratic members of 
this House making the same c to the same effect. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. ker, if it does not discommode my 
friend I would like to ask him just in that connection if it is not 
true that in the Pension Office, under the general pension laws, 
in the lately expired fiscal year, in the settlement of pension 


officers have been 
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claims, there has not been $8,000,000 more expended than was 


BUSET during the prior year? 
. RAY of New York. I hope et a will not lead me 
from one subject to another. I have that here and Iam coming 


to it in just a moment. 
Mr. CANNON. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Iam coming to it in just a moment. 
Mr. CANNON. When the tleman comes to revise, he can 
just strike it out, because I did not know he was coming to that. 
Mr. RAY of New York. No; it is all right. I am glad the 


gentleman asked me. 
———— after a while come to the 
is discussion? 


. RAY of New York. Lam di the subject now. It 
isa motion to give a person a pension, and I am discussing the 


reasons for it. 
Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the 1 if the history 
he is giving of the action of the present House is for the purpose 
of influencing votes at the coming election? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not at all; itis for the purpose 

ae araa rns gentleman from New York does not need to 
apologize for 

Piir. BERRY. 
pose to make any. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me state what the purpose of it 
is. Ido not believe that the great majority of the rats on 
a floor of = House eee rl aE ark 2 a 2 

ey approve o 1 roadcast any su ement as 

Mr. PIVINGSTON. y I suggest to the gentleman—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Justa moment. I do believe that the 
8 majority of the Democratic members of this House are and 

tend to be honest, and I believe they would scorn such an act as 
that, a mi esentation—— 

Mr. GSTON. Let me suggest to the gentleman 

Mr. HANDY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from New York is not discussing the subject before the House, 
and I make this point of order because he has a personal 
attack on an absent member of the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. . I have made no personal attack upon 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HANDY. I understood him to say in reference to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] that he was not honest. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I did not. I read a letter 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from New York on the oo of order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am speaking to this bill, stating the 
reason why we should grant the sion. 

i SP. R pro tempore. e Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. BALL. Imake the point of order that the gentleman from 
New York stated, in order to abuse the privilege of this House, 
that cc ome of a partisan nature should be said by him in his 
remarks. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I said there was only one thing that 
could be soconstrued, and that related to a member of this House, 
and that I have given to you. 

Mr. BALL. member is absent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, mT suggest to the gentleman 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
is not in order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is unfair to this side of the House 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion made by the gentleman from New York to nonconcur 
in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MOODY. I move that the gentleman from New York be 


o; Ido not want any apology, and do not pro- 


allowed to proceed in order. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts moves that the gentleman from New York be allowed to pro- 


ceed in order. 
The motion was agreed to. 
oe) SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed in 
order, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I want to ask the gentleman from 
New York this question: Is it not true that the majority of the 
Democrats on this floor have been liberal with regard to pensions? 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is what I say. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Wewant you to go down on the record 
as saying that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is what Ihave said; what I have 
p stated. What I complain of is that any member of this 

ouse should write that letter. That is all. 

Mr. DE Se Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question 

RA of New York. Certainly. 


Mr. DEGRAFFENREID. Did you not know that the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] was absent? 
alt BAY of Now York. No, I did not, I supposed he was 


Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. You know it now. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If you say he is. 

Mr. GIBSON. He will have an opportunity to see it. It will 
be published in the RECORD. 

. DE GRAFFENREID (to Mr. Ray of New York). Have 

you seen him to-day? 

Mr. RAY of New York. ThatIcannotsay. I have repeatedly 
seen him about the House here. 

Mr. CANNON. Tell the truth, whether he is here or not. 

Mr. RAY of New York, I do not know whether I have seen 
him to-day. I have seen him almost always here. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. Have you seen him here since the 
8d of July? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have not kept track of Mr. CLARK, 
but I have seen him here pretty constantly. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the reason why we should nonconcur, 
I will say that an influence has been brought to bear to cut down 
some of the pension claims; and soI am calling attention to the 
further fact in this connection that during the years 1894, 1895, 
and 1896, up to March, 1897, the Pension Bureau was granting 


pensions—— 

Mr. HANDY. I make the point of order that the gentleman is 
not discussing the question before the House. 

The SP R pro tem The gentleman will confine him- 
self to the bill before the House, and the motion is to nonconcur 
in the amendment of the Senate— 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is what I am doing. 
wen SPEAKER protempore. Reducing the pension from $3 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is what I am doing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. The gen- 
tleman is not in order in making a general speech on this motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. Did not the gentleman from New York get 
meral remarks? 

e had unanimous consent to 


unanimous consent to make some 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
print remarks in the RECORD. 

8 My recollection is that his request for unani- 
mous consent was to make some general remarks in connection 
with his motion, and that 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GIBSON. He asked unanimous consent to print remarks 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
is not in order, a 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. He was eyes unanimous consent 

= RAY = New York. Ihave unanimous consent. 


a r. 

Mr. BALL. I will give notice that the gentleman can not get 
unanimous consent and then abuse the privilege of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it will be found that the gentleman 
rose in response to an inquiry, and stated that he desired to dis- 
cuss the bill, and further to make some general remarks, and that 
he made a est to that effect. 

Mr.GIBSON. That was the request, that he be allowed tosub- 
mit some general remarks. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The Chair did not so understand 
it, and certainly no such request was put to the House. 

Mr. FARIS. We can stand it very well to notice the side on 
which the truth is attempted to be suppressed in this debate, 


[Laughter on the Democratic cur 
The SPEAKER tempore. e gentleman from New York 
e motion to nonconcur in 


is not in order. e question is on 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 5 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am trying to address the House on 
that amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. S ‘er—— 

The SPEAKER pro tem The gentſeman has already trans- 
gramoa the rules of the House, and under the rules will take his 
sea 

Mr. RAY of New York, I understood, Mr. Speaker, that a mo- 
tion was just made that I be permitted to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion was made and 
adopted. Then the a proceeded, and the point of order 
was made, and the ir sustained the point of order, that the 

tleman was not confining himself to the motion before the 
use 


ouse. 
Mr. MOODY. I renew my motion. 
Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. Regular order. 
Mr. MOODY, I move that the gentleman from New York be 
allowed to proceed in order. 
The ion was taken; and the motion was agreed to, 
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= SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent, upon the inct ground that nothing that 
can possibly be said by the gentleman from New York can pos- 
sibly hurt or injure anywhere or anybody, that he be permitted 
to say whatever he pleases. 

Mr. HANDY. Because the gentleman from New York has as- 
sailed an absent member, I object. * 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. I object on the same ground. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The gentle- 
mn from New York will proceed to discuss the motion before the 

ouse, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, Mr. Speaker, as I understand, I 
stated that an effort had been made to bring influences to bear to 
cut down these pension bills, and my motion was, I think, to 
concur. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Your motion was to nonconcur. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Tọ nonconcur. [Laughter.] The 
motion was to nonconcur, and pe ah gr was to cut down 
18 amount of this pension bill as by the House. Now, am 

correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment for the information of the House. 

5 HANDY. For the information of the gentleman from New 
ork, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The gentleman has addressed the 
Chair on the question, and does not know on what question he is 
addressing the Chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out thirty“ and insert “twenty-four.” 
= Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 

ion? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I think I was right. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 
absent member, my colleague [Mr. CLARK], I state that if present, 
he would make no objection whatever to anything the gentleman 
from New York might say when it ap in the RECORD that 
he absolutely does not know what is before the House and what 
he is talking about, 

The SPE protempore. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The chairman of our Pension Committee 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman from New 
York yield to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iam trying to listen to his question. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The question is this: You have stated repeat- 
edly there is an influence bearing upon pensions for the p 
of reducing them. Will you please state to us from whom and 
where that comes that is to bring about a reduction of the pension 
roll? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have been trying to explain that. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I move that the gentleman be 
given unlimited time to explain his explanation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the motion is panna, that is all 
right. Do Ihave that consent, Mr. Speaker? I ask that the ques- 
tion be put before the House. The gentleman made a request 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that he be allowed to proceed on the general subject of 

sions, 
. HANDY. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Delaware 
objects. 

. HANDY. No; it was not a request for unanimous consent 
that was submitted by the gentleman from Missouri, it was a 
motion. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I have 
unanimous consent to print already / 8 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Iam with the chairman 
of the committee, and I hope these gentlemen will give him time; 
but when he says he already has the consent of the House to print 
a speech in the RECORD, I beg leave to differ with him, and the 
5 notes will show that consent was simply given to print 
a table. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And extend my remarks. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. And, so far as I am concerned, if you 
will give us a few minutes to reply, we do not care. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to know what the unanimous 
consent was. . 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Well, the minutes of the reporter will 
show. Iam quite sure it was to print some tables. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It was to extend my remarks as well. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. If the gentleman from New York 
yields the floor, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not yield the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I now have the reporter’s notes 


of the matter, which I will read: 


Mr. Ray of New York. I move that the House nonconcur in the amend- 
of the Senate. of that motion, I desire 


ments In support to submit some re- 


ine fotis Honi E some 3 which apes n lengthy 
rhaps wearisome, rmission ma: 
insert these tables without aerie them. = Fa BA 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that it 
is apparent what the gentleman asked consent for, and it was to 
print the tables. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no question before the 
House now. When the gentleman from New York prints his re- 
marks in the RECORD, that question will come up. 

Mr. PERKIN; S. Later on the Speaker submitted the question, 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from New 
York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And yet we have to go back 
to what the request of the gentleman from New York was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not the question before 
the House, Does the gentleman from New York desire to occupy 
the floor on this motion? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do, if my Democratic friends will 
keep quiet and not interrupt me. I do not desire to spoil my 
voice in overcoming their opposition to pension legislation. 

I was showing why we should nonconcur with this amendment 
which cuts down the pension as allowed by the House; and I de- 
sire to say now that the main reason why we ought not to cut 
down these pensions, when the House has once adopted them, and 

them, through influence such as I have referred to, or any 
influences of the opposition, when the committee has passed upon 
that question, and when the House has passed upon that question, 
is that now in this month of July, 1898, when we have a great 
war in pore, that is eris testing the strength of the patriot- 
ism of the people of the United States, we should do all we can to 
encourage the boys at the front. Let them understand that there 
is a patriotic people and a gee Congress behind them. It is 
— that reason that I attention to the letter to which I re- 


Mr. Speaker, during the war of the rebellion there were nearly 
three million of men called into the field. A half a million lost 
their lives and never returned. Now they are ing away and 


being dropped from the pension rolls, during the last year 31,000 
of them and during the four years that preceded on an average 
of about 25,000 a year. - 


Mr. HANDY. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman is not discussing the question before the House; 
that he is engaged in the general question as to the rate at which 
pensioners have died. 

2 SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. HANDY. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, e question is on the motion to 
nonconcur. 

Mr. RAY of New York. insist, Mr. Speaker, that I must be 
in order. Here is a proposition to cut down a pension claim—— 

Mr. HANDY. That has already been settled by the decision of 
the Chair, and I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
nonconcur. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
[Cries of Regular order!” Regular order! ”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HANDY. Can that be done while the House is dividing, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
was addressing the Chair while the Chair pet the question, and 
the Chair thinks the gentleman was not too late. The gentleman 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

8 Mr. RAY of New York. It is hard for me to understand, Mr. 
peaker 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will try to do so. Iunderstood I was 
to proceed in order. I understood the question before the House to 
be the reason why we should not cut down these pension claims, 
and I was trying to give the reasons why, and while I was doing 
that this question was raised. Of course I was not intending to 
violate the rule or wander away from the proper subject of dis- 
cussion, I was trying to address myself to the question why we 
should not cut down the amount od ghee in this bill. Now, 
do I understand the Chair has ruled that the remarks I am mak- 
ing are not in order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Wait one minute, Mr. Speaker—and 
that I could not proceed [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has so ruled. Under 
~ 173 the gentleman should take his seat. [Cries of Regular 
order 

The motion to nonconcur was agreed to, 
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Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, as to each one of 
the bills where we have concurred with the Senate amendments I 
move to reconsider and to lay those several motions on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
did not include in his motion a request for a conference. 

Mr, RAY of New York. I move that the House ask a confer- 
ence with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. Ray of New Fork, Mr. WARNER, and Mr. CasTLE as con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 


PRINTING WAR REVENUE ACT, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago the 
House agreed to the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing 
for printing 20,000 copies of the war revenue law of 1898, with 

aper cover, 13,500 for the use of the House. This number is 
Reba] to be too small, and the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing informs me that he has already arranged that the reso- 
lution adopted by the House 8 or printing a larger num- 
ber shall be adopted by the Senate. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent to reconsider the vote by which the resolution of the Sen- 
ate was adopted, the object being to have that resolution lie over 
with the expectation that the Senate will concur in our resolution 
for printing the larger number. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution of the Senate for printing copies of the war- 
revenue law was adopted. Is there objection? t 

Mr. BAILEY. We would like some explanation of this matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. This poreon was made at my suggestion. 
Yesterday morning the House adopted a resolution for printing 
100,000 copies of the war revenue law, giving this House 67,000 
copies and the Senate 33,000, About the same time the Senate 
passed the resolution which came over this morning, and in which 
we have concurred, providing for printing 20,000 copies—13,500 
for the use of the House and 6,500 for the use of the Senate. 

The number thus proposed for the House is entirely inadequate; 
and I have suggested to Senators that the Senate concur in our 
resolution and that we let this resolution go by. Otherwise we 
would have to amend the Senate resolution and send it back, or 
arrange the matter in some other way. 

Mr. LENTZ, Why not amend the Senate resolution and send 
it back? 

Mr. RAY of New York. We propose to let it lie on the table. 

Mr. HULL. If we reconsider the Senate resolution, it will be 
in our power to take it up at any time if the Senate should not 
concur in our resolution. 

Mr. LENTZ. May it not be too late? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman, that the action of the House upon the Senate 
resolution be reconsidered? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I understand the Senate has already 
adopted our resolution. I therefore move that this Senate reso- 
lution lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This resolution will go to the 
table, and will be referred to the Committee on Printing in regu- 
lar order. 

INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill making an eee to execute certain provisions of the act of 
Congress for the protection of the people of the Indian Territory. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby god ery out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000 to execute cer- 
tain provisions of the “Act for the protection of the Poonia of the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,“ approved June 28, 1898. 


Mr. CANNON. Pending the request for unanimous consent, 
I will ask to have read a letter from the Secretary of the Interior. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, July 7, 1898. 

Srp: I have the honor to state that it is made the duty of the Secretary of 
the Interior to execute certain provisions of the act of Congress for the pro- 
tection of the people of the In Territory, commonly known as the Curtis 
bill, recently passed, which will involve some considerable expense, and for 
the payment of which no appropriation is made. 

I therefore ully request that a joint resolution of Congress be 
passed before adjournment 8 the sum of $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to exe- 
cute the provisions of the act in question. 

Ihave just had aconversation with Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. Curtis in refer 
ence to the necessity for this appropriation, and they understand the matter, 
and Mr. SHERMAN said he would see you about it immediately. 

I deem the matter of the highest importance, as the Department will be 
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casa ged crippled in carrying this law into effect without the appropriation 
s A 


Very respectfully, C. N. BLISS, 
Secretary. 
Hon. J. G. CANNON, 
House of Representatives. 


There pene ae objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
ENGROSSMENT AND ENROLLMENT OF BILLS, ETC, 


Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That dur- 
ing the remaining days of the present session of the en and 
enrolling of Due and by printing, = n act 3 10185 
gress approv. suspen * 
ao ds eA may be written by hand, S 

Mr. DALZELL. [have introduced this resolution at the re- 
quest of the Clerk of the House, who says that it has been custom- 
ary to pass such a resolution in the closing hours of the session of 
Congress ever since we changed the law in 1895 with regard tothe 
engrossment and enrollment of bills. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
adopted. 

COMPILATION OF CUSTOMS-REVENUE ACTS. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8 e Cona 3 2 Ways ap Means be, 35 it is hereby, 
autao em - 
tary of all custome revenue Ba TEE ine TIAE to the Fit Fe Congresses, 
poet Bed said clerk to be paid monthly, out of the 8 fund of the 
— Ty law tie the clerk of the Conuiizen on WATE TET MONN 
Provided, That 8 shall not exceed , 00. Such publication to be 
under the supervision of the subcommittee heretofore ap ted. 

Mr. DALZELL. This resolution was agreed upon unanimously 
by the Committee on Ways and Means this morning. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Have we not already such a compilation as 
this resolution contemplates? 

Mr. DALZELL. e have not; and we have suffered for want 
of such a compilation for a long time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think there is a book claiming to be such 
a compilation from the First Congress down to 1894. 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no such book. What is intended to 
be contained in this compilation can not be found in a hundred 
different volumes. This is a proposition which has been under 
consideration from time to time since the Fiftieth Congress, and 
it has been indorsed by every chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means from that Congress down to the present time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will $2,000 be sufficient to secure the perform- 
ance of this work? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think so. 

Roca! i alae . This is to bea historical document, as I under- 
8 

Mr. DALZELL. Absolutely; and nonpartisan. A history of 
the proceedings with reference to tarifflegislation. Itis intended 
to give a review of the legislation had in reference to this impor- 
tant branch of our governmental service, and the speeches on each 
side on the introduction of a revenue bill by the leaders on the 
floor; and it contemplates also to give this information beginnin 


with the very first Congress of the United States, and ending wi 
the tariff legislation in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
Mr. S N. And not to exceed the cost of $2,000? 


Mr. DALZELL. Not to exceed that cost. 

Mr. RIDGELY. What about the printing of it? 

Mr. DALZELL. That is a matter that will come u 
on. After the compilation has been secured, we will m 
sion for the 9 

Mr. LOVE. Under the 9 of the committee itself? 

Mr. DALZELL. Les; under a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, represented by both parties. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is one of the subcommittee appointed 
for this ree 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in support of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the work 
in contemplation, if well done, will be, in my judgment, an in- 
valuable publication. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In reference to those ponen who may 
object to the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
allow me to say that there is a supervision over this work to be 
exercised by three members of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
of which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is one. 

Mr. BAILEY, I think, Mr. Speaker, that if we can have the 


further 
e provi- 
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work properly and impartially done, and I believe we can, it will 


be a matter of t importance and of almost inestimable value. 

Mr. 8 N. I understood the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to say that the “opening speeches” of the “leaders of the 
minority and majority” shall be iar to this publication. 
But as there are some differences of opinion on the 8 
side as to free raw materials, do I understand that these speeches” 
are to be printed showing exactly where the two wings of the 
party stand in reference to the matter? That is to say, Whether 
we are to have one speech in favor of free trade and the other 
opposi to free trade or the introduction of raw material? 

r. DALZELL. It is intended to be a nonpartisan historic 
work, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, if two Democrats differ and 
made conflicting speeches, as has been d, that is the mis- 
fortune of the Democratic pirg: One of the speeches will be 
mine, and I am willing to stand by that speech now and hereafter. 
I think that it is exactly in line with our platform. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, lonly wanted the information. [Laugh- 


ter. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 

[Cries of Regular order!“ 

HERBERT W. LEACH. 

The SPEAKER ee a aga The regular order is demanded, 

and the Chair lays before the House the bill which the Clerk will 


rt. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
aca (H. R. 6182) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach, with an amend- 
men 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 


men 

The Clerk res d as follows: 

Strike out, in line 6, the words “ of Brockton, Mass.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. May I be heard on the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is recognized. 

Mr. BERRY. A short time ago we had the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. a 
House upon a bill for one Mr. Hottenstein. He made some 
lengthy remarks with reference to the matter, and yet I do not 
think, in the whole course of his discussion, he mentioned the 
name of the beneficiary of the bill. In fact, I do not think he 
knew the name of the man who sought the benefit, but he pro- 
ceeded to argue the general question 

Mr. RAY of New York (interrup 1 
the point of order that the gentleman Kentucky is not ad- 
dressing himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. BERRY. It strikes me that it is a remarkable degree of 
assurance, at this time, for the gentleman from New York, after 
consuming three-quarters of an hour on a bill for the relief of Mr. 
Hottenstein, whom he did not name—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. I raise the point of order that the gen- 
tleman is not ag ain Se peo to the question pending. 

Mr. BERRY. I think I am addressing myself as closely to the 
question as the gentleman from New York [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. I make the point of order. 

Mr. BERRY. If the gentleman from New York made any re. 
mark pertinent to that bill, I have not discovered it. (Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. I make the point of order 

The SPEAKER tempore. The tleman from Kentucky 
has not proceeded 3 for the Chair to determine whether 
he is proceeding in order or not. f 

Mr. BERRY. I want to talk of something pertinent to the 
Army of the United States. I want to talk on a matter that is 
connected closely, and necessarily, with its operations. I pro 
to-comment, for a moment, on the conduct of Commodore y 

[applause]. who has sunk the navy of Spain—— 

` . RAY of New York. I pet i the point of order that the 
gentleman is not addressing himself to the bill before the House. 

irs SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order, 
Mr. BERRY. Well, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted to pro- 
ceed, I will speak as closely as ible to the resolution now be- 
fore the House. At all events I will make an effort to do so, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the gentleman 
should take his seat. 
Bei a 3 I move that the gentleman from 
to 
sien fod ions gh aaa 
The SPEAKER pro 1 Arn The tleman from Delaware 
pee that the gen Kentucky be permitted to proceed 
order, 


addressing himself to the | H 


8), Mr. Speaker, I make | 
rom 


Mr. BERRY. It is always sup — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman wait until 
the Chair can put the question? The gentleman from Delaware 
moves at the gentleman from Kentucky be permitted to pro- 

in order. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Ray of New York demanded 
a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 1. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the gentleman will not make that point 
on a pension bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BAILEY. A parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know if 
this is a pension bill now pending? 4 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

175 BAN of New York. The speech is not addressed to that 
subjec 

Mr. HANDY. I hope the gentleman from New York will not 
Wir. RAY of New Tork. Tho speech speech, 

= of New York. 0 is not a pension 

That is the trouble. 75 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will be in order until 
the Chair can count. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. RAY of New York said: I will withdraw the point of no 
quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 52, 
the noes 1. The ayes have it; and the gentleman from Kentucky 


will proceed in order. š 

Mr. BERRY. I shall endeavor, sir, in what I have to say, to 
adhere as closely to the question under consideration as the gen- 
tleman from New York, at least, in the case of Mr. Hottenstein, 
and I shall adhere as closely to the question at all points certainly 
ashe did. And yetI do not expect to keep as close to the ques- 
tion as Commodore Schley did to the S fleet on the coast of 
Cuba. [Applause.] And I am sure he was vi 


from the a when he addressed the House was the dis- 
a Commodore when he attacked the Spanish fleet beyond 
ntiago. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman is not speaking to the question before the 

ouse. 
Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, that is trifling. Such a point ought 
not to be entertained. * : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 
Pit tate of New York. I now insist upon the enforcement of 

e rule, 

Mr. BERRY. Will the gentleman give me a little time—— 

Mr. HANDY. Can not the gentleman have an opportunity to 
make an introduction? 
. BERRY. As it is upon a naval question, I need a little lee- 

Lau et 
. HANDY. I move that the gentleman from Kentucky be 
allowed to proceed in order, and this time long enough to be per- 
8 t in No ahip 
5 No ship can go against such a wind as the gen- 

tleman from Kentucky is encountering. ne 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Delaware 
rani that the gentleman from Kentucky be allowed to proceed 
in order. | 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point of order that that is not the 
motion. The motion submitted by the Chair is not the motion 
made by the gentleman from Delaware. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was the motion stated by 
the gentleman from Delaware. 

Mr. LACEY. The motion made by the gentleman from Dela- 
ware was not as stated by the Chair. 

Mr. HANDY. Imove that the gentleman from Kentucky bo 
pesene to proceed in order, to suit the precise gentleman from 

owa, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
The gentleman from Delaware moves that the gentleman from 
Kentucky be permitted to proceed in order. 

e question being taken, Mr. Ray of New York demanded a 
vision. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 1. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from New York 
makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the 
gentleman from New York to please withdraw the point of no 


quorum. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Who is the gentleman from New 
York who makes the point? ips 


Mr. 
"ir 
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Mr. BERRY. PThe gentleman from New Tork 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This question is not debatable. 
All gentlemen will be seated. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. RAY of New York said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point 
of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On this question the ayes are 45, 
the noes 1. The _ have it, and the gentleman from Kentucky 
will proceed in order, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. S. , I thought in the closing hours of 
this session that it would be a proper subject of congratulation 
for all of us to remember that only yesterday a resolution was 

in the Senate which adds to this country the beautiful 
ittle Republic of Hawaii. : 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman is not addressing himself to the question. 

Mr. BERRY. The gentleman does not give me time. I think 
that the disconcerted 

Mr. RAY of New York. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from New 
York to withdraw the point of order j AA 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Permission was given him to ex- 
tend his remarks in the RECORD; he was shown the courtesy of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 


concur, 
Mr. BERRY. I desire to submit a few remarks on the motion 
to concur. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is 


recognized. 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have the report of the 


committee yes. 
Mr. BERRY. I desire to know how the gentleman is to take 


me off the floor? } 
Mr. COX. I move that the gentleman be permitted to proceed 


in order. 
enn SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana has 
oor. 
Mr. BERRY. I have not given up the floor. 
Mr. COX. He has not yielded the floor, 
Mr. BERRY. I desire to incorporate as a part of my re- 


marks—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pag er. from Kentucky 
was compelled under the rules to yield the floor, and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. MIERS] was i 

Mr. COX. The point of order was not 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
raised the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee moved that the gentleman be allowed to proceed in order, 
which was the regular order. > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Mers] has the floor. 

Mr. COX. Well, before he proceeds 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 
The gentleman from Indiana has 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the floor. 

Mr. COX. Well, now, I want to understand how the Speaker 
decides that— [Laughter.] : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washin I make the point of order 

Mr. COX. I have the floor. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the | th 


to oe in order 
COX. 
(continuing). To discuss the 
uestion before the House. He had 8 with the discus- 
Mr. COX. Yes, 
The SPEAKER 


gentleman from Kentucky was allowed by an order of the House 
Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 
sion, and the gentleman from New York made the point of order 
that he was not discussing the question. 
2 pro tempore. The Chair sustained the point of 
— 
Mr. COX. Yes, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (continuing). And, under the 
rule, the gentleman from Kentucky should take his seat. 

Mr. COX. No; thereupon 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thereupon the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MIERS] rose and addressed the Chair, and the Chair 
ized the gentleman from Indiana. ee ae 


Mr. COX. Now, you here pok that a little wrong. No; there- 


tucky be itted to proceed in order. 
The SP. pro tempore. e Chair did not recognize the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 


Mr. COX. Oh, well, then it turns on a question of who was 


recognized, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gen- 
toi COX. 411 ight ahead with it, [Laughter.] 
A right; with it, u 8 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana Mr.S y ger rages 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indi- 
ana yield to the gentleman from Washington? 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. For a question. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. e gentleman from Indiana 
yields to me for a request. I ask us consent that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Berry] be permitted to proceed 
upon the line of his remarks for m minutes, either now or at 
the close of the remarks of the gentleman from 
iy 5 pro 3 Does . oe from e 

e gentleman from Washington for that purpose 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. At the close of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
declines 8 for that purpose. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I do not understand the gentle- 
man from Indiana to decline. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman stated that he 


yielded for a question. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washin The Chair must have misunder- 
stood. The gentleman yielded to me to make a request. 

The SP protempore. Doesthe gentleman from Indiana 
yield to the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, For the purpose of making a request, 


protempore. The gentleman from Washing- 
unanimous consent that the —, from Kentu 
may proceed in the line of his remarks for fifteen minutes. 
hiie AI. 1 call for the regular 
X 8 or the order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER tempore. Objection is made. 
I should like to know who made 


peal 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti- 


cut. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The question before the House, Mr. 
Speaker, is, Shall this bill that proposes to give Herbert W. Leach 
a pension of 820 be cut down to 8? Now, it seems to me if this 
House appreciates and understands the services of this most 
worthy soldier, that purpose would not be considered for two 
minutes. I know sometimes we become a little obs us, es- 
pecially when we feel that somebody has tried to make political 
capital out of what ought to be the highest form of patriotism 
and above all politics. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr, Speaker, I raise the point of 
order that the gentleman is not confining hi to the question 
before the House. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Then I will be in order, Mr. Speaker. 
I know some gentlemen are a little touchy on some subjects 

Mr. RAY of New York. I raise the point of order that the 
gentleman is not confining himself to the question. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair will first hear the con- 


have great respect for 
e Invalid Pensions Committee that I have the 
honor to be a member of, and with whom I have worked this 
session and offered tothe session before this one. There has been 
much time spent on this particular bill. It is true there were 
only fourteen meetings when there might have been over forty. 
. HANDY. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
be 1 gentleman is not confining himself to the question before 

e House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 


order. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I move that the 
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gentleman be allowed to proceed in order. A parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
The SPEAKER pro eure. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Did the Chair decide that the 


gentleman was not in order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did. The gentleman 
— Indiana moves that his colleague be permitted to proceed in 
order, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MTERS of Indiana. I desire to refer upon this subject to 
the report of the committee, which is No, 996, filed in this particu- 
lar case; and therefore I take it it must be in order: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6482) 
granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach, have considered the same and 


report: 

This is a bill enacting that Herbert W. Leach, who served under Com- 
mander George W. De Long in the ill-fated Jeannette arctic expedition, be 
placed on the pension roll. 

40 following report from the Navy Department shows the service ren- 

ered: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, Washington, D. C., April 18, 1896. 


BIR: Repiying to your letter of the 17th instant, I have the honor to state 
that Herbert W. Leach enlisted at New York May 17,1879, as seaman, for the 
cruise of the Jeannette, served on board of that vessel until she was lost, and 
was discharged June 1, 1833, by direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Respectfully, 
F. M. RAMSAY, Chief of Bureau, 
Hon. H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 


House of Representatives. 


The affidavits accompanying the bill show that the claimant's health has 
been practically destroyed by the terrible hardships, gy seg expos- 
ure endured during that memorable expedition, and that he been ren- 
dered unable to earn a roe rd at his usual avocation. P 

h M. Hutchins, chair- 


The facts are sworn to by the claimant and id Jose 
man county commissioners, Hancock County, Me., and the latter states that 
the claimant is an honest, upright, and worthy man. 

There are several precedents for pensioning the disabled survivors of the 
Jeannette expedition, and your committee believe that such precedents may 
safely be followed in this case. 

Ths following amendment is recommended: 


In line ö strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, here is the case of a man who embarked in 
this expedition, who stayed with it as long as life would permit. 
Has the time come in this House, in this American Congress, 
where there is no East, no West, no North, no South, where 
members vie with each other as to who shall do the most in the 
way of rendering justice to the old soldiers of the war of 1861 to 
1865, when we stand here solidly in favor of the report made to 
the House saying that this pensioner ought to have $30, the chair- 
man of the committee objects and speaks of this side of the House, 
if he will so have it, although it has been my feeling and my belief 
that the time has come when on these questions there should be no 
two sides of the House, where it was unparliamentary—not only 
unparliamentary, but almost unpatriotic; not only unpatriotic, 
but unfriendly toward the old soldier—for any gentleman, I care 
not from which side of the House he comes, whether he be a private 
on the Pension Committee or whether he be the honored chairman, 
to seek to inject into this discussion a matter of politics? The 
old soldier's cause should be above politics, 

So, Mr. Speaker, I insist that the report of the committee of the 
House ought to be maintained. It ought to be maintained not 
because of the fact that there were a little over 4,000 pension bills 
introduced and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions— 
not only 4,000 pension bills referred and only 478 reported by the 
committee—but in the time this House was in session there were 
forty-eight nights set apart by resolution for the purpose of con- 
sidering these meritorious—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman is not confining himself to the question before the 


ouse, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. If the gentleman will wait a moment, 
he will see that I am not out of order, 

Mr. RAY of New York. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. The (oe before the House is a very narrow one 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I make the motion that my col- 
league 5 5 Miers] be permitted to proceed in order. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House 
is merely upon the amendment to strike out the words of Brock- 
ton, Mass.” The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON] moves 
that his colleague [Mr. Mrers] be allowed to proceed in order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
will proceed in order. The Chair warns the gentleman that the 
Chair will not permit discussion under these circumstances to go 
perme the question of striking out the words of Brockton, 

ass. L 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Then, Mr. Speaker, as I desire to be 
decorous and eee ik the gentleman, after having taken 
the time that he has occupied, insists on his objection, I presume 


I can say nothing further on this question, and let him take the 
responsibility of closing the discussion on this occasion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Iask that I may be permitted to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that he may be permitted to extend his re- 
marks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAY of New York. To that I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Objection is made. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. If the gentleman before making the 
objection—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that I will only undertake to answer the speech that he 
made, and show to the country that I have been a better friend 
to pension legislation than he has. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
rises to a F and will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A gentleman, a member of the 
House, rises and makes a request, prefacing the request with the 
remark that he desires to discuss a particular motion then before 
the House. He has in his ion a long printed speech upon 
the general work of the session in connection with pension busi- 
ness. He has read sufficient of it for the Chair and the House to 
know what it contains. Now, my parliamentary inquiry is this: 
Do I understand the ruling of the Chair this morning to have been 
to the effect that no question can be raised as to what a gentle- 
man can print under consent to print in the RECORD until after 
he shall have printed it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. The Chair 
does not know that any person has a right to revise the gentle- 
man’s ch before it is put in print, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to address myself to 
the parliamentary inquiry. The Speaker of this House, once since 
I have been a member, has instructed the stenographer not to in- 
sert in the RECORD things said upon the floor because they were 
not in order or not germane. 

Now I make the point of order that what the gentleman from 
New York has uttered this morning and the balance which he 
proposes to put in the RECORD is not germane—has no bearing 
upon the question under discussion and upon which he made the 
request to extend his remarks, And I make the point of order that 
objection being made beforehand to the publication, the Chair has 
the right to rule now that r be published by him not 
consonant with the request made by him; and I make the further 
point that if he can proceed to insert in the RECORD, regardless of 
the terms of his request, what he pleases, then the gentleman from 
Indiana can proceed to insert matter in the RECORD and no ques- 
tion can arise upon what the gentleman from Indiana inserts until 
after it is inserted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the gentleman will 
recognize the fact 

Mr. BAILEY (interrupting). If the Chair will indulge me for 
a moment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY, addition to what has been said by the gentle- 
man from F [Mr. WILLIAMS], the Chair, if he will ex- 
amine, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], if he will 
examine, the official notes of the debate when that unanimous 
consent was granted, will find that I stated distinctly that it was 
granted with the understanding that if there was any desire on 
the part of this side of the House to reply, an opportunity would 
be given to do so. 

Thad the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Minns] in mind at the 
time. He was on the floor, and the request of the gentleman 
from New York was granted by this side with the distinct and 
clear understanding that, if necessary, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana should have an opportunity of making a reply. The report- 
er's notes will show that before unanimous consent was granted 
that statement was made, and accepted by the gentleman from 
New York himself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is aware of the fact 
that there was some understanding by which the gentleman from 
New York had permission to extend his remarks to a certain ex- 
tent, but did not know, of course, of any restriction such as the 
gentleman refers to. The Chair does not think there was enough 
said at that time in that direction to allow the gentleman from 
Indiana to proceed with a general discussion of pension matters 
on a measure of this kind when he is called to order. The Chair 
must take cognizance of the rules of the House and enforce them. 
There may have been some reason why a member should object 
or why the members generally should obꝗqect 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Chair will permit me, my judgment is 
that the Chair will find, on examination, a distinct statement of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] that he would not 
object to any such reply to his remarks as the gentleman from 
Indiana had been proceeding to make, 
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Now, we have no objection whatever to a political speech, if the 
gentleman from New York saw fit to make such A speak, pro- 
vided the gentleman from Indiana should be permi an oppor- 
tunity to reply. That was the only point at issue. The point of 
order was raised on the gentleman from New York on the ground 
that he was attacking an absent member of the House. 

Mr. HANDY. That is it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow me a moment 
to say that he is entirely misinformed? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is my information. 

Mr. RAY of New York. e gentleman is misinformed. The 

mtleman from somewhere—the Lord knows where, for I do not 

ow [laughter]—the gentleman from somewhere, while I was 
addressing the House, rose and made a point of order that I had 
made reference to a member of the House who was not present. 
I did not know of that fact. Isimply read a letter written by 
him. After reading that I undertook to proceed with my remarks, 
and then the point of order was made that what I was saying was 
not in order, and no oe was made at all on the ground 
that I was saying something in reference to an absent gentleman 
or any other gentleman on the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the gentleman from New York knows the 
fact that the attack of the gentleman upon an absent member 
would not be ground for a point of order. No rule of the House 
would be broken by any attack he might make on an absent 
member any more than upon one who was present; and the only 
way to discontinue the attack was to make the point of order that 
what the gentleman was saying was not germane to the question 
before the House. It is no offense against the rules to attack an 
absent member any more than it is to attack a present member, 
although it is different, of course, in morals and good behavior. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was not making an attack upon an 
absent member, but only reading a letter 

Mr. HANDY. The gentleman is incorrect in that statement, 
and the official notes will show that fact. They will show exactly 
the ground upon which the point of order was raised and what 
the gentleman from New York was saying at the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ir will state— 

Mr, BAILEY. . Speaker, I ask that the reporter's notes be 
read as to the question in controversy. The gentleman from New 
York was given a certain privilege before the House with the un- 
derstanding that if he saw fit to make a political speech before 
the House good opportunity should be given for reply. 

Mr. HANDY, Mr. Speaker, speaking to the point of order made 
by the 1 from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] — e 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Mississippi 
has not raised a point of order. 

Mr. WILL of Mississippi. 
quiry in reference to the right of the gentleman from New 
to make certain remarks—— è 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair of course can not lis- 
ten to a discussion on a mere parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HANDY. But the gentleman from Mississippi, I under- 
stood, Mr. Speaker, distinctly made a point of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. There was no question before the 
House to make a point of order upon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of peer ay ae I make the point of order 
now, that it is the duty of the Speaker, that the request of the 

ntleman from New York to extend his remarks upon certain 

ines shall be confined to that particular subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair overrules the point of 
order, on the ground that the rules do not require the Chair or 
enforce upon him the burden of reading every speech which is 
made upon the floor and put in the RECORD. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. ae, upon that question I desire to be 
heard. If there is any branch of the service of the United States 
in which I feel an especial interest, having been once a naval sol- 
dier myself > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair feels himself com- 
pelled to call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BERRY. I am going to talk to the bill now before the 


House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This amendment simply relates 
to the striking out of the words of Brockton, Mass.“ 

Mr. BERRY, It relates to the striking out of a provision ina 
bill for the benefit of Edward W. Leech, who was on the ill-fated 
Jeannette. f 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.. Who was a sailor, and the 
gentleman is talking about sailors.. 

Mr. BERRY. He was a sailor connected with the Navy of the 
United States. The Chair certainly does not want simply to con- 
fine me to the two words of the amendment. I may at least be 
allowed a little latitude. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under the rules the gentleman 
should be confined to the question before the House, which is a 
very narrow one. 

. BERRY. I desire to do so, sir, and I desire to give the 
reasons why I am anxious to support this bill for the benefit of 


I made a parliamen in- 
ork 


this man who rendered such distinguished service and lost his life 
in an effort to aid his country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not the question before 
the House. The gentleman from Kentucky is not in order and 
will take his seat, under the rule. The question is on the motion 
to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in, 


GEORGE S. WALTON, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R, 
7841) granting an increase of pension to George S. Walton, with 
Senate amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND UNIVERSITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
9206) to incorporate the Washington and University Railroad 
8 of the District of Columbia, with Senate amendinents 
thereto. f 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. BERRY, Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now for me to 
make a remark? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to make a few remarks upon this sub- 
ject, as a very distinguished citizen of this country has rendered 
a great service to the United Stateslately and to the citizens of the 
District of Columbia. I mean Commodore Schley. I would like 
the privilege of making a few remarks upon that subject. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
e gentleman is not addressing himself to the question before the 

ouse, 

5 BERRY. May I send to the desk and have read for infor- 
mation 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
makes the point that the gentleman from Kentucky is not ad- 
dressing himself to the question before the House. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. : 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, I move that the gentleman from 
Kentucky be permitted to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER pro sapre The gentleman from Indiana 
moves that the gentleman from Kentucky be permitted to pro- 
ceed in order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
will proceed in order. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to send to the desk and 
have read as a part of my remarks a resolution which I ask the 
Clerk to report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution 1855 Res. 293) tendering the thanks of Con 
pera Sonon nited States Navy, and the officers an 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That the thanks of Congress and of the 

American people are hereby tendered to Commodore Schley, United States 

Navy, and the officers and men under his command, for their heroic and dis- 

A N in destroying the Spanish fleet in Cuban waters on the 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I raise the 

point of order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts makes the point of order that the paper is not germane to the 
subject. The Chair sustains the point of order. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a 
few words in connection with the pn of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e Chair does not think any 
discussion is necessary on so plain a point as that. The question 
is on the motion to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

WATER-MAIN TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
5883) to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, with Senate amend- 
ments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

ALDEN B, THOMPSON, 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 
3164) granting a pension to Alden B. Thompson, of Farmvale, 
Hamilton County. NANT., with the following Senate amendments: 


Line 4, strike out of Farmvale, Hamilton County, Nebr.,” 
Line 8, strike out all after “Navy,” down to and including line 9, and in- 
sert “and pay him a pension“ 


to Commo- 
men under his 
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arse ee ra ale “An act granting a pension to Alden B. 
ompson.* 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SARAH FRY. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 8950) 
increasing the pension of Mrs. Sarah Fry, with the following Senate 
amendments: 

In line 4 strike out “upon” and insert “on.” 

In line 7 strike out “rated at“ and insert “at the rate of.” 
ts In line 8 rong out “the pension now drawn by her” and insert that she 

Amend the tile so as to read: “Anact granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Fry.” 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FELIX TAIT. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. 9140) 

anting an increase of pension to Felix Tate, with the following 

te amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of cathe Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension law, the mame of ‘elix Tait, late a soldier in the Mexican 
war, — — at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of that he is 
now r 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RHODE ISLAND AVENUE. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. 4571) to 
extend Rhode Island avenue, with House amendments. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the House agree to 
the conference requested by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
moves that the House further insist u = amendments and 
— to the conference asked for by the 

uestion was taken, and the motion was ni to. 
The SPEAKER ro tempore. The Chair announces as con- 
* part of the House Mr. Bascook, Mr. Curtis of Iowa, 
and Mr. CowHERD. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

H. R. 6149. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to exercise 
a discretion in certain cases; 

* 9466. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

. R. 10051. An act to increase the number of post quartermas- re 
ter-sergeants i in the United States Army; 

H. R. 10685. An act fixing eel: “aaa chaplains for 
volunteer regiments; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. rp 1 courte session em- 

oyees o e House of Representatives, and for other purposes. 
Pi also announced that the Senate had the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 


*enate Con. Res. No.47. Authorizing the Public Printer to print 
6,000 co ee oh SRA TOOTE ch ae commissioner to the 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 48. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring); Tha sas ere 
8 = the use of the Deparment ot of Agriculture 12; ò 
letin on nut culture in the United Sta; 
The peee e also announced that ‘the Senate had passed without 
amendme e following resolution: 
: House concurrent resolution No. 41. 
Resol eps i the House o, Shan ack (the Senate concurring), nares there 
be printed of 3 p recta ri ceed ways perone 
3 the dlerk and Do — in paper. 109000 67,000 copies = 
ng of the House of Representatives and 33, i eps, 00 the use of the 


SIGNAL OFFICERS ON THE STAFF OF CORPS COMMANDERS, 


Tho next business on the Speaker’s table was the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 270) to correct an omission relative to signal officers 
on the staff of corps commanders, with the following Senate 


amendments: 


1 EEC 
line 8, after “ oficer," insert: C 
sen A 6, 1804, as reduces the of the Third 
, Officer of the Army is hereby repealed, and the for 
| be — and tho colonel therein p 


meet | comb, comman 


thisresolution: Provided further, That the laws author- 
Haan “Total and assignment of the officers of of the Army to duty in the 


— V 
urposes. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this is an amendment to a bill 


by the House and passed by the Senate. I move that the 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
ae the Senate amendments wereconcurred in was laid on the 
SECTIONS 1698 AND 1734, REVISED STATUTES. 

The next business on the S er's table was the bill (H. R. 
8925) to amend sections 1698 and 1734 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire what commiittee'tha 


bill comes from? 

Mr. CANNON. I think it had better be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. There seems to be nobody in charge of 
it, Poggio too important a matter to 


pass. 
There is no doubt about that. Ido not think any 


committee has upon it. 
The SP R protempore. The bill will be referred to the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


APPROPRIATIONS TO PAY SESSION EMPLOYEES OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I propose to call up an appro- 
priation bill, just , for the purpose of agreeing to a Senate 
amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 10885) making appropriations to sessi of 
House —.— —— 8 1 with —— — 
On page 8 5 alter line 17, insert: 
“WAR DEPARTMENT. 


tion, trans- 
ported to their ho homes oy apres ot —— 8 pore — 
killed in action or w laces 
the limits of the United States, $20,000." . 


es CANNON. Imove to concur in the Senate amendment, 
The 8 
On motion of Mr NON, a motion to reconsider 33 
3 the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on the 
e 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to place in the RECORD 
rAr a BA Secretary of War covering this Senate amend- 


mne SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
3 consent to print in the RECORD a letter from the Sec- 
of War in reference to the bill the Senate amendment to 


which has just been concurred in, Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The is as follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 6, 1398. 


a There is at nt no auth: of law for the tra: £ 
2 vee msportation of re- 
field or as 3 


and soldi 


to be t 
die in mili 


To this end I have the honor to` est thatan a 8 
be made at the earliest date — and inclose draft * . 


Very respectfully, 

R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
United States Senate. 8 


RECOGNITION OF SERVICES OF REVENUE-CUTTER OFFICERS, 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 178) recognizing the gallantry of Frank H. New- 
ding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and 
men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious services in command 
of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila. 

The joint resolution was réad, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House wee —— of the United States of 
America thanks of Congress and are 
hereby, extended to First Lieut. Frank K. Newcomb, of the Revente-Cutter 
Service, fog tha revenue cutter Hudson, his offi 3 the men of 
his for their intrepid and heroic gallantry in the action at Car- 
— May, 1898, when the Hudson rescued the U. S. 


on the —.— 
boat Wi in the 


et guns, the Winslow being disabled, her captain wounded, her onl . — 
and half her crew killed. The commander of the Hudson kept 

in the very center of the hottest fire of the action, although in constant 
Saan ne eae finally he got 


w water, until 
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seven years as an officer of the Revenue-Ou 
retired list 


F 
me a a ee rea os 
9 3 5 z fon the medals abovenpeuiies: 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that a 
few days ago a m from the President was received by both 
prey k on this subject, recommending action such as embodied 

18 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to inquire has consent been given 
to the consideration of this measure? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it will not be necessary, if the gen- 

will wait a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not want discussion to be entered 
upon until that matter was settled. 

. HEPBURN. That message was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. That committee directed 
me to report a joint resolution substantially in the language of 
this one. I do not know but that it was identical. That report 
has been made, and there is now upon the Calendar a joint reso- 


Service, he be 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, on 


lution similar to this authorized by that committee. Now I de- 
sire that that may be considered. 
The SPEAKER tempore. Is it upon the House Calendar? 


Mr. BAILEY. I imagine that it can not be on the House Cal- 
endar, as it involves a charge on the Treasury. It must be on the 
Union Calendar, and can only be taken up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent, then, that this bill 
may be now considered, 

Mr. BERRY. 

{ution be taken up. eet 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. BERRY. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A o from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res, 259) to provide for annexing the Hawaiian 
Islands to the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 30 to the bill (H. R. 10691) 3 ro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 1 


d | olution 182, relative to electric lighti 


I will consent to that provided the Schley reso- dark. 


ding June 30, 1898, and for prior years, and for other | n 


message also announced that the Senate had joint 
resolution (S. R. 182) relative to electric lighting wires west of 
Rock Creek; in which the concurrence of the House wasrequested, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING WIRES WEST OF ROCK CREEK. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit the Senate res- 
wires west of Rock Creek, 
ows: 


The 


The Clerk read the resolution, as f 


etc., That the Commissioners of bia are 


F eee tients in the 
ere au C] e col 
Distric the on a wires 


t extension of existing overhead el 
outside the fire limits and west of Rock Creek, to be used for lighting pur- 


poses : 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, saving the right to obj I 
should like to hear 5 of it. Fei Tike io tek 
eee is bill if it has been reported by the 
commi 


Mr. BABCOCK. The District Committee in the House has not 
had time to consider it, but in the passage of the appropriation 
bills the territory west of Rock Creek is absolutely cut off from 
electric light, and unless this resolution passes there can be no 
electric light west of Rock Creek until next December. 

BL IN. Why does not the committee report on the 


Mr.BABCOCK. The committee has not had time. It intended 
to cover it in one of the appropriation bills, but it fell through. 


There can be no objection to it. 

Mr. SIMPSON, Is time going to come to an end to-day? 
Banie], 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, no; but to-morrow. I understand that 
Congress will adjourn at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What assurance has the gentleman that the 


House will adjourn at 2 o’clock to-morrow? 
Mr. BABCOCK, I understand that the Senate has concurred 
in the resolution. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Under those circumstances I will not object. 
Mr. HANDY. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that no bill should 
be brought up here without being considered by the committee. 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Oh, do not put Rock Creek out in the 


ar 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and being 
read the third time, was 5 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

THOMAS J. HARRIS. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4848) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Harris and others, heirs of Manning is, deceased, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Beit ete. t the claim of Thomas J. Mi C. 
2 . and Anes Entei, halra: at law of Manning Harris, decease nto ot Mountain 
82 3 X „Mo., for stores supplies other - 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the | leged to have been taken by United States during the late war 
report of the committee of conference on the di votes of De be referred to the Secretary of War, who is 
~ ny: ted e Quarter- 
the two Houseson the amendment of the House to the (8. 4714) ‘s Department of the United States Army the alleged United 
to protect harbor defenses and fortifications constructed or po h J aanas Jhe iste war of a certain ot of stores and su Ter 
272 j > m the @- 
bytho United Statesfrom malicious injury, anà for other purposes, | Sasca at GP outain Grove, Week Crunty, oy euch invesiptcn to 
0 0 e * a ’ 
amendment the following concurrent resolution in which the con- | not, and the value of the property ct La a str wed; and when such in. 
„ com the Secre! o! ar shall 0 
currence of the House was requested: thereof, with his recommendation thereon, to Congress es in th 


there be printed of public act No. 171, “An act a uniform system 

of Dan kray y throughout the United States,” 75,000 copies, 50,000 for the use 

of the House of Rep: tatives 000 the use of the Senate; that 

roel t be of the act with paper cover and index, etc., as prepared by the 
er 5 > 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That there be printed 20,000 
copies of the war-revenue law of 1808, with paper covers and index, 13,500 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives and 6,500 copies for the 
use of the Senate. 


The m e also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the following joint resolution in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. Res. 270. Joint resolution to correct an omission relative to signal ofi- 
cers on the staff of corps commanders. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10561) to increase the force of the Ordnance Department. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Senate concurri 


of the 


ves (the „ That there | a co: 
pases 1 of the 
fap Se See eee for the use of Senate and 8,000 for the | through the Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserve (heretof 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON, I think, Mr. Speaker, that legislation touching 
those claims — 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me? 
All this bill does is to ask that the Quartermaster-General report 
the findings to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I know. All these claims had a status before 
the Quartermaster-(teneral in early days, and in latter years un- 
der the Bowman Act they have had a status in the Court of 
Claims. Iam constrained to object. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. One moment—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The gentle- ` 
man from Colorado. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PIKES PEAK TIMBER LAND RESERVE. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10766) granting right of 
way through the Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserve and the public 
lands to the Cripple Creek Short-Line Railway Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


es * ore en- 


try or settlement and sot apart as a public reservation by Executive order), 
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said railway to enter said Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserve at such a point 
on the eastern or northern boundary thereof in El Paso County, Colo.,as may 
be found to be the most feasible for the route of said railway, running in a 
westerly direction from Colorado Springs, Colo., thence processing Dy the 
most practicable route through the reserve to the western ndary thereof; 
also, to proceed by such side tracks, extensions, switches, and spursas may be 
to reach any groups of mines in said forest reserve, all in said El 


necessary 
Paso County; and the said 1 oompany is hereby also yng right of 
way through the public lands to the town of Cripple Greek, the said State 
of 8 right of way ted subject tothe rules and restric- 
tions and gall tho rights and privileges of an act entitled “An act 
ting tor: the tof way through the public lands ot the United 
tates,” approved March 3, 1875, said act being hereby made applicable to the 
ht of way hereby granted: Provi t no timber shall be cut by said 


Mr. DALZELL. Is this bill reported from a committee? 

Mr. BELL. I will state to the gentleman that a few days ago a 
company proposing to build an electric road asked for Sy er of way 
between Colorado Springs and Cripple Creek, Colorado Springs 
being the county seat. That bill was sent to the Department, 
which recommended that it be passed. At the same time a com- 
pany is trying to build a steam road. These parties have come in 
contact with a small portion only of a timber reserve. The whole 
distance is only 30 miles. The question was brought before the 
committee, but they lacked one of having a majority of members 
in the city. Every member of the committee present, including 
the chairman [Mr. Lacey], signed a paper recommending the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Allow me to state what the gentleman does 
not know, that subsequently we obtained the signatures of eight 
members, constituting a majority of the committee. 

Mr. BELL. And the Department recommends the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. This is too important a bill to go 
through at this time in this way. I object. $ 


WAR ACCOUNTS OF STATES. 


Mr. HULL. I again ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which was temporarily withdrawn this morning. 
It has been modified since it was bronght up before. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to indemnify the governors of States for expenses incurred by them 


in aiding the United States to raise and o! ize and supply and equip the 
Volunteer Army of the United States in the existing war with Spain. 


rtation of such men from the piace of their enroll- 
olunteer Army of the United States to the place of 
their acceptance into the same by the United States mustering officer, and 
that the names of the men transported shall appr on the muster rolls of the 
Volunteer Army of the United States: Provided further, t such claims 
shall be settled upon proper vouchers to be filed and passed upon by the 
proper ee officers of the Treasury: And provided further, That in 
the adjustment of claims under this act the said accounting officers not 

then wos at the time and in'the locality authorized by the laws of the United 

Beatesand the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of War in similar cases. 

Mr. HANDY. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. HULL, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], after 
this bill was presented here this morning, sent for an expert of 
the Treasury Department and submitted the bill to him in order 
to guard against what the gentleman had called attention to, the 
liability that the Government might be called upon to pay more 
than it should for supplies furnished by the States. The last 
proviso has been added to cover that point. The Treasury officials 
and the gentleman from Ohio say that now the bill is properly 

arded. 
64 will say to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Hax px] that 
the Federal Government only asks the adoption of this measure 
because the governors of the States are urging the Government 
to settle the accounts of the States. 

Mr. HANDY, I wish to understand the effect of that last pro- 
viso. Take the case, for instance, of a State like my own, where 

the soldiers, before they were mustered into the service of the 
United States, were paid by the State $1.50 a day—I think that 
was the amount. Money has thus been actually paid to the sol- 
diers by some of the States. Would this last proviso preclude the 
reimbursement of such amounts? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman can answer that question just as 
easily as I can, if he will read the proviso. This is not intended 
asa pay bill. The bill which we 5 with reference to the pay 
of the soldiers is already a law. This bill provides specifically for 


reimbursing to the States their expenses in feeding, clothing, tak- 
ing care of, and transporting the soldiers. The bill which we 
ponent some time ago provides that the soldiers shall be paid by 
e Government of the United States from the date of enrollment. 
Mr.HANDY, That does not touch at all the question which is 


in my mind. The Government of the United States pays directly 
to the soldier his wages, but as a matter of fact in my State—and 
I understand in other States—the soldiers have already been paid 
out of the State treasury for a certain period of time which the 
spentincamp. Now, will this bill permit the States to get back 
money paid in that way? : 

Mr. HULL. No, this bill does not cover that. 

Mr. HANDY. Why should not that be covered? 

Mr. HULL. Before undertaking reimbursement in that r t 
the Government should fix some uniform price and pay all alike, 

Mr. COX. In order that the House may distinctly understand 
what is involved in this bill, I hope the gentleman from Iowa will 
make a plain, distinct statement as to what the States are to get 
back from the Government. 

Mr.HULL. My understanding is that under this bill they are to 
get back all that they have paid out forthe maintenance and trans- 
portation of troops; but if any State should undertake to charge 
more than the service was worth, the officials of the Treasury 
would be authorized under that proviso to cut down the allow- 
ance to what would be a fair price for supplies, maintenance, etc., 
in the particular locality. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, There is no provision made for reim- 
bursement of the States for money paid by them to volunteers for 
services before they were enrolled? 

; 8 punts Another bill was passed long ago which provides 
or that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the proposition advanced by the 
poemas from Delaware would be very unfair, because some 

tates might allow their soldiers $5 a day and others only 50 cents. 

Mr. HULL. This bill does not deal with that question, and I 
should 55 the insertion of any provision undertaking to do 80. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I was opposed to the States being reim- 
barsed in such cases. I think that the States, if they paid these 
men under such circumstances, should stand the brunt of it. 

Mr. HULL. The States transported the men from the local 
company camps and the State rendezvous, fed and clothed them 
generally, and paid their expenses, 

Mr. FITZGERALD, And this money should be paid back. 

Mr. HULL. And I will say to my friend from Delaware [Mr. 
HAanpy] that it is the governors of the States that are knocking 
at the doors of Congress and asking for the adoption of this prop- 
osition or a similar one. They want this money refunded which 
was paid out by the States for the service thus rendered. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Do I understand the gentleman to 
state that this is a proposition to reimburse the States for the uni- 
forms furnished the militia before the war? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. They would be entitled to be reim- 
bursed for the uniforms furnished by the States when the troops 
were accepted and sent to the front and the uniforms were util- 
ized, but not otherwise. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. That is what I wanted to know, 
whether, in the judgment of the gentleman, this will cover a re- 
quest of that kind. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will permit me, the purpose of 
the bill is clear and plain 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. As I understand it, the bill provides 
to refund the money expended for the maintenance of these men, 
where the men supplied their own uniforms or where they have 
been supplied by the various States. Does the bill seek to reim- 
burse them, or reimburse the States, for the money expended? 

Mr. HULL. Let me make this suggestion to the gentleman in 
answer to his inquiry: Suppose the State of Missouri had a regi- 
ment completely equipped—not with arms, for that would not 
have been possible for the State—but in everything they needed 
in the way of uniforms and other equipments; and such regiment, 
so equipped, was mustered into the Army of the United States. 
Now, I think they would be entitled to be paid for the uniforms 
which they had purchased when they were accepted in the Army 
of the United States, if they were utilized. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. That would be so provided they 
were purchased for this special purpose. But in other cases, and 
especially in the older States of the country where they maintained 
large militia organizations, the uniforms of the militia were pur- 
chased many years, two, three, or five years before; and those 
States are not, in 1 judgment, entitled to receive pay for the 
uniforms, and I shall object to the consideration of the bill unless 
that point is conceded. I do not see why the Government of the 
United States should pay for the useless uniforms which many of 
the militia organizations purchased many years before the war 


n. 

. HULL. I will state to the gentleman from Missouri that 
this is all guarded to the extent that it can be guarded, and leaves 
the matter to the discretion of the Department. Certainly noth- 
ing will be paid more than these equipments were worth at the 


Allow me to continue for a moment, 
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Mr. FITZGERALD, But the gentleman should state a little 
more plainly his position. When a State furnished the uniform 
at the time the soldier left the State, is he to be charged with the 
price of a new uniform, when he was furnished with an old and 
secondhand affair? I do not agree that the price of a new uniform 
should be charged against the soldier. 

Mr. HULL. This bill will relieve the States, if the money was 
advanced for the uniforms. s 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman does not answer my in- 

uiry exactly. Is the individual soldier to be protected against 

e charge for a new uniform when he is given an old one? As I 
understand it, each soldier is allowed $42 for clothing when he en- 
ters the service. This clothing should be new. A great many of 
the recruits have been fitted out with old and in some cases worn- 
out uniforms by the different States, The States may charge the 
United States full price for these uniforms and in turn the United 
States will charge the individual soldier with the price of a new 
uniform; as the old uniform will not last but a short length of 
time, the soldier will be compelled to pay for a new one out of his 
own pocket. This, to my mind, would be a great injustice. 

Mr. HULL. Well, that is a question for the Department to 
determine. i 2 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Does this propose to reimburse 
the States for the actual amount paid by them on account of the 
equipment of troops during the war? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, Whatever such expenditure may 
have been? 

Mr. HULL. With certain exceptions, which the gentleman 
will note. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker— a 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, If the gentleman will allow me a 
moment, the point is that this shall be pea upon by the Treas- 
ury officials before the allowance is made? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUCKER. As I understand it, none of the funds so ad- 
vanced are charged back to the troops themselves. 

Mr. HULL. Of course not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman will remember that 
$42 annually is charged up against each soldier for his uniform, 
Now, the question is what effect this provision will have upon 
the individual soldier in the event that we enact this law. 

Mr. HULL. It does not deal with the men at all, : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, 
the whole purpose of this bill is to make the States whole? 

Mr. HULL. That is it exactly. 

Mr. LOVE. Has this been favored by the different States? 

Mr. HULL. There is not a State that has not something com- 
ing to it under this provision of law. 

A MEMBER. And it is to make the State whole? 

Mr. HULL. That is what we insisted on in framing the bill. 

Mr. HAY, Isit not a fact that a great many of these State 
troops have ar for their own uniforms out of their own pockets? 

Mr. HULL. That is a question I can not answer, because I do 
not know. 5 

Mr. HAY. I know it is a fact in my State, and I think it is a 
fact in a great many of the States. 

Mr. HULL. Ik that is true, that would not affect this bill, be- 
cause this bill is only intended to cover the legitimate, necessary 
expenses of the State in getting the troops ready. 

Mr. HAY. Iagree with the gentleman and am in favor of the 
bill; and if these men have paid for their own uniforms, the State 
will reimburse the soldier when the United States pays the State. 

Mr. HULL. United States soldiers, when they come in, are 
allowed their clothing account. I will not put an amendment in 
there or consent to one that would make a double payment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a 
question? I wish to inquire whether unanimous consent has yet 
been given for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HULL. It has not. 

Mr. HANDY. I reserved the right to object. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he 
will permit an amendment to be put upon this bill authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to reimburse the States of California, 
Oregon, and Nevada for expenditures made over thirty years 
in the late civil war—expenditures amounting in the State of Cali- 
forniato $3,000,000 and over, in the State of Oregon to over $300,000, 
and in the State of Nevada to over $400,000, expenditures of this 
very class, made for the [purpose of equipping troops that were 
accepted by the Government and who took the place in that vast 
domain of the regulars who were retired from the entire inter- 
montane country and Pacific coast region to take their places in 
the civil war? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I would not, because that is an en- 
tirely different question. This law was passed in 1861 substan- 
tially as now. It is a little better law now, because it is intended 


to obviate some of the difficulties that were encountered then, but 
this proposition of the gentleman from Nevada is to go back, and 
now, in the closing days of this session, take up a batch of claims 
that are not yet adjusted under the law of 1861. 


Mr. NEW DS. I wish to state to the gentleman in that 
connection that these claims haye been approved 1 Senate 
committee five or six times, have passed the Senate a dozen 
times at least, have been reported favorably by the committee in 
the House, and we never yet have been able to obtain considera- 
tion for those bills. 

Mr. LOUD. They have been audited by the War Department, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I claim that the Government should pay 
the expenditures of thirty years ago rather than the expenditures 
of to-day, and that an old claim of that kind, founded upon 
equity and oe should be settled at least contemporaneous] 
with these claims, Lalso insist that these claims shall go ronek 
the same process of sifting that the claims of Oregon, Nevada, and 
California have gone through, adjustment by examiners ap- 
2 under law by the War Deparment and yet claims which 

ave been resisted by Congress thus successfully for a period of 
thirty-five years because the people of the Pacific coast are not 
represented in sufficient numbers here to secure recognition of a 
just claim. If the gentleman will allow the amendment to be 
made, I shall have no objection to the consideration of the bill, 
but otherwise I shall object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I want to ask the gentleman from Nevada 
if there is not now a provision of law by which these claims can 


be Hage 
. NEWLANDS. None, except by appropriation by Con- 


gress, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The other States have been paid, or at 
least many of them have. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The State of New York has been paid in 
part. The State of Texas has been paid, I believe, in whole, be- 
cause the State of Texas was fortunately represented upon the 
Appropriations Committee of the House. The State of Kansas 
has been paid. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. And Ohio. 

Mr. HULL. Iowa has been paid. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And yet the consideration of these claims 
by the War Department in the case of Texas and of Kansas was 
authorized by the same bill which authorized the adjustment of 
the claims relating to California, Oregon, and Nevada. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I wish to correct the gentleman in one 
statement he made. The Committee on Appropriations did not 
report the Texas claim. It was put on as an amendment in the 


House. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. Atall events, it went through 
on an appropriation bill. 
ylas. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, let me say, if the gentleman will 

eida— 

Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Theclaims that the gentleman refers to do not 
come under the general act of 1861, There is no time here to dis- 
cuss it. This is not the proper time nor the proper place. 

They were referred by a Senate resolution, not a concurrent 
resolution, to certain accounting officers of the Treasury and re- 

rted back. There has never been joint action of the House and 

nate touching that matter. 

Mr. NEWL I take issue with the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I am somewhat familiar with the mat- 
ter, and they have not been passed upon by the joint action of 
the two Houses. Now, then, what merit they have is pro for 
consideration; but whether they have merit or not, that was a 
generation ago, and they can afford to stand upon their own 
merits. Now, touching this matter, I am quite careless, so far as 
I am concerned, at least as careless as any other member of the 
House, whether this legislation is had or not. 

The bill since it was called up before has been, as it seems to 
me, fairly well guarded by substantially the provision that was 
put in the law of 1866 reimbursing the State of Missouri, so that 
if reimbursement is made to the governors of the States now, be- 
ing made since the commencement of the war with Spain, in which 
all the States are interested—if that reimbursement is made, it is 
made after the vouchers are furnished, and it is made at arate 
equal to that which the Government of the United States was 
paying for similar service in the respective localities, 

r. COX, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois to an- 
swer the question of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Now, upon the proposition that the troops were 
called out in this war by the governors and were put into the 
service of the United States with all the expenses, does this bill 
do as more than this—will we incur a liability on the 
United States? . 
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Mr. CANNON. In that case the liability is on the United 
States and not on the governors of the States. 

Mr. COX. But does not this bill put the liability on the United 
States just as the governor had assumed the liability? 

Mr. CANNON. The law we passed makes the governor the 
agent to assemble these troops. 

Mr. COX. Why, I understand that. 

Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri, 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I want the gentleman to answer if 
he will admit of an amendment to this bill here to the effect that 
the provisions of the bill shall apply only to the expenditures 
made by the States since the outbreak of this war? 

Mr. .I think it is absolutely limited to that now. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I think not. I shall object to it 
unless that is done. 

Mr. HULL. I now yield to the gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word about 
this bill. Reference to the Territory of New Mexico is made. In 
that Territory the Rough Riders, who have lately distinguished 
themselves in battle, had to travel from two to three hundred 
miles in order to join the troops, and I think it is right that the 
Government should pay the contingent expenses they were put to 
in reaching the rendezvous. I would like to m a slight tribute 
to the Rough Riders, because among the Roug 


iders are all the 
yolunteers New Mexico furnishes in this war. [Applause.] 
And I want to say with reference to this bill that I have no ob- 


jection to it, and I think it ought to be passed, but I would like 
to ask the privilege of the House, now that I have the floor, to pay 
a tribute to the Rough Riders; in other words, a large part to the 
volunteer troops of the Territory of New Mexico. 3 

Mr. HEND: N. I will have no objection if you will include 
Wyoming and other States. 

Mr. FERGUSSON, I will do so. 

Mr. HULL. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New Mexico may have the privilege of extending his remarks in 
the RECORD. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that on the subject indicated he be allowed to extend his 
remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. _I took occasion on the Sth of last March to 
say to this honorable House that the people of New Mexico were 
loyal and enthusiastic American citizens in the then threatened 
complications with Spain, notwithstanding their exclusion from 
the Union by the Fifty-fitth Congress. I then used these words: 


They can not vote in national affairs, as of right they ought to be entitled 
to do, l Bat they can shoot in the national defense, and if war with Spain is to 
come, they will shoot, as they would vote, if they a vote, in defense of 
American interests, and for 


had 
A e dignity, the honor, and the glory of the Amer- 
can . 
And when war was declared and the first call for volunteers 
was made the quota of troops allotted to New Mexico was filled 
with an alacrity, a completeness, and an enthusiasm that called 
forth praise from the authorities and set an example to some of 
the States. 

What character of soldiers did New Mexico furnish? Let the 
accounts from the war correspondents, the eyewitnesses of the 
valor and devotion shown by those splendid volunteers, answer. 
In the New York Journal of June 28, in the description of the 
battle of La Quasina, I find the following: 

‘ered fearfully from thirst d 
isc» miere eer gave out, and in the fight 
swollen and their lips cracked. 

There is a picture for you. A march of 8 miles under a blister- 
ing sun over trackless and rugged hills, when suddenly, without 
warning, they are on by an unseen enemy in ambush, be 
hind the rocks and bushes, and many of them sink down in 
death and more lie bleeding on the ground, and then the order to 
charge. Charge what? An unseen enemy, in strength and num- 
bers unknown. Unhesitating, indomitable, fearless of death itself, 
they make that charge, and take rank at once with the historic 
heroes of Balaklava. And when the charge is over, and Roosevelt 
sees the enemy, more numerous than his own men, in retreat, he 
proudly surveys his surviving Rough Riders, and utters this com- 
ment, Not a man flinched.” And among the men of whom this 
was said were the New Mexico volunteers. But that is not all. A 
few days later, in the same great paper, I find the following: 


the day of their 
tongues were 


sha) x 
| The first shell wounded Mason Mitch a Ouban trooper, and Surgeon 
| Devore. At the same time the enemy's ooters pepperingaway 
1 a een T alongside th: 
‘en , W) e 
Ə idh was 


w hotter an 8 
threes fy the time they came to the o „smooth 
off no protection from the enemy’s di 
A perfect storm of shot and shell swept 
ment's hesitation along the line, Then the o 


‘was a mo- 


de.. I. 
r was Forward, charge!” 


Roosevelt was in the lead, waving his sword. Out into the open and up the 
hill where death seemed certain in the face of the continuous crackle a the 
Mausers came the Rough Riders, with the Tenth Cavalry alongside. Nota 
man flinched, all continuing to fire as they ran. 

And that, too, I am proud to tell you, was written in part of the 
pl 3 volunteers. That was the famous charge up San 

uan hill. : 

Such valor has not only sent a thrill of pride through the heart 
of every true American, but it has also called forth words of 
— from far across the water. I find the following in the Lon- 

on Daily Graphic: 
The 1 and devoti: 

lene tear anā ² cia ht manned At 
In which the Hough Ridersearriod Ban Juan is instinct with the indomtintis 
spirit of Balaklava. g 

That is the history thus far made by the volunteer soldiers of 
New Mexico in this war; for the whole of New Mexico's quota was 
assigned to the regiment known as the Rough Riders. It is a story 
in which I take a sincere pride as New Mexico’s representative in 
this great body; and it is also a story which I commend to the Re- 
publican side of this House, It is of such men as these that the 
great States of this Union are made; and yet it is of these brave 
men, these loyal Americans, these valorous soldiers, that you 
have said, by your act in denying our petition for statehood, that 
such men are not fit to become full citizens of this Republic. 

I believe you will change your mind. I think you regret now 
that decision of yours. y respect for you as men, as American 
citizens, makes me feel sure that you will say at no distant day 
in the future that New Mexico, by the valor of her soldiers in 
this war, by the blood of her sons freely shed in behalf of the flag 
7 our common country, has won her right to admission to the 

nion, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say, Mr, Speaker, in reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois, that the claims of Nevada, Calif 
and Oregon were submitted by an act of Congress—not simply by 
a resolution of the Senate of the United States, but submitted by 
an act of Congress—to examination by a board of war examiners 
appointed by the War 1 and that War Department 
board has reported in detail. Their report covered volumes, go- 
ing into the minutest details in reference to the expenditures 
made by these States during the late war,and yet these claims are 
still unsatisfied. Now, what does the gentleman’s bill propose to 
do? To submit these claims to a board of war examiners ap- 
pointed by the War ent, these examiners to make a 
report to Congress, and gress to be the final judge of the jus- 
tice of each claim, as was done with California, Oregon, and Ne- 
vada? No; the proposition is to submit these claims directly to 
the Treasury Department and let that Department make such 
payment as it sees fit in reference to them, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimons consent for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HILL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr, HULL, I ask unanimous consent, and I do not believe 
any member will object. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks | 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I object. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of 
committees. 


ca 
r 


INTERNATIONAL BANK, 
Mr. HILL, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 3414) to carry 
into effect the recommendations of the International American 
Conference by the incorporation of the International American 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there has never been any authority given by the Committee on 
Banking and Currency to the gentleman from Connecticut or to 
anybody else to call up this bill. When it.was called up, the 
regular occupant of the chair declared that the gentleman from 
Connecticut called it up by the direction of the committee, and I 
made no question about it, but upon examining the minutes of 
the committee, they disclose the fact that no such authority had 
ever been given and disclose the further fact that this particular 
bill was never authorized to be reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this 
bill was called up, and the question of consideration was raised 
and the House voted to consider it. It seems to be rather late 
now to raise the question as to the authority of the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. But before the question of consideration was 
raised, the point would have been made that it could not becalled 
up. The S er recogni the necessity for such authority, 
and declared that the gentleman from Connecticut, under the di- 
rection of the committee, called it up. I, the House, and the 
Speaker were totally misled, The Chair can refer to the state- 
ment of the regular occupant of the chair to that effect, and I 
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Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire but one-thing about this mat- 
ter, and that is that the Speaker shall have the facts. Whatever 
may have occurred in the committee, and I hope I am entitled to 
the floor 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House will please bein order. 
Gentlemen will be seated and cease conversation. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox] is recognized. 3 

Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Speaker, what I desire to do is to present 
to the House the absolute, straightforward facts in regard to this 
bill, and whatever may be the decision of the Chair in regard to it 
is a matter I have no care of. But this House shall know what 
has been done and what are the facts in regard to the considera- 
tion of this bill. Allow me to say right here, as a member of that 
committee, that Ihave got no grudge—I have no sort of idea of 
taking advantage of any member of that committee. Iam going 
to give the Speaker the facts, and then the House and the coun- 
try will know how gentlemen have attempted to bring this bill 
under consideration here in the House without the knowledge of 
a Democrat on that committee. Now, you need not be uneasy, 
for I will be frank and be courteous, too, Now, Mr. Speaker, 
what is the state of facts? I am taking this from the minutes of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. _ 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that the 

tleman can not bring the minutes of the committee into the 


ouse, 

Mr. COX. Oh, yes; you are afraid of the facts. ughter.] 
We had better understand each other at once. If ie Speaker 
rules that I can not bring the facts before the House, all right. 

Mr. HILL. Iwould like the point of order decided, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will decide it. 

Mr. COX. Oh, yes; the gentleman from Connecticut wants the 

t of order decided; he does not want the facts to come ont; 

e does not want the House or the country to know about it, 


Now, what occurred in the Committee on Banking and Currency? 
SPEAKER pro tem Will the gentleman from Ten- 
— 5 nd until the ir can examine the question? 
2 


LIAMS of ö Speaker, in connection 
m raised 


with the point of order which 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee 8 to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. COX. Of course I will. 4 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Upon the point of order, if 
the Chair please, I understand the matter in dispute to be whether 
the Committee on Banking and Currency has or has not author- 
ized a certain bill to be reported, and has or has not authorized a 
certain member of the committee to bring that bill before the 
House for the consideration of the House. That being the case, 
it must clearly be in order to prove that the committee never did 


authorize this, by bringing before the House the minutes of the 
3 the very best possible evidence of what the committee 


Mr. COx. The gentleman need not be uneasy; I am going to 
Teire lain that a fellow running down the street can see it. 
ughter. $ 

Mr. KING. You mean so plain that a blind man can see it. 

Mr. COX. Any way you please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair reads from the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of December 18, 1890: 

Mr. Farquhar moved that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
of the Senate (S. 3738) to place the American merchant marine en in 
the foreign trade upon an equality with that of other nations and the substi- 
tute therefor offered by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 


under clause 5 of Rule è 
. Springer made the point of order that the committee had not author- 
ized this report to be dered at this time or authorized this motion to be 


made. 
After debate on said point of order, 
uhar having proposed to 


Merchant Marine and eries with ac ill, 
The Speaker held thatit was notin order for the minutes of a committee 
to be produced in the House and made public, but further held that Mr. 
as the a organ of the committee, was at 
liberty to make a statement of fact in regard to any action taken by said 
committee in regard to said bill 


Mr. Farquhar thereupon made a statement as to the action taken by said 
committee respecting said bill, 


e oJ 
The 8 er ruled, the statement so made, that Mr. mhar had 
not yee ot bee Pig yh the said motion. * N 


Mr. BAILEY. Allow me to ask who was the Speaker who 


made that ruling? 
The SP. pro tempore, The present Speaker. 


Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Speaker, let us get down to the point and 
state it distinctly, so that no man may misapprehend it. If this 
bill has the right to consideration by the House, that right must 
be based upon i 

Mr. . Pardon me a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee ne to the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. COX. If he will just wait a moment until I state my prop- 
osition, I will yield with pleasure. 


The SP. tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HILL. I think the gentleman desires to hear what Iam 
going to ask hi 


im. 

Mr. COX. Iknow what the gentleman is going to ask me be- 
fore he asks it. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the gentleman 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman take his seat and not in- 
terrupt me just now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
declines to yield. 

Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the proposition before 
you? And I am going to make it so ly that there will be no 
difference of opinion with regard to it. ere is no bill from the 
Committee on ing and Currency authorized by that com- 
mittee to be called I will read you the only authority there 
is for perm gh! aR ing. What did the committee say in regard 
to this bill? The committee said that the chairman of the com- 
mittee, Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, should be authorized and 
instructed to report this bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. HILL. I make the point of order that the gentleman is 
proceeding entirely out of order. I have no objection, except 
that he is out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the 
gentleman from Tennessee ought to read the minutes of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] states 
that the minutes show a certain thing. I state they do not show 
it. Now, what is the point of order? That I can not read the 
minutes of the committee? Is that the point? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is made that 
the minutes of the committee can not be read in the Honse. 

Mr. COX. Well, I say the gentleman from Connecticut states 
what the committee never did. Now,I make the point to the 
Speaker that the Committee on Banking and Currency never au- 
thorized the calling up of this bill for consideration. The gen- 
tleman from Connecticut says that they did—and he is a 7 5 
truthful man. I am also a truthful man, and I say they di 


kirk. Nir, s 


pro tempore. Chair has ruled. 

Mr. COX. Why, Mr. Speaker, do you mean to say that when a 
member states that the committee has done a certain thing, and 
when I, with the minutes of the committee in my hand, appeal to 
you and say that the committee did no such thing, 1 am to be 
silenced? If that is your pomt—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. COX. Well, then, the point of order means that what the 
gentleman from Connecticut says is the truth and what the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee says is not the truth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order made by the 
gentleman from Connecticut is that the minutes of the commit- 
tee can not be brought into the House and read. 

Mr. COX. I am trying my best to be fair, but when it is 
claimed by a member on the floor that the committee's action was 
so and so, and the Chair holds that I can not controvert that state- 
ment by showing what the committee actually did, what is the 
use of my being on that committee? [Laughter.] 

Now, I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, and we had better understand 
it fairly and squarely at this time. Iwill tell you the facts in 
this case. I know the history of this bill from the beginning of 
the Fifty-second Congress, and I rpa to you now, in the pres- 
ence of this House, and let it go to the country, that the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency of this body has never authorized 
the gentleman from Connecticut to call vp this bill, 

Whether hesees fit to doso or not, all right. If he says it did give 
him that authority, 1 can not weigh my word against the word of 
the gentleman from Connecticut. But I do say that it is as good 
as his ever was in the world. That is the only point, and you 
have it right there, and I do not mean to question or make per- 
sonal insinuation of any kind whatever against the gentleman 
or anybody else. But Ido say that he has no more capacity for 
telling the truth than I have. [Laughter and applause.] Ihave 
the evidence to support my statement here, by the records of the 
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committee, and I will read it, if the House will give me the per- 
mission. [Cries of Read!“ Read!”] oe: 

And yet I know you do not wantit done. Objection has been 
made toit. Oh, you need not look at your rules. [Laughter.] 
I know my rights on the floor, 

Now. Mr. Speaker, I ask, for the benefit of the truth of history, 
in behalf of impartial truth, I ask unanimous consent that I may 
read now what occurred in the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency in regard to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the 
question of order. 

Mr. COX. I want to ask, if you are inst me, that my re- 
quest for unanimous consent may be submitted tothe House, and 
be granted to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course that would require 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX. That is what I ask for—unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas 
desire to discuss the question of order? 

Mr. BAILEY. After the gentleman from Tennessee is through. 

I thought he had concluded. 
Mr. No; I want to make this point, and it must go. I 
ask unanimous consent to read what occurred in that committee. 
If the Speaker rules that I can not do so as of my own right, I 
submit the request to the House. 


The SPEA 125 tempore. There will be time enough for 
that, the Chair will suggest, after a ruling has been made. That 
would be the proper time. 


Mr. COX. Oh, now, do not be a lawyer with me. [Laughter.] 
Will you let me do that or not? 

The SPEAKER pro ae as Does the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Baux] desire to be heard? 

Mr. HILL. Mr.Speaker, before poem | to discuss the point 
of order, I would like the attention of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Mappox], who, I understand, is in charge of the opposition 


to this bill on the other side. 

Mr. COX. Weil, while my proposition is pending I ask its sub- 
mission to the House that I may be permitted to proceed as sug- 
gested. If the Speaker rules that I can not read it in my own 
right, I ask unanimous consent of the House for permission toread 
it in the presence of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have the op- 

rtunity to submit that request after the question of order is 
Retermined. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox], who I understand leads the opposition to 
the bill—I do not care to discuss the question pending, although 
I have the minutes before me at the present time, and although I 
find that I am sustained by four or five decisions in the Digest— 
but I recognize the fact that a very large number of the members 
present are anxious that an opportunity shall be given them to 
ask unanimous consent for the consideration of certain measures 
affecting their constituents. I also recognize the fact that the 
opposition to the bill is very strong, and therefore I would ask 
the gentleman from rate! or to give his consent to a request for 
unanimous consent that this whole matter, the point of order and 
all, shall go over until the first Wednesday after Congress shall 
assemble in December next, reserving the same right and position 
that the bill has now in all respects. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is to say, that the bill shall occupy the 
same status that it now occupies, and as my colleague on the com- 
mittee says it occupies, reserving all and every right to object that 
we now have? ; 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. With that condition, I have no objection to the 

uest of the gentleman. 
2 55 HILL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I would ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may go over, becoming a special order on the first 
Wednesday after Congress reconvenes in December next. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no; the gentleman ought not make it a re- 
quest for a special order, because that might be construed as super- 
seding some of the parliamentary conditions which now exist. 

Mr. WEL: Well, retaining the parliamentary condition that 
it now has. 

Mr. BAILEY, That the House resume the consideration at 
this exact point on the given day. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; that is it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. COX. I do not object to that, but I mean to be distinctly 
understood that this bill, when it comes up in the short session, 
shall occupy just precisely the position that it occupies now, 

Mr. MADDOX.. That is exactly it. 

Mr. COX. And I will not consent to waiving any rights of a 
member of the committee or any rights of anybody else unless 
it is to stand just like it stands now, 
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Mr. HILL. That is what I am asking for; nothing else. 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecticut 


asks unanimous consent that the bill go over until the first- 
Wednesday in December, subject to be called up by the committee, 

with the points of order pending as now, and all rights reserved 

in respect toit. Is there objection? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. COX. Ido not want to be technical, Mr. Speaker, but that 
all rights of order and all points of order and all defenses of the 
bill shall stand just as they stand now. 

The SPEAKER A tempore. That was stated. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. S. er, the suggestion that I want to make 
is this: Do I understand that the proposed agreement carried with 
it the idea or the order that on the first Wednesday after we meet 
in December this bill shall be the special order? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It does not; butitis subject to 
be ag a by the committee, with the points of order reserved 

i 


Mr. EVANS. That is to say, that the committee will be privi- 

leged upon that day to call it up. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. It means substantially that the 
call shall rest upon the Committee on Banking and Currency on 
the first Wednesday in December. 

Mr. EVANS. That is all I wanted to understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be postponed until that day. 

Mr. HILL. Not the first Wednesday in December, but the first 
Wednesday after Congress convenes. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Wednesday after the first Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Until the Wednesday after the 
first Monday in December. 

Mr. EVANS. I understand, then, the only effect of this ee- 
ment is that this bill shall have the preference on that day, if the 
Committee on Banking and Currency is called. 

Mr. BAILEY. That the committee shall be called on that day. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That the call of committees shall 
rest with the Committee on Banking and Currency, with the right 
to call m this bill, subject to all points of order which are reserved 
against it. 

Mr. COX. And all points of defense. Let it stand just like 
where it commenced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Before that consent is given, Ishould 
eg a what is the reason for postponing the consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. HILL. My reason is to gratify gentlemen like yourself, 
and a great many about me, who have bills which they desire to 
bring up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then your only reason for putting 
this over is to let little bills come up here by unanimous consent? 

$ That is practically the reason. 3 

Mr. RAY of New York. If thatis your only reason, I object. 

Mr. COX. Imake the motion, then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair does not think that 
motion would be in order. 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HILL. I think I have the floor. 

575 SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are two points of order pending, which, 
if I were inclined to raise the question, would be impossible, be- 
cause there can be only one point of order pending at atime. I 
submitted the point of order that the bill was not properly before 
the House. e gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. dox | undertook 
to read the minutes of the committee, whereupon another point 
of order was made. Iam not di to raiseany question about 
that, although if I were I think it would be wall taken. But I 
desire now to ask the gentenan from Connecticut [Mr. HILL 
whether he desires to address himself to the point of order raise 
against the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]? If he desires 
to discuss that, he would be entitled to the floor first. Otherwise, 
I desire to discuss that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that there 
will be no difficulty about that. The question was raised in the 
form of an objection . 7 the gentleman from Tennessee read- 
ing from the minutes of the committee. Does the gentleman from 
Connecticut desire to be heard upon the question of reading from 
the minutes of the committee? 

Mr. HILL. I desire to be heard on the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BAILEY. 1 ask for order. It is impossible to hear the 


gentleman from Connecticut. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order for the fol- 
lowing reasons: I do not know that it is in order for me to state 
that in a regularly called meeting a majority of the committee, 
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with two Democrats present, instructed the chairman of the com- 
mittee—I ought not to state it, because I am going to raise the 
point of order myself against that very proposition. I refer to 
pages 336 and 337 of the Digest. 

It is presumed that a report made or motion submitted by a member in 
behalf of a committee when it is called has been autho by such com- 
mittee. The question of such authority is a question of fact, not for the 
Speaker but for the committee itself to decide. 

I cite further: 

It was held not competent to produce in the House the minutes of a com- 
mittee to show whether or not authority was given to report or move a cer- 
tain proposition. 

Furthermore, and I make the further point of order, Mr. 
Speaker, that— 

After debate is commenced, or after a motion to suspend the rules has 
been seconded, it is too late to make the point that the committee had not 
authorized such motion. 

And finally, in confirmation of the point which I previously 
made: 


It is not in order to allude on the floor to anything that has taken place in 
55 unless by a written report sanctioned by a majority of the com- 


I am ready to submit the point of order on those citations. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Sake there are decisions which seem to 
hold that it is not permissible to read the minutes of a committee, 
but I will never consent to see a decision of that kind affirmed in 
a House of which I am a member. If that be correct, then a com- 
inittee, or rather the majority of a committee, although they may 
be unable to procure a quorum, can take the floor and instruct 
any one of their number to take action which the rules only permit 
a committee to take, and yet no member of the committee and no 
member of the House can be heard to dispute it. There can not 
be a more conclusive and overwhelming condemnation of that 
doctrine than this very case affords. There is, beyond a shadow 
of a doubt, grounds, good grounds, for our contention that the 
committee has never authorized this action to be taken. With 
that very point in issue, how will the Chair decide it? 

The gentleman from Connecticut says they did; the gentleman 
from Tennessee says they did not; and where can the House go 
for better proof for the correctness of the one or the incorrectness 
of the other than to the records of the committee itself? Will the 
House deny itself access to the records, and the only records, that 
speak the indisputable truth? These gentlemen are both honest, 
but they are both liable to error. Who is mistaken in this par- 
ticular case might be a nice question with the members of the 
House to decide, because both are honorable and truthful men. 
But we can decide the question without reflection upon either 
simply by examining the record kept by the committee. 

If the record discloses that the gentleman from Connecticut is 
mistaken, it would be no reflection upon him, for everybody would 
accept it as an honest mistake. If it shall disprove the statement 
of my distinguished friend from Tennessee, it would not reduce 
him in the estimation of his colleagues, because all would under- 
stand it to be an honest mistake. But, sir, are we to be denied 
the right to decide this question by an appeal to the record? I 
should think the gentleman from Connecticut and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee would unite in desiring the House to exam- 
ine the only record that can establish who is right and who is 


wrong. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. That will be exceedingly agreeable to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not only ought it to be agreeable to both the 
gentlemen involved in the controversy, but there is the higher con- 
sideration of the right of the House itself to examine the transac- 
tion of its own committees. The powers of committees over the 
legislation of this country is great enough, even when most safely 

arded. We have parceled out the legislative power of the 
aes until our action is already largely controlled by a com- 
mittee. 

Every gentleman knows how difficult it is to vote down a report 
of a committee, or even to amend it in important particulars. 
With the knowledge of that fact in the mind of every member 
of this House, will you add to the power of a committee what 
amounts to its absolute dictation—that, in addition to their law- 
ful power, they may do unlawful and unauthorized things, and 

et the House be powerless to prosecute an inquiry into what they 
ve done. If the question had been before every Congress since 
the formation of the Constitution, and if every decision had been 
3 the same way, I would not suffer those decisions to be 
repeated without an appeal from the decision of the Chair. I 
know how much time that appeal will take; I know that it must 
delay business of the House that would be free from objection; 
and now, before I proceed further in the argument, I ask the 
gentleman from New York if he will withdraw his objection and 
suffer the unanimous-consent order to be made? 
Mr. Ray of New York rose, 


Mr, PATLE: Did I understand the gentleman from New York 
to decline? 
Mr. RAY of New York. You have not understood anything 


yet. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know I do not understand the sign language 
very well. [Laughter.] 

. RAY of New York. I hope the gentleman will not get out 
of patience. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not out of patience. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was conversing with and e 
to the conversation of another gentleman, and when I underst 
the gentleman from Texas to refer to me, I rose for the purpose 
of asking what his desire was. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought I saw the gentleman from New York 
shake his head in answer to my question; probably it was in an- 
swer to his colleague. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I simply desire to know what the gen- 
tleman’s suggestion was. 

Mr. BAILEY. In order to save the time of the House and pre- 
vent an appeal, a roll call, and a division, I ask the gentleman 
from New York if he will not withdraw the objection he made 
a moment ago and allow the request for unanimous consent pre- 
ferred by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hit] to become 
the order of the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The request for unanimous consent 
that was made involves this: That this whole matter, with the 
points of order and all other 5 that have come up, is to go. 
over until the next session of this Congress. Then it is to come 
up with precisely the same status it has to- day. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, the whole pur- 
pose of this is that instead of taking the precious time now, at the 
very end of the session, we take ample time then. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You deem the time now, at the end of 
the session, as more precious than at any other time. I disagree 
with the gentleman in that expression. I do not think the time 
now, at the end of the session, is any more precious than it was 
yesterday. But I waive all that. We will not quarrel over the 
queen as to what particular time is the most precious, If it is 
the desire on the part of the gentleman from Connecticut and the 
gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Texas, and they 
think it will promote the great good of the country, and end in 
the speedy subjugation of the a army and navy, and the 
rapid growth of the country, and the cultivation of good feeling 

over this land, why, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HILL. I renew my request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
withdraws his objection, and the gentleman from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that this bill go over to be called up, and 
the call rests with the Committee on king and Currency, for 
the first Wednesday after the first Monday in mber, and with 
all points of order reserved against the bill. Is there objection to 
the request? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 


VERONA E. POLLOCK, 


Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report. I pe 
sent the conference report on the bill (S. 153) for the relief of Ve- 
rona E. Pollock. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. 
Pollock, having met, after full and free conference have to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That the Senate recede from its ment to the amendments num- 
bered 2 and 3, and agree to the same. 


JOHN F. RIXEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WILLIAM V. ALLEN. 
FRANCIS E. WARREN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
APPOINTMENTS UNDER THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2256) in reference to the civil 
service and appointments thereunder, 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. OTEY. I object. 

Mr. STURTEVANT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4812) to pay J. and W. 
Seligman & Co. the sum of $1,794.56 for certain coupons detached 
from United States bonds, which said coupons were lost on the 
Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea March 14, 1886. 

Mr. BRUMM. reserve the right to object. 

Mr. SIMS. Is this a bill from the Committee on Claims? 


Mr, STURTEVANT. Yes, 
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Mr. SIMS, 

a SURTE 
cept to pay for some cou 
ing the ocean in 1886, 
consul that the coupons were 8 


a printi bill? 
ANT. Yes; andit carries no appropriation ex- 
ms which were lost on a steamer cross- 
ere is the testimony from the American 
And there is a 3 

that there shall be an indemnity bond given to the 1 
partment. There is also a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 

try stating that the coupons have never been presented. 

I do not want to object toa cage bill, but I have in 
my charge a bill making reimbursement to some of my constit- 
uents for money unj 

int of the bayonet thirty-five ago, and which General 
8 declared should be paid back to them. Let I can not even 
get 777777... te Beto Se Ae A 
Mr. STURTEVANT. This is an honest and just claim, too 

Mr. SIMS. Not more so than the one which I have in cme 
and yet I can not even get recognition. 

ILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that this bill be- 

longs to the class of cases where money or bonds have been 


diir BINS, I would not stand in the way of any just claim 
hom I represent. 


because I can not get justice for Ww 

Several Mxunrns. That is 

Mr. BRUMM. Reserving the nicht to object, I call for the 
terse of the 


report. 
TEELE (after a pause). Ishould like to know whether a 
report has beon made to the 5 

STURTEVANT. There has been no from a House 
committee. This isa Senate bill which a tho Senate on the 
as of June. 

Mr. STEELE. Then, Mr. preg er Sat cl ec 
consideration by a House committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of House bill (H. R. 10766) granting right of way nigel, 
the Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to 


i Soe Creek Short-Line A, E a ep 
SPEAKER 2 tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this 

Mr. STUR! 


IE ANT. I object. 

Mr. HILBORN. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 4808) authorizing the President to 
appoint ea cadets at large at the United States Naval 


Mr. STEELE. I object. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, Lhe ee e 
announced that the Senate had passed bill d joint resolution o 
— — of the House was 


the moming titles; in which 
u 
3. 4853. An act to reimburse the governors of States and Terri- 
tories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States 
to raise and organize and supply and equip Volunteer Army 
of the United States in the existing war with Spain; and 
S. R. 71. Joint resolution relating to the use of the rooms lately 
5 by the Congressional Library in the Capitol. 
also announced that the Senate had passed without 
ee e of the following titles: 
H. R. 7018. An act to provide a steam fog whistle at the entrance 
to 1 Harbor, in the State of Michigan; 
R. 8063. An act to amend “An act for the preservation of 
ublic peace an 8007 2, 1905 of property in the District of Co- 
ambia,” OL an act J 
Ae 8 8064. An act to amend the criminal laws of the District 
0 


oe R, SOU An act to correct the naval record of George W. 
err 
H. R. 9204. An act to regulate the construction of barbed-wire 
fences in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; and 
H. R. 9414. An act for the relief of Mathilda Akerblom per 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 3 to enable the President to re- 
store psa Joseph W. United States Army, to 
duty, his former rank and alakos oe the United States Army, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


MAJ, JOSEPH W, WHAM, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House adjourn. 
en CANNON. Ihope the gentleman will withdraw that mo- 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I withdraw it if there is any business to 


ie peaa, 
CANNON. There is. I desire to call up a House bill 
yoa has just been returned from the Senate with an amend- 
ment. 


y and illegally taken from them at the | Rtates 


The amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4287) to enable 
the President to restore Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, 
United States Army, to duty, his former rank and — 85 in the 
United States Army, was read, as follows: 

Strike out all af ter the enac yng he 3 
the „ Prader. 1 88 — States is hereby of the bes 
martial which sentenced ymaster, United 
to be dismissed me service, a4 ‘mitigating the sentence to 
pay from rank, du daf and all privileges until January 18, 1904, 

placed at the foot of the lists of majors in the Pay Department, and to disap- 
cles dismissal of Maj. Wham, Lic gee a 


Maj. J mW. Wham * United St tates Army, to d list 
ose: T, ` „ 
ö in the ham, Ute States Army. e mics 
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will allow this amend- 
ment of the Senate to be concurred in. 
Mr. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRUN- 
meet sell ot press the the motion to adjourn. 

SP. tempore. As the Chair nnderstands, the 
man to adjourn is is withdrawn. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Caxxox] moves to concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to move a change of reference 


prie to the Se on on the 
object while T hear St Misisippi. Ty 
to what is really intended by this pro; 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will de this bill 
has passed the Senate. It requires foreign consuls who are in- 
trusted with money to be compelled to give bond to protect Amer- 
ican citizens who may in such moneys tothem. It passed 
the House and has passed the Senate with an amendment, and I 
want it to go into a conference on the Senate amendment. 

Sys I understood that this was a 

of reference. 


N. eee eee made I 


want to reserve the right to 
the — from Iowa as 


ILLIAMS of Mississippi. I Shall a not object. 
The SPEAKER pro Is objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Iowa? 
inn was no ae gee 


fhe ill and agree to heen b ies by the $ Senate oy 
motion, of course, includes a motion to disagree to the Benate 
amendment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion? 

Mr. JENKINS. The Leese of the gentleman from Iowa is 
that the Judi Committee from its further con- 
sideration, and t the ee nonconcur in the amendment of 
the Senate and to the conference. 

The SP. pro tempore. there objection to the sugges- 


tion of the gentleman from Iowa 
was no objection. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PIKES PEAK TIMBER LAND RESERVE. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up again the bill H. R. 
10766, which I asked to consider a short time ago, and to which 
objection was made. The objection has been wit wn. Irefer 
to the bill (H. R. . gran R y right of wa 8 the Pikes 
Peak Timber Lan the public ads to the Cripple 
Creek Short-Line Raila dee 


The bill was 

The SP pro aren Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL. I move the adoption of the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The amendment was prepa as follows: 

St A the = g — bill: 


That the t of way herein 
vernment 


way Company,’ approved June 27, 1898.” 
The amendment was s considered, and agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and i 

On motion of Mr. BELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL CADETS. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my request for 
unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 4808) authorizing the 
President to appoint additional cadets at large at the United States 


Naval Academy. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that on a statement 
made to me by several members of the House that the President 
of the United States had expressed a wish that this bill should 
become a law, I withdraw the objection I formerly made. 

The SPEAKER s tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to appoint during the next fiscal year five cadets at large at the 
United States Naval Academy, to be in addition to the number heretofore 
authorized by law, said appointments to be subject to the conditions and re- 
quirements of existing laws and regulations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? ; : 

Mr. HANDY. I would like to hear the reading of that bill 


again. 

The bill was again reported. à 

Mr. HANDY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill whether the effect of this proposition 
is to give the Presid ent permanently ten more appointments to 
the Naval Academy? 

Mr. HILBORN. Oh, no; it is only for the present year, and 
provides for five additional appointments, and no more. 

. HANDY. What is the special reason? i 

Mr. HILBORN. Well, the gentleman knows that Captain 
Gridley, of the Olzenpia, is dead. He has a son 

Mr. HANDY. as he five sons? 

_ Mr. HILBORN. No; but Ensign Bagley and others are to be 
considered, in view ot their services, in making these selections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there er objection to the 
consideration of the bill? sh oe sh 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask, before this bill is con- 
sidered, whether the Committee on Naval Affairs has had it be- 
fore it for consideration? . 

Mr. HILBORN. This bill has passed the Senate, and has re- 
ceived a favorable report from the committee of the House. 
have taken up the Senate billy as that will end the matter. This 
is a bill that the President is specially interested in. F 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know that he is. It gives him five nice 
appointments. 

ow, if there is any good reason for the passage of the bill, I 
shall not object, but I would like the gentleman from California 
to state some sufficient reason why we should pass it in this man- 
ner. The gentleman says the President desires it, but I would 
hardly think the President would care to go on record with that 
admission. 

Mr. HILBORN. Captain Gridley, who was in commandof the 
Olympia during the fight at Manila a 

r. RAY of New York. I should like to know what this bill is. 

Mr. HILBORN. I ask to have it read again. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It gives to the President the 
power to Ba five additional cadets at Annapolis this year. 

Mr. HILBORN. I will ask to have the bill read again. 

ee SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the 


The bill was again read. f ee 

Mr, BERRY. I will ask the gentleman from California if he 
will allow an amendment that each Congressional district shall 
have an additional 77 

Mr. HILBORN. , no; this is to meet a sort uf emergency. 

Mr. BERRY. Ihave had a great many demands from my dis- 
trict. There are about forty young fellows there who want to 

in. 
si HILBORN. This will be for officers’ sons 

A MEMBER. Senators’ sons. 

Mr. HILBORN. For officers’ sons and the sons of men who 
have distinguished themselves in this war. For instance, Captain 
Gridley, who was in command of the Olympia during the fight at 
Manila and is now dead, has a son who is eligible for the appoint- 
ment. The President is very desirous of appoi that boy. 
Now, there was Ensign Bagley, who lost his life on Winslow 
the other day. He has a brother whom the President would like 


5 

. NORTON of Ohio. Who are the other three? 
Mr. HILBORN. F 

ae jppose you confine your bill 
hose two. 

Mr. LACEY, I should like to ask if this does not also include 


oung Daignan, the boy who is to-day in prison at Santiago—an 
owa boy who has no father? 

Mr. HILBORN. I ie apoak of those that I know of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the President promised all these ap- 
pointments? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. They are all peddled out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object to the bill. 

Mr. CAN NON. May I say a word to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If there is any good reason for the pas- 
sage of the bill, I will not object. 

Mr. CANNON. The President, under existing law, as we all 
understand, has certain appointments annually. Now, we are in 
a period of war, with the casualties of war. I want to appeal to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, as we are enlarging the Academy, 
as the Navy is being enlarged and is to be , if it is nota 
and proper that these five appointments be 
President? Ido not think, if the Peary will 
it is apt to say that they are peddled out.“ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not use that language. 

Mr, CANNON. The gentleman has said that Ensign Bagl 

r. = e gentleman sail i e 
has a brother. Now, if there is any other case that nae EA 
public sentiment, a case of that kind— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of 3 Will they be appointed on 
their own account, or because they are kin to somebody? 

Mr. CANNON. If there are o cases that would meet with 
public approbation, cases in which it would be, after all, broad 
13 and equity, why should not these nominations be made? 

t seems to me that leeway ought to be given to the Chief Execu- 
tive at this time, and I believe we all think he would not abuse 
the power that might be given him. 

Mr. RICHAR N. I want to say a word in reply to the gen- 
tleman. I recognize the fact that we are in war, but the gentleman 
would not insist that the appointment of five cadets now, who will 
not graduate from that Academy under six years, could be of any 
service in this war? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, . 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Now, that is the first reason that the gen- 
tleman gives. The next is that it will accommodate the Presi- 
dent, or accommodate certain parties who are applying for these 
places. Now, if we want to increase the number, or if the Presi- 
dent ought to be allowed an additional number of appointments, 


iven to the 
ow me, that 


I | it ought to be done by an act giving him that right permanently. 


I do not see why he should not have the right to appoint fifteen 
if ten are not enough. But it looks like an emergent proposition 
brought here now, when we are increasing expenditures in other 
directions, to make a temporary increase of these five additional 
cadets. I can not see any use in it, and I object because I do not 
see any. If it is the desire of the House to consider the measure, 
I will not interpose my objection, but I shall vote against the 


oe marr 

r. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will allow the House to 
consider the matter, because, after all, I do not believe we shall 
disagree much. I do not want to increase this branch perma- 
nently unless it is necessary. 

Mr. LOVE. I do not want to object, but I want to ask this 
question: Suppose these young men are not qualified to stand the 
examination? 

Mr. CANNON. Then they could not go in. 

= ae How do you know these particular young men are 
qualified? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know that they will get in. 

_ Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The nos principle of put- 
ting men into Annapolis because they are kin to somebody is 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. No, Mr. Speaker, I do not object, but 
I desire to ask a few questions or I shall object. That is all. 
understand that the gentleman who asks to have this bill consid- 
ered is perfectly willing that it should be discussed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of giving this power 
to the President, but I am certainly opposed to doing this for 
certain special Lay already picked out, and this House ought 
not to do that. I desire to say that for more than a year I have 
been endeavoring to get a young man appointed—the son of an 
officer in the Navy who served during the entire war, who gave 
up his life in the 5 of ais oms „and whose 3 = 

impoverished—but I can not secure his appointmen oug 
3 I offered it to him. 

I sought to give it to him and the President has been furnished 
with full information of the necessities of this case, and yet we 
find that the erence was made of a living officer’s son, who 
Was appoin Now, then, if it is true we are to pass this bill 
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and name the men whose sons are already selected for honor and 
preferment, I am perfectly 3 do anything that I can; but 


if you are to select two or three that you haye named and others 
that are unnamed, I certainly object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from California? 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the 8 a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iwant an opportunity, but the 
gentleman is making an inquiry. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know whether all these parties are to 
be chosen. I understood the gentleman from California to speak 
of them, area as some indication of the propriety of choosing 
them, Ido not think there is any effort to pledge the President 
to appoint anybody, 

Mr NORTON of Ohio. I understood the gentleman to name 
two whom the President has already indicated he will appoint. 

Mr. HILBORN. Ispoke of two as being boys who been 
suggested to the President. 

. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, we would like to know what is go- 
ing on in that symposiac. 
r. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All gentlemen will please be 


seated. 
Mr. HANDY. Icall for the regular order. 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of the 
following conferees: 

On the bill (H. R. 8925) to amend sections 1697, 1698, and 1784 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to consuls and 
vice-consul erals, consuls and vice-consuls, and commercial 
agents, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. OTJEN, and Mr, ELLIOTT. 

On the bill (S. 622) concerning sail vessels over 700 tons, Mr. 
Payne, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. FITZGERALD, 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE, a Representative from the State of 
New York, be, and hereby is, elected Speaker pro tempore during the tempo- 
rary absence of the 8 er. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House that 
there isa great accumulation of enrolled bills which are to be 
signed and transmitted to the Senate and Executive; and, without 
knowing distinctly the purpose of the Speaker, it has been thought 
advisable that we put ourselves in a condition where these bills 
can be signed and the business of the House transacted. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to, 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to notify the Senate 
that the House has elected the Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE, a Representative from 
the State of New York, as Speaker pro tempore during temporary ab- 
sence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr, DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the elec- 
tion of Hon. SERENO E. 5 a R mtative from the State of New 
York, as Speaker pro 1 the House of Representatives during the 
temporary absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REPORT OF THOMAS W, CRIDLER. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the 

Speaker's table Senate concurrent resolution 47 and ask for its 

t consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution authorizing the Public Printer to print 6,000 
copies of the report of the special com: ioner to the Paris Exposition. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of io ghee dar per concurring), That the 

orized and directed to print 6,000 


copies of Senate ‘Document No. Fifty-fifth Co: second on, 
known as the report of Thomas W. Cridler, Third t Secretary of 
ted commissioner in relation to the accept 


ance by t! 

act pate in the international exposition to be held at Paris from April 15 
November 5, 1900, of which 1,000 copies are to be for the use of the Senate, 

2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remainin, 

8,000 copies to be placed at the dis: of the commissioner for distre 

pouon f, intending exhibitors and for the use of the permanent 

when it o K 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 


on 


The pes was taken; and the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
oe the concurrent resolution was adopted was laid on the 
e. 


FREE PUBLIC HIGHWAYS INTO YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. DE VRIES. Mr. Speer I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3675) to examine, determine, 
and report the facts n to the establishment of free public 
highways into the Yosemite National Park, and appropriating 
moneys therefor. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. RAY of New York, Reserving the right to object, has this 
been referred to a House committee? 

Mr. DE VRIES. It has, and been reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Public Lands of the House, and by a similar com- 
mittee of the Senate and by the Senate. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. How long ago was it reported? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. About two months ago. 

Mr. DE VRIES. The chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands can 1 8 inform you; I think about two months ago. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I see the bill provides that one 
of the commissioners shall be a member of the Engineer Corps of 
the Regular Army of the United States and one shall be an officer 
of the 7 07 

Mr. LACEY. Les; there ought to be an amendment as to one 
of these men, for one of them, I think, has gone to Manila. 

Pak DE VRIES. I have already prepared an amendment to that 
effect. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. We can not spare any officers 
of the Engineer Corps or of the Army now. 

Mr. LACEY. No; we will not stop the war on this account. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. And then, again, it requires 
that it shall be done in ten days. 

Mr. LACEY. No; any time prior to the first Monday in De- 


cember, N 

Mr. LOUD. There are three engineer officers in California 
now doing nothing else. 

Mr. RAY of New York. This bill appropriates money. 

Mr. DE VRIES. A very small amount, $3,000; it is only to ex- 
amine, investigate, and report the facts. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And it takes the time of three engi- 
neer officers of the Army. 

Mr. DE VRIES. Oh, no, I stated that objection would be 
obviated by an amendment which I will offer at the proper time. 

Mr, PARKER of New Jersey. I object. If the gentleman 
from California will amend the bill so as not to take any engineer 
officers or any army officers and leave off the time limit, I will 
withdraw the objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Let the time be extended to a year from next 
December. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Very well. I will withdraw 
9 if the time is extended to December, 1899. 

r. DE VRIES. I will offer an amendment to that effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I object. 


DREDGING CHANNEL IN HARBOR OF NEW BEDFORD, MASS, 


Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 4127) to 
1 — — 5 for dredging the channel in the harbor of New Bedford, 


The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Reserving the right to object, I want 
some explanation of it. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this bill has 
already passed the Senate and would have been presented to the 
House by my predecessor, the late Mr. Simpkins, had he lived. 
It is a bill authorizing the dredging of the harbor in New Bedford 
and Acushnet River. The bridge where the new draw is located, 
which makes the dredging provided for in this bill necessary, is 
eg i built by the county of Bristol to replace a bridge built 
in 1796. 

The new bridge has a width of 70 feet, and the location of the 
draw has been changed, so that it is necessary to dredge the river. 
This work has been reported upon favorably by the engineers of 
the War ch rl and 9 by the entire River and Har- 
bor Committee. This new draw is 900 feet east of the location of 
the draw on the old bridge, which it is necessary to remove to 
meet the requirements of the War Department. The present Le has 
of the water where the new draw is located is 12 feet. The War 
Departm: uires that there shall be a depth of 18 feet at low 


entr 
water and that before the use of the old draw is discontinued the 
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dredging must be completed at the new location. This delays 
the completion of the new structure and is of great disadvantage 
to the contractors and to the county. 

There has been over $500,000 already expended by the county of 
Bristol upon this bridge, and the city of Fall River, where I re- 
side, and the city of Taunton, where my colleague [Mr. LOVER- 
ING] resides, pay more than one-third of the interest money that 

being paid on account of the construction of this bridge, which 
when completed will cost about $1,000,000, Over $800,000 has 
already been appropriated. ‘The interest money now paid on the 
bonds issued by the county of Bristol amounts to more money 
than the expense of dredging this river provided for in the bill 

resented. We think the county of Bristol ought to be relieved 
Bes aying interest money by reason of the delay caused 
through the failure to provide for the dredging which has already 
been ordered by the War Department. hen the new structure 
is completed the expense is to be borne by the towns and cities 
especially benefited, and the county will then be relieved. ; 

Över one-half of the area of the harbor of New Bedford lies 
north of the bridge. I noticed in the criticisms made when this 
matter was presented earlier in the year the question was asked 
why the location of the draw was changed. It was because the 
location of the draw in the old bridge was on one side, whereas 
the new location places it in the center of the river, where the 
greater width of the draw and the very much less liability of ob- 
struction from passing vessels and those located at the wharves 
makes a great improvement to navigation. ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What committee has reported this bill? 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. It was introduced by Senator 
LODGE in the Senate, and I understand that the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors has unanimously reported the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the bill has not been reported by 
any committee of the House? i 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I understand it has by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. This is a river and harbor item? 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Yes; but I ask that unani- 
mous consent may be given in order that it be now passed by the 
House, as it is very necessary. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I see the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations is present. If he does not object, I am sure I do 
not. Tanahi to state, though, that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DocKERY] is not here. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. This bill meets the full ap- 
proval of the committee. I am so assured by members of the 
committee. I ask for a vote. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr, CANNON. I want to say 

Mr. VANDIVER. I object. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

H. K. 10280. An act to require the B 1 Railway Com- 

any to abandon its overhead trolley on Kenyon street, between 
Berenth and Fourteenth streets; 

H. R. 9755. An act granting a pension to Matilda Waedel; 

H. R. 4315. An act to increase the pension of George D. Phin- 


ney; 

H R. 377. An act granting a pension to Susan I, Barrows; 

H. R. 7260, An act granting a ion to James E. Jones; 

H. R. 4629. An act for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Achilles; 

H. R. 10691. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for prior years, and for other p - 

H. R. 9874. An act for the relief of John C. Coleman, of Eman- 
uel County, Ga.; k 

H. R. 3598. An act granting a pension to Henrietta Fowler; 

R. 3081. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
ogony; 

. 2267. An act to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 
6064. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Watts; 

8266. An act to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons; 
8286. Anact granting an increase of pension to AlphonzoO, 


H. 
J. F. 
H. 
H. R. 
H. R. 
H. R. 
Drake; 

H. R. 6799. An act granting an increase of pension to War- 
n W. Morgan; 
H. R. 7306. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Beckwith; 

H. R. 6093. An act granting a pension to Ellen E. Nash; 

H. R. 6841. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 


Ber: 
H. . 2276. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon 


7 — 


XXXI——425 


H. R. 9195. An act granting a pension to Foster C. Carl; 
8 a R. 5102. An act granting an increase of pension to Edson 
ivan; 
H. R. 4189, An act granting an increase of pension to Newton 


4 per; 
H. R. 3565. An act to grant a pension to Theresa Bonnaveau; 
H. R. 10424. An act to provide for a temporary increase in the 

Inspector-General’s Department of the Army; 

R. 10561. An act to increase the force of the Ordnance De- 

partment; . 

H. R. 3624. An act granting a pension to Pauline Robbins; 

H. Res, 259. Joint resolution to provide for annexing the Ha- 
waiian Islands to the United States; 

H. R. 4283. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Murray; 

H. R. 10805, An act to amend the act relating to pay of volun- 
teer soldiers; 

H. R. 10477. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the county of St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to 
build, or authorize the building of, a foot and wagon bridge across 
the St. Louis River, between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point 
near Fond du Lac, in said State of Minnesota,” approved June 11, 


1896; 
H. R. 10693, An act directing the enlistment of cooks in the 
lar and Volunteer Armies of the United States; 
. R. 8090. An act granting a pension to Belle Peter; 
H. R. 6160, An act to amend section 4746 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; 

H. R. 10117. An act granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 
H. R. 4977. An act granting a pension to Mary Hannah Clark; 
wae 1858. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. R. 4918. An act for the relief of J. Henry Rives; 
H. R. 7362. An act to grant a pension to Junius Alexander; and 
ie 9782, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E, 


Walker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced his signature to enrolled 
bills of the following titles: 
155 4847. An act to provide an American register for the steamer 

ania; 

S. 4809. An act to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster's 
Department of the Army; 

S. 3261. An act for the relief of P. F. Dundon, of San Francisco, 


Cal.; 

5. 4810. An act to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence De- 
partment af the Army; 

S. R. 141. Joint resolution regarding the holding of a Pan- 
American E ition, in the ee 1901, upon Cayuga Island, be- 
tween the cities of Buffalo and Niagara Falls. in the State of New 
York, to illustrate the development of the Western Hemisphere 
during the nineteenth century; 

S. R. 139. Joint resolution authorizing the Librarian of Con- 
gress to accept the collection of Sees: rues to be donated 
to the Library of Congress by Mrs. Gertrude M. Hubbard; 

S. 3707. An act to amend an act entitled An act to amend an 
act to grant the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway 
Company a right of way through the Indian Territory;” 

S. 4714. An act to protect the harbor defenses and fortifications 
constructed or used by the United States from malicious injury, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 4710. An act to amend an act entitled “An act providing for 
the construction of a bridge across the Yalobusha River between 
Lefiore and Carroll counties, in the State of Mississippi,” ap- 
proved April 29, 1898; and 

S. 4741. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Tombigbee River in the State of Mississippi. 


RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate concurrent resolution 
No. 46, relative to printing copies of the bulletin on Nut Culturein 
the United States, was referred to the Committee on Printing, 


ALBERT E, REDSTONE. 


Mr. BARLOW. Iask unanimous consent for the 
sideration of the bill (S. 708) for the relief of Albert 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BRUMM. Reserving the right to object 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House adjourn. 

alt motion was rejected, there being on a division—ayes 33, 
noes 42. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill just read. a 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of 
committees, and the call rests with the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Mr. BRUMM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Can the 


resent con- 
. Redstone, 
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tleman from California [Mr. BARLOW], after recognition, be 
en off the floor by a call of the regular order? 
SPEAKER 


The pro tempore. A call of the regular order is | th 
pa graye an objection. : 
. CANNON. As the call for the regular order seems to dis- 


commode a good may gentlemen, I withdraw it, and object to 
the request of the gentleman from California [Mr. BARLOW]. 


JOSEPH H. VAIL. 


Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House bill No. 3500, authorizing the 
restoration of the name of Charles H. Vail, late a first lieutenant 
in the First United States Cavalry, to the rolls of the Army, and 
that he be placed on the list of retired officers. 

The bill with the amendments of the committee was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to hear the report read. 

Mr. COX. I call for the regular order. j 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. BISHOP, by unanimous consent, obtainea leave of absence 
on account of important business, í 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 5 o clock p. m.) the Houseadjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3941) regulating the i ion of flour in 
the District 55 33 re Sn! 32 same 3 iene ana 
accompanied 55 (No. Which and repo: 
were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 4 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 9561) for the relief of William 
L. Orr, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. e ee said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5701) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against James Hogan, alias James 
Hennessy, ender the same without amendment, accompanied 

0 


by a report (No. 1653); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 
BROWN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 


Mr, , 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 9768) for the relief of Samuel 
J. Brent, executor of the of Frances Brent, r ed thesame 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1650); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. B AP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7632) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Robert Flower, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1651); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


—_— 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= Be following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 


mittee on Coinage, wee d 
By Mr. H : A bill (H. R. 10935) to indemnify the governors 
3330 es a 
u un 
anny of the United tes in the existing with Spain—to the 
mmi on 


tary Affairs. 
By Mr, MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 10936) to provide for the col - 
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lection of the sums remaining due to the United States on account 
of the issue of United States bonds to aid in the construction of 
e Kansas Pacific Railway—to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 


By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A resolution (House Res. No. 334) 
5 serene the nag ae rgd of the 2 in charge of the 

eavy mail wagon durin, recess o gress—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. g 

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 294) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for succession to the Presidency and Vice-Presidency—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

forms of Louisiana: A joint resolution Res, 295) 
tendering the thanks of Congress to Lieut. Col. R. W, Hunting- 
ton and the officers and enlisted men of the First Battalion United 
States Marines for courage and bravery at Guantanamo—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 43) to print 3,000 additional copies of Senate Mi eous 
Document No. 278, second session Fifty-third Congress—to the 
Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
bed following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 10916) to pay a pension to Luc 
S. Dunham—to the Committee on Pe 5 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10917) to remove the sentence of court-martial 
from the military record of Thomas J. Sutton and grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CODDING: A bill (H. R. 10918) granti a pension to 
Reuben W. Barney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1 a pension to George Herline— 
to the ere on ace id 5 ; 

Also, a bill (H. 10920) granting a pension to Benton I, 
Houser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10921) to increase the pension of Ella V. B. 
Myer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 10922) for the relief of 
Alfred B. Powell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10923) for the relief of J. F, Banks—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 10924) ting a pension to 
Thomas Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 10925) authorizing the Court of 
Claims to hear and pass upon the claim of Thomas P. Gray for 
. taken and used by the troops of the United States 
5 the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 10926) for the relief of James 
McNamara—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10927) granting a pension 
to Benjamin G. Flanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill 1 R. 10928) to increase the pension 
of William Hulsizer—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10929) granting an increase of pension to 
James Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10930) ting a pension to Eliza Rosenfelt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10931) to increase the pension of John V. Sul- 
livan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10982) to increase the pension of John Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2 Panna a pendon to Sarah A. Kizer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10934) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 10937) granting an increase of 
pension to Enoch V. McVay—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 10988) for the relief of James McD. Hays— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10939) granting a pension to James F, 
Brann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 8 and papers 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of Robert Reed, A. B. Averell, and 
other citizens of the State of California, relating to certain tracts 
i ds within the limits of the Y: te National Park, 


£ timber lan: 
in the State of California—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
p Sen N: Papers relating to the claim of John 
F. Haupt, of Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


1998. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 8, 1898. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian. ; ; 

Prayer by Rev. B. L. Wurman, D. D., of the city of Washing- 
ton, President of Columbia 5 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 


with. 
TRANS-MISSISSIPPI EXPOSITION AT OMAHA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
telegraphic communication from the president of the Trans-Mis- 
sissippi and International Exposition; which was read: 

OMAHA, NEBR., July 7, 1898. 


Sır: Ihave the honor respectfully to request that you will officially bring 
to the attention of 2 45 Senate of the United States the cordial en 


A bill (H. R. 8001) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 3164) granting a pension to Alden B. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 4237) to authorize the President to restore Maj. 
Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to duty, his 


former rank and status in the United States Army; 
A bill (H. R. 4274) granting an increase of pension to James 8. 


cee hill GL. R. 4484) granting 
ill ( . granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenny; 
1 
5, gran a pension ir . Fleanor; 

A bill (H. R. 5883) to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other 5 

A bill (H. R. 6149) to authorize the N 8 
a discretion in certain cases; 

A bill (H. R. 6427) granting a pension to Clarissa A. Dunham; 

A bill (H. R. 6482) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 6525) granting a pension to Mary Ann Sullivan; 


xtended i and In tional 1 

at faea body to attend this exposition on a day to be fixed by th A bill (H. R. 7018) to provide a steam fog whistle at the entrance 
Senate and House of Representatives, to be known as“ vernment Day.” I to Musk n Harbor, in the State of Michi 5 

d Tiy call your a to the fact that this exposition par- A bill ( R 7841) = e e 1 10 8. 
west of tho Mississippi — ces and 8 of that . Walton; N. granting Tease of pension George 
wes Riv comprises thirds ; 

a z r 

area of the United States, and that in — = a A 858 Ro 5 (H. R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to Annie J. 

ernment has exposition by an . for a build - asset; 
ing and an exhibit, and it is the earnest desire of tosetapart | A bill (H. R. 8063) to amend “An actfor the preservation of 


o managers 
one day with proper ceremonies to celebrate the attendance of the - 
guished members of the United a Senate and House of Representatives. 

y, your o se: 


respectfull; rvant, 

ziii GURDON W. WATTLES, President 
GARRET A. HOBART, 

Vice-President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. I think that the communication ought to be re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on International Expositio 


ms. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the com- | H, 
Select Committee on Interna- 


munication will be referred to the 
tional Expositions. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the Housé¢ of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree’ 


mg 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
to the 


bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock. 
The message also announced that the House had a 
re of the Senate to the following bills and joint resolu- 
A bill (H. R. 4287) to enable the President to restore Maj. Joseph 
W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to duty, his former 
rank and status in the United States Army; 
A bill (H. R. 8950) increasing the pension of Mrs. Sarah Fry; 


: 


A bill (H. R. 9140) granting an increase of pension to Felix Tait; 


A bill (H. R. 10885) making appropriations to pay session em- | Bo 


ployees of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes; 


an 
A joint resolution (H. Res, 270) to correct an omission relative 
to signal officers on staff of corps commanders. 

The meree further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate: 
A bill (H. R. 2818) to refund certain import duties; 
gr a R. 4304) regulating the postage on letters written by 


A bill (H. R. 9768) for the relief of Samuel J. Brent, executor 
of the will of Frances Brent and administrator de bonis non of 
the estate of Rev. J. Brent; 


A bill (H. R. 10766) granting ane way through Pikes Peak 
Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to the Cripple Creek 
Short-Line Railway Com 


pany; ‘ 
A bill (H. R. 10912) for adjusting clothing account for deceased 
soldiers in certain cases; and ase 
A bill (H. R. 10915) making an appropriation to execute certain 
provisions of the act of Congress for the protection of the people 
of the Indian Territory. 
The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies of the 
rt on the International Exposition at Paris, by Thomas W. 


er, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
The m further announced that the § pro tempore 
of the House signed the following bills and joint res- 


olutions; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 
A bill (S. 769) to increase the pension of k W. Harrington; 
A bill (S. 1119) granting a pension to Cassius M. Clay, sr.; 
A joint resolution (S. R. 182) relative to electric lighting wires 
wert an (H. R 7270 ting to Olive H. South 
1 727) granting a pension to Olive F] 
A bill (H. R. 2497) granting an increase of pension to James E. 


Eaton; 
. increase of pension to Diana 


the public peace and protection of property in the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved July 29, 1892; 
A bill (H. R. 8064) to amend the criminal laws of the District 
ofA bill (H.R, 6243 
i granting a pension to John Connolly; 
A bill . R. 8501 granting a pension to Corydon G. Crafts; 
A bill (H. R. 8551) granting an increase of pension to Armenias 


Evans; 
A vate R. 8614) to correct the naval record of George W. 


errard; 
A bill (H. R. 8670) granting a pension to Pryor Perkins; 
ieee (H. R. 8679) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
W: 
A bill (H. R. 8724) granting a pension to Addie L. Ballou; 
A bill G. R. 8950) granting an increase of pension to 


Tom (H. R. 9140) granting an increase of pension to Felix 
ait: 


A bill (H. R. 9204) to regulate the construction of barbed-wire 
fences in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
_A bill (H. R. 9206) to incorporate the Washington and Univer- 
sity Railroad i of the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 9414) for the relief of Mathilda Akerblom Molin; 
A bill (H. R. 9466) granting an increase of pension to John H, 


yd; 
A bill (H. R. 9765) to increase the pension of John N. Wiley; 
A bill (H. R. 10051) to increase the number of post quarter- 
master-se ts in the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 10510) providing for the transfer from the circuit 
court of appeals for the ninth circuit to the Supreme Court of 
certain appeals from the district court for Alaska; 

A bill (H. R. 10685) fixing pay and allowances of chaplains for 
A Dill (E. k. 10888) makin ti 

R. g appropriations to session em- 
e on of the House of Representatives, and for ot eT purposes; 
an 


A joint resolution (H. Res, 270) to correct an omission relative ` 
to signal officers on the staff of corps commanders, and for other 
purposes, 

MEMORIAL, 


Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of Torrence Post, No. 2, Grand 
Army of the blic, t of lowa, of Keokuk, Iowa, 
remonstrating against the erection of the proposed monument to 
the late Gen. Albert Pike; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 4858) to in- 
crease the efficiency of the Judge-Advocate-General’s and Pay 
De ents of the Army; which was read twice by its title. 

r. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3669) granting a pension to Susan Buck, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 

„Mr. ALLISON. I report from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives 
2 for the final adjournment of the two Houses, and I ask 

or its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 
ouse of apy ae sazi (the Senate concurring), That the 
— eee d = Doener oft the House . bo 
on Friday, July 8, at 2 o'clock p. m. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before the resolution is acted upon, I should 
like to make an inquiry of the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations, who is also a member of the Committee on Finance. 
hat, if any, disposition is proposed to be made at this session of 
House bill 10253? What action has the Finance Committee taken 
or does it propose to take in regard to that bill? It is a matter of 
very great interest to an industry in my State which pays, I be- 
lieve, almost one-half of the internal-revenue tax on distilled 
spirits paid each year to the Government. The delay of that 
measure is likely to result in great injury to those people, and it 
is fair to them that we should understand what, if any, action has 
been or is to be taken with regard to that bill. 

Mr. MORRILL rose. ; 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very well; let the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance answer the question. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state to the Senator from Kentucky 
that a subcommittee have been appointed to sit during the recess 
and make a report at the next session of Congress. y 

Mr. LINDSAY. Do J understand that the subcommittee has 
had the bill under consideration? 

Mr. MORRILL. They have it under consideration. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to hear something from the sub- 
committee on the subject. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not think that the subcommittee have 
had any meeting. They have not had time to have a meeting 
during the present session. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator from Kentucky that 
the bill came over from the House at a pretty late day in the ses- 
sion. There were some meetings of a subcommittee on the sub- 
ject, but we were not able to reach a conclusion respecting it. 
There are several matters cognate to or connected with that bill, 
and the committee decided that it should go over until next win- 
ter, and that in the meantime there should be a full investigation 
of all the questions connected with distilled spirits that were be- 
fore the committee. P 

As respects the particular bill to which the Senator alludes, I 
have given it such examination as I could in connection with 
other duties, and I am satisfied that such a bill ought to pass. I 
think I can assure the Senator that the subcommittee will give 
the matter attention during the vacation and make an early re- 
port. But as the Senator knows, there are provisions in the bill 
outside of the matter in which the people of his State are inter- 
ested, and when we take up the bill it will be necessary for us to 
consider all those questions. So the conclusion of the committee 
was that it could not be completed at this session. 

I have no doubt that early at the next session a report will be 
made by the committee, dealing with this question and other ques- 
tions relating to distilled spirits. I shall be exceedingly sorry if 
any great injury occurs because of the delay. I am myself, I will 


say to the Senator, in sympathy with the views of the House upon 
this particular bill so far as relates to the outage, so called, of dis- 
tilled spirits. There are other things in it that we were not able 


to examine thoroughly, and I do not wish to be committed to 
them. What the other members of the committee may think 
about it I am not prepared to say. : : 

Mr. ALDRICH subsequently said: I desire to say, in connec- 
tion with the colloquy which took place between the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. LinpsAy] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] this morning, that it is the intention of the subcom- 
mittee on finance to report the whisky-outage bill at the begin- 
ning of the next session of Congress. : 

Mr. CANNON. Pending the consideration of the resolution 
now before the Senate, I ask unanimous consent that at the con- 
clusion of the morning business House bill 7389 may be made the 
special order. 

Mr. CULLOM, What is the bill? , 

Mr. CANNON. It is known as the eight-hour bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I feel obliged to 
object to any such request. That bill ought not to be pressed at 
this session. It is too large a bill. It affects interests all over the 
United States, and it comes to me as a surprise. I had expected that 
there would be an 1 aba ied to enable some persons in my 
State, who wished to have a hearing, to be heard before the com- 
mittee; and when the report of the evidence was made, I did not 
know that the hearing had beenconcluded. I expected that there 
would be an opportunity for parties in my State to be heard in 
e to the bill. 

inquired of the chairman whether the committee intended to 
report the bill at the present session, and he said the bill would 
E not be reported at this session. Then I did not any 
onger try to secure a hearing. The bill was reported without 
recommendation. I then asked the chairman if it was e ted 
that the bill would be considered at this session, and he said it was 
not, and other members of the committee gave me the same as- 
surance, 


Mr. CANNON, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, this bill can not pass—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In one moment, The bill must 
have discussion, and extended discussion, and it is manifest that 
it can not be considered as it ought to be considered at the present 
session. I am therefore obliged to object to the request. At the 
next session it can be taken up early and fully discussed, and it 
ought to be fully discussed, and it ought to be amended, in my 
judgment, if it is to pass at all. There is no opportunity to con- 
sider it now. 

Mr. CANNON, Linterrupted the Senator from Connecticut to 
ask for order in the Chamber, as I was unable to hear a portion of 
his remarks. 

I desire to say with 57 7.8 to my efforts on this and other oc- 
casions to call up the bill for action that so far as 1 know, as a 
member of the committee which reported the measure to this body, 
there never was any understanding in the committee that the bill 
would not be pressed for final action at the present session of Con- 
gress. I have the highest regard for the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, and after the statement by him would have been glad to have 
waived my request had it not been a matter of so much impor- 
tance. I feel that this is the most imperative measure now pend- 
ing before the Senate. 

The hearings by the committee were much more extended than 
are often given to legislation widely affecting the interests of labor 
and capital. Hearings were had from the representatives of the 

eat 8 of the country employing labor, and also from 
abor leaders. There seemed to be ample opportunity given for all 
sides to be heard. 

The bill came to usfrom the House of Representatives, and while 
it is true that it was reported from the committee without recom- 
mendation, there was recorded in the committee a distinct under- 
standing that any member of the committee might have the priv- 
ilege to call up the bill at any time during the session. It was 
„ understood in the committee that that effort would be 

e 


While I wish to cast no reflection on the chairman or any other 
member of the committee to whom allusion has been made by the 
Senator from Connecticut, it was absolutely without warrant that 
any such assurance should have been given to him. Every mem- 
ber of the committee present at the final meeting knew perfectly 
well that there would be an effort made to call up the bill at this 
session and to get action thereon. 

In view of the objection, I move that at the conclusion of the 
moning business the Senate make a special order of House bill 


i . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Utah is not in order at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I hope we shall have a vote upon the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Utah 
can only be entertained at the conclusion of morning business, 

Mr, CANNON. I shall renew the motion at a later hour. 

Mr. MORGAN, What is the business before the Senate? 

i a ALLISON. I hope we may now have a vote upon the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to hear the resolution read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion relating to final adjournment. 

The concurrent resolution was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I dislike to have any disagree- 
ment with the very wise and able and also patriotic gentlemen 
who are upon the Committee on Appropriations; but I can not 
see that there is a necessity, nor do I see that there is any reason, 
for the adjournment of Congress to-day. It is a hasty, improvi- 
dent, dangerous movement, in my opinion. The President of the 
United States has not signified, so far as I know or have heard, 
any wish at all to get rid of Congress, to nse an expression that 
some of our Chief Executives have sometimes indulged in. On 
the contrary, I think I am justified in the assumption that the 
President would like to have the advice of Congress here in the 
very critical stages of our history through which we are passing, 

It appears to me, and I think I onl ress the common opinion 
of the country, that the war with Spain is drawing to its con- 
clusion, and that that conclusion will bring immediately to the 
consideration of Congress questions that we have never hereto- 
fore considered; questions as to which we have never established 
a precedent; questions of the very gravest importance to the 
country of any that have ever arisen in all the line of our history. 

I know the impatience of Senators to get away from here, and 
personally I have some sympathy with that feeling, but I think I 


would despise myself if for my personal convenience or my 
litical aspirations or hopes I should go off from Washington City 
and leave the Army in the field in the difficulties that they are in 
now, with no provision made at all, except of a very general sort, 
for the care of them, 
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We do not know in what emergencies we are to be placed. We 
do not know what troubles lie just in front of us. the Army 
can afford to stay in the field and fight the battles of the country, 
the Senate and the House of Representatives can afford to sit here 
in comfort and in shade, enjoying their high function and their 
elegant ease and quietude, while we are trying to perform the 
duties that belong to us as a body. 

Sir, it would be a reproach to this Government, after we have 
concluded to pass this resolution, if the President in the next 
thirty or forty days should find it necessary to call us back to our 
posts of duty. And Ido not doubt at all that he will be compelled 
to do so, or else he will feel authorized in dealing with the great 
subjects that are now open and unconsidered to exercise the Ex- 
ecutive will upon his personal r I 
haps would not feel justified in doing if the Congress of the United 
States were here for the pere af being consulted. ; 

Now, sir, we can get rid of this difficulty by a substitute, which, 
of course, I know the committee are not going even to consider. 
I know these gentlemen are in a hurry to get away. It is either a 
question of personal convenience with them or else it is a question 
of avoiding responsibilities; I do not know and I do not care 
which. It is not because the pusa work has been completed. 
That is not true. There is much public work here of a very im- 
portant character that Congress has not considered, and it is 
adjourning at 2 o'clock to-day for the purpose of refusing it con- 
sideration. A substitute could be very easily adopted for the 
resolution which would meet all the exigencies of occasion. 
Agree to take a recess until 12 o’clock noon on the first Monday 
in September, when Congress would reassemble, and if by Wed- 
nesday of that week a quorum is not present in the two Houses, 
then the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives will be required to adjourn their Houses, respec- 
tively, sine die, which would them over until December. 

Sir, we ought to make a provision of that kind in place of the 
resolution we are about to adopt, and the adoption of which I 
know is a foregone conclusion. And it is aspasmodic conclusion. 
It has been reached in the last few hours. yesterday the Sen- 
ate had no idea of a sine die adjournment to-day at 2 o'clock. 

We have not yet the offices in the Army filled. There are men 
now fighting the battles of this country in the field whose com- 
missions haye not as yet been passed upon by the Senate of the 
United States. I am informed that a number of those nomina- 
tions are coming in this morning, about which we shall have to 
act in a very great hurry, without any consideration. 

Now, let me ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions what is the reason for the haste which drives us to an ad- 
journment at 2 o clock to-day? Let some reason be stated. Where 
is the great public emergency that requires it? Can we be sitting 
here with nothing to do, with our fingers in our mouths, when 
Senators are pressing for the consideration of bills, and when the 
President himself is still sending in appointments here for the pur- 
pose of getting commissions even to fill the Army, to say nothin; 
about the civil offices that are yet unprovided for? Let me 
these Senators to answer why it is that they want to leave this 
Chamber and go off to amuse themselves, to entertain themselves, 
or to attend to their personal affairs, or their elections, if you 
please? Why do they wish to do this to-day? 

Let us have some answer to that, when we are approaching the 
solemn moment of assuming recilessly the responsibilities that 
are being thrust upon us by this resolution. It is done in hot 
haste. Whether there is some political combination about it or 
not I do not know. I always suspect such things. I know that 
there is no man in the Senate y who is suffering in his per- 
son tosuch an extent that he ought to be excused from service 
here, or if he is, we will excuse him. We have not gone into the 
state of dilapidation and overwork that we fear has been reached 
by the army of General Shafter at Santiago de Cuba. We have 
not been bearing packs on our backs of 50 pounds each, toiling 
up the steep and rugged ascents about the Juan Mountain 
and in the heat of a tropical sun, falling down by the wayside and 
waiting until nature shall sufficiently restore herself that we can 
carry our guns to the top of the hill and defend our flag against 
the enemy. 

We are not in that condition of dilapidation. So far as I can 
see, we are all sound. Weareall stillin the possession of our fac- 
ulties: We have not 425 been overworked. We have not had a 
night session during this Congress. It has been incumbent upon 
me since I have been in the Senate to stay sometimes in my seat 
for three nights in succession. I have been here on various occa- 
sions when we had to occupy the Sabbath day for the purpose of 
enacting laws to provide for the public wants and necessities. 
Now we scatter off without consideration for anybody or anything 
except our personal convenience and our personal comfort. 

Mr. dent, I can not think of it as anything else than an 
unnecessary and an unpatriotic abandonment of the post of duty, 
and the country will so regard it. These things can not be done 
in times like these without responsibility. There is to be no pub- 


responsibility in a way that he per- |1 


lic immunity or condonation or pardon or forgiveness for that 
man in the United States to-day, whether he is in public office or 
in private life, who abandons his post of duty and refuses to stand 


by his country in its extremity. 

Do we know where the fleet of Camara is going? Is the fleet of 
Camara yet settled in its course, so that we know the point of at- 
tack? Is it Manila? Is it Hawaii? Is it San Francisco? Is it the 
Klondike travelers, who pass from land to land across an ocean 
three thousand and more miles long? What do we know about 
what will be revealed even in the next twenty-four hours, and- 
why do we, while the guns are firing at Santiago de Cuba, abandon 
our posts and go away as if we had accomplished all of our god 
to the country? Sir, we have not doneit. [Applause in the gal- 


eries. ] 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Applause must not be repeated in 
the galleries. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have not performed our duty, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I might refer to some measures that are pending before 
Congress that ought to be acted upon; but I do not refer to any 
special measure. I refer to that which is in the mind of every 
Senator on this floor who knows perfectly well that he has meas- 
war his own he is trying to take care of, that need to be con- 
sidered. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama to the fact that the press this morning indicates that 
possibly we ry ead called upon to act upon a treaty very soon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 

Mr. ALLEN. And we ought to be in session at that time. 

Mr. MORGAN. We ought to be in session; and unless we in- 
tend to abandon the whole of this subject into the hands of the 
Executive and throw the ibility upon him, we have no right 
to leave this Chamber and adjourn sine die. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? In the matter of a treaty the President and the Senate are 
all that will be necessary. i 

Mr. ALLEN. That is true. That is what lam speaking of. I 
say the Senate ought to be in session. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, Mr. President, I beg pardon of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia and the Senator from Nebraska. They have: 
not looked as far into the matter perhaps as they might have been 
expected todo. A treaty is a treaty of proce ar olas it is no treaty 
at all. It is not going to bea treaty of surrender on the of 
the United States toSpain. It is not going to be the withdrawal 
of our armies and the hauling down of our flag in Cuba or any- 
where else, It will be a treaty of peace; and whether that treaty 
is predicated upon the surrender of all the ions of the 
Spanish colonies into the control of the United States or not, of 
cburseit is all conjectural. We have our individual opinions as to 
what we would be willing to do in regard to a matter of that kind 
which it would be very indiscreet at this time to announce. 2 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, that action does 
not require the presence of the House. It requires the presence 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is the very point where the Senator and 
I differ. The very moment a treaty of peace is signed by the 
President of the United States and the King of Spain and it has 
been ratified by the Senate of the United States, then the military 
power of the President of the United States ceases to exist in the 
captured colonies, and the legislative power can not be extended 
there except by act of Congress. So it has been decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Are we to leave the President here in this category, so that he 
can assemble the Senate, as he can do without calling Congress. 
together, to act upon a treaty of peace which involves at least the 
liberty of Cuba, and which may involve the acquisition of Puerto 
Rico, and the acquisition of the Philippine Islands and the La- 
drones? He may call the Senate together to act upon a treaty 
of peace, and when that is done, the very next thing, his power 
haying ceased as the military commander by the restoration of 
peace and the ratification of that treaty, our power as the Con- 
gress of the United States comes immediately into effect and we 
are obliged to be here to see to it. 

Now, I have presented this subject to the attention of the Sen- 
ate. I have shown them and the country that they are leaving 
the President of the United States, as I conceive, and their post 
of duty in a time of extreme peril, forcing the President of the 
United States, if you please, to bring together the Congress of the 
United States in a called session. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was so unfortunate as not to be here when 
the Senator began his remarks. What is the Senator's proposi- 
tion? Is it that we should remain in session until there is a treaty 
of peace, or until the termination of hostilities? 

Mr. MORGAN. My proposition is that we should stay here 
until it is obviously clear that we can accomplish nothing for the- 
good of the country by remaining. But if we go away we ought. 
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to take simply a recess and not a final adjournment. We ought 
to come back on the first Monday in September at noon, and if 
the emergency is not sufficient to induce the Houses to meet on 
that occasion, then we ought to authorize the Speaker of the 
House and the President of the Senate to adjourn their respective 
bodies sine die. That is what we ought to do, in my judgment. 
The Senator asked me for my opinion, and he it. 

But we ought not to go away. There is, so far as I have heard, 
no excuse for it. There is no reason for it. There is no necessity 
fox it. On the contrary, all the arguments are against it. : 

I shall content myself to vote no“ upon this proposition with- 
out the effort to introduce a substitute, which Lam satisfied would 
fail, because when the leaders of the two Houses, as they are 
called, and that turns out to be the fact, haye made up their 
minds that these Houses shall stand adjourned at a certain hour, 
that, sir, is a decree written in the book of fate that no man can 
reverse, unless they shall yield to the persuasions of arguments 
and take a different course of their own motion. But I notify the 
Senators who are concerned in this action that there is an ac- 
countability to the people of the United States which they will not 


escape by going away from their of duty at 2 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN . Mr. President, the Committee on ADEE 
seem to fail absolutely to give any reason why we should adjourn 
to-day. The resolution is simply formally presented, and we are 
asked to accept it and adopt it and ađjourn with fully 200 opon: 
tant bills on the Calendar that ought to be considered before Con- 


gress adjourns. 
ne OONER. Will the Senator allow me.to ask him a ques- 
on? 


Mr. ALLEN. Iwil 
Mr. SPOONER. Did the Senator ever know the Senate to ad- 
journ without having several hundred bills on the Calendar which 


tors thought ought to be considered? x } 
Mr. ALLEN, I never knew it to adjourn with as many im- 
ortant bills on the Calendar as there are now. Not only that, 
t there are many bills that have passed both branches of Con- 
ess and are now in process of adjustment by committees of con- 
nce that could be presented to both Houses this afternoon and 
no doubt would be signed by the President, and we ought not to 
1 075 until the conferees have had an opportunity to report. 
r. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me again? 
Mr. ALLEN. Iwill. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think if the Senator will look at the record 
he will find that Congress never has adjourned lea so few im- 
portant bills on the Calendar of the Senate un of as there 
are at this moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is mere guesswork on the part of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is very easy for the Senator to say that, but 
I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has nothing to do but to take the 
Calendar and count them. 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. ALLEN, I will. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have just counted them, and there are 
116 bills on the Calendar, exclusive of about 30 pension bills, mak- 
ing 146 bills. 

. ALLEN. And how many resolutions? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And I venture to say, in support of the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Wisconsin, that in the last 
twenty years there never has been so small a number of bills on 
the Calendar at the close of the session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Hampshire says there 
are 146 bills on the Calendar all told. He does not include the 
resolutions to be found on the Calendar, I think, amounting prob- 


ably to a dozen. $ 
Mr. GALLINGER. There are 16 resolutions. Some of them, 
honest, are „to say the least. 


pone on the Calendar that ought to be considered. I know 


the passage of the joint resolution for the annexation of the Ha- 
waiian ds, in direct violation of the letter and spirit of Sa 


become of the bill now pending before the Senate to permit the 
soldiers in the field to cast their votes this fall? 
Mr. SPOONER, Let us take that bill up now. Ley 
Mr. ALLEN. You have called into action 200,000 men, princi- 
lly Tote, whom you propose to disfranchise by a failure to pass 
t act. 
Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 
Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator will allow me 
Mr. ALLEN. I yield to both Senators. 
Mr. SPOONER. Isay we will take that bill up now and pass 
it, if the Senators on the other side are A 
— Will the Senator yield to me to make a re- 


Mr. ALLEN. I will. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10550) to enable 
volunteer soldiers during the war with Spain to vote at Congres- 
sional elections, and I ask the Senate to agree that the vote shall 
be taken at 1 o'clock to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN and Mr. PETTUS. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to a unanimous- 
consent ment. The Senator from Nebraska will 3 

Mr. .. Iyielded to the Senator from Michigan to make 
a request. I wish to call attention to the fact that that is what is 
characterized outside of this Chamber as horseplay. Everybody 
knows the request was insincere and that there was no p 
of taking up the bill and passing it, because you can not take up 
and debate and analyze and consider a great proposition of that 
kind in an hour in this Chamber and give everybody an oppor- 
tunity to express his 1 

Mr. BURROWS. I beg to assure the Senator that I was entirely 
sincere and never more in earnest in my life. 

Mr. Oh, Mr, President 

Mr. BURROWS. And will the Senator allow me further to call 
attention to the fact that request for unanimous consent to con- 
sider this bill has been repeatedly asked during the last two weeks 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and objection 
came in every instance from the other side of the Chamber, and 
at a time, too, when there was ample opportunity to have debated 
the measure and secured a vote upon it? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam notresponsible for this side of the Chamber, 
and, thank God, I am not responsible for the other side, either. I 
do not know whether the request has been made to take up the 
bill or not. I do not recall an instance of that kind, but 1 do re- 
call the fact that the Senator from Michigan and his associates 
on the other side have for the last three weeks pushed us from 11 
o'clock in the morning until 6 or 7 o'clock in the evening on the 
joint resolution for the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands, and 
they did that simply to force that measure toa successful issue 
over the protest of those of us who conscientiously believe that 
this is the introduction of imperialism in this country, which must 
ultimately destroy the Republic. 

The Senator from Michigan would not it the measure to 
come up which was designed to give authority to volunteers in 
the field to vote. And now, after having accomplished that infa- 
mous scheme, and when some of us belieye we ought to stay here 
and pass the bill authorizing the volunteers to vote and other 
important measures, Senators on the other side suddenly conceive 
that the city is warm and they are personally inconvenienced and 
they desire to adjourn and go home. 

I concur 1 what has been said by the senior Senator 
from Alabama. The Congress of the United States will be untrue 
to itself, it will be untrue to the American people, it will be un- 
true to the Army and the Navy, if it shall adjourn before the 
conclusion of the existing war. 

What do you propose to do with propositions of that may 
be made? The press dispatches this morning indicate that the 
Spanish dynasty now realize that the contest is hopeless and that 
they must sue for peace. What do you propose to do if they make 
a proposition of peace to the President of the United States? You 
understand as well asthe balanceof the American people that the 
President can not conclude a treaty with them. The treaty- 

ing power is invested in the President and the Senate of the 
United States. It requires at least the presenceof the Senate to con- 
cur in any treaty the President may negotiate. The Senator from 
Alabama ee that when ee shall have been concluded by 
a treaty initi by the President and concurred in by the Senate, 
the President will cease to have military power over the posses- 
sions coming to us as a forfeiture of the war, and that will require 
the ce of the House of Representatives, too, that we may 
legisla te for the new territory. 

et, Mr. President, in the light of these important facts not 
one word is offered here in support of this resolution. Senators 
feel that they have the mere machine, the physical power, to pass 
this resolution; they pro to do it regardless of co ences, 
and they will not even give us the poor privilege of liste toa 
lame and halting excuse for doing so. 

Is it wise, as respects the measures that have passed Congress 
and that will be before the President within a few hours for his 
approval, to adjourn and let them fall? Can we not remain here 
at least a sufficient length of time to dispose of such bills that 
they may become laws? Can we not at least remain here a suffi- 
cient length of time to do the executive work of the session before 
we finally adjourn? 

Mr. President, it has been said that majorities are sometimes 
brutal. There is no more brutality to be found in a majority in 
all this country than is to be found in the majority in this Cham- 
ber, a majority that sits sullen and silent, consummating without 
excuse and withont apology things that gentlemen ought not to 


tolerate. 
President, Imove to amend the resolution by striking 


Now, Mr. 
out Friday, July 8,” and inserting Saturday, July 9.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 5 strike out Friday, July 8,” and 
insert “Saturday, July 9;” so as to make the resolution read: 


sentatives (the Senate concurring), That the 


e Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on Saturday, July 9, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was rejected. ` 

The VICE-PRESID: The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

PAPER ON DIRECT LEGISLATION, 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask to haro publishod as a miscellaneous docu- 
menta paper prepared or Mr. Eltweed Pomeroy, of Newark, N. J., 
jay dd of direct legislation. 


on the 

The VICE-PRESID: Is there objection to the id pt made 
by the Senator from Nebraska to have the matter referred to by him 
printed as a public document? 

Mr. FRYE. What is the matter? 

Mr. ALLEN. ltisa paper prepared by Mr. Eltweed Pomeroy, 
of Newark, N. J., on the subject of direct legislation. It is a ve 
compact and concise history of the science of direct legislation. 
ask that the paper and ipa sgh bi documents be printed and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

METHODIST BOOK CONCERN SOUTH. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the resolution of the 9th ultimo, directing the 
Committee on Claims to inquire and re to whom the money 
was paid under the claim of the Methodist Book Concern South, 
and so forth, to submit a report together with testimony taken be- 
fore that committee. I move that the report and accompanying 
testimony be printed. 

The motion was to. ` : 

Mr. TELLER. By direction of the Committee on Claims I offer 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

for the use of the Senate 8,000 copies of 
tha report and testimony accompanying ib of the Commi fe Claims con- 
cerning the passage of the bill for the ef of the Book Agents of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South. 
TRANS-MISSISSIPPI EXPOSITION AT OMAHA, 

Mr. THURSTON. From the Select Committee on International 
Expositions, to whom the subject was referred, I report a resolu- 
tion for which I ask present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

The Senate acknowledges with due a tion the invitation presented 

G. W. Wattles, the president of the ‘Mississippi and International 
3 be present and participate in the exposition now being held at 
Omaha, Nebr. It is therefore 

Resolved, That a committee of fifteen Senators be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate to represent this body at the exposition at a time most 
convenient to those tuting the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee Mr. THURS- 
TON, Mr. WARREN, Mr. GEAR, Mr. NELson, Mr. Mason, Mr. WoL- 
COTT, Mr. HAnsprouGH, Mr. PRITCHARD, Mr, ALLEN, Mr. VEST, 
Mr. Joxxs of Arkansas, Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr, CANNON, Mr. HAR- 
Ris, and Mr. HEITFELD. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iam directed by the Select Committee on 
International itions, to whom the subject was referred, to 
report the following resolution and to ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses of the committee of fifteen Senators 
ate one 2 Searcy taste 2 5 at Omaha, Nebr. 
be, and The same are hereby, authorized and directed to be paid out of thé 
miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to 
be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That resolution should go to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 4859) granting a pau 
to Martha C. M. Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4860) granting a pension to 
Carrie B. Selner (now Poulton); which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
Mr. QUAY (for Mr. PENROSE) introduced a joint resolution 


Resolved by the House of Re 
— ——— of the Senate and 
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i 
(S. R. 185) providing that the pay of the Navy be made to con- 
form to the pay of like grades in the Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 186) providin 
for the mounting and distribution of United States maps; whi 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 2818) to refund certain import duties was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 4304) regulating the postage on letters written 
by the blind was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 9768) for the relief of Samuel J. Brent, executor 
of the will of Frances Brent, and administrator de bonis non of 
the estate of Rev. J. Brent, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 10912) for adjusting clothing account for de- 
ceased soldiers in certain cases was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (H. R. 10915) making an appropriation to execute cer- 
tain Eo of the act of Congress for the protection of the 
people of the Indian Territory was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FORAKER, I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$10,000 to execute certain provisions of the Act for the protec- 
tion of sp a of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 28, 1898. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CRIPPLE CREEK SHORT-LINE RAILWAY. 

The bill (H. R. 10766) granting right of way throngh the Pikes 
Peak Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to the Cripple 
Creek Short-Line Railway Company was read twice bray title. 
5 TELLER. I ask the Senate to consider the bill at this 

e, 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
VERONA E, POLLOCK, 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

ALLEN. Before that is done, will the Senator permit me 
to have a conference report laid before the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink we ought to go into executive session, 
and get through with matters which are pending there, but I 
will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isubmit the conference report which I send to 
the desk, and ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the report as follows: 

The committee of conference on thi votes of the two Houses 


0 di 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. 
9 and free 9 have agreed to recom- 


t the 
2 and 3, and agree to the same. 
NMX. V. ALLEN 
FRANCIS E WARREN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


CHAS. N. BRUMM. 
JOSEPH V. GRAFF, 
JNO. T. RIXEY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. ALLEN. I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr, ALLISON, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and five 
minutes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a resolution sppoinsing a committee of three members, to be ap- 
pointed by the ir, to join a similar committee appointed b 
the Senate, to wait upon the President of the United States an 
inform him that the two Houses have completed the business of 
the present session and are ready to adjourn unless the President 
has some other communication to make to them. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore had 
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appointed Mr. HENDERSON, Mr. HokINs, and Mr. RICHARDSON 
members of the committee to wait on the President. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock; 

A bill (S. 4853) to reimburse the governors of States and Ter- 
ritories for expenses incurred W them in aiding the United States 
to raise and supply and equip e Volunteer Army of the United 
States in the existing war with Spain; and 8 

A bill (H. R. 10766) granting a right of way through Pikes 
Peak Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to the Cripple 
Creek Short-Line Railway Company. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
to os en Ta committee appointed by the Hoas A Re resentatives, to 
8 — 9 — Fee pe nited 5 and — — oe the 2 

uses, compile’ e business e presen’ sessi! * read 
A pye len the President has some other communication to make to 
them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT in pursuance of the foregoing resolu- 
tion, appointed Mr. ALLISON and Mr. MORGAN, 


INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. KYLE, Mr. PENROSE, 
Mr. MANTLE, Mr. DANIEL, and Mr. MALLORY members of the in- 
dustrial commission on the part of the Senate as provided in the 
first section of the bill authorizing the appointment of a nonparti- 
san commission to collate information and to consider and recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture, and capital, approved June 1, 1898. 


RAILWAY MAIL TRANSPORTATION, BTC, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. CHAN- 
DLER, and Mr. FAULKNER as members on the of the Senate of 
the joint commission to investigate the prices charged for trans- 
portation of mails by railroad companies, as provided in section 5 
of the act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1899, approved 
June 13, 1898, 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 7th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: f i 

An act (S. 4810) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence 
De ent of the Army; 

n act (S. 4809) to increase the efficiency of the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department of the Army; 

An act (S. 2338) granting a pension to James C, Young; 

An act (S. 4269) granting a pension to Margerett Ferriter; 

An act (S. 8506) granting a pension to Mary E. Kline; 

An act (S. 1334) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

An act (S. 3169) granting a pension to John R. Bevan; 

An act (S. 4568) granting a pension to Jacob Miller; 

An act (S. 2818) granting a pension to Barney Smith; 

An act (S. 8110) granting a pension to Patrick Breen; 

An act (S. 8111) granting a pension to Cornelia M. Mason; 

An act (S. 3668) granting an increase of pension to Ephriam C. 
Baldwin; 

An act (S. 2393) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hinckley; d 
An ack (S. 1807) granting an increase of pension to Abraham T. 


eter (S. 1868) granting an increase of pension to Alyah A. 
neg (S. 1861) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
aries (S. 2117) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
reyes (S. 4400) granting an increase of pension to Joel Black- 


man; 
An act (S. 4298) granting an increase of pension to Edward R. i 


Young; 
An kei (S. 2036) to increase the 3 of Mary C. Cook; 
An act (S. 4714) to protect harbor defenses and fortifications 


constructed or used by the United States from malicious injury, 


and for other p ; j 

An act (S. 49410 to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Tombigbee River, in the State of Mississippi; 

An act (S. 4710) toamend an act entitled “An act providing for 
the construction of a bridge across the Yalobusha River, between 
Leflore and Carroll counties, in the State of Mississippi,” approved 
April 29, 1898; 


An act (S. 3707) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway 
Company a right of way through the Indian Territory;” 

An act (S. 3261) for the relief of P. F. Dundon, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 189) authorizing the Librarian of Con- 
gress to accept the collection of engravings pro to be do- 
nated to the Library of Congress by Gertrude M. Hubbard, 


THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I offer a resolution which I 
send to the Secretary’s desk, and for which I know every Senator 
will vote with pleasure. 

Wakes VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read the resolu- 
on. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved. That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon. 
WILLIAM P. FRYE, President pro tempore of the Senate, for the courteous, 
dignified, and able manner with which he has presided over its deliberations 
during the present session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 


INTERNATIONAL PRISON COMMISSION, 


Mr. HALE, In the absence of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Loner], the chairman of the Committee on Printing, I re- 
port from that committee the resolution submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from California [Mr. PerKrns], and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for distribution by the Department of 
State, 4,000 copies of Senate Document No. 273, Fitty-Atth Congress, second 
session, being the report of S. J. Barrows, commissioner for the United States 


on the International Prison Commission, on The Criminal Insane in the United 
States and in Foreign Countries. 


STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave to print in the RECORD a statement 
of the appropriations for this session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the request in 
reference to printing in the RECORD certain matter referred to by 
the Senator from Iowa and sent to the desk. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The statement has been prepared by the 
clerks of both committees? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been prepared by the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate and the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on 1 of the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The statement will be printed in the 
RECORD. The Chair did not understand the Senator to ask to 
have it printed also as a document. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the request that the statement be also 
printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The additional request is made. The 
statement will be printed as a document, without objection. 

The statement is as follows: 


Appropriations—Fifty-fiyth Congress, second session. 


os inne annual appropriation acts, exclusive of deficiencies.. $419, 047,159.80 
Deficiency acts and resolutions 22.22. s2... .........-.. 310,644,611. 86 
768, 091, 771.16 
Miscellaneous appropriations. ......-.--..... 1-2... -......Ã....i.. „000, 000. 00 
Permanent annual appropriations. . 


Total appropriat ions 
Ot this amount on aceount of war with Spain 
Total sppropriationa less war expenses 530, 739, 896. 05 
Total appropriations for 1888 ..e A 528, 735, 079. 30 
8 this session, exclusive of war appropria- 
ons, exceed total appropriations for 188 2, 004, 816. 75 


Total appropriations this session, including war appropria- 
tions, — total appropriations for 1808 . 363, 792, 911. 86 


WAR APPROPRIATIONS. 
Appropriations made during the second . the Fifty- fi th Congress 


to meet expenses incident to the war with 
For the national defense, act March 9, 1898 -0.000-02 -----. $50, 117, 000. 00 
Army and Navy deficiencies, act May 4. 1808 , 625, 725. 71 
Naval appropriation act, May 4, 1898—amount of increase over 
p ing naval app: NG BB ˙————T——— 23, 005, 549. 49 
Fortification ap riation act, May 7, 1898—amount of increase 
over act as ae 2 ͤ E AA S SISA 5, 232, 582. 00 
Naval auxiliary act, May 28, 1808 8, 000, 000. 00 
Additional clerical force, War Department, Auditor's Offices, 
Bt; MOE RY SENG on een nc aA EA EA 227,976.45 
Life- Service, act June 7, 1808 70, 000. 00 
Army and Navy deficiencies, act June 8, 18 18, 015, 000.00 
Appropriations in act to provide ways and means to meet war 
expenditures, June 13, 188 „ 600, 000. 00 
Army, Navy, and other war expenses for six months beginning 
July 1, 10 in general deficiency ac 226, 604, 261. 46 
penses of bringing home re of soldiers 200,000. 00 
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Chronological history f appropriation bills, second session of = 5 fifth Ci 3 e and appropriations for the fiscal year 1898-99, and appropri- 
year 1897 
[Prepared by the clerks to the Zettai on 5 of 5 Senate and House of Representatives. ] 
Reported to the House. Passed the House. Reported totheSenate.| Passed the Senate. 


Title. 
Date. Amonnt. Date. Amount. 

ture 350, 00 900,002.00 Jan. an | $3,512,202.00 | Feb. 527,202.00 

Agrienlture. secconsnenseevsinccensaes- y , 360, 902. an. e , 527, 
Army. 341.01 8 Tas 992. 00 Jan. 5 8143 802 00 Jan. 31 88 Op 
Diplomatic and consu 1, 850, 423.76 1,729, 008.76 | Feb. 18 | 1.745. 408. 70 | Feb. 23| 1.782, 208.70 
8 5 cee lee d| teeaa| med] TRER 

rtifleations „571 > ‘eb. 4 ‘eb. „300, 
eee e e „„ 7,815,617, 08 751 00 Feb. 9 7.68.8270 Feb: 7.725. 120.90 
AE E E E NER eee 22, 343, 280.65 21, 748, 245.65 | Jan. 22 21,629,300.65 | Jan. 31| 21,648, 406. 65 
640,310.45 240.83 | Feb. 16] 458, 689. 23 | Feb. 23 453, 689. 23 
po AET. 81, 918, 626. 55 88,014; 058.68 | Apr. 12 | 48,277,558.68 | Apr. 25| 55,529,383. 08 
rr . 141, 257,750.00 141, 218, 830.00 | Jan. 13 | 141, 248,890.00 | Jan. 2 | 141,248,830.00 
S oot a 13 98, 922, 780. 00 99,112,900.75 | May 2 009, 224, 300. 75 May 10| 98,289,300. 75. 
River and harbor 280, 630, 153.00 |... . . . . , 
Sandry ovil ioc a me ena Ebe Sanae 45,445, 373.31 | Mar. 50 | 50,418, 151/48 | Apr. 21 50,872, 148.78. 
err . 801,205, 800.45 1%. I. 450,058.03 |... 420, 730, 304. 89 
Deficiency, 1808, Congress, eto 210,000.00 | Dec. 15] 210,000. 00 | Dec. 15 210, 000.00 
Vase United Sta „„ 1, 741, 843.28 Jan. 17 | 1, 801, 23. 88 | Jan. 18 1,913, 779.33 
isa tao inno. aie f meee 28 
85 gent dette F tortifeations Navy. ets f 720,945.41 | May 2| 35, May 2| 35, 720,945.41 


5 720, 945. 41 
8, 437,082.25 | May 25 9188.31.51 May 25| 6.408, 481.51 


Deficien: OGG BUS 2 EE ENS 
canine . — * U. 848, 000.00 June 6| 17,948,000. 00 June 6| 13. 048. 000. 00 


Defelener, 1808 and prior years 224,107, 688.53 June 24 | 226, 140, 246.28 June 20 | 234, 418,542.45 
Total 729, 978, 25. 97 762, 840, 201. 11 770, 420, 093. 99 
Total rela ual ria- 25 io i atk ail abe AS ccc * 

appro! 
e 3 CCC PFF ` 

Pema 18 appropriations -...... 117, 836, 220. 00 |......----|----0- EE E —— . — ß d> 
Grand total, regular and perma- 

nent annual appropriations. --..-- 911, 522, 538.22 |. 2... . „„„„G%%%%eſ . AWA 


Law, 1897-98. 

Amount. 
$8,500, 202.00 $3,182 902-00 
eS wR oP eres career 1 Seis 
PE a Ata RS ee at ñęññ PECL RE aR ny SERCO SE 782 208. 605.508. 
Diploma ON ee a E a se ee 6, 425, 880.07 6, 186, 991.08 
TR PRS a a AER e ND Cia op ED 9,377,494. 00 9,517, 141. 00 
Indian 7, 660, 814. 90 7,674, 120. 80 
21; 625,846.65 | 21, 690, 766. 90 
458, 689, 23 479,572, 88 
56,098, 783.68 | 33.003. 234. 19 
141, 233.830.00 | 141, 263, 880. 00 

00, 222, 00.7 5 


446, elt 20 59,811, 788.38 


Deficiency, 1898, Congress, eto - 


Defi deficiency, 1898 
Deficiency, United States courts, public printing, eto ————————ͥ( . 
t deficiency, Wationial ee 
be ciency, Army, fortifications, Navy, eto enn cn nn we neeen a nncceesetennnnenes 
eee ency, pe ANCHE o SEE ROE SSE ROT A SES IS USER EA at 9 E een ei eae orto 

m deficiency, military and naval establishments -..........-.--------------- ---- -+---- 22+ ---- 22-200 mnM -- 
Bebel lency, 1898 and prior years pe PE A EE ae ees 


Grand total, 3 8 permanent annual appropriations. 


Amount of estimated revenues for fiscal year 1899 -..... 
Amonnt of estimated postal revenues for fisci — — year 1899 


Total estimated revenues for flecal your 141 482, 874, 647.37 
a No amount is included in the estimates for 1899 for the beg pa aa for cultural experiment stations in the several States authorized 
by Lor act of March 2, 1887. The amounts appropriated for 3 for 1898 and — 600. respectiv ely. 
b One-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable —4 ors United States, ex Soh ca got amounts for the water department (estimated for 1899 at 
$140,851.71), which are payable from the revenues of the water 


c Includes all expenses of the co 8 payable from . and out of the Treasury. 

a This amount is exclusive of $18,098,007.56 to meet contracts authorized by ef for river and 8 improvements included in the sundry civil esti- 
mates for 1899. e This amount includes $18,098,007.56 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvments for 1899. 

J This amount is approximated No river and harbor bill passed for 1899, but the sum of $14,031, yee fd ee. in the sundry civil act to carry out 
contracts authorized ad by lows and 25, ô additional, and $360,000 in the general 8 — 5 — — river and harbor improvements for 1899—in all, $14,627 ,449.56. 

N No river saa Dar passed for 1898, but the sum of Tee 2.91 is appropriate the sundry civil act to carry ont contracts authorized by law, 
and $543,000 addi for 8 and harbor improvements for 1898; in al; l, $19, 412.91. The general deficiency act also a 1 ap $1. one tocarry out 
contracts sclera by law, and $11,000 additional for river and harbo 1 and the joint resolution of March SL 807. aes for 


the improvement of the Mississippi 3 to out contracts suthorized law, and the joint resolution of Febru ,000 = 
Pih in Pass a Saket al for ti nents in sundry erf act for TAM, 


44044 
ie this a amount includes $18,578,412.91 to val, FE out TN authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1998 and $543,000 additional for 


imp: in all 
es is the amount submitted by the Becro tary pes ae 3 in the annual estimates for the flscal year 1808, the exact amount appropriated not 
777... E ORASE sthorized fo bo oni tered in bject to future riations by Congress. as follows: By the District of 
on amount, con are 1 fri 0 328 00 e 
Columbia act, $363,000; by the naval act, $300,000; by the sundry ci . 224 to future appropriationa b7 Co $ z 
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THANES TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it gives me very great pleas- 
ure to offer the following resolution, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
presents a resolution and asks its present consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon. GAR- 


RET A. HOBART, Vice-President, for the dignified, im and courteous 
— 5 with which he has presided over its deliberations during the present 
on. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
Se this day approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 

utions: 

An act (S. 153) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock; 

An act (S. 769) to increase the pension of Clark W. Harrington; 

An act (S. 1119) granting @ pension to Cassius M. Clay, sr.; 

An act (S. 4853) to reimburse the governors of States and Ter- 
ritories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States 
to raise and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army 
of the United States in the ting war with Spain; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 141) 3 the holding of a Pan- 
American Exposition in the year 1901 upon Cayuga Island, between 
the cities of Buffalo and Niagara Falls, in the State of New York, 
to illustrate the development of the Western Hemisphere during 
the nineteenth ergo and ; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 182) relative to electric lighting wires 
west of Rock Creek. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. ALLISON and Mr. MORGAN, of the joint committee who 
were appointed to wait upon the President of the United States 
and inform him that Con was ready to adjourn, appeared at 
the bar of the Senate; an 

Mr. ALLISON said: Mr, President, the committee appointed by 
the Senate, together with a similar committee on the part of the 
House. respectfully that they visited the President and in- 
formed him that the two Houses were ready to adjourn unless he 
had some further communication to make. The ident stated 
that he had no further communication to make at this time, and 
that he congratulated the two Houses upon their faithful and 
effective work of the session. 

The hour of 2 O clock p. m. having arrived, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT said: Senators, the hour of 2 o'clock 
having arrived, it only remains for the Chair to carry out the 
terms of the concurrent resolution as he is instructed to do, and 
he now declares that the session is at an end. The Senate stands 
adjourned without day. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 8, 1898, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 

TO BE MAJOR-GENERALS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, 
Brig. Gen. Hamilton S. Hawkins, United States Volunteers, 
Brig, Gen. Henry W. Lawton, United States Volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, United States Volunteers. 
Brig. Gen. John C, Bates, United States Volunteers, 

TO BE BRIGADIER-GENERALS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, 
Col. Leonard Wood, First Regiment United States Volunteer 


valry. 
Lieut. Col. Chambers McKibbin, Twenty-first Infantry. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY, 
To be colonel, 
Lieut. Col. Theodore Roosevelt, First Regiment United States 
Volunteer Cavalry, vice Wood, appointed brigadier-general, 
TO BE QUARTERMASTER OF VOLUNTEERS WITH THE RANK OF 
COLONEL, 
Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan. 
TO BE QUARTERMASTER OF VOLUNTEERS WITH THE RANK OF 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL, 
James L. Botsford, of Ohio. 


TO BE CHIEF SURGEON UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS WITH THE 
RANK OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 


Maj. Philip F. Harvey, surgeon, United States Army, 
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TO BE DIVISION SURGEONS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, WITH 
THE RANK OF MAJOR, 
Nelson H, H , of New York, assistant surgeon-general. 
Victor C. Vaughan, of Michigan, surgeon, Thirty-third Michi- 
gan Volunteer Infantry. 
Charles M. Robertson, of Iowa, surgeon, Fiftieth Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry. 
TO BE BRIGADE SURGEONS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, WITH 
THE RANK OP MAJOR, 
Royce Day Fry, of Ohio. 
Elmer E. Heg, of Washington. 
Charles R. Parke, of Pennsylvania, surgeon, Thirteenth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 
Jabez N. Jackson, of Missouri, surgeon, Third Missouri Volun- 


teers. 

Wallace Neff, of Ohio, 

George F. Shiels, of California. 

William 8. Bryant, assistant surgeon, First Massachusetts 
Heavy Artillery. 

William F. de Niedeman, assistant surgeon, Twenty-second 
Kansas Volunteers. se: iy 

Francis C. Ford, of Texas. 

Lawrence C. Carr, of Ohio. 

SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains, 

Marshall S. Swain, of Texas. 

Harry W. Miller, of Louisiana. 

Stephen O. Fogua, of Louisiana, 

John Ernest Morris, of Louisiana, 

Edwin S. Broussard, of Louisiana, 

James B. Massie, of Texas, 

Irvin Mather, of Louisiana. 

Elias B. Wilcox, of Texas. 

Charles A. McCoy, of Louisiana, 

Frank J. Looney, of Louisiana. 

Anthony E. Fatjo, of Texas. 

G. Floyd Smith, of Louisiana. 


Jones, of Texas. 
George M. G. Stafford, of Louisiana. 
Michael Pickard, of 1 
ry, jr., of Florida eant, Company B, Second 
olunteer Infantry. pila asia a 
John M, Cunningham, of Louisiana. 
Janae H. Hicks, 0 ee eee 
ames icks, of Louisiana t, Com I, Second 
United States Volunteer Infantry. ane 
Sydney Smith, of Louisiana, 
To be second lieutenants. 
William F. rele of Mississippi. 
John E. Nichols, of Texas, musician, Company G, Second United 
States Volunteer Infantry. 
John B. Lobdell, of Louisiana. 
Pierre W. Woodlief, of Louisiana. 
Lloyd Parkinson, of Louisiana, first sergeant Company B, Sec- 
ond United States Volunteer Infantry, 
John B. Man of Louisiana. : 
Walker W. ner, of Louisiana, private, Company D, Second 
United States Volunteer Infantry. 
Jesse W. Smith, of Louisiana, sergeant, Company H, Second 
United States Volunteer Infantry, 
Joshua A. Tratti, of Louisiana. 
Harry H. G , of Florida, first sergeant Company L, Second 
United States Volunteer Infantry. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenanis. 
Corpl. John W, French, Company C, Twenty-first Infantry. 
Sergt. Cromwell Stacey, Company D, Thirteenth Infantry. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be inspector-general with the rank of major. 
Maj. Charles H. Heyl, assistant adjutant-general, by transfer, 
to fill an original vacancy. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of major. 
Capt. William A. Simpson, Seventh Artillery, vice Heyl, assist- 
ant neee, transferred to Inspector-General's art- 


1898. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 
Emanuel M. Hewlett, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the city of 
Washington), his present term expiring August 24, 1898 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 7, 1898. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
FIRST REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS, 
To be captain. 
First Lieut. Edmund M. Sawtelle, First United States Volun- 


teer Engineers. 
To be first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Heber R. Bishop, jr., First United States Volun- 


teer Engineers. 
Jo be second lieutenant. 
William G. Mitchell, of New York. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS. 
To be first lieutenant, 
John W. Daniel, jr., of Virginia. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 
A. L. Hanscom, of Towner, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Minot, N. Dak. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 8, 1898, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be first lieutenants. 
Wade L. Jolly, of the District of Columbia. 
William H. Mellach, of the District of Columbia. 
Horace M. Patton, of West Virginia. 
William W. Parker, of the District of Columbia. 
Lee M. Lipscomb, of Maryland. 
To be second lieutenants, 
John A, Thayer, of West Virginia. 
illiam Peacock, of the District of Columbia. 
Abram Honghlan, of the District of Columbia. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be second lieutenant. 
Henry B. Allen, of Nebraska. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant, 
Lomax S. Anderson, of Mississippi. 
SIXTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captain. 
William D. Henderson, of Tennessee. 
i THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captain. 
Charles R. Warren, of Georgia. 
To be first lieutenants, 
John A, Sibley, of Georgia. 
Mack E. Laird, of Georgia. 
To-be second lieutenant. 
James E, Bunting, of Georgia. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be first lieutenant. 
Anthony Holmead, of the District of Columbia. 
To be second lieutenant. 
James D. Keene, of the District of Columbia, 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 
George W. Green, of Tennessee. 


Reuben M. Buckley, of Kentucky. 
Charles F. Ogden, of Kentucky. 


To be first lieutenant, 
George A. Henderson, of Tennessee. 
To be second lieutenants, 

William Washi , first ser, t Troop F, Ni > 
See e Peep ae rt 
THIRD REGIMENT OF ENGINEERS. 

To be first lieutenants, 

James P, Barney, of Virginia. 
Lawrence P. Butler, sergeant, Company I, Fourth Missouri 
Volunteers. 
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James D. Fauntleroy, of Virginia. 
Thomas M. Ward, of Maryland. 


To be second lieutenants, 


William H. Chadbourn, jr., of North Carolina. 
Samuel D. Brady, of West Virginia. 


VOLUNTEER SIGNAL CORPS. 
To be captains. 
Julien P. Wooten, first lieutenant, United States Volunteer 


Signal Corps. : 
Edward W. Winfield, first lieutenant, United States Volunteer 


Signal Corps. 
im To be first lieutenants. 


Frank P. Tate, second lieutenant, United States Volunteer Sig- 
nal Corps. 


8 weg W. Sprague, second lieutenant, United States Volunteer 

ignal Corps. 

5 alter S. Volkmar, second lieutenant, United States Volun- 
r 


Syon Corps. 
Charles Rogan, jr., second lieutenant, United States Volunteer 


Signal Co; 
ii To be second lieutenants, 


Merchant H. Baldwin, of Indiana. 
Horace C. Lansing, of Ohio. 
William C. Cannon, first-class sergeant, United States Volun- 


teer op Co 
non es 8. Wallace, first-class sergeant, Signal Corps, United 
Army. 
Charles O, Pierson, of the District of Columbia, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 

TO BE MAJOR-GENERALS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, 
Brig. Gen. Hamilton S. Hawkins, United States Volunteers. 
Brig. Gen. Henry W. Lawton, United States Volunteers, 

Brig. Gen. Adna R. Chaffee, United States Volunteers. 
Brig. Gen. John C. Bates, United States Volunteers. 

TO BE BRIGADIER-GENERALS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS. 
Col. Leonard Wood, First Regiment United States Volunteer 


Cayalry. 

Lieut. Col. Chambers McKibbin, Twenty-first Infantry. 

FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
To be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Theodore Roosevelt, First Regiment United States 
Volunteer Cavalry, vice Wood, appointed brigadier-general. 
TO BE QUARTERMASTER OF VOLUNTEERS WITH THE RANK OF 

COLONEL, 
Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan. 


James L. Botsford, of Ohio. 


TO BE CHIEF SURGEON UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS WITH THE 
RANK OF LIEUTENANT-COLONEL. 
Maj. Philip F. Harvey, surgeon, United States Army. 
TO BE DIVISION SURGEONS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, WITH THE 
RANK OF MAJOR. 


Nelson H. Henry, assistant surgeon-general of New Vork. 

Victor C. Vaughan, of Michigan, surgeon, Thirty-third Michi- 
gan Volunteer Infantry. 

Charles M. Robertson, of Iowa, surgeon, Fiftieth Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry. 


TO BE BRIGADE SURGEONS, UNITED STATES VOLUNTEERS, WITH THE 
RANK OF MAJOR. 
Royce Day Fry, of Ohio. 
Elmer E. Heg, of Washington. 
Charles R. Parke, of Pennsylvania, surgeon, Thirteenth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 
Jabez N. Jackson, of Missouri, surgeon, Third Missouri Volun- 


teers. 
Wallace Neff, of Ohio. 
George F. Shiels, of California. 
Pid nents S. Bryant, assistant surgeon, First Massachusetts Heavy 
ery. 
William F. de Niedeman, assistant surgeon, Twenty-second 
Kansas Volunteers. sal 
Francis C. Ford, of Texas, 
Lawrence C. Carr, of Ohio. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
To be captains. 


Marshall S. Swain, of Texas. 
Harry W. Miller, of Louisiana, 
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Stephen O. Fogua, of Louisiana. 
John Ernest Morris, of Louisiana. 
Edwin S. Broussard, of Louisiana. 
James B. Massie, of Texas. 

Irvin Mather, of Louisiana. 

Elias B. Wilcox, of Texas. 
Charles A. McCoy, of Louisiana. 
Frank J. Looney, of Louisiana. 
Anthony E. Fatjo, of Texas. 

G. Floyd Smith, of Louisiana. 


To be first lieutenants, 


Lonis A. Shallors, of Louisiana. 

Edwin T. Rockwell, of Ohio. 

Thomas A. Bagnal, of Texas. 

Vivian G of Louisiana. 

Charles E. Jones, of Texas. 

George M. G. Stafford, of Louisiana. 

Michael Pickard, of Louisiana. 

John H. Gregory, jr., of Florida, sergeant, Company B, Second 
United States olunteer Infantry. 

John M. Cunningham, of Louisiana. 

Dudley Tobin, of Texas. 

James H. Hicks „of Louisiana, first sergeant, Company I, Sec- 
ond United States Volunteer Infantry, 

Sydney Smith, of Louisiana, 


To be second lieutenants, 


William F. re E of Mississippi. 
John E. Nichols, of Texas, musician, Company G, Second United 
States Volunteer infantry. 
John B, Lobdell, of Louisiana. 
ee e den Company n be 
0 arkinson, o sergean mpany 
ond United States Volunteer Infantry. 
John B. Man , of Louisiana. 
Walker W. mner, of Louisiana, private, Company D, Second 
United States Volunteer Infantry. 
Jesse W. Smith, of Louisiana, sergeant, Company H, Second 
United States Volunteer Infantry. 
engl en ot Blo ida, first t, Co L, Second 
arry regory, of Flori sergeant, Company n 
United States Volunteer Infantry. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants, 
Corpl. John W. French, Company C, Twenty-first Infantry. 
Sergt. Cromwell Stacey, Company D, Thirteenth Infantry. 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 
To be inspector-general with the rank of major. 
Maj. Charles H. Heyl, assistant adjutant-general, by transfer, 
to fill an original vacancy. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 
To be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of major. 
Capt. William A. Simpson, Seventh Artillery, vice Heyl, assist- 
ant adjutant-general, transferred to Inspector-General’s Depart- 


ment. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, 


Emanuel M. Hewlett, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia agent 24, l N city of 
Washington), his present term expiring August 24 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 

Neal J, Sharp, of Challis, Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Hailey, Idaho, 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William A. Hodgman, of ee Idaho, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Hailey, I 

Charles H. Garby, of Leland, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lewiston, Idaho, 

APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


James W. Lee, of Maryland, to be constructor in and for the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States with the relative 
rank and pay of a first lieutenant. 


POSTMASTERS, 
William M, Powell, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
William P, Carter, to be postmaster at Lewes, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, July &, 1898, 
The House met at S o'clock m, (being called to order by the 


Speaker 5 

The 8 The Chair will state that the Journal Clerk 
informs the Chair that in consequence of his illness the Journal 
will not be ready to be read to the House for some fifteen or 
twenty minutes, Y With the consent of the House, it may be read 
then as now. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the pome, by Mr. Pratt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in wait the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 

ues 
4 S. 4548. An act for the relief of James H. Latham; 
S. g An act fixing the rank of the Adjutant-General of the 


S. 3576, An act for the relief of James Grace; 

S. 1189. An act for the relief of Charles Gallagher; 

S. 4395, An act to remove the charge of desertion standing on 
the record against the name of Charles Thompson; 

Sok 4510. An act to correct the military record ‘of William H. 
ore 

S. 4159. An act relative to the payment of claims for material 
and labor furnished for District of Columbia buildings; 

S. 3909. An act for the relief of Mrs. Harriet A. Ferguson; 

S. 4191. An act to readjust the boundary of the National Zoo- 
logical Park and preserve its seclusion between Park road on the 
east and Cincinnati street and Connecticut avenue on the west; 

S. 2456. An act for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, 


Mass.; 

8. 2148. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Merrick, Merrick & Cope; 

S. 3061. An act for the relief of William C. Dodge 

8 4255. An act for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk: eka others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher; 

S. 8641. An act to establish a United States court at Tisho- 
mingo, Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory; 

S. 4121. An act for the relief of the estate of 5 Crooks; 

S. 1100, An act for the relief of Thomas Chambers 

S. 2171. An act for the relief of M. D. Crow; 

S. 4315, An act to amend an act entitled An act providing for 
the public printing and binding and the distribution of public 
documents,” approved January 12, 1895; 

S. 4316. An act to incorporate the ‘American Social Science 
Association; 

S. 5.6 An act for the relief of Mary J. Cranston, of Washing- 
ton, 

S. 4306. An act to authorize the readjustment of the accounts 
of army officers; 

S. 1000. An act for the relief of Stephen Duncan Marshall and 
oe M. Miller, executors of the will of Levin R. Marshall, 


eceased; 

ber 763. An act for the relief of Augustus G. Kellog 

S. 1892. An act for the relief of the widow and lden of John 
Hamilton, deceased; 

S. 2350. An act for the relief of the heirs of Samuel B. Spark- 
man, of Nashville, Tenn.; 

S. 658. An act for the relief of Henry Lane; 

S. 110. An act referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
William E. Woodbridge; 

S. 3009. An act to enable naval courts-martial and courts of in- 
quiry to secure the attendance and testimony of civilian wit- 
nesses 

8. R. 184. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their resp`ctive sala» 
ries for the month of July, 1898, on the day of the adjournment 
of Congress; and 

S. R. 183. Joint resolution itting officers of the Re 
or Volunteer Army to also hold office as commissioners an 
torians of national military parks. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing e 


lar 
his- 


Also: 


Resolved, That the Senate reconsider its vote disagreeing to the amend- 

5 of the House to the bill (S. Aae granting a pension to Cassius M. 

za citizen of Kentucky an ope si general in the Army of the 

Fade States in the war of the — and seking a conference with the 
House of Representatives thereon, and agree to the same. 


1898. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized toclose the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on Friday, July 8, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


APPROPRIATIONS BY FIFTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire, with the consent of the 
House, to 5 the floor for a period not exceeding five or six 
minutes, to make a statement touching the general appropriations 
by Congress up to the present time. 

The SPE Without objection, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. The sum of $892,527,991.16 has been appro- 
priated at this session of Congress. This includes $117,836,220 
of permanent appropriations to meet sinking-fund requirements 
of and interest on the public debt, and for other objects, and 
$361,788,095.11 to meet expenditures of the war with Spain. 

Deducting the last two from the sum first mentioned, there re- 
mains $412,903,676.05, 8 the appropriations made at the 
present session to meet all ordinary expenses of the Government; 
which sum is only 84, 246, 816.75 more than was appropriated at 
the last session of the last Congress for the same purposes (includ- 
ing the appropriations made during the recent extra session), 
Which apparent excess is almost doubly offset by the increased 
appropriation of 88, 070,872.46 for the payment of pensions on ac- 
count of the fiscal year 1898, provided for in a deficiency act at this 
session. . 

No river and harbor bill has been passed at this session; but the 
sundry civil act carries 814,031, 613.56 to meet contracts author- 
ized by previous Congresses for river and harbor works. 


No laws authorizing the construction of public buildings in any 


of the cities throughout the country have been enacted, and other- 
wise the legislation authorizing expenditures and appropriations 
has been confined to the actual necessities of the Government, and 
to meet all demands incident to the existing war. 

The following tables show, by acts, the appropriations made for 
war expenditures, and also the history of the appropriation bills 
for the session. 

In addition to the appropriations made specifically for expenses 
of the conduct of the war since its inception and for the first six 
months of the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1898, contracts have 
been authorized on the naval appropriation act for new war vessels 
and for their armament, for which Congress will be called upon 
in the future to appropriate toan amount estimated at $19,216,156. 


ropriations made during the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress to 
Ap meet expenses incident to the war with 958 2 


--- $50,117, 000. 00 


Army and Navy deficiencies, act May 4, 1898 31, 625, 725. 71 
1 
—:: Sad SEE Sed baste 23, 095, 549.49 
on act, May 7, 1898—amount of increase 
over act as DURE on r TT 5, 232, 582, 00 
Naval auxiliary ac !.. .... „000, 000. 00 


3 1898 
Additional clerical force, War Department, Auditors’ Offices, 
eto. act May 31, 1808. 2... ene eee oe 
Life-Saving Service, act June 7, 1898.......... a 
Army and Navy deficiencies, act June 8, 1898.............-..- „015, 
Appropriations in act to vide ways and means to meet w: 
expenditures, June 13, 


Army, Navy, and other war mses for six mon 
ETA 1, 105 in general deficiency — a PETES 226, 004, 261. 46 
Expenses of g home remains of soldiers 200,000. 00 


The tables referred to are as follows: 


Chronological history of appropriation bills, second session of the Fifty Congress, estimates and appropriations for the fiscal year 1898-99, and appropri 
ations for the fiscal year 1397-98. 


[Prepared by the clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives.] 


1899. 
a Date. 


1898. 
n EEA a@$2, 835,350.00 | Jan. 11 323, 
F i TEET Jan. 14 8.18. 
Diplomatic and consular 5 1, 850, 428. 76 Jan. 12 1,729, 
District of Columbia b. a 6, 205,015.06 Jan. 19 | 5, 637, 
Fortification ...... ......... 13, 378,571.00 | Jan. 29 | 4,144, 
PIMP A P E E EA EAA E 7,375, 617.08 | Ji sns 7,527, 
Legislative, ete 22, 313, 288.65 * 21, 562, 


Deficiency, Naval Academy, eto 


Urgent deficiency, 188 
Deficiency, United States courts, public 
PPIE OD TTTTCCT0TTTT ces 
Urgent deficiency, national defense, eto. 
ciency, Army and iat and printing. 
ons, è 


Grand total regular and perma- 
nent annual appropriations 


Reported to the House. 
Amount. 


5 888888 


•— —äjä4ä—'ñ.· 2õũoß ne esene 


Passed the House. 
Date. Amount. 


00 360, 902. 00 3 
00 Jan. 18 185, 992. 00 , 142, 492. 00 
76 | Jan. 20 | 1,729,008. 76 1, 752, 208. 76 
57 Feb. 2 | 5,606,647.57 7, 138, 118. 20 
00 | Feb. 5 4,14, 912.00 9,399, 494. 00 
90 | Jan. 27 517, 454. 90 7, 725, 120. 90 
65 Jan. 11 | 21, 476, 245. 6 21, 648, 406. 05 


80, SH UT 
5, 730, 804. 80 

210,000.00 
1,913, 779.33 


35, 720, 945, 41 
8, 498, 431.91 


17, 945, 000. 00 
234, 418, 542. 45 


770, 420, 093. 99 


17, 945, 000. 00 
226, 140, 246. 


752, 840, 201.11 |. 


—— ns 22222ũ2z4ũ12t]%% I ·.̃èn«««««k „ 


Law, 1898-99. 
Date. Amount. 


888885 


8 
8288888888 


8828 


BEE 


} 
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T second session of the Fi timates and i 
Chronological history of appropriation bilis, . e TTA 3 — for: the fiscal year 1398-09, and appropria- 


ann 444-4 1K—h—4ſh wenn nn ns een ͤꝛ : 7¾’ k tenn eens meee 4„b6ũ? 


Bd pre deficiency, national defense, 
ao spt Army and — avy and printing 
msions, eto ------ — ä —— 
U: H rre military and naval establishments 5 
ciency, 1898 and prior 


T regular mal 
8 „ 


Grand total, regular and permanent annual appropriations 


PTT. AAAPWyyyꝓaſyſahySaſꝓyyySaS— FPR 


—— ä —A42—Q22 —W——— ͤh—B— «ABK AKũ«d%ĩ 2 — 


1898. 
. — a DES 


$99, 222, 300. 75 


$95, 685, 338. 75 
& 
£48, 489, 217. 28 


153, 011, 789. 98 


Amount of estimated revenues for 
Amount of estimated postal revenues for fiscal year 1899 


aNo amount is included in the estimates for 1899 for the Agricultural 
by the act of March 2, 1887. The amounts a; ted for this purpose for 
uuf e 
Which are payable from the revenues o water de 
Includes all expenses of the tal service ble from 
4 This amount 4s exclusive o $13,008,007.56 to on 
mates for 1899. 


—— — — ——— — —— - 


Total estimated revenues for fiscal year 1809 -202020-2 --..--- 


fı 
Columbia payable by —2 United 
ni 


SIA GOT A aa aap ¾ ̃ (ApH HH — . . a ee N 


000.00 
92, 874, 647.37 


menn E 458,874,647,87 


mt for tural ent stationsin th eral States auth 
. eee 
States, except amounts for water department (estimated for 1899 at 


revenues and out of the Treasury. 
meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements included in the sundry civil esti- 


e This amount includes $18,098,007.56 to meet contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements for 1999. 


J This amount is a 


and $543,000 additional for river and har its for 1898; ug 
contracts authorized 000 additional for river and harbor 
the improvement 
ing the crevasse in Pass a Lou 
eficiency act, 


Mr. CANNON. At this stage, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire 
further to submit remarks touching this matter, but I do desire 
for myself leave to submit some further remarks and have them 
printed in the Recorp touching the general question of appro- 
priations and kindred subjects, say for ten days after the close of 
the session. And I will now yield to the gentleman from Texas, 
Governor SAYERS, asking unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to submit the remarks to which I referred, __ f 

Mr. HENDERSON. Before the gentleman from Illinois yields 
the floor, I would like to ask him a question, with his consent. 

Mr. CANNON. i 


Mr. HENDERSON. Wil my friend from Illinois state to the | th 


House what part of the $360,000,000 which has been appropriated 
for war ee tae before the commencement of the 
present sca year? ; ir 

Mr. CANNON. I can not give the information at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will the tables to which the gentleman 
refers show that? 

Mr. CANNON, Later on that may be shown, but not now. 

I will say to my friend from Iowa that it is im e to make 
such a statement at the present time. It can only be made after 
it has been ascertained at the Treasury what the actual or — - 
ture has been, andalso what action has been taken there and what 
rie ona have been incurred, and which must be met out of 

t fund. 

The only thing practicable now is to make a general statement 
of the appropriations that have been made by this Congress and 
Wait until a future period for the information in question. Pos- 
sibly in a period covered by the next three months it may be 
practicable to give the information in full up to this time; and as 
to the remaining of the appropriation, at the end of another 
three months, or longer. : 

I would like, Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent in behalf of my- 
self, and also in behalf of the gentleman from T Governor 
Sayers, to submit the remarks to which I have „and 
have them printed in the RECORD within the time fixed, 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the gentleman will have 
that privilege. 


the eral deficiency act for river and 
tor IS, 412. 


tracts by law, and the joint resolution of February 
„ an outlet of the ae River, making in all for river and harbor improvements in sun 


priated in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law, 
bor improvements for 1808. in all, $14 097,430.36. 88 
in the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law, 

91. The general deficiency act also appropriates $1,200,000 to carry out 
ents, and the joint resolution of Mar 1, 1897, appropriates ,000 for 
26, 1897, a 8 00 for 
ry civil act for 1898, in 


priations by Congress, as follows: By the District of 
y act, $1,401,375.09; in all, $2,269,375.00. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

` Mr. oe I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
AYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
House for a few moments only, I will endeavor to present a state- 
ment of the a priations, as I understand them, which have 
been made by the present Con 

It will be borne in mind that heretofore the statement of appro- 
priations made at any session of Congress has not only includéd 
the actual appropriations made, but also the permanent appro- 
priations, so as to reach the total amount of appropriations for 

e fiscal year. This has been the uniform and un- 
broken custom. 


The table that I hold in my hand shows that the sum total of 
all the appropriations by this Congress aggregates §892,527,991.16, 
This sum includes the permanent appropriations, the appropria- 
tions for the civil and ordinary expenses of the Government, and 
also the appropriations to meet the expenses of the war up to 
January i next. 


Segregating the several items, we find that of the $892,527,991.16, 
8361, 788, 095. 11 have been appropriated for war p es. Deduct- 
„we have left 


this Congress, it will be seen that the appropria- 
tions by the present Congress have largely exceeded those of any 
other Congress for a like period for many years, and that, too, 
without including the appropriations for war expenditures. 

Mr. LOVE, The amount stated by the gentleman to have been 
e e for war expenditures is that which has been appro- 
priated up to this time? 

Mr. SA . Up to this time. 

Mr. LOVE. But not expended? 


Mr. SAYERS. No; not expended, of course. The appropria- 


tions for war expenses are intended to cover those to be in 
up to the ist of January next. 

That is what I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. Speaker, I will a 


for 210 


Mr. LOV. 
Mr. SAYERS. to my remarks a 
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table showing the rg ssp at each 1 of the last Con- 


, and also by the pag a comparison ma; 
drawn, in Phi — AE $361, 788, 095.11 should be 
war. This woul 


still leave the appro by the present 5 o 
those at either session = the last Congress, notwithstanding tha 


The following table shows the various appropriations: 


W made po py biped 3 oft the 99 — Congress and 
a N E PR E ENE EE 


Title. 


1 „ 
DO, ———ĩꝛ — 
1 e consular -...... 
Birr umbia sessa 


8888888888885 
5888883388888 


Deficiencies including war ex- 
ap, 
at £5 second ee sar ten 
Congress. 


7 771.16 
75.000, 000.00 


4 4.08.0 


408, 656, 859. 30 
120,078, 220. 00 


To better illustrate the extravagance of the present Congress, I 
will invite, Mr. Speaker, the attention of members to the appro- 
pisus at each session of the Fifty-third Congress, when this 

ouse was under the control of a Democratic majority, as will be 
seen from the following table: 


"416, 010. 00 


tal, regular annual ap- 

; 3 priations -=-= 
a bara annual appropri- 
eT, ER AE pes ep UD, 


Grand total, regular and 
permanent annual ap- 
propriations 


774,001, 771. 10 
117, 836, 220. 0 


896, 791, 034. 57 
119, 054, 100. 00 


515,845, 194.57 


Appropriations made by the Fifty-third Congress. 


i 


Pe Se SAS SS EL 223,623.08 | $3,308, 750.00 
oa 592,884.68 | 23,252, 608.09 
Diplomatic and consular. 563, 918.76 1,575, 073. 94 
t of Col 545,678.57 5, 745, 643. 25 
perenne — 5 427,004.00 1, 904, 557. 50 
— RE 659, 565. 16 8, 978, 048. 01 
Le istics. S 805,583.29 | 21,888, 222. 48 
Military Academ; 406, 535.08 464, 261. 66 
Navy 827, 126.72 29, 716, 77.31 
581,570.00 | 141,381, 570.00 
esse 236, 509. 55 89, 545, 997. 86 
E AA 643, 180. 00 -v 
T E EAE EU E EER 253, 775.55 
Sp ae ee 811, 004.06 
I dpncawsins conned scence = os „648.48 
Dee Se Sa 
Total regular annual a riations 
Permanent annual appropria tions 
r A 


THE JOURNAL, 


Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privil I 
desire to correct the 8 = se 


until the Journal has been read. He will then be 
The a ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prove 


The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the gentleman wait | read 
recognized. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 
Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware rises to a ques- 
tion of 3 
Mr. Mr. Speaker, I yield for a moment to the gentle- 
man from Ohio . TAYLER], who wishes to submit a request. 
Mr. CATLER of Ohio. Mr. 8 er, I have prepared some 
Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Ohio to 
withhold his 8 until we see what action is taken in refer- 
ence to the matter now to be presented by the gentleman from 


Mr. Hanpy]. I will say to the gentleman frankly 
el Seat ine Are fairy trotted aber this . I shall make no objection. 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. As I have to ask unanimous consent on 


ald | m peel Cer of course, to the gentleman from Texas, 
Me. BAILEY. 1 will depen: 45 


d on the way in which we are 

treated on this ar i 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to correct the RECORD by 
striking out all on page 7578, all on 7579, and on the follow- 
ing „7580, to wit, , all beginning wi the words, “ The Dingley 
bill done remarkably well,” ET toand including the words, 
“This is all any nation assumes to 

I make this motion, Mr. — 1 —.— the which I 
propose to strike out and expunge from the RECORD was not spoken 
on the floor, and because it was not and is not aerial page 1 
to print given to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], 
whose remarks it A in the RECORD; 

Mr. DALZELL. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry, Is the 
motion of the gentleman in order at this time a motion to strike 


out of the RECORD? 

The AKER, The Chair thinks it is in order. It comes at 
the close of the reading of the Journal. The gentleman made his 
point as soon as the House met. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to state that, aside from the 
tables, there is not a word in the RECORD that was not delivered. 

Mr. HANDY. I did not understand the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is not a word in the RECORD, 
aside from the tables and figures, that was not spoken by me on 


the floor of ae House 
Mr, HANDY. at. Speaker, Tiap that statement of fact. 


I have here gigs 5 furnished to me by the reporters of the 
House. I have in my hand the beginning of the 5 8 
penaa eee which in cold blood he had sent down to the Pub- 

Printer to have set up in type before he real cor to speak in the 
House. He read from those remarks, torning them over as he 
read, and he raed this palo on page 75 7580 of to-day’s RECORD: 

Remember, the gentleman from Missouri had had three of his own bills 
favorably reported and one passed and approved by the President. 

Up to this point the reporter had taken no stenographic notes 
of the remarks of the gentleman from New York, because the gen- 
tleman from New York had notified the reporters that he pro- 
Was to read from the advance proofs of his printed speech, 

t I have asked the House to strike out appears in the printed 
speech beyond the point where the 3 had read. It was 
not in the part of his speech that he 


The part of the printed speech which appears on pages 7578 
and 7520 followed in ake h he had prepared, the part of the 
speech he actually delive: I only have the word of the reporter, 


for I was not listening to the gentleman’ sspeech. Very 
ple listened to the gentleman’s 
esting speech, and but few people would listen to it or read it 
thereafter, and I am to be excused for not listening toit. But 
as to the part on page 7580, I know of personal knowledge that 
it was not spoken on the floor. 1 was listening at that part, and it 


was not spoken on the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, those paragraphs are a 5 of the brutal 
assault Which the 5 Was ma n the absent member 
from . CLARK]. It is a 5 but it is not 
What he said. om that point on during the rest of his 
the foe npo took his words down verbatim, and I have them here. 

The reporter's notes will be found almost verbatim in to-day’s 
RECORD, beginning with the interruption of Mr. Fants at this 
point. The notes as 8 dcr, Certain! took up a contain all that the 
gentleman said on the 55 matter on page 7580, 
in the first column, with“ The Dingley bili has has done 
remarkably well,” Pepe to “Thatis all any nation assumes to 
do,” was not en on the floor. 

tleman was attempting to read it, and at every point 
as he adyanced I raised the point of order that it 8 
mane. The Chair—the Speaker sll tempore being in the 
held that it was not 5 the gentleman was not permit- 
ted to read it before the House, because it was not in order, and 
the House would not t him to read it. Let when he comes 
to publish his remarks, he put in all that he was not allowed to 
on the floor. en, alter the unauthorized matter, follows 
the colloquy, showing Where it was broken in and how the gen- 
tleman was called to order, 

It seems to me that under the pee to print a man has no 
right to print that which he would have no right to read or speak 
on the floor if a pes: of order were made against it. 

When the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] had permission 
to extend remarks in support of a motion to nonconcur, he stated, 
and it was a part of the contract made with the House, that there 
was nothing partisan in the speech; and yet page 7578 is a tisan 
speech, attempting to compare the administration of the Pension 
Bureau under the present Commissioner of Pensions with the ad- 
ministration of that Bureau under a Democratic Commissioner of 
Pensions, to the political advantage, in so many words, of the 


few peo- 
It was a dulland uninter- 
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present Commissioner of Pensions, It does not take a long argu- 
ment to show this, Mr. S er. 

This language is such that members who were here yesterday 
will remember that itis not language spoken in debate, and it is not 
language to which unanimous consent to print was given. The 
gentleman was given unanimous consent to extend his remarks 
and publish certain tables, and the extension of those remarks was 
not to be of a partisan nature. : 

A point of order was made against his spoken remarks, because 
he had attacked in a ferocious manner an absent member, in 
which he went to the extent of saying: 

tof Ananias and Sa and that he is fully able 
N 3 reputation of the joi family. z 

That was the gentleman's language in regard to an absent mem- 
ber. He afterwards said he had not attacked the absent member 
but simply read a letter. Nevertheless, he made that attack, and 
he was thereupon called to order on the ground that he was not 

speaking germane to the subject before the House. 

He has included in his printed speech words the House had re- 
fused him permission to use, I make this motion tostrike out, 
not because I object to his speed not because I think ni pay 
friends are in any danger from his speech, not because I fancy 
under any circumstances that this particular gentleman would be 
able to 

Mr. STEELE, I submit that the gentleman’s opinion of the 
speech has nothing to do with the matter. ; 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks the gentleman is proceeding 
to state why it should be stricken out of the RECORD. 

Mr. STEELE. I think it is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. That may be a rhetorical manner of making 
a statement about this correction. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I desire at this time that the gen- 
tleman yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. DY. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Before the consent was given to 
extend the remarks in the RECORD the gentleman from New 
York expressly stated to the House the following language: 

in these tables, and I shall not insert anythin 
of „ 8 r 

Mr. HANDY. Why, certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. the gentleman will yield to me for a 
moment. I remember . I know the gentleman 
wants to be correct, and I desire he should be—I think the gentle- 
man will find that the gentleman from New York in making his 
statement said that there should be nothing in the speech of a 
partisan nature except one paragraph with reference to a publica- 
tion by a Democrat. : 

Mr. HANDY. If the gentleman will examine the RECORD, he 
will find that while the gentleman made that statement, he did 
not make it at the time that the request for unanimous consent 
was submitted to the House. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I understand. 

Mr.HANDY. You will find that that occurred afterwards and 
was not a part of the unanimous consent. 

Mr. DINSMORE, And I remember perfectly well that the 

int of order was made against him, and it was sustained by the 

air. 

Mr. HANDY. Yes, sir; and the attack on Mr. CLARK is not 
the only partisan part of this printed speech, Mr. Speaker, Allof 

e 7570 and part of 7579 is isan matter that was not spoken, 
and yet is printed. Notwithstanding his statement to the con- 
trary, it is there in the RECORD, and yet was not spoken on the 
floor. I am satisfied the reporter’s notes will show that it was 
not spoken on the floor. : 

Certainly the reporter's notes as given tome show that that part 
of the speech was not spoken on the floor. The printed speech 
which the gentleman had set up before he began to speak had 
this part subsequent to the place where he was called down by 
the House. He has taken the samega part of the spao and 
put it in the first place, and put in the interruptions and the call- 
ing down by the Speaker of the House at the close of his speech. 
By this transposition he seems to have inserted it all. 

The situation is this: The gentleman has offended t the 
rules of the House by printing in the RECORD what he did not say 
on the floor, what he did not have consent to print, and he offended 
against good taste by attacking ferociously one of the absent mem- 
bers of the House. Therefore, as we made the point of order 
against him yesterday, so to-day, without any elin against him, 
except a regard for orderly procedure and fair deating. we make 
the point now. Now, thinking the gentleman from New York 
may want to speak to this motion, I reserve the balance of my 
time and yield the floor to him. 

er, on yesterday the follow- 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. S 
ing proceedings were had in relation to a pension bill: 


Mr. Ray of New York. I move that the House nonconcur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. In support of that motion I desire to submit some re- 
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marks to the House. As I have some tables here which are somewhat lengthy 
and perhaps wearisome, I ask permission that I may extend my remarks 
and insert these tables without reading them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent, et. 

Mr. Mrers of Indiana. I wish to inquire to what subject these tables relate. 

Mr. Ray of New York. They show the number of widows on the pension 
rolls growing out of the war, the amount of money that we pay pensioners, 
and other details as to pensions granted to soldiers of one war and another. 
There is nothing in these tables, and I shall not insert anything ofa 
partisan nature in my extended remarks. 


Then Mr. BAILEY made an inquiry, and I stated that my re- 
marks would appear in the RECORD this morning. Then an 
inquiry was e whether my remarks would be confined partic- 
ularly to that bill, and I stated they would not. Later on Mr. 
BAILEY or some one asked if the gentleman from New York was 
going to make an hour's speech on that bill, to which I replied, 
No, sir; I am not gong bed introduce politics into it. There is 
only one single item in the speech to which partisan or personal 
allusion can be attached, and that is in reference to a letter writ- 
ba by a gentleman of this House to which I shall refer,” and so 

orth. 

Unanimous consent was not only given that I print the tables, 
but that I should extend my remarks in the RECORD. The gen- 
tleman refers to the fact that I had had some remarks set up in 
type. Thatistrue. I didit at the request of one of the reporters 
of a paper printed in New York City, who desired the statistics 
and figures contained in it, and I had the printed part before me 
when I delivered my remarks upon the floor of this House. I fol- 
lowed them closely from the beginning. When I reached the 
figuren or tables I only gave a summary and proceeded rapidly, as 
all gentlemen know. I did not deliver that speech in the order in 
which it was set up and printed. 

I knew that there would undoubtedly be a storm raised by 
Democrats who op pensions and soldiers when I presented the 
letter written by the Democratic member of this House to whom 
I had referred, and I therefore reserved it until the last, and I 
inserted in the RECORD just what I delivered on the floor of the 
House, and nothing more, and have also inserted in the RECORD 
the stenographer’s notes, and all of the stenographer's notes, in 
the order of time and the place when they came in, and nothin 
more. When the gentleman from Delaware says that I | 
any portion of a printed speech or any remarks that I did not de- 
liver on the floor of this House, he states that which is not true, 
He was not present until very late, and does not know and can 
not know what was said. 

Mr. HANDY. Does the gentleman from New York mean to 
state that on page 7580, along down here from the words “the 
Dingley bill,” on that column, he delivered that on the floor of 
the House? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I delivered all of what is in the REC- 
ORD except the figures and tables. 

Mr. BRUCKER. There are no figures and tables on page 7580, 

Mr. RAY of New Vork. I did not say there were. I said I de- 
livered it all except the figures and tables, if there were any there. 

Mr. HANDY. I have the reporter’s notes, which show that, 
beginning at the words ‘‘the Dingley bill,“ from that point the 
reporter took down verbatim what the gentleman said, and all 
the rest of that column doés not appear in the reporter's notes. 
I challenge the gentleman to find a man on the floor who will say 
that he heard that part of the speech delivered on the floor. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman refers to remarks 
where I started in to repeat something that I had before said in 
response to inquiries that were made, 

Mr. HANDY. No, I do not. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But I think I know, for I delivered 
the speech, and the gentleman must remember that he was not on 
the floor until very late in the pore. 

Mr. HANDY. I was on the floor when you read the letter from 
Mr. CLARK, and from that time on there is a column of a speech 
in the RECORD that I did not hear, and the reporter's notes show 
Mr HULL. Ar. Speak liamentary inqui 

i . 5; er, a parliamen uiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it 

Mr. HULL. This Congress is to adjourn at 2 o'clock, and I 
want to ask the Chair if it will be possible to get in any public 
business between now and that time? 

The SPEAKER. No doubt the gentleman from Delaware will 
bring the matter to a close as soon as both sides have been heard. 

Mr, RAY of New York. I will bring my remarks to a close in 
amoment. I had reserved the Champ Clark letter until the last. 
1 had delivered everything in my printed speech on the floor of 
the House except that. 1 had read that letter and commented 
upon it. I referred to other matters when the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Faris] rose and asked mea question. Prior 
to that remark the gentleman from [Mr. RIDGELY] had 
interrupted me and I had replied to him. 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Faris] renewed the entire 
subject by rising and asking a question; and his question was 


1898. 
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whether I had seen the letter or read the letter that I had refer- 
ence to. That renewed the whole subject. It was while we were 


discussing that and after the gentleman from Georgia . Liv- 
INGSTON] had spoken, and after we had p: ed some time, that 
the gentleman from Delaware appeared on the floor and made 
his points of order. The gentleman from Indiana knows that 
what I state is absolutely true. Upon my own statement I rest 
the matter with this House. $ 

Mr. BRUCKER. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Does he state to the House that he used the language found on 
page 7580, as follows: 

I shall be pardoned 

Mr. RAY of New York. I used all the language in the RECORD. 
That is what I say. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I wish to know specifically whether the gen- 
tleman uttered this language: 

I shall be 2 for exhibiting some considerable feeling on this sub- 

as Lam char; chairman 


ject, for, „as of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
with caring for the rights of the old soldiers, my comrades of -three 
years ago, with whom I marched and “drank from the same canteen.” 


Does the gentleman say that he used that language here in the 
House of Representatives yesterday? $ ‘ 

Mr. RAY of New York. Almost word for word—substantially 
word for word. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Was it most or “many?” [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, I can not say; in reading I may 
have omitted a word or changed a word, but substantially every 
word. I had the printed speech before me 

Mr. BRUCKER. Now, I will ask the gentleman this ques- 


tion 

Mr. RAY of New York. And I have inserted nothing I did not 
say except the fi and tables. 

. BRUCKER. I ask the gentleman whether he used the lan- 

guage found on page 7578, from the words but the work of the 

ureau” down to ‘ faithfully?” 

Mr. RAY of New York. I decline to be interrupted further. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Well, if the gentleman declines to answer 
[Cries of“ Vote!“ ‘* Vote!”] 

=~ SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
men 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Im 
all chat opreste in toda 2 rcd ge paves 7678 and 197%, and all on page 
7580, as follows: From the words “The ley bill has done” to “this 

any nation assumes to do,” inclusive. 

Mr. HANDY. The gentleman from New York has raised a 
question of veracity between him and myself in regard to what 
he said as it is reported on page 7580. I wish to say that I hold 
in my hand the stenographic notes of the reporter, ished me 
last night from the reporters’ room, paang with ‘‘the Cham 
Clark letter” and giving word for word everything that was sai 
on the floor thereafter by the gentleman from New York and 
everybody else; and I wish to say (and I have here the ss bard 
notes in verification of what I have to say) that there is ost a 
column printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as if it had been 
said by the gentleman from New York, which he gives his word 
as a Representative on this floor that he did say, but which the 
reporter's notes show that he did not say. Andon my word and 
on the memory of members of the House and on the reporter's 
notes which I have in my hand, I ask members of the House to 
give their judgment. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Those are the official notes? 

Mr. HANDY. Yes; the notes of the official reporter. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The reporter's notes were given to me, 
and I made but two changes in them. They went in with the 
ep portions of my remarks and one other matter which I 

d deliver on the floor of this House, without a word changed or 
erased, except in one instance, and only one word inserted. And 
the reporter's notes given to me will show the fact that nothing 
was left out and that nothing was added. The member from Dela- 
ware says he was not present and did not listen. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman from Delaware think it 
will make a particleof difference to the country whether this 
in or out of the RecorD? Does he think it will have any effect 
either on parties or the country? Probably if the attention of the 
House had not been called to the matter it would never have at- 
tracted any notice in the country whatever. I am inclined to 
think this is a kind of “ tempest in a teapot,” anyhow. 

Mr. HANDY. I think that is very probable. I made my sec- 
retary read this speech to-day, and he thought it was cruel treat- 
ment. [Laughter] I think, from that opinion on his part, that 
this does not make much difference. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Delaware d 
for a moment in order that the gentleman from Iowa (Mr, Hex- 
DERSON] may submit a resolution? 


XXXI——426 


Mr. HENDERSON. I wish to submit a resolution that will 
take but a moment, a parel formal resolution. . 

Mr. HANDY. I yield, of course. I had intended, at any rate, 
to ask for a vote. 
_ Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


pleted the business of the present session and are ready to adjourn unless 
the President has some other communication to make to them. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
committee to wait upon the President under the resolution of the 
House just adopted: Mr. HENDERSON, Mr. Hopxins, and Mr, 
RICHARDSON. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. HANDY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution proposed by 
the gentleman from Delaware to correct the RECORD as stated. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. HANDY demanded a division. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 52, 


noes 80. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. jg sa I ask for tellers, 

Mr. CANNON. . Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not do 
that—— [Cries of on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. There are matters of vital importance that 
should be attended to in the few minutes remaining of the ses- 
sion—— 

i = HANDY. I demand the regular order, and ask a vote by 
ellers, 

Mr. CANNON. There are matters in which the whole country 
is interested—— [Renewed cries of “Regular order!” on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. BAILEY. You will not pass any resolution, I will state to 
the gentleman, until the correction of the RECORD is made. 

Mr. HANDY. And I want it corrected according to the facts. 


ar order!’ 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, this is a matter of more importance 
than the mere correction of the RECORD, [Renewed cries of 
“Regular 7 

Mr. HANDY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hanpy and 
Mr. Hutt as tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker [Cries of R r order!“ 

Mr. CANNON 5 Mr. Speaker, I will take the re- 
sie ye char Cries of Correct the RECORD first!”] 

Mr. BALL. The RECORD is false, and we are going to correct 
it. You knew it was false when you voted for it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, that is a lie— 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democraticside). 
Illinois should be in order 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will be in order and take their 


seats. 

Mr.CANNON. Well, I will take the responsibility, Mr. Speaker, 
in view of the existing conditions, to demand the yeas and nays. 
Evidently the gentleman from Delaware intends to do that; and 
to save time I hope that there will not bs enough to order the yeas 
andnays. There are matters of importance here—publicmatters— 
affecting all of the States, matters involving the expenditure of 
millions of dollars of the public moneys that should be acted on 


now. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the regular order. 

At this point there was a scene of great confusion on the floor, 
and the Speaker directed the Sergeant-at-Arms to proceed with 
the mace and require members to resume their seats. 

Mr. Cannon, Mr. HANDY, and others addressed the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois and other gen- 
tlemen will please take their seats. 

The question is on the demand for the yeas and nays made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cuaron. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 41 
members rose in favor of the demand. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us have the other side, 

The other side being counted, 87 members were announced in 
opposition to the demand. 

the yeas and nays were ordered, under the rule. 

. CANNON. Again, Mr. § er, I ask—— [Cries of 
y order!” on the Democratic opl 
Mr. HULL. Very well; let them take the responsibility. 

I want to ask, however, the unanimous consent of the House 
now—— [Renewed cries of Regular order!“ 


The gentlemanfrom 


— 
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The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the resolution proposed by 
mtleman from Delaware. 
the gentleman fom taken; and there were—yeas 50, nays 104, an- 
gwered ‘‘ present” 30, not voting 171; as follows: 


YEAS—50. 
` De Graff Lam Rhea. 
S Esk ee ee 

Elliott, Henk Rixey, 

Ball, Fitzgerald, Robinson, Ind. 
Bartlett For, McCulloch, — 
Berry, Handy, McDowell, 8 ens, Tex. 

= Bidaa Masure — 
Bruniga J ones, Va. Norton, Ohio Tate, r 
Cochran, Mo, Kindin, Otey 5 3 
Cox, Kleberg, Pierce, Tenn. 

NAYS—10. 

Da Howell, Parker, N. J 
= vil Wis Hal Payne, 
ane Davison, Ky. Hurley, Pearce, Mo. 

8 Evans, Kerr, Perkins, 
Baker, Faris, Eaten Powers, 
panem Fischer, Kir Russell, 

oldt, Pletcher, Knox, Shattuc, 

i Fowler, — Smi 
D Fowler, N. J. Smith, 
ham, 8 Lawrence, Southard, 
ileti Mass, Lom, Seeler 
* Grona Mas Stewart, N. 3. 
aoe M —.— 0 
leigh, row d 

Hawley, Mahon, p; 
parton, . Marsh. an Voorhis, 
Cannon, Henderson, Mercer, Walker, Va. 
Ca; Hepburn, Mills, ‘Warner, 
Godding. Hilborn, Minor, Weaver, 
Connolly, Hill, Moody, W. 

Cousins, Hitt, a — 7. a 
Crump. Hooker, imsted, Whi 5 
Pa 
Curtis; Kans Hopkins, Otjen, pa Viliams, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—30. 
Grif: Moon. Stark, 
Jar bon n Peters, Stone, Q W. 
co Hicks, Pitney, Stone, W. A. 
Armond, Jenkins, Ray, Terry, 
Vries, Richardson, Wanger, 
entrout, Lewis, Wash. Simpson, Wise. 
ton, Loud, Skinner, 
Gaines, McCormick, Smith, S. W. 
NOT VoTING-III. 
herd, Kno Bauer 
, n, Eup eee 
Arnaki 5 Shafroth, 

2 ‚Cummings, Lester, Shannon, 
Bankhead, Curtis, lowa Lewis, Ga. Shelden, 
Barber, Danford, Littauer, Showalter, 
Barney, Davey, Little, Shuford, 
Barre Davis, Lorimer, Soyun; 
Barrows, Dayton, Loudenslager, th, Ky. 
Beach, Dingley, Lovering, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belden, — ee Snover, 
poner eg Porr. McEwan, ` — — 
— — Dovener, McIntire, Sparkman, 

McMillin, 8 
Bishop, I. McRae, Ballings n 
Mahany, Stevens, 
Brantley, x Fe Marshall, Stokes, 
Brenner, Ohio Fowler, N. G Martin, Nebr. 
Brower, Gillet, N. L. N.a 
Brewster, Graf, Meekison, Sulloway, 
Brosius, Greene, Nebr. Mesick, ‘Sutherland, 
B Griggs, Meyer, La. Swanson, 
Brownlow, Grow, * Miers, Ind. Talbert, 
a Gunn, » Miller, —.— 
1 phell, Harmer, Newlands, Todd, 
Cate Hartman, N 4 Underwood, 
Chic Héatwole, Norton, S. O. ye 

Henry, Ind. Odell, Vincen 
‘Clark, Iowa Henry, Miss, Ogden, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Mo, 1 Henry, Tex. Overstreet, Walker, Mass, 

ANE O Homia ee Whaler, Ala 

e N. T. Hunter, Wheeler, Ky. 
Connell, 8 goles, Wilharhs, Miss. 
Cooney, Jo) N. Dak. a ‘Wilson, 

Cooper, ao Jones, RI a Young, 
Gerlias Kelley. Royse, 7 
So the motion am 0. ie te 
— HICKS. am paired with the gentleman 
in “ppt, and to —— vote 
0 1 “The ote of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
Y 8 
an, will te withdrawn, 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN, 
Mr. THORP with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio 2 5 Mr. Ae 


Mr. PRINCE with Mr. HIN RICHSEN. 

Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE, 
Mr. with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. GRIFFITH, 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr, OGDEM 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. Lewis of Georgia. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. CLARK of Missouri, 

Mr. Morris with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr, BARNEY with Mr, CLAYTON. 

Mr. LORMER with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. LATIMER, 
Mr. Coon of Wisconsin with Mr, MAXWELLI» 
Mr. McEwan with 5 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. BRANTLEY, 
Mr. FISCHER with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr, BENTON, 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. BLAND. 


Mr. RoysE with Mr. ZENOR, 3 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. S , I should like to vote. 
| TheSPEAKER. Was 1 present when his name 
7 id he fail to hear it? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am in doubt. Icamein at the 
door and thought I heard it. I thought I would take the benefit 
4 of the doubt. 
The SPEAKER. ue the rule, the Chair can not entertain 
the 9 


. GAINES. amp with the gentleman from New York, 


iis SULZER I wish to ne — hether I am paired with the 
o. - W. am f d 
— 


I gentleman from New York, 


1898. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not remember. 

Mr. SULZER. Very well; then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, Mr. HEATWOLE, upon all political questions. 
From the manner in which the vote has been cast, I regarded this 
asone. If he had been present, I should have voted “ aye.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


om the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
eee De the Senate had passed without amendment the fol- 
lowing resolution: 
Congress ths er FTT 
Congress approved March suspend 
VCC ahi sin 

The message alsoannounced that the Senate had passed without 
„ the bill (H. R. 10766) granting right of way 5 
the Pikes Peak Timber Land Reserve and the public lands to 
Cripple Creek Short-Line Railway Company. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF GOVERNORS OF STATES FOR WAR EXPENSES 
INCURRED, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, 3 the following bill, and move 
to suspend the rules and pass it. 

The bill (S. 4853) to reimburse the governors of States and Ter- 
ritories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States 
to raise and and supply and equi 1 
5 tes in the existing war with Spain was read, as 

WS: 


Beiten etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis here 
orano out sny eter in the otherwise nigh 
88 8 


sport ag wad 
insite ing the United States, to zais 
su “ su 
porting mea men of his State or Territory 
o Volunteer Arm: . — U tai 


paid for shall be 
enrollment for — in the Volunteer 
lace heir tance into the same 


by 

names of the m en transported shall 
Tolls of the Volunteer Arm: of the United S W That 
such claims shall be settled u Ne 3 u 
e proper accounting ofticers of the And ed 

ee where the money to pay said 
3 yh ter borrowed 
States o: or Territories, and interest 
2 * D their Sta 


rest be = the governors or thei Bieter r Territories on the 
amounts — — out by them, nor any other amount — or paid than is in 
this act expressly mentioned. 

Mr. HAY. 3 from Iowa will ask unani- 
mous consent me e present consideration of that bill, 

Mr. HULL. If there is no objection—— 

Mr. BAILEY. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. HULL. The motion which I have made, if there is no ob- 
jection to it, will amount to the same thing. 

Mr. HAY, I hope the gentleman will make a request for unani- 
mous consent. He has moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. ee It will only take a few moments, if no second is 


Mr. BAILEY. But the House ought not to be put in se atti- 


tude of ae compelled to suspend the rules to eee 
Mr. H . If gentlemen are sensitive motion, 
I will ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill. I had no idea of 5 yin any attitude about it 
except to sep: Hh paee ore nee Lask unanimous consent for the present 
n of i 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill S, 4853. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 
e 

upon the President of the United States and infor inform him that the tan — 

Saving aes ted the business of the present session ready to adjourn, 

on has some other 5 to make 2 


In 1 8 Vice-President appointed as said 


padmi OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT, 
‘The committee a to wait on the President, Messrs, 
Secon HOPKINS, and RICHARDSON, appeared at the bar of 


8 the committee of the two 
Houses appointed to notify t 5 President that we were fared to 


Mr, HENDERSON. Mr. S 


5 1 8 hag See on to 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 10766) 2 right of way through Pikes Peak 


Timber Land Reserve and the ic lands to the Cripple Creek 
cy eee Railway ane 

SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
thet following title: 


A bill (S. 158) for the relief of Verona E. Pollock. 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


at Li on suai ct pes 

privilege, I sen e s 

the matter that occurred a few moments ago 
brief, and it will take but a moment of time to read it, 
eee get 


by the gentle- 
fo qunan WAS TAKII .. 


E estion waa taken; and ona division thero were—ayes 5, noos 8 
Mr. N sakar, Laak tor i the oe will not do that 
[Cries of" Regular order!“ on "the Democratic side. 
Mr. Haxpy. Tdomand thor 5355 
— —— the 


tended to in the few minutes 
Mr. HANDY. I demand the order, and ask a vote by tellers. 
Mr. CANNON. yet ein os ee 


u Gon ef ae pas ene BA RIE TA SEN to tho gale 
. BAILE on 
until the correction of 2 — is made. er 


my, HANDY. 7777S 
ar OAS Sm Ot. 3 9 importance a the mere 
Bis: Hapy. 1 demand tellers z 1 
Tellers were ord 
FFF 
as iE CANN of T Regular order 
1 Mr. CANNON Sox e Ra 55 Mr peak ‘er, I tako the 9 
Mr. Bare the) 
seat Heecon is false, and weare going to correct it. Tou knew 
rt. K anen iraa tilts 
should be in order ices cee 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. S the reporter’s notes for 
themselves, I unders the gentleman to make that statement 
ate peg vee just been read; and heat of the moment I 


the language that I am to have used. It was un- 
liamentary, *** 
5 exas also o Ho 

end be to withienw is 8 


n ə RECORD, then the gentle- 
—— 
T wiil havo to loaro ie piiraa etl gaap o 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE RECESS. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I want to submit the following res- 
olution and ask its immediate consideration. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for order, as we can not hear, 
The SPEAKER, The House will be in order, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Com Committee on Militar Affairs have power to sit dur- 


the ournment of Congress, ion 
5 equipment —— all branches of na —.— re Braye — 
advisable, and report to the next session of Congress. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, that resolution has been submitted 
to members of the committee; and I will Birt the House that 
the 8 that have come to the committee have been of such 
eee I think it would be well for the committee to have 

3 sit 5 the adjournment of Congress to investi- 
3 the Army, so that we can answer those 


against the different departments of the Army from 
our own knowisdge, a1 and not be compelled to depend entirely on 


information furnished us by the 5 3 involved, 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. What power is given the committee? I 
could not understand. 2 

Mr. HULL. Simply to sit during the adjournment of Congress 
and make such investigations as they desire of these different de- 


partments, such as the Commi Department, the Quartermas- 
ter's Department, the Ontiates Departeat, and the Hospital | be 


Corps. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Where is the committee to sit? 2 

Mr. HULL. In Washington, with power of a subcommittee 

ibly to go to any place where it is necessary. ; 

5 RICHARDSON. . That means anywhere in the United 
States? 

Mr. HULL. I think that that would be the construction to be 
put upon it. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this resolution recommended by the 
Committee on Military Affairs? 3 

Mr. HULL. Yes, only by conference with the two Democratic 
members and several Republican members. I will say to the gen- 
tleman that this resolution does not pori for the payment of 
the expenses of the committee, and they will have to pay their 
own expenses where they travel. I did not want it, for myself at 
least, to be thought that we wanted to fix up a job, but do be- 
lieve that the House should pass a resolution of this kind, so that 
the members of the committee, or a part of the committee, should 
be able to go to Fort Alger, Tampa, and Chattanooga with power 
to make a proper investigation of the different camps. 

Mr. MOODY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose; but I 
first ask unanimous consent. d 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 8 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there is to be an amendment, I would like 
to have that read, reserving the right to object to the original 
proposition and the amendment. wre 

r. MOODY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that I 

would not imperil the of the resolution by an amend- 
ment, but I think he will find no objection to it. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Add at the end of the resolution the following: 


The expenses actually in by the members of the committee, not 


curred 
to exceed in the aggregate $500, shall be paid from the contingent fund of the 


House.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if there was any 
request to the gentleman from Massachusetts that he should offer 
this amendment? 8 y 

Mr. MOODY. I will say that having in mind the same subject- 
matter which the gentleman from Iowa called to my attention a 
short time before he introduced it, I sug; to him that it was 
an injustice to the members of the committee to pay their personal 

mses, and it was my proposition to provide for a larger sum 
than is put in the amendment, but the gentleman from Iowa said 
that he thought that would be sufficient. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply thought the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts was proposing it without conference with the committee, 

Mr. MOODY.“ No; this is not in pursuance of any scheme en- 
tered into with the committee. z 

Mr. BAILEY. Idid not suggest that, but I think the amend- 
ment had better be withdrawn: 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, in justice to myself and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, I want to say that he just now has re- 
turned from Chickamauga, and my colleague [Mr. Lacry] has 
been investigating the matter, but could only look on. The good 
women of Washington have been to Camp Rises and urged that 
something be done. I do not know whether the charges are true 
or false, and if we were to investigate them during the session it 
would take the whole session. I believe that we ought to investi- 
gate the camps where the charges come from and find the truth 
or falsity of them, so that the people of the United States can 
know it. 

Mr, GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. We can 


not hear the gentleman. 
The SP. . Gentlemen will please be in order and resume 
their seats. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I think I can save some time of 
the House if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. MOODY. Will = friend from Kansas allow me to say a 
word, and then I will yield to him? I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Texas and the gentleman from Kansas that I visited a 
brigade at Chickamauga, consisting of a regiment of New York 
troops, a regiment of achusetts troops, and a Kansas regi- 
ment, and 1 found the volunteer surgeons of this regiment with- 
drawn from their duty—withdrawn from the care of these men 
who had just come from civil life—and I found that officers of at 
least one regiment were paying for the medicine that the men 


needed. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if this is to be debated for the rest 


of the session 


Mr. HULL. If it is going to entail any debate, I will withdraw 
it in justice to members. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Iowa that if there is any real necessity for this, I am not 
only willing to see the committee authorized to sit, but I would 
willing to see the reasonable expenses of the committee in- 
curred in travel paid, but inasmuch as the committee draw a good 
salary, it seems to me if the sessions are to be here the amend- 
ment is not necessary. 

Mr. MOODY, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my amendment; I do 
not want to embarrass the bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Iowa that we have within the last month passed bill after 
bill providing for a thorough organization of the Army, inspector- 
generals without number, and we have all these officers to look 
after the matters in connection with the Army. I do not see any 
good to come out of a committee of civilians to investigate it, and 
I want the party in power that appointed the men to assume the 
„ and therefore I object to the consideration of this 


RECORDING TIME CLOCKS IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT BUILDING, 


Mr, STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged resolution of 

inquiry which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
e Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested to inform 
the House if there have been purchased and installed in the Treasury De- 
partment building clocks for recording the time of clerks and employees; if 
s0, how many of such clocks have been pure , when, at what prices, and 
from what appropriation the same have been paid for, and under authority 
of what law such purchases were made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion 
I can not hear the ing of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that members will not indi- 
vidually refrain from conversation and from making noise. Each 
one contributes a little, and the result is that the gentleman from 
Tennessee and others can not hear. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. e 3 will state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. By what authority does this resolution come 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER, It can only come before the House by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. STEELE. 1 hope the gentleman will allow the resolution 
to be read in full. 

A Memser. I object. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to print for ten days some statistics and observations respecting 
the tariff law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I think the 
House will hardly adjourn without the usual leave given to print 


for ten ay 
Mr. B I would have no objection except for the per- 
formance this morning on the correction of the RECORD, but in 
of that I do not intend that another permission to print shall 
given. 


PAYMENT OF SALARIES OF EMPLOYEES OF SENATE AND HOUSE, 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fer the 
immediate consideration of Senate resolution 184, to pay the officers 
and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives their 
respective salaries for the month of July, 1898, on the day of ad- 
journment of Congress: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorizedand instructed to pa 
the officers and employees on the annual and session rolls of the Senate oad 
House of Representatives, including the Capitol police, their respective sala- 
ries for the fal month of July, 1895, on the day of adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, that will have to be modified be- 
fore it is agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. We have already provided for the payment of 
a month’s extra pay to these employees—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. This is the usual resolution. A similar reso- 

The usual resolution is in the deficiency bill, 


lution has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. 
and this would give another month’s salary. It will have to go 
over till December, so that the matter ae ie understood. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. 
Many of the statements and remarks made by gentlemen on the 
“tir. LEWIS of Washington, Mr, Speaker hat 

l 0 n. à „upon wW. ques- 
tion is the gentleman addressing the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Ohair is unable to state, 


1898. 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If itis not a subject-matter be- 
fore the House, the gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the gentleman will content himself a mo- 
ment, he will find out. 

Several MEMBERS, Regular order! : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I ask consent to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD. 

Mr, BAILEY and others objected. 


SESSIONS OF WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE DURING RECESS, 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means, or a subcommittee 
thereof, be, and is hereby, authorized to sit during the recess for the consid- 
eration of the internal-revenue and customs laws. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
resolution? > 

Mr. PAYNE. Allow me to say that the Finance Committee of 
the Senate has obtained like leave to that here pro i, There 
are several matters pending in regard to the bonded-whisky laws 
and things of that kind, and also several matters in connection with 
the war revenue law just passed. It may be necessary for the 
committee to consider these matters during the recess in order to 
have legislation ready at the beginning of the session next Decem- 

j ere will be no expense attached to the action of the com- 
mie if they sit, it will be entirely at the expense of individual 
members. 

Mr. BAILEY. My judgment is that some of these internal- 
revenue taxes will become permanent, and the law levying them 


ought to be perfected if it is ible to do so. I believe it desir- 
&ble that this resolution should be adopted. : 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 


adopted. 
On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent 
to make a personal . of about one moment. 

The SPEAKER, e gentleman from Ohio desires to make a 
personal explanation. 4 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not occupy more than one minute 
of the valuable time of the House. : 

Mr. Speaker, shortly after the occasion of the Republican State 
convention in Ohio 

Mr. HANDY. IL call for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 


REPRINT OF A BILL AND REPORT. 


Mr. FOSS. I ask unanimous consent for the reprint of House 
bill 10403, with the accompanying report—Report1875. This is a 
bill to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of 
the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman ought to givesome 

lanation as to why that bill has not been taken up this session. 
“The SPEAKER, Is there objection to ordering the reprint? 
The Chair hears none; and the order is made. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their rg? hie rag committees as indicated below: 

8. 4548. An act for the relief of James H. Latham—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

S. 4831. An act fixing the rank of the Adjutant-General of the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1189. An act for the relief of Charles Gallagher—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

S. 4395. An act to remove the charge of desertion standing on 
the record against the name of Charles Thompson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

S. 4510. An act to correct the mili record of William H, 
Fore—to the Committee on Military 8. 

S. 4159. An act relative to the payment of claims for material 
and labor furnished for District of Columbia buildings—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 3909. An act for the relief of Mrs. Harriet A. Ferguson—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4191. An act to readjust the boundary of the National Zoo- 


logical Park and presero its seclusion between Park road on the | Basse 


east and Cincinnati street and Connecticut avenue on the west— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

S. 2456. An act for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, 
Mass,—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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8. 2148. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Mer- 
rick, Merrick & Cope—to the Committee on War Claims. 
S. 8081. An act for the relief of William C. Dodge - to the Com- 


-| mittee on War Claims. 


S. 4255. An act for the relief of 7 88 55 C. Kirk and others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 3641. An act to establish a United States court at Tishomingo,’ 
ee Nation, Indian Territory—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. . 

S. 4121. An act for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 1100. An act for the relief of Thomas Chambers—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

S. 2171. An act for the relief of M. D. Crow—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

S. 4315. An act to amend an act entitled “An act providing for 
the public printing and binding and the distribution of public + 
documents,” approved January 12, 1895—to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

S. 4316. An act to incorporate the American Social Science As- 
sociation—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 3816. An act for the relief of Mary J. Cranston, of Washing- 
ton, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4306. An act to authorize the readjustment of the accounts 
of army officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1000. An act for the relief of Stephen Duncan Marshall and 
0 8 M. Miller, executors of the Will of Levin R. Marshall, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 763. An act for the relief of Augustus G. Kellogg—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

S. 1892, An act for the relief of the widow and children of John 
Hamilton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 2350. An act for the relief of the heirs of Samuel B. Spark- 
man, of Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 658, An act for the relief of Henry Lane—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

S. 110. An act referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Wil- 
liam E. Woodbridge—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 3009. An act to enable naval courts-martial and courts of in- 
quiry to secure the attendance and testimony of civilian wit- 
nesses—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 3576. An act for the relief of James Grace—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

S. R. 71. Joint resolution relating to the use of the rooms 
lately occupied by the Congressional Library in the Capitol—to 

e Committee on the Library. 

ES. R. 178. Joint resolution recognizing the gallantry of Frank 

Newcomb, commanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his 
officers and men; also retiring Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the 
Revenue - Cutter Service, for efficient and meritorious services in 
command of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

8. R. 179. Joint resolution tendering the thanks of Congress to 
Assistant Naval Constructor Richmond Pearson Hobson and to the 
volunteer crew of the Merrimac. and authorizing the transfer of 
Assistant Naval Constructor Hobson from the Construction Corps 
to the line of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 


airs, 

S. R. 170. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to invite, through the proper channels, the Govern- 
ments of England, France, Germany, Austria, Russia. Belgium, 
Switzerland, Mexico, and Venezuela to send details of troops to 
this country to participate in a jubilee, to be given in New York 
by the trustees of the Red Cross Society of New York—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

S. R. 184. Joint resolution to pay the officers and employees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives their respective salaries 
for the month of July, 1898, on the day of the adjournment of 
Congress—to the Committee on Accounts, 

S. R. 183. Joint resolution pb ior. officers of the Re 
or Volunteer army to also hold office as commissioners and his- 
torians of national military parks—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10510. An act proviatog for the transfer from the circuit 
court of appeals for the ninth circuit to the Supreme Court of 
certain a from the district court for Alaska; 

H. 590 . An act granting an increase of pension to Annie J, 


H. R. 6482, An act granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach; 
H. R, 4287. An act to authorize the President to restore Maj. 
Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, to duty, his 


former rank and status in the United States Army; 
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H. Res. 270. Joint resolution to correct an omission relative to | carried by the One hundred and fourth New York Volunteer 
signal officers on the staff of corps commanders, and for other | Infantry; and 


H. R. 10209. An act to amend an act of Congress 
H. K. 1 10885. An act making appropriations to pay session em- — 


or ah a a 2 2 ne 1 2, 1893, pontea 75 et to provide a ue ane 
ees —_— Representatives, and for purposes; ways in that part of the District of Columbia 1 — 
pire An act fixing pay and allowances of chaplains for prick ar ying 

eee. ts; 


of cities,” and for other purposes. 
regimen: 
H. R. 3164. An act granting a pension to Alden B. Thompson; 


m a une 29, 1898: 

107 
H. R. 7841. An act ine sain of pension to Seorges 73. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
Walton; 


2 Magara River; 4 
1 An act to amend section 10 of an act approved 
H. R. 8001. An act ting a eee e 1 40 

H. R. 2673. An pair sa g — of 223 April 22, 1898, entitled . An act to provide for temporarily increas- 
I. . 9466. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


ing the military establishment of the United States in time of 
war, and for other purposes; and 
H. Res. 251. Joint resolution relating to the purchase of law 


Boyd; k a ; books, books of reference, iodicals, and ne a the 
H. R. 2497. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. | military information division, Adjutant- General's 
Eaton; On June 80, 1898: 


H. R. 727. An act granting a pension to Olive H. South; 
H. R. 8724. An act granting a pension to Addie L. Ballou; 
H. R. 8679. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 


H. R. 6897. An act making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fis- 
cal year ending June, 30, 1899, and for other purposes. 

On July 1, 1898: 

H.R. 8181. An act granting a pension to John A. am; 

H. R. 6388. eee eee oseph R. 


Mathers; 
H. 10 208 5 act for the tion of Cue. 8961. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
the peace and ion of property in the of Co- 
1 face 18025 oon 4961, An act granting an increase ot pension to George W. 


H. R. 6879. An act ing an inerease of pension to qoseph C. 


osep 
13 179729. 3 increase of pension to William 
mi 
428 619. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
ith 
H. R. 7606. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Christenberry; 
H. R. 7321. An act granting an increase of pension to Lauritz 


Isen; 

H. R. 7844. An act to increase the sion of Mary B 

H. R. 5880, An act to vest in the ioners of the ‘ict 
of Columbia control of street parking in said District; 

H. R. 8428. An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the ä for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, 
and for other purposes 

H. R. 6896. An act riations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the dan artment and for fulfilli 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 30, 1899, and for other purposes; and 

H. Res. 221. Joint resolution for improvement of San Joaquin 
River and Stockton and Mormon channels, California. 

On July 2, 1898: 

H. R. 1004. An act for the relief of Theodore F. Swayze, ad- 
eee AA pe em ok Nie One a John S. P. Wheeler, de- 
ceased; an 

H. R. 10585, An act designating Titusville, Crawford County, 
TCC collection district of Erie, 


On July 5, 1898: 
H. R. 3007. An act for the relief of Martha E. Fleschert. 


H. R. 10091. An act making appropriations to adia deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fi year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

H. Res. 259. Joint resolution to provide for annexing the Ha- 
waiian Islands to the United States; 

H. R. 369. An act for the relief of Benjamin S. Barnes; 

H. R. sige An act to increase the force of the Ordnance De- 
sa 9874, An act for the relief of John C. Coleman, of Eman- 
nel County, 

H. R. 4918. ‘An act for the relief of J. Henry Rives 

Poti 4629, An act for the relief of the owners at the ship 


A. 10280. 1 Railway Com- 
pany to abandon its overhead trolley enyon street, between 
Seventh and Fourteenth streets; 

me R. 10477. EBET oe an act entitled An act to res 


F 
H. R. 6149. enen the Secretary of War to exerci 
a discretion in certain cases; 
H. R. 4484, An act a pension to Miriam V. Kenny; 
H. R. 7018. An act to provide a steam f neee, 
to Muskegon Harbor, in the State of $ 
5 An act to amend the criminal laws of the District of 


Colum 

H. R. . 930 An act to re te the construction of barbed-wire 
fences in the District of Columbia, and for other p 

H. R.5883. An act to authorize the reassessment snare 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 

PE paa titles: 

8. R. 182 7 resolution relative to electric lighting wires 
west of Rock Creek 

2 769. An act to increase the pension of Clark W. Harrington; 


mi 1119, An act granting a pension to Cassius M. Clay, sr, 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, announced that the President had a e and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following ti 

On June 27, 1898: 

H. R. 6098. An act to correct the military record of N. Ward 
Cady, late major Second Mounted Rifles, New York Volunteers, 
and to F arge; 

H. R. 3071. An act for the relief of James A. Stoddard; 

H. R. 7814. An act for the relief of John B. Tyre; 

H. R. 8248. An act for the relief of Cordell B. Green, Company | 4 


Michigan Infantry: 
H. R. 5879. ere eee de eee ant 
, 1887, 24 Statutes at Large, chapter 
H. R. 10290. ST “An act to estab- 


R. 10805. An act eee 5 


R. 9338. An act to restore to the State of New York the flag teer officers and soldiers; 
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H. R. 10424. An act to provide for a temporary increase in the amend the laws relating to American seamen, for the protection of 


ue EETA Department of the Army; 

R. 6160, An act to amend section 4746 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; 

. An act granting a pension to Susan I. Barrows; 

. R. 9195. An act granting a pension to Foster C. Carl; 

Š . An act granting a pension to James E. Jones; 


mm 
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8888 
BE 

a 
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n act granting a pension to Belle Peter. 

act granting a pension to Ellen E. Nash; 

act granting a pension to Matilda Waedel; 

act granting a pension to Henrietta Fowler; 
act granting a pension to Mary Hannah Clark; 
7. An act granting a pension to Martha Jennie Freer; 
act granting a pension to Mary A. Watts; 

. An act to grant.a pension to Junius Alexander; 

. An act to grant a pension to Theresa Bonnaveau; 
15. An act to increase the pension of George D. Phinney; 
89. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton 
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Stuart; 
ee R. 6841. An act granting an increase of pension to James C, 
ervey; 
weit 9782, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
er; 
H. R. 7806. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
H. Beckwith; 
H. R. 6799. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. Morgan; 


H. R. 8286. An act granting an increase of pension to Alphonzo | on the Library. 


O. Drake; 
H. R. 8266. An act to increase the pension of Ann Gibbons; 
H. R. 3081. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


J. Forin $ 
H. R. 2267. An act to increase the pension of Jeremiah Hackett; 
H. R. 5102. An act granting an increase of pension to Edson 


van; 
H. R. 1858. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Manley; and : 
H. R. 4283. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Murray. 
LABOR COMMISSION. 


The Speaker, pursuant to the requirements of the act of June 
18, 1898, providing for a nonpartisan commission on labor, agri- 
culture, and capital, announced the appointment of Mr. Garp- 
NER, Mr. LORIMER, Mr. LOVERING, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. BELL 
as members of said commission on the part of the House, 


COMMISSION ON TRANSPORTATION OF THE MAILS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER, pursuant to the requirements of section 5 of 
the act of June 13, 1898, providing for the appointment of a joint 
commission to investigate the prices paid for the transportation 
of mails, etc., announced the appointment of Mr. Moopy, Mr. 
CatcuinGs, and Mr. FLEMING as members of said commission on 
the part of the House, 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE, 


The SPEAKER (at 2 o'clock p. m.). By virtue of the concur- 
rent resolution of the two Houses, I now declare the second ses- 
sion of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fifth Congress 
adjourned without day. 


— — 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 

titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 

the 1 and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 286) to 
authorize the President to invite foreign governments to send de- 
tails of troops to the Red Gross jubilee in New 5 the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report ¢ o. 1055); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the bill ef the House m R. 7094) 
providing an additional circuit judge in the Third judicial cir- 
cuit, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1656); which said bill and report were referred to the 


House Calendar. 


Mr, PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 95) to 


such seamen, and to promote commerce, the same with- 
out amendment, 55 by a report (No. 1657); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. GROUT, from the special committee to investigate gas and 
telephone companies in the District of Columbia, à ro- 
port; which was ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 4805) for the relief of Frank B. Case, late a mid- 
co iets in the Navy of ‘the United States, re the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1658); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
5 the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


‘ollows: 
By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 10940) to provide for the erec- 
ponar = 8 for Joseph Anthony Mower—to the Committee 
on the 


rary. 
By Mr. COUSINS y request): A joint resolution (H, Res, 
297) to House Joint Resolution No. 17-to the Committee 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
n following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 10941) for the relief of 
Mary A. Redding and Lucy A. Gibson—to the Committee on 

msions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 10942) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Jordon H. Moore—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON (by request): A bill (H. R. 10943) granting a 
5 to Thomas L. Cate, of Cleveland, Bradley County, Tenn.— 

the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10944) appropriating $248, and interest from 
May 10, 1864, to pay William D. Humberd as scout, guide, and so 

‘forth—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10945) granting a pension of $12 per month 
to Matilda Witt, widow of J. Burgess Witt—to the Committee on 

ensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A biil (H. R. 10345) for the relief of Harry 
H. Sieg, permanently helpless child of Henry A. Sieg, late of Com- 

any F, Ninth United States Infantry, and Company C, Tenth 
nited States Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REEVES: A bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of Isaac D, 
Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10948) for the relief of George Mowry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 10949) granting anincrease 
of pension to Charles H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10950) for the relief of John 
B. Nold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 10951) to pension George W. 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10952) to pension Caroline Minnich—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10953) to increase the pension of Elmer W. 
Welsheimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10954) to correct the military record of Jesse 
Brenner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10955) to pension Mrs. Amanda M. Morse 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10956) to increase the pension of William 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10957) to increase the pension of William W. 
McClain—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 296) for the 
relief of K. H. Beshgetour—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 5 papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No, 10453, 


6808 


granting an increase of pension to Franklin Snyder—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. sy 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Order of 
Railway ductors, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, and 
Order of Railway Telegraphers, in favor of the Voip of the anti- 
scalping bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. CR: 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Martha L. Woodward and the 
Epworth League of Irasburg, Vt., against the sale of intoxicants 
in Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Traffic. : 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Sarah Burket, to sg i House 
bill granting her a pension as the widow of Jesse Burket and 
mother of Philip Burket, late of Company D, Fifty-fifth Penn- 
pren Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons, 
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Also, petition of citizens of Cambria County, Pa., to granta 
nsion to Mrs. Bell S. Stevans, widow of William A. Stevans, 
ate of Company I, Two hundred and sixth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, resolutions of White Cross Lodge, No. 354, Knights of 
Pythias, of Altoona, Pa., in support of House bill No. 6468, grant- 
ing land at Hot Springs, Ark., for the purpose of erecting and 
pa ps a sanitarium thereon—to the Committee on the Pub- 
c Lan 
By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill to pay William 
D. Remnant $248 for services as scout and guide from Jansena, 
1864, to May 10, 1864—to the Committeə on Appropriations. 


By Mr. RI DSON: Papers to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Talan. H. Moore—to the 
Committee on Mi Affairs, 


By Mr. SHER : Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of John B, Nold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


